
1) Reflections from the Event

· What went well?
· Cynthia’s summaries and recaps were very helpful in positioning the tours and why we are doing what we are doing. Quite accessible in terms of the information.
· The three technologies talks were helpful and a nice way of positioning important ideas. But they could have been tighter and more focused on getting to the key points.
· People were really engaged and were able to say intelligent things about genuine concerns.
· What could have been done differently
· Maybe too much fronting.
· Conversation went off-topic and people would dominate others or interrupt, which can be difficult to address without using heavy-handed tactics that can turn people off. 
· It can be tough to get the shy or passive people to interact and contribute without causing them to feel uncomfortable.
· Perhaps the space wasn’t conducive to moving around during the nano game.
· Nano game may have been better if shorten by 5 or so minutes, that way there’s more discussion time.
· We should create a list of questions for after the nano game that more explicitly prompt the discussion and participation towards what we want them to think about: difficulties in personifying the characters in the card and their technological needs; what is it about nano that its everywhere and into the future; what about the access to technology, what are the social and economic issues at hand, motivations, etc.
· Food wasn’t idea, for instance, it could have been more sustainable. (Kelly takes responsibility for this).
· Conversation cafe might have been rushed and could have used more “provocative” guiding questions. Unsure whether or not the open dialogue should be facilitated, however, this could sway/direct conversation too much. Curious if our presence at the tables shifted/biased/altered the organic nature of the conversation. Either way, we should act as neutral observers/recorders and refrain from participating in the conversation unless we decide to facilitate (still not contributing though).
· Perhaps the dinner discussion and conversation cafe could be combined to allow for more time for discussion –– although this could also cause people to get sidetracked.
· Tour and topic ideas.
· Something that has to do with natural, non-toxic ways of producing energy -- not just solar -- biofuels?
· Example of how cultural institutions can stay relevant as things change.
· Heritage Square – On Dec 1, there will be an event called  “Christkindlmarkt”   The Arizona Center for Germanic Cultures presents its fifth annual Christkindlmarkt -- a traditional German Christmas market -- in downtown Phoenix at Heritage Square, 7th Street and Monroe, Saturday, Dec. 1, 2012 from 10 a.m. to 8 p.m.  http://www.phoenixoktoberfest.com/christkindlmarkt.html 
· Light Rail ride – I propose we ride the light rail north, and get off at Central and Osborn.  On the West side of Central, there are high-rise office buildings and apartments.  On the East side, there are vacant lots that have been proposed as new transit-oriented developments.  Maybe we could find some old photos from this area and contrast them with what they are now (vacant lots) and what they could be (??, businesses?, mixed-use high density developments?, who would live here?, would they have solar panels on the roof?, would they integrate nanotechnology into the buildings? The Transportation systems? The jobs? The healthcare?).  Address for google-map search is 32 East Columbus Ave, Phoenix, AZ 85012.
· Burton Barr Central Library – also along the light rail.  Many comments about how we learn, where we gather.  The Central Library is a very hopping place on Saturdays.  There are usually a lot of homeless people outside, a lot of families coming in and out.  They also have solar panels covering the whole parking lot, and they have electric car chargers in the parking lot.  There is an art exhibit that will be there called "The Language of Silence," at the library's @Central Gallery. Working primarily in mixed media, Barbara Crisp, Mindi L. Headrick, Cara McAneny and Diane L. Silver explore that which is often concealed, resting out of sight. From their own unique points of view, each artist illuminates tucked-away questions, closeted wounds and unspoken dreams.[exhibit starts Nov 8].
· Other relevant items.
· Perry – had to rediscover Phoenix after being away at college for four years.  The place has changed a lot, but people who live here don’t even see it.  He says some people he knows are still afraid to come to downtown Phoenix, as if it is a dangerous place.
· Wendoly – I’m glad I came tonight.  I feel alone sometimes, but now that I hear others saying similar things to my thoughts I am glad that there are others that care about the same things I do.
· Blake - "I'm sure if we were sitting in this table, being immigrants without speaking English, the concerns would be totally different." These are issues of accessibility to technology and social justice. Phoenix is full of antagonisms, of a myriad of communities and identities that build Phoenix and make it unique.
· Brian - Pablo Solari, the architect, had very different approaches. His Arcosanti project is very communal, whereas his proposed a city to China is a linear city that is very narrow and has one mass transit system that runs through everything.
· A general question that was brought forth at the end of the session: Can solar energy be the main distinction here that grants Phoenix an identity?
· It’s good that a lot of attention was directed towards more sustainable energy (specifically solar), but even more interesting were the ideas about self-sufficiency. That is, owning your own solar panels, living off the grid, and developing a much more intimate relationship with your energy source.
· We had a very strict schedule, yet somehow we did an admirable job adhering to it and covering everything we wanted to. I think a lot of this had to do with all the time we spent planning, our expertise in the subject, and the group tacit knowledge that we’ve developed over the past couple months. Kelly brought this out explicitly when, as we were cleaning up, she said something like, “This is a power team. If there’s ever a project in the future, this is the team I want to work with.” Similarly, Cynthia has said that our team goes down as one of her most enjoyable and successful (thus far) collaborations. All of this means something and it is surely a large part of why the first meeting went so well. But, this also means that groups who pick it up and run FCT in their own city may have a tougher time if they don’t have the ability, knowledge, and group skills that we do.
2) Workshops Notes

