DRAFT


Bonne Femme Stakeholder Committee Minutes 11 July, ‘05 
Members Present: Annie Pope, Steven Sapp, Amelia Cottle, Ben Londeree, Stephanie Smith, Robin Crane, George Montgomery, Carol Van Gorp, Stephen Cheavens, Randal Clark, Glen Ehrhardt.
Members Absent: Steve Sowers, Jane Travlos, Dave Bennett, Don Stamper, David Bedan.
Others present:  
Steering Committee: Bill Florea, Terry Frueh, Scott Schulte.
Meeting ran 2 hours, 15 minutes
Educational Presentation:


Dale Whitman, UMC law professor, talked about Property Rights.  There are 3 basic land use control techniques: public controls (zoning, subdivision approval, building codes, and eminent domain), private controls (easements and covenants), and judicial controls (nuisance law).  There are 3 basic types of takings that courts recognize government can do: 1) acquisition of title to the property; 2) permanent physical occupation by government; and 3) a regulation that “goes to far”. The last taking has several tests that can be applied to test if it is a taking:  the “Lucas” test (has the regulation deprived the property of essentially all of its value?), and the “Penn Central” test (court must balance economic impact of the regulation, reasonable expectations of the landowner, and the significance of the public interest served by the regulation).  

There were lots of questions Mr. Whitman fielded pertaining to property rights. 

Announcements:

Amelia Cottle moved to approve the previous meeting’s minutes; it was seconded by Annie Pope. The motion passed unanimously.
The Project is putting together the annual newsletter to be sent to all property owners in the watershed.  Stakeholders were invited to submit proposals for articles to be included in the newsletter.
Two Stakeholders resigned in the last week, Chuck Miller and David Grant.  David said he had too many other commitments, and Chuck has not stated why he was resigning. The group discussed whether or not to replace them.  Some thought it was getting too late in the process to have new ones join since the committee has met for over a year.  Others thought that the perspectives they represented were very important to have on the committee as well as keeping the group at 18 people, and the precedent had been set that the Stakeholders are replaced. The group decided to ask the Policy Committee to appoint two new members. 
 
First reading of Chapter 2, Appendix A:


The Stakeholders decided to put off until next time the first reading of the two chapters since they had not seen hard copies of their edits.
Chapter 1:


The various sections within chapter 1 were briefly summarized.  Terry mentioned that the photos and sidebars were included to help educate the reader and make the document more appealing to read; also, more photos are needed for the first chapter.  The question was raised over whether the Stakeholders thought the document should be in the first or third person, which they will discuss another time.  

The economics section of the document needs some more help.  It was mentioned that REDI, Columbia Chamber of Commerce, Columbia Board of Realtors, local building permits information, and the Columbia Convention and Visitors Bureau were good sources who could help with economic information.  
Plan Editing Process Revisited:


It was brought up that the same editing process the group did at their previous meeting would result in 3-4 meetings on editing chapter 1, therefore another method should be tried.  It was proposed that they do a process where a subcommittee would work on editing the chapter, and the entire group would have a meeting to work through any conflicts; some liked this approach, others thought it would be too political.  

The group decided to stay with the previously agreed-to format: Terry sends a draft of the chapter to the group no later than at meeting time; the Stakeholders would have until two weeks before the next meeting to get comments back to Terry, and he would have 1 week to compile all the comments into one document and send back to the Stakeholders. Stakeholders can submit their comments in electronic or handwritten format (via snail mail or fax (fax # 886-4340)), or call and discuss them directly with Terry. It was also asked that people include a rationale with their substantive edits to help others understand the reason why the change was proposed.  
It was clarified that at the meeting where the group reviews the comments/edits, the chapter would not be covered page by page; rather, Stakeholders need to have come to the meeting prepared with any comments they have.  That way, the group does not get bogged down reading the document line-by-line during the meeting, and commenting on every single section.

A few days before the deadline, Terry would send out an email reminding people of the upcoming deadline.  It is important for Stakeholders to let Terry know if they have no comments about the chapter; that way, it is understood that they have read the document and approve of it as is.
Next Stakeholder Committee Meeting:
The next meeting will be at 7 p.m., September 12th, 2005 at Boone County Fire Protection District Headquarters.  

