South Fork Nooksack River
Watershed Planning

Community Meeting
Summary
Sept. 27th, 2016
On Tuesday, September 27th, residents met for a Community Meeting at the Van
Zandt Hall in East Whatcom County to formally launch the creation of a South Fork
Nooksack River Community Watershed Plan.
Over 100 people attended the event to review the information that has already been
gathered and share their hopes, concerns, and ideas. Representatives from local
organizations and agencies provided maps, displays and information about
conditions and management efforts in the valley, as well as the latest opportunities
for technical and financial assistance for landowners.

The Community Meeting included a vision board where participants were invited
to write their hopes, concerns, and ideas. Input from the board is transcribed
here…

Hopes/Ideas/Concerns
(No ranking order … written as recorded)
Hopes
 Government gets out of the community
 Avoid federal government stepping in (around water
rights) because the community is unable to come
together
 Eliminate clear-cutting
 Heal thy communication on issues

Ideas







Public education about dairy farmers (not harming environment)
Picking up derelict nets
Private property owners must take care of their land
Maintain river channel with well-placed dredging
In planning, make sure that we account for proportionality – influence of large
landowners/small landowners
Would like another/different kind of meeting with residents only, where there could be a
presentation with Q and A.

Concerns (most concerns were generated by five participants)
















Scrutiny over water use; extra control, water metering
Functionally disallowing farming
Using tax dollars
For log-jams – if/when they become dislodged, concern about safety, and who will pay for
damages
What are the lost opportunity costs related to log-jams – e.g. access, usual and accustomed uses
Where do tribal rights come into play?
Do these projects actually protect water? Are we wasting public dollars? (lack of confidence
that the projects on the ground actually protect water)
Bureaucrats not taking responsibility
Concern that the community was not involved earlier in the process…Sub Zone should have
called a meeting earlier in the process.
Invasion of my privacy
Unstable slopes (Devil’s slide)
Inflated costs of restoration projects; not allowing or supporting landowners to participate in
restoration on their own property.
Disagree with how much of a buffer is needed on creeks/river (11 feet vs. 100 feet)
Who defines a “salmon stream” (how is it defined)
Lack of trust; fear of:
o Misuse of Funds
o Misuse of Tax $s
o Driven by outside interests
o Fake process – the people organizing this effort don’t actually care
o A hidden agenda

In addition to the Vision Board, all attendees at the Community Meeting
were asked to fill out a short survey to capture their opinions and ideas
about watershed planning. Out of more than 100 attendees, 22 filled out
the survey. The summarized results are shown here with the original survey
following:

SFNR Watershed Planning Community Meeting Survey Results
1. Are you a resident of the South Fork Valley?
15
5
2

Yes
No
No answer

2. What are your interests? Check all that apply:
14
15
19
14
10
6
1
1

Fisheries
Farming
Forestry
Recreation
SFNR small business
Government
NGO
Other: Private property/exempt wells

3. Did you attend an “Interest Group” meeting in July /August?
4
16
1
1

Yes
No
Unsure
No answer

4. What are your hopes for the future of our watershed?
No Answer – 4 responses
Access to enough water, restoring salmon, keeping our rural way of life, and mitigating flooding and slides
Stability of levees
Regulate logging on the hillsides and steep slopes; protect wildlife and fisheries
Salmon is an ongoing concern, with water and irrigation for farms to hold a constant value to make a living being
Continued water access for private property owners
No more clear cutting
Access, restoration
Try to keep the valley the way it has been. The community has been long established and we need to try to keep it
the way it is.
Access to enough water, restoring salmon, keeping our rural way of life
Preserve local waters
Collaborative effort wherever we go
Yes to restoring salmon, keeping government and corporations out of our water interests, and definitely keeping
our rural way of life.
Restoring and improvements like cleaning it out
Responsible, transparent resource management; preservation of critical infrastructure
We as a community come together. That we work to find common ground, not meeting each other with sleeves
rolled up. Sustainability is the goal.
My hope is we can maintain our watershed and continue our way of life without more regulations.
Stop the clear cutting. This is NOT forestry! It is deforestation! Ecosystem destruction!

