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Middle Chattahoochee Forests and Water Supply Forum 
Final Report 
June 2017 

 
 
On May 18, 2017, 55 leaders and stakeholders from Georgia and Alabama agencies and Middle 
Chattahoochee Watershed forestry, drinking water, and conservation communities 
(Attachment A) convened in Phenix City, Alabama for the Middle Chattahoochee Forests and 
Water Supply Forum. The purpose of the Forum was to explore the connections between 
forests and drinking water in the Middle Chattahoochee Watershed, and to brainstorm specific 
ways to collaborate to continue to sustain these two very important and interdependent 
resources. 
 
The Middle Chattahoochee Forests and Water Supply Forum was convened with 
the knowledge that forests and drinking water are strongly connected and dependent on each 
other. Southeastern forests that are actively managed can help protect and increase drinking 
water supplies while also providing economic benefits. The Forum’s primary goals and 
objectives were to: 
 

 Stimulate and accelerate community-based watershed protection to benefit 
both urban and rural forests and drinking water 
 

 Have robust discussion about how to use available research and information to 
improve planning and watershed protection in Middle Chattahoochee 

 

 Provide regional examples of successful watershed protection efforts, research, 
tools, & messages 

 

 Provide information about available watershed protection funding 
 

 Discuss how to move forward collaboratively to enhance forest and drinking 
water protection 

 

 Strengthen relationships among Middle Chattahoochee watershed stakeholders 
 

Background and History 
 

This Forum is a direct result of the 2014 Georgia Forests and Drinking Water Forum, focused on 
a priority watershed for enhanced forest-drinking water partnership, collaboration, and 
watershed protection (ie: stewardship) projects. The 2014 Forum was initiated and supported 
by the Southeastern Partnership for Forests and Water, a multi-year initiative funded by the US 
Forest Service and the US Endowment for Forestry and Communities to develop regional, state 
and local watershed collaboration focused on the connection between forests and drinking 
water. The first priority of the 2014 Forum was to hold a similar gathering in the Middle 
Chattahoochee Watershed, including both Georgia and Alabama because the watershed spans 
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both states. For more information about the Southeastern Partnership, please see 
http://sourcewatercollaborative.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/2-9-
Southeastern_Partnership_CaseStudy.pdf . For detailed information about the Georgia Forests 
and Drinking Water Forum, please see https://sites.google.com/a/scrwa.org/south-east-water-
quality-collaborative/documents . 
 

Forum Follow Up Actions 
 
Participants identified the following follow-up actions below to continue momentum towards 
enhanced watershed stewardship and protection in the Middle Chattahoochee. Detailed 
suggestions and considerations supporting these actions are in the breakout group discussions 
starting on page 7 and should be factored into any work done to move forward: 
 

 Consider leveraging the current Georgia Forestry Commission Landscape Scale 
Restoration (LSR) grant funding available for the Middle Chattahoochee (about 
$50,000) with local contributions to hire a Middle Chattahoochee watershed 
coordinator who can facilitate moving forward on the actions below. 

 Expand partners and meet regularly to continue the momentum of this Forum and 
work on these actions. 

 Keep using WRI’s Watershed Protection Success Factors (Attachment B) to gauge what 
factors need additional focus and support for watershed protection success in the 
Middle Chattahoochee. 

 Determine priority geographic areas for enhanced watershed stewardship and 
protection in the Middle Chattahoochee, using tools and data such as hydraulic 
modelling, remote sensing, Geographic Information Systems (GIS) mapping, and taking 
into account forest and drinking water needs and benefits.  

 Identify pollution threats/challenges in the Middle Chattahoochee and target programs 
to address these.  

 Consider working with Atlanta and Georgia Environmental Protection Division on a 
nutrient/stormwater credit program to incentivize investment in downstream 
forestland protection. 

 Develop an economic case for the Middle Chattahoochee that details the economic 
value of and services provided by forests and drinking water, and the connection 
between the two, and that sets out priorities for financing long-term watershed 
protection and stewardship. 

 Develop a financing/funding strategy to support watershed stewardship and 
protection in the Middle Chattahoochee, and begin to seek funding for the follow-up 
actions in this report and other plans (see funding sources in Attachment D).  

