Public Involvement Advisory Council (PIAC)
Annual State of Public Involvement Report and Evaluation (ASPIRE) Meeting Notes
April 2, 2013
DRAFT

Members Present: Donita Fry, Denver Igarta, Elizabeth Kennedy-Wong, Colleen Poole, Desiree Williams-Rajee
Members Absent: Mohamed Abdiasis, Liam Frost, Muna Idow, Carri Munn, Goldann Salazar
Guests: Victoria Demchak
Staff: Afifa Ahmed-Shafi

Agenda

A. Review of all current work
B. Concerns with PI principles
C. Review of decision chart models
D. Final products
E. Homework

Notes

A. Review of all current work

· Two versions of existing report: Elizabeth’s short report and Muna’s shorter report. Will review this to determine what amount of substance we need.
· Current Public Involvement Principles and Priorities – is this the right set of priorities to present to a bureau (and summarized by Muna to be made measurable and actionable)?
· Where does data collection fit in? 
· Can we fit the PI Principles into stages of the public involvement process? 
· 5 steps:
· Scoping, Design (to meet needs identified), Implementation, Evaluation. There’s an ongoing Relationship Building that’s constant with any public involvement. 
· (And can we edit the PI principles? – oddly worded. Do it at the same time as the report moves out, to ensure that language is shared.)

B. Concerns with PI principles

· If we’re working with the PI principles as written, our concerns are that:
· Definitions are vague and difficult to act on: Meaningful, accessible, welcoming
· Push/ pull with prescriptive requirements or policy-oriented principles. Use policy, then an example of what it looks like in action? Different documents are more meaningful, etc. Too much variety.
· Pick a few discrete scenarios that are illustrative of the values we want people to think through.
· What Donita wants to hear is that this involvement drives decisions. 

C. Review of decision chart models

· 2) Conduct every 3 years – 3 years from Assessment to Assessment.
· 4) Publish aggregate results? Yes, after review. Possibly shortened. ASPIRE will return to it.
· 6) Success stories might come out later. Concern: weight / formatting of document and the tone. Maybe just insofar as it stays on message. Perhaps start with PIAC and learn from the community and the city side (use for public involvement). 
· 7) Yes, cite national PI reports. 
· 8) Don’t ask bureaus again about citywide committees.
· 9) On language – let’s create a glossary, being mindful of which one we’re using at which point. Use Desiree’s glossary as an appendix. 

D. Final products

Our product: Report Package: Report, glossary, min standards, Repurposed PI principles with new framework, BIP#9 (“Impact assessment.”). 

E. Homework

[bookmark: _GoBack]Homework Due Wednesday 4/10 at 5pm
1. How do these principles fit into the foundational elements? Elizabeth/ Afifa
2. Review Elizabeth’s + Muna’s edits. What fits what you need? 
3. Need to review full report later to determine whether it can be distributed.

* EMAIL to ALL GROUP TONIGHT: Elizabeth’s edited version. Muna’s version as well.

