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Sen. Claire Ayer's husband Dr. Alan Ayer, died suddenly Friday as legislators left to 
return home to their families. It was a reminder that each day is precious and fleeting. 
We extend our prayers to the Ayer family and all those who knew him. 
  
It is all about the budget folks. As for the approach to H.35 and water quality 
regulations on farms, we have the same message for the fiscal health of Vermont and 
Vermont's economy: This week Vermont Farm Bureau members should be making 
phone calls and sending emails stating the simple message of no new taxes, balance 
the budget and find funds for new proposal within existing funds. Here is the surprise; 
many legislators of both parties are chanting this same chorus. Having been elected in 
that environment last fall and hearing from citizens over the Town Meeting break, the 
demands to ease off the tax and spend treadmill are now meeting the budget realities. 
As Lamoille County Sen. Richard Westman reports: 
  
"The shortfall going forward is a structural hole. It isn't something that we're going to 
solve with a one-time savings or with band-aid decisions, which is an approach we've 
used in budgets over the last few years. To resolve this will require long term structural 
thinking and difficult decisions. We can no longer make short term decisions and think 
we're going to just get through." 
                             - News & Citizen, March 10, 2015, newsandcitizen.com 
  
We couldn't agree more with Sen. Westman's perspective. Many other legislators from 
both parties have now come around to this wisdom and it now appears that real cuts to 
both programs and state employment are on the table. He goes on to evaluate the 
present gap for FY16 as primarily due to four major areas where funds fall short of 
commitment; Medicaid caseloads and reimbursements versus federal subsidies, 
teachers and state employees salary and benefit costs, General Fund contributions to 
the Education Fund (statewide property tax and school spending) and fourth, "our use 
of one time savings and non-sustainable funding sources to fund annual operating 
budget needs". That last statement is very telling. These are real time annual operating 
costs, not emergencies like Irene recovery or the future burdens promised by our need 
to comply with the EPA Total Maximum Daily Load Plan (TMDL) for Lake Champlain. 
The TMDL promises to become one of those annual operating costs under the bills 
proposed such as H.35. Coincidently that last category of budget shortfalls is over $12 
million, somewhat close to the numbers proposed by the Fish, Wildlife & Water 
Resources Committee under Chairman David Deen. So, a first year accounting student 
should be able to discern that the TMDL is a proposal that has massive implications for 



budget writers already struggling with similar numbers in deficits; annual recurring 
structural deficits due to "annual operating" demands from existing programs. 
Definition of unsustainable 
So do we use that excuse to stymie efforts to clean Lake Champlain and other 
Vermont waters? Do we make the excuse that without assistance that problem has to 
wait? No, but it points out that the funding of the TMDL lies within existing revenues 
and not with new fertilizer and feed taxes, changes to Current Use, raises in the Land 
Use Change Tax and whopping farm permit fees. That is Chairman David Deen 
proposal. Even Governor Shumlin now says the Westman approach is more 
reasonable and rational. If the TMDL is to become part of state annual operating costs 
and we are serious about making real progress, to the tune of $13 plus million 
annually, if this is really on the administration's priority list as his inaugural address 
indicated, progress should be possible, with existing funding sources. We suggest start 
with $6 million from Vermont Housing and Conservation Board and then creatively find 
at least $10 million annually to support the TMDL assurances in Vermont's proposed 
EPA plan. This brings us to the Chairman of the Senate Agriculture Committee Sen. 
Bobby Starr. 
  
Chairman Starr has proposed (although not in writing) an acreage fee on all lands in 
the state. The details go like this; homesteads and small businesses would pay some 
minimum like $25 annually, with larger business and privately held lands paying at 
above the minimum $1.00 per acre. Agricultural lands seem to be included at that rate, 
while forest lands would be discounted at about $0.25 - 0.30 cents per acre. While we 
have suggested that agricultural lands and forest lands should be rated well below the 
$1.00 rate, since nothing is on paper it is hard to offer more specific testimony to the 
committee. We now suggest existing funding and revenue sources are the focus of any 
work towards funding the TMDL.   
  
We do agree with Sen. Starr that a real attempt at securing long term water quality 
improvements through the stewardship of towns, commercial and industrial 
developers, tourism industries like ski areas, agriculture and forest lands requires a 
realistic commitment annually in excess of $10 million plus. All in all budget cuts create 
a realistic sustainable approach that takes into account both fiscal realities and the 
promise of encouraging growth in the economy. 
  
H.26, a bill introduced by Rep. Robert Krebs, would create a cumbersome and 
expensive permit system for the "incidental taking of threatened or endangered 
species". The bill specifically removes the liability protections contained in 10 VSA 
5408(d) which allows that prevents prosecution when the incidental taking is a result of 
normal agricultural or Silvicultural practices. That provision also states that the 
protection does not exempt anyone from compliance with the Federal Endangered 
Species Act. Sounds like existing law is current, effective and working. We will oppose 
any change in that section and will need your efforts to let legislators know so. 
  
There is still no action on H.355, the forester licensing proposal? On the Senate side is 
a proposal to study whether maple sugar woods should be forced to enroll only as 
forest lands for Current Use eligibility. Current law allows the flexibility to enroll as 



agriculture lands, therefore avoiding the costs of a forester approved forest 
management plan. We support maintaining that flexibility. 
  
Contact any legislator through the Sergeant-At-Arms at (802) 828-2228. Contact me 
anytime at (802) 888-9390 or at wmoore@gmavt.net anytime.  
  


