











numeric “trigger” would be developed and agreed
upon to determine if and when the demand neces-
sitates further filling of the reservoir without hav-
ing to go back into the Natural Area for a second
round of construction. This approach was informally
accepted by County officials but not by City Council.

Summary:

As we gathered at the final public meeting at which
the 2006 approved plan was rolled out, we congrat-
ulated ourselves on a tremendous achievement.
Together we had forged a water supply plan that
was internal to our own watershed, restored flows
to the Moormans River and provided drinking water
for the generations to follow. Then things began to
fall apart and the shared vision on how to increase
local water supply devolved into controversy. This
protracted debate has been gut-wrenching, has
brought about deep division within the local envi-
ronmental community and, in some cases, has made
enemies of friends. This experience reminds us
that the development of public policy can be a
messy process and when emotions run high it is
easy to lose sight of our shared goals, perspective
and objectivity.

Supporters of the plan do so because it is designed
to assure sufficient water supplies for current and
future populations, with enhanced aquatic diversity
that will accompany increased flows to the Moor-
mans and Rivanna rivers. No other plan meets the
test of these two criteria.

Opponents of the plan are concerned about
the loss of trees at the Ragged Mountain Natu-
ral Area, about the costs for major new local in-
frastructure, and the fear that it will encourage
population growth.

A Call for Action

RCS supportedthe 2006 plan when it was proposed
and continues to support the plan today because it
is the most environmentally sound and cost effec-
tive way to meet our growing need for water. At
the same time the organization acknowledges that,
although studies have shown that dredging appears
to not be a cost effective means for increasing wa-
ter storage, it would be desirable to conduct some
dredging of the SFRR to preserve it for other uses,
and we are pleased to see that the City and County
are taking the first steps toward that goal. It is our
view that the community, in good faith, has commis-
sioned studies, held public hearings, received citi-
zen input and has debated the water supply plan
for more than a decade.

It is now time for our locally elected officials to
come to closure on the Water Supply Plan. If the
City and County can reach agreement on the last
remaining issue that separates them, phased con-
struction versus phased filling of the enlarged
Ragged Mountain Reservoir, we can finally end this
debate and start construction of the plan that will
provide the community with ample water for the
next fifty years while, for the first time, exercising
good stewardship of our rivers. It's time to decide
and move forward!