 Explore and develop landowner incentives to value forest lands and keep forest in 
forest 

 Conduct forest landowner outreach and forester training in priority areas of the 
watershed to support Georgia Forestry Commission, Georgia Forestry Association, 
Georgia Tree Farm Program and others who need help reaching out to both large and 
small landowners, and absentee landowners. Outreach should include orientation on 

http://sourcewatercollaborative.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/2-9-Southeastern_Partnership_CaseStudy.pdf
http://sourcewatercollaborative.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/2-9-Southeastern_Partnership_CaseStudy.pdf
https://sites.google.com/a/scrwa.org/south-east-water-quality-collaborative/documents
https://sites.google.com/a/scrwa.org/south-east-water-quality-collaborative/documents
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hydrologic cycle, connection between forests and drinking water, forestry BMP’s and 
other stewardship options/tools, incentives and funding, and forest stewardship 
planning. 

 Conduct additional outreach in priority areas, including but not limited to agricultural 
landowners, neighborhood associations, recreationists/tourists, business, etc. 

 Inventory existing green infrastructure programs in the Middle Chattahoochee, and 
determine whether these can be enhanced. Explore developing a new green 
infrastructure program similar to Atlanta’s or Roswell’s programs in key areas of the 
watershed working with local jurisdictions. 

 Track/monitor changes in forest land ownership over time, and adjust outreach 
programs accordingly 

 

Forum Overview 
 

The Forum program (Attachment C) began with a welcome from Katherine Eddins, Executive 
Director of the Georgia-Alabama Land Trust and Dawson Ingram, Lake Manager with Georgia 
Power. Eddins oriented participants to the Forum purpose, goals and objectives, while Ingram 
invited participants to interact during the Forum via TodaysMeet, an internet application to 
submit questions and ideas in real time. Presentations fell into three general categories, which 
were followed by group discussion and brainstorming: 
 

 Anatomy of Successful Watershed Protection – this set of presentations highlighted 
factors known to predict watershed protection success, along with case examples in two 
southeastern watersheds – the Savannah River Watershed (spanning Georgia and South 
Carolina) and Beaver Watershed (in northwest Arkansas). Allen Saxon presented about 
the Savannah River Clean Water Fund. The City of Augusta, along with four other 
drinking water utilities, have a Memorandum of Agreement with the Savannah River 
Clean Water Fund and provide annual financial contributions to support forested 
watershed protection in priority areas to maintain water quality. Bob Morgan 
highlighted Beaver Water District’s source water protection fund. The water district 
recently decided to allocate four cents per 1000 gallons sold to a source water 
protection fund generating $750,000 annually for watershed protection projects. Kitty 
Weisman provided an overview of factors known to predict watershed protection 
success according to a recent World Resources Institute study, 
http://www.wri.org/publication/protecting-drinking-water-source, and encouraged the 
group to consider these factors as they relate to the Middle Chattahoochee. 
 

• Watershed Threats and Relevant Research – this group of presentations focused on 
research and programs that can help address watershed threats, particularly to water 
quality and public health. Professor Graeme Lockaby presented research showing that 
loss of forest and increases in impervious surfaces correlate to higher West Nile Virus 
occurences. Todd Rasmussen presented a risk analysis and risk management framework 
for reducing contamination of waterways, including ordinances and financial incentives 
to reward landowner stewards. Susan Wilde presented research showing that increased 
stormwater and nutrient runoff lead to higher toxic algal bloom occurrence 

http://www.wri.org/publication/protecting-drinking-water-source
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downstream. She indicated that stormwater detention can help capture nutrients to 
reduce toxic algal blooms. Cory Rayburn highlighted City of Atlanta’s green 
infrastructure program which has resulted in 600 million gallons of urban contaminated 
runoff being removed each year. He showed how increased impervious surfaces lead to 
increased stormwater runoff and contamination of waterbodies, but green 
infrastructure, required for new development, can be used to mimic natural vegetation 
(like forests) in urban areas and reduce contamination impacts. 

 

 State, Regional and Local Programs – Steve Davis led this group of presentations by 
describing the state water planning process, and the Middle Chattahoochee regional 
water planning process. Middle Chattahoochee’s regional water plan recommends 
several high priority management practices for the watershed, including increasing use 
of water conservation practices, and monitoring water quality to help guide future 
improvements. William Kent described Columbus Water Works’ efforts to keep drinking 
water safe and reliable for its customers, including updating their source water 
assessment plan to identify actual and potential contaminants and develop long-term 
programs to protect water quality. Scott Thackston and Dale Dickens next described the 
Georgia Forestry Commission and Alabama Forestry Commission state forestry Best 
Management Practices (BMP) Programs and Water Quality Programs, emphasizing that 
most forest landowners comply with these two programs, and that healthy forests 
support rather than harm watershed processes and safe drinking water. Both states also 
serve on the Southern Group of State Foresters Water Resources Committee to ensure 
coordination on maintaining healthy forests and water resources in the southeast. Dale 
Dickens briefly described the Georgia Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI) and the SFI 
Implementation Committee. Georgia SFI supports responsible forestry, wood 
procurement and harvesting by offering landowner training and certification focused on 
the SFI Standard, which calls for compliance with BMP’s, prompt reforestation, harvest 
size limits and protection of wildlife, water quality and special sites on SFI participant 
lands. 

