MRGA

Meeting Minutes

December 2, 2003

Meeting Attendees; R. Schmidt, N. Fant, C. Scribner, H. Witham, J. Ray, B. Pitser, L. Raney, F. Vargas, J. Kluesing, L. Wright, M. Johnson, S. Fraley, K. Feenstra, P. Cusey

7:02- Meeting was called to order.

Discussion regarding the approval of the 7/30/03 minutes. R. Schmidt sought clarification of his request for river signage as presented by L. Raney on 7/30. Issue to be discussed later in meeting.  No changes or corrections were called for.  Motion to approve by R. Schmidt, 2nd by N. Fant- Motion carried.

R. Schmidt introduced the meetings guest, Carla a MDNR C.O. in Manistee County.  Carla was asked to attend in order to help clarify river laws as they pertain to river use and etiquette.  She started by stating that contrary to popular belief, a boat that produces a wake on an inland “channel” is not in violation of the law.  The  Marine Act excludes inland channels from the 100’ wake rule.  However, Carla stated that a wake that “endangers something or someone can be delt with.”  R. Schmidt explains that township law designates “no wake” stretches of a river.  Carla goes on to say that it is against the law to produce a wake on a boat that is anchored or moored no matter what body of water. R. Schmidt asks if angler harassment law comes into effect when a boat is challenged by another boat?  Carla responds that to be in violation of angler harassment laws one needs to prohibit another from fishing.  By telling someone to slow down should not be a harassment issue.  B. Pitser tells a duck hunting story.  R. Schmidt brings up a G.R. Press, H.Meyerson, editorial and how Lansing wants to make a case law issue out of river conduct.  R. Schmidt wants to know if we think “issues” on the river exist and to what extent?  H.Witham, C. Scribner & L. Raney respond with examples and how they deal with issues when they arise.  M. Johnson, a P.M. landowner and guest of the meeting, states that he agrees with the fact that issues do exist. The question of waking a wade anglers is brought up.  Carla states that under current marine law it is not illegal but that it could be a civil issue.  Carla was questioned about endangerment laws regarding the waking of wade anglers and she wasn’t sure but would check into it and get back to R. Schmidt. S.Fraley asks if the DNR CO’s carry hand held GPS’s.  Carla states that they do not but that a large one is in their vehicles so that dispatch knows where they are. N.Fant states that an “anglers creed” should be printed in the MI angler’s handbook.  All think this is a great idea. H.Witham asks Carla if a landowner posts a no wake sign(s) on his riverbank does he have to abide by them?  Carla stats that no he does not but that the landowner could have a civil case against the boat if damage is done. Carla states that the River Watch program has had some impact although many think that snagging violators etc. have moved to smaller streams or “creeks”.  Carla went on to say that tickets given to snaggers in her area were around 300 this fall.  We thanked Carla for all her hard work and for coming to our meeting.

Treasurers Report- S.Fraley stated that as of 12/02/2003 we had $4,122.57.  Motion to accept Fraley’s report was made by R.Schmidt. 2nd by K.Feenstra- the motion carried.

P.Cusey informs the attendees that a membership committee has been formed.  It is currently made up of  W.Grau, K.Morlock & J.Ray.  R. Schmidt asks how members are notified of meetings. P.Cusey responds that a list provided to him of paid MRGA members are the ones receiving notification of meetings.  C.Scribner states that everyone who has ever been a member of the organization should be notified and asks who has a list of past members and why were they not included in past mailings.  P.Cusey states that he has a list of members from the MRGA’s reorganization year that numbers around 60.  Cusey goes on to say that the system is not perfect but he had to have a starting point and that the system will improve. The question was asked; why were meeting agendas not included with the mailings?  Cusey was again asked why meeting notices were not sent to anyone who has ever been a MRGA member?

