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MINUTES

Members and Alternates









Hon. Penelope Gross, PWR Chair and Voting Member for Fairfax County 

Hon. Bruce Holley, PWR 1st Vice Chair, and Voting Member for Planning Districts

Hon. Marty Nohe, PWR 2nd Vice Chair, and Voting Member for Prince William SWCD

Sam Johnson, Voting Member for Northern Neck SWCD

Hon. Jim Boland, Voting Member for Loudoun SWCD

Hon. Greg Evans, Voting Member for Northern Virginia SWCD

Hon. Art Hart, Voting Member for Tri-County/City SWCD

Hon. Mary Lou Trimble, Voting Member for John Marshall SWCD

Charles Grymes, George Mason University, Voting Member for Environmental 

Otto Gutenson, U.S. EPA, Voting Member for Environmental

Glenn Harvey, Alexandria Sanitation Authority, Voting Member for Water Authorities

Hon. Mark Herring, Loudoun County BOS, Voting Member for Loudoun County

Hon. Kandy Hilliard, Stafford County BOS, Voting Member for Stafford County

Adrian Fremont, City of Fairfax, Voting Alternate for City of Fairfax

Tom Bonaquisti, Fairfax Co. Water Authority, Voting Alternate for Water Authorities

Pete Holden, Voting Alternate for Loudoun SWCD

Kevin Shunk, Voting Alternate for City of Alexandria

Patricia Kurpiel, Voting Alternate for Tri-County/City SWCD

Carol Evans, Non-voting Alternate, Virginia Dept. of Forestry

Marc Aveni, Non-voting Member, Virginia DCR

Robert Shoemaker, Non-voting Alternate, Virginia DCR

Fred Fox, Non-voting Member, U.S. Department of the Interior

Larry Wilkinson, Non-voting Alternate, USDA-NRCS

Interested Parties

Carl Bouchard, Fairfax County DPWES
                                    

Suzie Brown, Loudoun SWCD

Anne Burgess, Loudoun SWCD

Debbie Cross, Virginia DCR

Patty Dietz, Prince William County

Leah Dower, Living Classrooms

Tracy Kamer-Goldberg, Fairfax County Water Authority  

Kaibash Gupta, Fairfax County DPWES

Diane Hoffman, Northern Virginia SWCD

Nicholas J. Kokales, Northern Virginia SWCD

Jennifer McDonnell, Living Classrooms

Patricia McIlvaine, Loudoun SWCD

Michael McGrath, Interested Party

Sara Motsch, Interested Party

Katherine Mull, Northern Virginia Regional Commission

Fred Rose, Fairfax County DPWES

Brian Rustia, MWCOG

Basant Sood, Fairfax County DPWES

Chuck Weber, Fairfax County DPWES

Mark Mozak, Environmental and Historic Resources

Hon. Chuck Harris, Loudoun County Board of Supervisors

Keshia Cheeks, Virginia DCR

Shahram Mohsenin, Fairfax County DPWES

Chairman Gross called the meeting to order at 10:03 a.m.  Chairman Gross thanked the Rust Library and the Loudoun SWCD for sponsoring the meeting, and proceeded to take roll call.

Approval of Minutes

Mr. Kokales listed corrections to the July 2003 minutes.  A motion (Evans-Boland) to approve the July 2003 minutes as amended passed unanimously.

PWR Proposed Dates for Future Meetings 

The following meeting date and location schedule was adopted by consensus.

January 9, 2004 – Prince William County

April 9, 2004 – Fairfax County

July 9, 2004 – Colonial Beach

October 8, 2004 – Fauquier County

January 5, 2005 – Fredericksburg 

Appointment / Reappointment of Members and Alternates for 2004-2006 Term 

Action Item – Chairman Gross noted letters will need to be mailed to the appropriate contacts in each local jurisdiction by January 2004 asking them to reappoint PWR representatives and alternates.  Mr. Holley stated that according to the PWR By-laws, a representative may be replaced if that member misses three consecutive meetings.  Action Item - Chairman Gross asked Mr. Kokales to research attendance records, and provide this information at the next meeting.  Mr. Hart suggested sending the representative’s attendance record with the letter.  Mr. Evans suggested extending the deadline for reappointment to February 2004 due to pending elections.  Both suggestions were taken under advisement.  Ms. Hilliard stated that according to Roberts Rules, if a jurisdiction does not reappoint the current representative, or appoint a new representative, the current representative continues to serve.

Proposed Amendments to By-laws – Bruce Holley

Mr. Holley recommended: adding a provision for short-term committees.  In addition, the Chairman of any short-term committee can appoint members to the committee with the approval of the PWR Chair.  Chairman Gross also suggested that non-representatives/alternates be permitted to serve on standing committees, however, only the Chairman could appoint standing committee members.  It was suggested that the Chairman of any short term committee be required to be a PWR representative or alternate.  Ms. Hilliard pointed out that because short term committees must bring all findings and suggestions to the Executive committee, this should not be necessary.   There was consensus on this point.

- Under Article III, section 1: “other towns by invitation”.  Mr. Evans suggested adding “or by petition”.  There was consensus on this point.

- Under Article III, section 3: Change last sentence to read: (addition in italics): “Voting and non-voting members shall be entitled to a like number of officially designated alternates.  Alternates for counties, cities, and towns are not required to be elected officials.  When serving in an official capacity for a regular member, and so notifying the chair at the start of any Roundtable meeting.  Alternates may exercise all rights and privileges at meetings of the member whom he represents.” 

Chairman Gross pointed out grammatical errors in section 5.  Mr. Holley said he would address these.