 

In the afternoon, participants split up into three breakout groups, to discuss the following 
topics (see pages 6 – 9 for details on the breakout group discussions and recommendations): 
 

 Pollution Sources and Ways to Address Them 
 

 Priority Watershed Stewardship Activities Needed 
 

 Funding and Financial Incentives That Can Be Used 
 
 

Morning Presentation Highlights and Discussion Points 
 

• Allen Saxon mentioned a Georgia Environmental Protection Division letter signed by 
Judd Turner referencing a possible Georgia pollution credit program that could be used 
by City of Augusta and others (like Atlanta) to get credit for investing in watershed 
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protection downstream. Kitty will get a copy of this letter to share with Forum 
participants. 

• Chase Cook: 
o 90 percent of lands are privately owned. There is a quiltwork of forest 

landowners and it is important to figure out how to engage these landowners. 
o In an urban environment, trees become even more important to public health 

and well-being.  
o Planting the right trees in the right area can filter contaminants and reduce 

pollution runoff to streams. 

• Kitty Weisman: 
o Because there are so many landowners, it will become important to prioritize 

which areas provide the most benefit for drinking water. In the Savannah River 
Watershed they figured this out with a study by The Nature Conservancy. In 
Beaver Watershed (Arkansas) they hired Cadmus to do a study. 

• Bob Morgan: 
o Beaver Watershed Alliance works with landowners to learn about what’s 

important to them, hold workshops with landowners, help develop forest 
management plans, develop financial incentives and funding to provide cost-
share assistance to landowners. 

o Don’t limit yourselves to forest preservation – also look at healthy working 
forests as a means to achieve water quality. 

• Allen Saxon: 
o It’s important to have landowner outreach specialists who build trust with 

landowners and have an ongoing relationship with them. 

• Katherine Eddins: 
o Savannah River Clean Water Fund has involvement of several land trusts who 

have long-established relationships with landowners. 

• Todd Rasmussen: 
o University of Georgia has a history of land conservation and landowner outreach 

through their Extension Service. Perhaps we can use this to increase drinking 
water utility involvement with priority landowners. 

• Billy Turner: 
o The Middle Chattahoochee map doesn’t include heavily urbanized and 

developing areas to the north. We need a study to specify watershed boundaries 
and build out scenarios.  

• Many watershed’s counties are expected to grow in population 

• Frank Green: 
o Forest lands have value for nonpoint pollution reduction, but there is also a 

concern about point source discharges (NPDES) and their impact on water 
quality too. 

• Glen Behrend: 
o Future growth may impact discharges as well 
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• Kitty Weisman: 
o Perhaps Atlanta’s green infrastructure program (presented by Cory Rayburn) can 

be replicated in the Middle Chattahoochee? Would need to develop the 
partnerships, include the decisionmakers, and figure out how to fund the 
program. 

• Additional funding is always something that is needed in the Middle Chattahoochee 

• Tracie Hadaway: 
o Local planning agencies don’t have the financial resources to implement green 

infrastructure projects 
o There is an increasing trend towards conversion of forest lands to residential 

subdivisions 

• Participants believe that watershed partnerships and collaboration are strong in the 
Middle Chattahoochee. There are several plans that guide watershed protection efforts 
including a local DOT master plan (Rick Jones) and a river restoration program, as well as 
the Chattahoochee Valley Land Trust plan which focuses on conservation easement 
priorities and acreage goals. There is also a US Fish and Wildlife Service landscape plan. 

• Participants seemed to believe there is a need to make an economic case for watershed 
protection in the Middle Chattahoochee 

• Cory Rayburn: 
o City of Atlanta’s green infrastructure program made their case initially by 

summarizing the expected cost savings and value added in a short handout that 
could be easily read and understood by partners/stakeholders, which took them 
about 10 months. Need to narrow down what information you share so that it 
isn’t overwhelming but is engaging and convincing. People want to see dollars 
and cents – an economic case. 