Nano game and debrief

Good overall participation and enthusiasm from participants. Seemed like a good way to introduce the idea of nanotechnology and the wide range of applications to participants

General surprise about how many different technologies there were and the various uses.

People remarked on the great number military applications and technologies and how those were not relevant, interesting, or helpful to her character. Participants brought up that this is because the military is where the money for R&D resides. 

”Even if I could get my imagination there [as to how her character could use the technology] no one would trade with me.”

Also, there were question in regards to how many of the technologies are just marginal improvements over what we already have. Larger question was raised about how do we know if an improvement is “slight”? Questions of improvement are very subjective, so we have to put it in the context of our individual lives.

Comment made about polluted water and how there were not a lot of technologies associated with addressing that, e.g. tea bag filters, and yet it still affects everyone everywhere –– you would think more technologies like that would be globally distributed. However, a lot of people who could use these technologies don’t have access to them. Just because the technology exists and someone wants to use it doesn’t mean that you can match them up. This raises issues of support, access, and equity. But one person argued that technologies become more accessible as they are developed –– example of the now widespread use of cell phones.

The technologies aren’t islands in and of themselves, they can create dependencies amongst countries.

Three technologies - 

Mindy

Where is technology and nanotechnology? We often don’t notice things until they don’t work anymore, for instance, asphalt is taken for granted until we hit a pothole. We build and design values into technology, even something like asphalt. Example given of the environmental cool-coating that can uses nanoparticle to reflect heat better. It was used in a couple of places around Phoenix a few years ago and is already a no longer existing part of history because the coating was painted over and never put back: “It is the future and it is already a part of the past.”

Jathan

Cell phones affect social relationships in many obvious and subtle ways. For instance, the incremental shift from pagers to smartphones changed, over time, norms regarding how quickly we are expected to respond to others when they contact us. In addition, we are also sharing a lot more information now which further changes relationships. It is easy to know where I am and who I’m with all the time (geo-locating, tagging, etc.). The change can be simultaneously slow and fast. The pervasiveness of our smartphones happened in a relatively short amount of time, but it doesn’t seem like a sudden change.

Carlo
Example given of how something as simple as a tomato still does not involve a straightforward process –– this little red fruit is an amazing piece of technology. Farmers had to develop methods for growing large amounts of them in all seasons. They had to be cultivated to fit with machine pickers. Laborers that used to pick tomatoes now must find something else to do. Tomatoes don’t exist in isolation, they are part of larger, complex socio-technical systems of which humans are actors within. Society shapes technology and technology shapes society.

Cynthia
Summarized the key points of each short talk and showed that they all raise questions of choice. It is often difficult to see where we have choices. We inherit some things and some things persist into the future. Every choice has tradeoffs and we have to discover what those are. The disruptions that technologies can cause are not easy to anticipate or prevent. 

Often there are things that impact our lives and we have no choice. This raised the question of how science informs and shapes how we live our lives and get to know each other. It’s crucial to recognize that technologies are made by people and made of “stuff,” and we have to try to deal with and manage this process.
Dinner Conversation (Red Table) - 

Examples of technological change over our lifetimes:

· Light: has shaped our productivity and also impacts our health like by shifting our natural rhythms.
· Television: It has a large influence and impact on children, and there is no longer as much reading or connection among people.
· Data information system: The availability of and how we gather information is easier and faster. This contributes to a change in the ways that knowledge is produced (as well as the expectations for graduate students, i.e., more and more publications).
· Health technologies: Example given of a ballet dancer. She can now get shots in the knee that have not been available before, which allow her to keep dancing longer. Completely changes people’s lifestyles and what they can do physical.
· Internet- “It’s been 10 years since I’ve been to the library to do research.” If we don’t have what we want at our fingertips, we can just go online and have access. Internet has changed the way families can connect and relate –– families no longer have to live near each other to stay in constant contact. When the participant was married 30 years ago and had kids, his interaction with his parents and in-laws was few and far between. Things are very different now; he and his wife can text, facebook, send video, etc. almost instantaneously. This leads to much more family interaction. However, a comment was made that it is also harder to disconnect from those we don’t want to be in contact with. It’s also caused people to be more passive in face-to-face interactions. Kids growing up with the internet are also more impulsive and take less time to process [reflect] on things. because everything is instantaneous. What’s more, there are only one or two search engine companies, like Google, controlling the information on the internet.
· Agriculture: Rise of GMOs, big agriculture, seed companies, organic farm movement, urban farms.
· Transportation: Allows us we now get goods from all over the world.
· Libraries: ebooks, mp3s, etc
· Technology related to security and surveillance: Increased efforts to protect and secure people has lead to us being regularly recorded and monitored. How are these technologies (e.g. x-rays at airport) effecting our bodies? We treat personal data in different ways (e.g. electronic records); it’s no longer our own. Who watches and tracks where you go? What are the consequences? 
Motivations for Participating in City Tours

· Concerned with integrating all sorts of different people into the process and getting people involved.
· Loves learning, want to increase knowledge, and take advantage of existing opportunities.
· Dual role as a teacher/learner, is already pretty involved in the community, and felt like you can’t complain about things if you’re not involved.
· Was invited by a friend who also received the invitation [importance of the ask]. Also, interested in how technology influences the future of a city
Conversation Cafe (Red Table) -

General topics (positive)

· People are generally optimistic about the future.
· It’s easy to get out into the wild and this should be preserved.
General topics (negative)

· People don’t interact as much and the city prevents that.
· Diversity is important to maintain, but zoning can make this hard.
· There is a missing sense of place and identity because Phoenix is isolated. 
· Phoenix is experiencing an identity crisis because it wants the best parts of urban and suburban life, but we can’t sustain both.
Conversation Cafe (Blue Table) -

· Concerns about sprawl and population density
· No public meeting places and a lack of transportation, which both have a negative impact on the public sphere.
· Excited about ways to mitigate heat island effects.
· A general value of nature and the diverse, yet close, ecosystems
· It’s hard to live sustainably and make choices when economic circumstances direct your options, such as not having good jobs and affordable housing near each other. When Elaine lived in Mexico City she had to drive 2.5 hours to work because that’s where the best available job was located. The social and economic structures outside really matter, not everyone can live in a loft downtown.
· Concerns about the future of a sprawling metropolis, i.e. the sun corridor.
· People want to see the following preserved: the science center, the museums, the libraries, universities like ASU; Maricopa county’s giant park system; south mountain as the largest city park.
Conversation Cafe (Yellow Table) -

Regina - Things are really accessible. Barriers to entry are really low and it creates a community of doers. There are pockets, expansive sameness and a pocket of something really unique. 

To see it transformed as a value...what's your character [as a city] and how do we help you get that expressed? Space provides the illusion of independence.  The rugged independence may not serve us.  There's a low self esteem associated with it. There's a little bit of shame ...I was thinking yeah we have capacity to do something really incredible. We've been honest about our problems.

Roger - We ought to be leading the nations, if not the world, in the use of solar energy. This is important to addressing global warming. In a way I view the city as kind of being the worst of both worlds. It's not spread out enough to give us protection, but its close enough to make us involved in everyone's problems. I see that there are big expanses of sameness but they are punctuated by really distinct communities in Phoenix. That's still true. Guadalupe, Arcadia, the Biltmore, you say some of these words and people know exactly what you're talking about and what kind of community is there, but they are not right next to each other. So somehow it's the integration of community and identity at the same time and it's got to be necessary to make any of the big plans work.

The light rail doesn't bring communities together.  How can we encourage a technology that serves all; both ends of the spectrum in terms of communities –– like South Phoenix and North

or East to West.

People get behind technology from both ends: low income folks get behind technology for use (if there's access enough) and high end folks get behind technology for development.

2) Report Out and Concerns

· Water
· How we use it and how we take it for granted.
· Heat Mitigation
· Sprawl
· Mass transit and transportation
· How it impacts community
· Ties different people together
· Evolution over time
· Regional focus
· Disconnection/no center/decentralized
· Development and revitalization
· Zoning
· Design to the way we want things to be
· Up not out (is that what we want)
· Identity
· Sense of Community/use of community/what can be done to facilitate connection?
· Political Will
· Initiative
· Need for visionary leaders
· Cultural Institutions 
· Changing nature
· Collaborative spaces
· Pockets of culture
· Have to change with the technology
· Accessible
· Natural Landscape
· Opportunities available within a short distance
· Diversity
· Photovoltaic systems/use or lack of use of solar/innovative local companies

