
December 2002 Meeting , continued


The Randy Carter Award for 2003 was decided on (to be announced publicly later).


A proposal to alter recent amendments to the by laws was defeated.


Pete VanDeman’s motion that the club donate $200 to the Cumberland forest headquarters to offset expenses incurred hosting the winter meeting passed.


The nominating committee for the president elect will be Roc Cooper, Larry Born and Cris Leonard.


2003 CALENDAR


The 2003 float schedule was decided:


Highland County/Maple Syrup Festival – March 15-16


Head Sucking @R5 – April 26-27


Appomattox River clean up – May 3


Memorial Day will be at R5. Randy Carter Chapter will cook


Summer Float - June 28, location to be decided upon Memorial Day


Labor Day – Glen Maury Park. Roanoke Chapter will cook


Dickel Bash -TBA


Winter Meeting – Dec. 6. Location TBA


Meeting adjourned at 1:10 or so in order to watch Tech play Miami.





Submitted with the usual trepidation,


A. Wrighttus




















risk, and (d) potential for any residual long-term influences on existing uses.” The regulation clearly points out that non-point measures must conform to the highest standards of Best Management Practices currently available. 


While on the Website I looked at past nominations and the public comments received by the agency. It was interesting to note that on one nomination the US Forest Service objected to the designation and on another accepted the nomination so long as the existing regulations remain in effect. Both nominations were predominately on Forest Service lands. 


One of the above nominations flowed through lands owned by the Department of Game and Inland Fisheries. DGIF opposed the designation due to the possible impacts the regulations might have on their future use of their lands.  To have such concerns shown by government owners certainly would give a private citizen owner cause to question such designation of waters on their lands.


I, like all FFV’ers I know, really do want the cleanest waters flowing through the landscape of Virginia. It is one of our most valuable natural resources. With so many users impacting the water and so many landowners and businesses being impacted by restrictions, the important consideration is “how” do we keep our waters clean and still meet so many needs.


I suppose my whole point here is not whether we are right or wrong is supporting the Tier III designation for the streams Bill suggested. The point is that we were asked to do it at the last minute without thought, adequate information and little time/few members to discuss the issue. If I have learned anything in 20 years of natural resource policy, it has been that these issues are complex and solutions in today’s society are difficult – especially trying to avoid “unintended consequences”.  


FFV has a strong and credible reputation with decision-makers and citizens. We owe them both our careful and thoughtful consideration before we take a stand on this or any policy issues.  


In the future, I would suggest that anyone wishing to bring a policy issue before the membership at a formal meeting, provide advance notice and detailed information that can be disseminated prior to the meeting.  That way, we can have an informed debate and hopefully, arrive at a reasonable and credible decision.  





  

















 

















Editor’s Note:


There are several ways notification can take place.  One is via the FPP&P newsletter. The web page is another source for such notification. Not all FFV members have access to the web, and some information might not become available to make the due dates for our newsletter. In that instance, information could be mailed to all state officers and all presidents of local chapters.  Presidents of local chapters could then disseminate the information to their members.  Any other suggestions are appreciated. Please weigh in on the issue as communications are essential to doing good!  





EXCEPTIONAL WATERS – TEIR III


By Jim Garner


At the winter meeting, Bill Tanger proposed FFV support/endorsement of several streams as exceptional waters of the Commonwealth.  A considerable discussion followed attempting to clarify the exact meaning and impact of such designation – especially on present and future riparian landowners.  Some questions were answered - some were not. 


I did a quick bit of research at DEQ’s Website and found more about the process of how the streams are designated than what the specific impacts may be. In fact, I still have questions and concerns, especially if I were a landowner along the watercourse and ABOVE the designated area. 


Bill was correct in his response of non-point sources of pollution. These are viewed by DEQ as temporary and limited, but will be determined on a case-by-case basis by the agency. To me, this leaves a lot of unanswered questions and open to subjective evaluation by the inspector of the case.  In disturbance cases, the regulation is clear to point out that the decision on effects will be based on – 


“(a)…length of time which water quality will be lowered, (b) likelihood of long-term water quality benefits to the segment, (c) degree to which achieving applicable water quality standards during the proposed activity may be at

















