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Public Involvement Advisory Council (PIAC)
Policy Small Group Session

Meeting Notes

June 1, 2010

PIAC Members Present:  Linda Nettekoven, Paul Leistner, Marty Stockton, Joleen Jensen-Classen, Cassie Cohen 
PIAC Members Absent: Jimmy Brown, Glenn Bridger

Agenda

A. PIAC Resolution

B. Public Involvement Baseline Assessment Project

C. Public Involvement Impact Statement

Notes
The group reviewed the comments and amendments made in the larger PIAC group to the upcoming City Council resolution to adopt public involvement principles and to direct the PIAC to conduct a baseline assessment of bureau’s public involvement, and to create a public involvement statement accompanying City Council documents. 
A. PIAC Resolution

· We reviewed City Code Chap. 1.07 Documentation of Rules & Procedures and noted that one of the examples given of a non-binding city policy is “statements encouraging civic involvement.” We agreed that the PIAC principles, impact statement and baseline assessment questionnaire go far beyond this. 
· Resolution “Shopping Around Strategy:”  ask Afifa, Tim/Dora for guidance on whether to:
· Shop resolution package to individual commissioners? or
· Take to a single meeting of the commissioners’ chiefs of staff?

B. Baseline Assessment

· Include some open ended questions, including “What does your bureau do well in public involvement (PI)?” and “What does your bureau struggle with?” 
· Suggesting adding a question about whether bureau asks participants for their feedback on PI processes.

· Joleen expressed concern that the questionnaire is getting too long.

· We discussed the need to not go beyond the tipping point at which bureau directors and staff won’t fill out the questionnaire. 

· We discussed that this was an effort to raise awareness and begin to change behavior, not to blame or shame people. We agreed that we need to avoid judgmental language. 
· Paul will check questions with Danielle regarding coordinating this effort with her Civil Rights Title VI reporting requirements.
· Use the term “involvement” vs “participation”.
· Drop words in parentheses in main questions if they are included in the NO/YES options

· Add a line asking person who filled out to identify self and state their title/role.
· Add a line asking bureau director to sign.
C. PI Impact Statement

· Change “impact” to “impacts.”

· Add “(benefits and burdens)” after “impacts”

Review of Possible Future Policy Group Projects

· Board and Commissions

· Linda noted three key question areas: 

· Recruitment/Selection: How are people recruited and selected to serve? What kind of outreach is done in this process?
· Experience on Brd/Commission: How clear was the mission? Was staff support adequate? Etc. 
· Usefulness/impact: What use was made of brd/commissions work? Did individual feel she/he had an impact?
· Charter Review

· At least work on using principles to develop statement on role of community in governance and overall governance ethic.
· Comprehensive Plan Element on Community Involvement

· Need to draft something.
· CPIN/PSU Brownbag – what should PA students be taught about PI?

· Check with Desiree from BPS—she’s studying engagement theory in a program now.