• Will Friese: 
o There is an outreach problem because many forest landowners are not aware of 

watershed protection programs and how they fit in. This needs to be addressed 
better in the Middle Chattahoochee. 

• The Tree Farm Program has an initiative called “Forests of Recognized Importance,” 
which requires a written management plan. 

• Chase Cook: 
o Sustainable Forestry Initiative also requires a plan for participating landowners.  
o Don’t try to lump all landowners together in a cohesive category – they are all 

different. 
o Don’t take for granted that the forest landowners and their forest lands will 

always be there. 
o Many forest landowners understand what’s bad for water quality, but they may 

not understand the watershed priorities. 

• Gary White: 
o Georgia Forestry Commission does struggle some with outreach regarding forest 

stewardship plans – only have 2,000 plans on the books but many more forest 
landowners without plans. 
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• Some good models for focused landowner outreach include the Army Compatible Use 
Buffer (ACUB) program, and landowner outreach in the Altamaha Watershed. 

• Christine McKay: 
o Existing watershed plans need to address green infrastructure better. Increased 

runoff and related scouring result in contamination and lower base flows in 
rivers. Regional water plans could incorporate green infrastructure programs 
better to address this. 

• Billy Turner: 
o The Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint (ACF) Basin is 70% Georgia, 15% Florida, 

15% Alabama. The Middle Chattahoochee is split between Georgia and Alabama. 
We need to develop programs that are transboundary with collaboration 
between states and cities. 

• Gary White mentioned that there is a new video that may be helpful to the Middle 
Chattahoochee watershed effort to understand contaminated stormwater runoff and 
how to address it better - https://vimeo.com/193902038 

• Bryan Hummell: 
o There is a Low Impact Development manual for coastal regions that also may be 

helpful planning for growth and development in the Middle Chattahoochee 
watershed 

• Tom Beyer: 
o The Georgia Forestry Association needs help with identifying and reaching out to 

absentee landowners. 

• The Southern Forestland Conservation Partnership has launched an initiative that may 
be helpful to the Middle Chattahoochee effort – Keeping Forests as Forests – 
http://pfsfc.org/home.html 

• World Resources Institute prepared a research paper on Keeping Forests as Forests in 
the South that may be helpful - http://www.wri.org/publication/keeping-forest-forest 

 
 

Breakout Group Discussions and Recommendations 
 

• Group A – Priority Watershed Stewardship Activities Needed – Katherine Eddins, 

facilitator 

Group Recommendations = Landowners may not have good basic knowledge of the 

hydrologic cycle, streamside management zones (SMZ’s), and benefits of forests to 

water specifically. This is an opportunity for outreach and education in priority areas. 

There is also quite a bit of variation in the messages from different groups doing work in 

the watershed. This is an opportunity to consolidate messages and identify key take-

home messages including economic case-making information. A priority seems to be 

conducting some kind of study of watershed protection priorities, similar to what TNC 

did for the Savannah Basin. This needs to be done by leaders and stakeholders together, 

and include ways to incentivize stewardship in priority areas. 

https://vimeo.com/193902038
http://pfsfc.org/home.html
http://www.wri.org/publication/keeping-forest-forest
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Specific points from the discussion: 

o Urban development is a threat to forest lands (due to conversion of forests to 

other uses). 

o Figure out ways to incentivize forest landowners to not sell/convert their lands, 

and to choose healthy forest practices (regarding pesticide application, etc). 

o Use remote sensing and GIS to prioritize areas in the watershed; look at 

proximity to water sources 

o Education needed for local government and small municipalities, smaller 

landowners, homeowners 

o Partner with Quality Growth Foundation, homeowners associations, chambers of 

commerce, Association of County Commissioners, Middle Chattahoochee 

Watershed Coalition 

o Cory showed results of his program (visually pleasing photos) to home builders 

and developers – encouraged pride in taking action 

o “Life at the Water’s Edge” – show importance of backyard buffers 

o Develop quick and easy access to resources for landowners to help the 

landscape 

o Old soil conservation maps show intermittent streams that are not mapped 

anywhere else 

o Local planning and permitting rules vary from city to city – some may be more 

pro-development than others. 

o Half a million small ponds are not mapped – is there a way to release water to 

small ponds? 

o Small ponds are uninspected, unmaintained but represent a large risk (Todd R.) 

