
 

Class: Efficient Irrigation and Landscape Design Technical Advisory Workshop 

Location: City of Coeur d’Alene Library    

Instructors: Terry Pickel, BiJay Adams, Danny Motylewski, Todd Kemink, Gary Nolan, Jim 

Markley, Kara Carleton, Jim Ekins 

1. The workshop objectives met your expectations. Disagree =1,  Agree = 14, Strongly Agree = 11 

2.  The Instructor is knowledgeable about the subject. Agree = 12, Strongly Agree = 15 

3.  The presentation was clear and understandable. Disagree =1,  Agree = 12, Strongly Agree = 14 

4.  The instructional aids are well designed and easy to understand.  Agree = 15, Strongly Agree = 11 

5.  How would you rate the facility for comfort and convenience? Fair = 2, Good = 4, Excellent = 20 

6.  Overall, how would you rate this workshop?  Fair = 1, Good = 12, Excellent = 13 

9.  How did you learn about this workshop?  IESS = 2, Email = 7, Co-Worker/Work = 14, SAJB = 1, EGAID = 1 

Each evaluation was given a number which is used below in recording participant comments. 

#2. Great Job. Joey Otoole HD Fowler 

#3. Good presentations. Nice to hear of other alternatives. 

#9. Offer credits for other people. 

#10. Great class. Good to see IWAC doing classes.  Really good class, enjoyed all the speakers. Scott 
Inch. 

#14.  Very Informative 

#15. CEUs for arborists. Organic options 

#16.  Vegetation Management in regards to water. 

#17.  Very hard to understand & follow Mr. Nolan on backflows. Terry Pickel was great! 

#18.  Backflow needs more clarification. Dale Gephart Architects West 

#20.  Love the passion all the speakers had, but there was a lot of redundant information.  Future: 
more complex topics and conversation. 

#22.  Good content Good instructors. More soil amendment practical info. John Bottelli Spokane 
County. 

#26.  Need to have more landscape and lawn care companies come to this class. Future: sprinkler 
maintenance, design more about soil. Soil Ph is important. Chris Pulsoni, CAP Smart Water Irrigation. 

IWAC 1/29/20 Workshop Evaluation Summary 
 

26 of 34 participants returned evaluation forms. One person on some questions, marked two scores, 

both of which were included in this summary. 
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