5. What are your concerns about the future of our watershed? (e.g. risk from fire, landslides and/or
floods, loss of local wildlife or local farms)
No Answer – 5 responses
Risk from fire, landslides, loss of local wildlife or local farms
Overpopulation of humans
All of the above - risk from fire, landslides and/or floods, loss of local wildlife or local farms
Logging, landslides
Basin closure for water access; example – exempt wells
Landslides, floods, less biodiversity
Farming/water rights; safe access points; water quality/fish habitat
Government involvement
I’m afraid that the river is going to be let go wherever it goes. If that case it will, and has been, taking homes and
more importantly farmland that cannot be replaced!!
Depleting supplies; stabilizing banks
Loss of wildlife and farms; Deforestation
Landslides; loss of local voice; self determination
Fires are inevitable. Landslides are from poor choices by logging companies. They shouldn’t be allowed to log over
homes.
Concern that the watershed future is going to be taken away from the community and landowners
Human impact will be irreversible.
I’m concerned about government involvement and people’s water rights. Fires, floods, and landslides have been
happening long before we arrived.
Deforestation effects – 1) reduces H2O retention; 2) Accelerates erosion/slides/river sediment; 3) Destroys
diversity of biota/wildlife habitats

6. What ideas do you have for how to resolve those concerns – both for you, and for other landowners
in our community?
No Answer – 6 responses
Consume less, consume less. Have fewer children. Communication among varied interest groups. Find where
interests and strategies overlap.
Start dredging a permanent channel for county and gravel.
Need to work with DNR to re-write regulations which have been mostly dictated by logging industry.
Keep bringing facts, so the hearsay can go away.
A balanced approach to instream flow studies to include the well data vs. river data. One doesn’t always equal the
other.
Legislate an end to clear cutting
More community input and solutions that are attainable.
Working together and letting the folks that have lived here for a long time have more weight in decisions
I believe the river should be dredged and be kept in its channel like it used to be done. As for disturbing fish
habitat, the river bottom is never the same from one year to the next. Does anyone care about saving our homes
and land?
Keep on planning open meetings. Listen.
Start at the mouth restoring and work your way up the River! Don’t’ start at the end!
Communication.
This event is good. If there is to be a meeting, facilitators make people establish what they have in common before
anything else.
Forestry is the poster child of success in the watershed with habitat conservation plans and forest practice laws the
landscape has changed for the better. The regulations put in place today have been providing this watershed
success for years.
Require selective logging, diverse, native tree planting

South Fork Nooksack River (SFNR)
Watershed Planning Community Survey
The purpose of this survey is to gather information about the goals and concerns of our
community, regarding the SFNR Watershed. Thank you for sharing your thoughts!
1. Are you a resident of the South Fork Valley? __Yes __No
2. What are your interests? Check all that apply:
_____Fisheries _____Farming _____ Forestry _____Recreation _____
SFNR Small Business _____ Government _____NGO _____Other: _______________________
3. Did you attend an “Interest Group” meeting in July /August?
_____ Yes _____No ____Unsure
4. What are your hopes for the future of our watershed? (e.g. access to enough water,
restoring salmon, keeping our rural way of life, etc.)

5. What are your concerns about the future of our watershed? (e.g. risk from fire, landslides
and/or floods, loss of local wildlife or local farms)

6. What ideas do you have for how to resolve those concerns – both for you, and for other
landowners in our community?

7. Are you interested in helping to develop a Community Watershed Plan?
__Yes __No __Maybe
Note: The process will take 3-5 meetings from Oct. to Feb. lasting about 3 hours each) If yes,
please provide your contact information:

Name: _____________________________ Phone: __________________
Email: _____________________________________________

7. Would you like more information? __Yes __No If yes, on what topics?
__________________________________________________________
If yes, please provide your email:

Please leave survey near the door on your way out.
Thank you! We appreciate your interest.

