Stakeholder responses to Public Comments

The only Stakeholder responses received by Terry Frueh by 8 a.m. on May 9th, 2007 were from Steve Cheavens:

1.  Mr Freiling - Something we considered (if I recall correctly).

2.  Mr Ikerd - While there is some science that proposes limiting impervious surface, there are other experts who vigorously disagree.  I think the approach we came up with that addresses the end result and encourages the use of a laundry list of BMPs to achieve results is a much fairer, and at the end of the day, more efficient way to achieve

the goals we established.

3.  Mr & Mrs Crowley - Let me preface my remarks by saying that I am a strong advocate of personal property rights, and I believe those include the right of a property owner to  avoid or mitigate damage or reduction in value caused by the reckless actions of neighbors or upstream land use.  I found the lengthy and one-sided diatribe to lack the balance

that we attempted to achieve as stakeholders in this process.  For me personally, balance means, no one can arbitrarily dictate when or how I use my land but that on the other hand, there are sufficient regulations and restrictions in place that my neighbor can not ruin my land or land value by what he does on his land - or vice-versa.  I would include a

select portion of the Crowley offering only if it were balanced by some facts, legal cases and quotes that demonstrate the other side of the debate.

4.  Mr O'Connor - Similar to the above - fails to recognize the requirement for balance.  Protecting the "entire area" to the same level as a State Park is as wrong as protecting none of it - in my opinion. Environmental protection is a key element of our work - but not to the exclusion of all other goals.
The following comments were received from Amelia Cottle on May 10th:

Land use plan - Well, give us another year and we might come up with one...

Property rights - This will always and forever be a disputed area.  I think

the group addressed this issue many times and in many ways, especially since

we only recommend...we aren't the deciders!

Regional wastewater treatment - This is worthy of a mention but falls under

so many other umbrellas that it doesn't apply directly to what we did.  We

could have dabbled in a lot of other areas - electric lines, cell towers,

water lines, road planning - and been at this another two years.  It's all a

big quilt!

Property tax mitigation - This is another can of worms that pits one group

against another.  I don't want to go there.