R.Schmidt brought us up to date on the closing of Lower Branch. He says that our lawyer has obtained all FIA information (without cost).  Facts gleaned from these records show that neither the USFS or Rd Commission had a safety issue.  That the road block was not planned and that Mr. Russell asked for the guard rail to be extended while visiting the job site one day.  R.Schmidt went on to state that once challenged these government agencies began to hide behind other issues, i.e.; endangered species, etc. The question is, what do we do now?  Possible depositions would be the next step.  R.Schmidt states that by not moving forward on the issue it could get lost in the revamping of the PM river usage plan.  It was the consensus of all at the meeting that we move forward noting that there could be some costs associated in so doing.  R. Schmidt is to keep us informed.

P.Cusey brings up the term length of the board of directors.  It is noted that this information has been lost and the president should reassign term length so that we are in compliance with the MRGA bi-laws.

P. Cusey passed out information regarding guide liability insurance.  The information is from the Newaygo Insurance agency who has tailored insurance for river guides.  It is noted that you have your old policy in front of you when you call so that you are getting a direct comparative quote.  The contact is Bob Johnson at 877-606-4000.

P.Cusey  states that we have committed to “up to $500 towards the River Watch project”.  This was a matter of old business in that we did not know our level of involvement.  R.Schmidt stated that the Great Lakes Federation of FFF has already underwritten this project and that as of now it is a moot point for the MRGA as it relates to any funding from us.

R. Schmidt revisited the river signage partnership with the USFS, MDNR law enforcement division and MDNR fisheries.  The thought is that river issues- including legal violations, fishery issues and proper etiquette need to be addressed and that one way is through a positive/educational campaign best done by signage posted at river access sites. Experimental/test site(s) will take place on the Big Manistee River.  The signs will include language from all agencies.  The signs will be made by the USFS sign shop and look official.  This issue was brought before the MRGA members in July ’03 and was thought to be just a request for funding.  Although, the MRGA could be asked for money at some point we have been asked to participate in the wording on the sign as it relates to river ethics and river etiquette.  Knowing that river guides have strong feelings along these topics S. Fraley moves that we participate in this project. 2nd by H. Witham.

Motion carries. R. Schmidt will convey our desire to participate and keep us informed.

L. Raney asks about the status of our web site?  Cusey responds that its development is currently held up because we are unable to have a completed logo to use.  It is brought to Cusey’s attention that lack of a logo should not stop web site development.  Furthermore, it was decided that we need to move forward on a logo and that J.Ray and P. Cusey are to have a logo designed.  J.Ray and P.Cusey will move forward on both issues.

P. Cusey  asked for thoughts regarding date, time and place for our 2004 annual banquet.  R. Schmidt has been approached by the Deer Horn Inn in Wellston.  The Deer Horn has offered to design a menu that would fit our budget.  Discussion ensued about past annual banquets.  It was decided that R.Schmidt will check with the Deer Horn Inn as to availability on January 20, 2004.  The tentative schedule is 6p-7p drinks, 7p-8p dinner, with a brief annual business meeting to follow.  Additionally, it was decided that annual banquet attendees should pay for their own meals.

P.Cusey stated that the Pere Marquette River Watershed Council would like one of our members on its board. S. Fraley informed us as to the changing priorities of the PMWC. R.Schmidt stated that we would be remiss in not having a presence in this group.  If interested call Kevin Morlock at 231-898-4320.

R.Schmidt informed the members of the deteriorating health of one time MRGA member Bob Clark.  Bob has cancer and is in “bad shape”.  Unfortunately, Bob does not have insurance and his family is struggling financially.  An appeal was made to donate money to the Clark family.  The sum of $500  was brought up.  A motion was made by J.Ray to donate $500. 2nd by N.Fant.  The motion carried.

R.Schmidt informed the  members about Consumers Power and their obligations relating to the re-licensing of dams within the state. Although Consumers has met some of their obligations i.e. paving of parking lots, etc, they are fighting strong and hard against paying any money relating to fisheries issues.  

9:20pm- N.Fant made a motion to adjourn. 2nd by L.Raney. Motion carried.