o Explore issue of transferred costs from developed areas in the floodplain to 

further downstream in the floodplain – is there a way to capture these costs? 

o We have an opportunity to develop “smarter” – green infrastructure (like Cory 

Rayburn’s Atlanta example, stormwater manuals, etc) 

o Need to get a good advocate within the homeowners association and 

neighborhood groups, spokespeople/advocates for other groups 

o City of Roswell example of paver credit program (Cory R.) 

o Ways to get messages out? Public service announcements (PSA’s), Plant Camps 

o Hydraulic models can pinpoint priority lands for watershed protection 

o Explore how to incentivize green infrastructure and retaining forest lands? 

o Consider tracking/monitoring changes in forest land ownership 

o Figure out how to influence forest landowner management plans 

o Find out who large landowners are in priority areas of watershed and reach out 

to them 
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• Group B – Funding and Financial Incentives That Can Be Used – Kitty Weisman, 

facilitator 

Group Recommendations – Start building watershed protection capacity by using 

Georgia Forestry Commission Landscape Scale Restoration grant to leverage funding 

from other partners and hire someone to lead the watershed efforts. Develop a funding 

strategy using the information below, and start applying for grants like the Healthy 

Watersheds Consortium Grant Program and seeking foundation funding. Consider 

developing a long-term local funding source for watershed protection, looking at all 

water users as potential contributors and based on the values of the watershed 

(recreation, power, paper, drinking water, etc.). Getting partners to agree to contribute 

to a local watershed fund may require making an economic case for watershed 

protection. 
 

Specific points from the discussion: 

o There are many funding sources at the national, state, regional and local levels – 

this group started a list of potential funders (Appendix D)  

o Coordinate with ACF (Apalachicola Chattahoochee Flint) Basin stakeholders 

group – 14 members (Mark Masters has list). They will be a good lead for funding 

and opportunities with foundations 

o Georgia Forestry Commission has about $50,000 from the Landscape Scale 

Restoration (LSR) Grant Program to use in the next couple of years – use this 

funding to leverage contributions from partners to hire a coordinator 

o Partners to approach for financial contributions include (but are not limited to) 

Columbus Water Works, forestry agencies and groups, land trusts, The Nature 

Conservancy, Georgia Power, paper companies (West Rock and Georgia Pacific) 

o Apply for HWC and NRCS RCPP funding for Middle Chattahoochee watershed 

o Develop a list of all available funding sources and develop a funding plan 

o City of West Point water utility – it’s a hard sell to get their board to fund source 

water protection 

o Georgia Municipal Association and Georgia Association of County Commissioners 

may be good places to make the economic case for watershed protection 

o Middle Chattahoochee Water Coalition has money – they might be willing to 

contribute (Billy Turner) 
 

• Group C – Pollution Sources and Ways to Address Them – Jessica Brown, facilitator 

Group Recommendations – There is a need to address nutrient and stormwater 

contamination originating upstream from Atlanta. There are also land uses within the 

watershed that may be contributing to nutrient and stormwater runoff include golf 

courses, residential development, urban development, etc. The recommendation from 
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this group is to identify the primary pollution challenges in the watershed, and then 

target policy/programs/outreach/education to those audiences that might help address 

these pollution challenges. 
 

Specific points from the discussion: 

o Greatest nutrient load is coming from Atlanta – can the Middle Chattahoochee 

leverage this? 

o Golf course example – is there a grant to resolve pollution coming from golf 

courses? 

o Harmful algal blooms and sediment are good indicators to monitor and to try to 

prevent from happening 

o New data models are needed 

o Audiences – landowners, homeowners, golf courses, municipalities, chambers of 

commerce, kids/teachers, homebuilders, Quality Growth Council 

o Examples to highlight – Adopt A Lake, Adopt A Stream, Georgia Forestry 

Commission, Duke Energy, City of Roswell 319 grant to set up credit program for 

nutrient reduction 

o Policy opportunities: 

▪ Consider a nutrient reduction credit trading program, and explore ways 

to incentivize nutrient reduction (Todd R.) 

▪ What is needed at local/municipal/watershed level for new policies to 

encourage watershed protection? 

▪ Figure out where gaps in watershed protection policy/regulations exist, 

and how to address these. 

▪ Policies and regulations need to be enforceable
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Attachment A 
Middle Chattahoochee Forests and Water Supply Forum Participants 
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 Attachment A (continued) 
Middle Chattahoochee Forests and Water Supply Forum Participants 
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Attachment B 
Watershed Protection Success Factors (World Resources Institute) 
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Attachment C 
Middle Chattahoochee Forests and Water Supply Forum Program 

May 18, 2017 
 

Troy University Phenix City Riverfront Campus, Room 213 (413 for Reception) 
1510 3rd Avenue (soon to become Whitewater Ave.), Phenix City, AL 36867 

(Best GPS: 200 16th Street – park in lot) 
NOTE – All times are Eastern Time Zone 
Contact: Kitty Weisman (360) 481-2544 

 
 

8:00  am  Registration (outside Room 213) 
 

8:15 in Room 213 Welcome, Background, Forum Objectives – Katherine Eddins, Georgia-

Alabama Land Trust, and Dawson Ingram, Georgia Power  
 

8:30 Introductions & Affiliations – Group 
 

8:45 Anatomy of Successful Watershed Protection 
 

• Watershed Protection Success Factors – Kitty Weisman, Southeastern 

Partnership for Forests and Water 

• Water Utility Investment in Natural Infrastructure – Bob Morgan, 

Beaver Water District, Arkansas 

• Savannah River Clean Water Fund (SRCWF) Approach – Allen 

Saxon, City of Augusta 

  

9:30   Questions & Discussion – Group 
 

10:00   BREAK 
 

10:15 Watershed Threats and Relevant Research 

• Connection Between Healthy Forests and Public Health/Drinking 
Water – Graeme Lockaby, Auburn University; Todd Rasmussen, University 

of Georgia 

• Harmful Algal Blooms: Threats to Drinking Water and Current 
Research – Susan Wilde, University of Georgia 

• Building Green: Atlanta’s Green Infrastructure Approach – Cory 

Rayburn, City of Atlanta (TBD) 
 

11:00   Questions & Discussion – Group 
 

11:30   LUNCH 
 

12:30 pm State, Regional and Local Programs 

• State and Regional Water Planning – Steve Davis, Columbus Water 

Works 

• Drinking Water Source Protection in the Middle Chattahoochee – 

William Kent, Columbus Water Works 

• Forestry Programs in Georgia and Alabama – Scott Thackston, 

Georgia Forestry Commission; Dale Dickens, Alabama Forestry 
Commission 
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1:15 Questions & Discussion – Group 
 

1:45 Identify Watershed Needs Based on Success Factors – Facilitated Group 
Discussion 

 
2:30 BREAK 
 
2:45 Facilitated Breakout Group Discussions Leading to Follow-Up Actions 

(Rooms 201, 213, & 216) 
 
3:45 Breakout Groups Present Findings Follow-Up Actions  
 
4:15   Workshop Wrap Up – Follow-Up Actions & Schedule 
 
4:30   ADJOURN 
 
4:45   RECEPTION – 4th floor, Room 413 Board Room and verandah 
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Attachment D 
List of Potential Funding Sources for the Middle Chattahoochee 

 

• Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS – including RCPP and PL 566) 

• Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (AL and GA) 

• Georgia Conservation Use Valuation Assessment (CUVA) land tax incentive program 

• Healthy Watersheds Consortium Grant Program 

• US Forest Service Landscape Scale Restoration Grant Program 

• Section 319 grants 

• Regional Planning Commissions (Valley Regional Planning Commission, Three Rivers 
Regional Commission, Lower Chattahoochee Regional Planning Commission) 

• Regional Councils of Government  

• Georgia Land Conservation Program - https://georgia.gov/agencies/georgia-land-
conservation-program 

• Georgia Conservation Fund 

• WC Bradley & Turner Bradley Foundation 

• Georgia Power 

• Alabama Power 

• Regional Conservation and Development (RC&D) 

• Chattahoochee Valley Community Foundation and other Community Foundations 

• AFLAC Foundation 

• TSYS Foundation 

• Hospitality industry (hotels, microbreweries, recreation industry) 

• Car manufacturers (KIA, Honda, Hyundai) 

• Southeast Aquatic Resources Partnership (SARP) - http://www.southeastaquatics.net 

• Middle Chattahoochee Water Coalition 

• Columbus Convention Bureau 

• Walton Family Foundation 

• Chase Foundation 

• Paper Mills (West Rock/Georgia Pacific) 

• Alabama Forestry Commission 

• Forest Legacy Program 

• DOT TIGER/ICE-T Grants 

https://georgia.gov/agencies/georgia-land-conservation-program
https://georgia.gov/agencies/georgia-land-conservation-program
http://www.southeastaquatics.net/