Ms. Hoffman asked if it was still necessary to have a DCR representative be a member of the budget committee in light of the fact that DCR is not funding the PWR presently.  Mr. Aveni stated that he felt it was a good idea and this stipulation be maintained.  There was consensus on this point.

As this was the second reading of proposed changes to the By-laws (as is required before a vote can take place), Chairman Gross asked for a motion to adopt them.  A motion (Nohe – Harvey) passed unanimously to adopt the changes to the By-laws as discussed.  

Responses From Legislators on Bolling Commission Recomendations  

Chairman Gross read aloud the two letters received in response to the PWR letter encouraging adoption of the Bolling Commission recommendations.  The letter was sent to each of the 40 members of the Virginia General Assembly serving in the Potomac watershed.  The responses were from Senator Bill Mims, 33rd  District, and Senator Charles Colgan, 29th District.  Chairman Gross said the letters a positive response.

Potomac Tributary Strategy Update – Marc Aveni

A document created by the Chesapeake Bay Program was passed out to everyone.  The document contained a comprehensive chart showing comparisons, year to year, point vs non-point, for each Potomac River sub-basin (Shenandoah/Potomac, Potomac, Lower Potomac) for nitrogen and phosphorus loads.  The chart used 2001 as the base year of comparison.  Mr. Aveni said that the numbers presented are the official publicly released numbers and the ones being used by the Potomac Tributary Strategy team.   Mr. Aveni stressed that the numbers to focus on are the Cap loads for all sources for point and non-point source pollution.  

Mr. Kokales asked Mr. Aveni if he could provide a list of the Tributary Strategy team members.  Action Item - Mr. Aveni said he would provide a list after the meeting.  

Chairman Gross asked if the Potomac Tributary team committees had anything to report.  Mr. Harvey, Chairman of the point source committee reported that major reductions in nutrients from water sewage plants have been achieved because of Water Quality Improvement Act grants; however, he doubted that they could be maintained due to the ever-increasing growth in the area.  The committee is encouraging the idea of updating plants sequentially instead of all at the same time, thus spreading the cost over a number of years.

Chairman Gross commented that it would be helpful to know what the folks on the other side of the river in Maryland are doing along these lines.

Mr. Harvey said that the committee’s desire is to see federal participation in grant funding for plant upgrades, and a firm commitment from the state to follow through with funding and not discontinue funding before the upgrade is complete.  Mr. Gupta stated ammonia toxins have been limited to near zero, and that he expects to see significant reductions in nitrogen with upgrades coming online in six months.  Mr. Sharaham said that “credit” should be given to Virginia for nitrogen removed turning during the Fairfax County Water Authority’s raw water to drinking water process.

Chairman Gross suggested that touring a wastewater treatment plant would be an educational outing for PWR members.  

 Mr. Johnson, Co-Chairman of the Agricultural committee also gave a report.  The committee is currently identifying several different types of Agricultural Best Management Practices (BMP) that are not recognized by the Chesapeake Bay model for their pollution reducing benefits.  Examples include sod waterways, strip cropping, diversions, etc.  

Mr. Rustia, Chairman of the Urban sub-committee said the committee is identifying ways to retrofit stormwater management ponds in older areas, such as Arlington and Alexandria. 

Mr. Aveni requested two things of the PWR.  Action Item - First, he said Tayloe Murphy, Secretary of Natural Resources would like to meet with the PWR in the November/December time frame.  There would be a presentation followed by a work session.  Mr. Evans suggested having a joint meeting that would include NVRC.  Chairman Gross asked Mr. Aveni to identify a specific dates that Secretary Murphy would be available.  Mr. Boland suggested publicizing the meeting as a “conversation” with the Secretary of Natural Resources as opposed to a “presentation”.    Action Item - The second request from Mr. Aveni was that the PWR invite Tamara Keeler, DCR Shenandoah Valley Watershed Manager, to a future meeting, to learn about the work of the Shenandoah Roundtable. 

PWR Nutrient Sub-Committee Report – Robert Shoemaker

Mr. Shoemaker asked that the PWR consider the following two legislative initiatives:

1.   Creation of a Virginia fertilizer labeling law

2. Creating a Virginia Tax credit for bio-solid pelletization

Should a label be required, Chairman Gross said the label should be in both English and Spanish.  Mr. Hart stated that lawn and turf fertilizer is not specific.  An effort needs to be made to educate the public on when to use the product.  Mr. Holden said he wrote an article in a local newspaper on reasons not to use high nitrogen fertilizer and when to fertilize.  He received several phone calls thanking him for the information.  Ms. Mull said that NVRC just created a program entitled, “Fertilize in Fall, If at All”. Ms. Hilliard suggested localities do a press release for the this program.  Mr. Gutenson suggested it would be useful to have signage at the point of sale with directions on when to use the product.  Chairman Gross mentioned that the Lake Barcroft Watershed Improvement District (LBWID) has been producing and distributing a low phosphorus fertilizer for several years.   Action Item - She also said she would like to invite representatives from the LBWID to give a presentation to the PWR in the future. 

Legislative Committee – Bruce Holley

Mr. Holley cited four initiatives that the PWR legislative committee recommended bringing to the attention of legislators in the Potomac Watershed.

1. Funding for the Water Quality Improvement Fund (WQIF)

2. Protection of Wetlands

3. Tree Conservation

4. The fertilizer labeling law and tax credit proposal presented by Mr. Shoemaker.

Ms. Hilliard suggested that there be a surcharge on every bag of fertilizer sold in the watershed with the proceeds to be used for educating the general public on the proper use of fertilizer.  Chairman Gross said that with the current “mood” of the legislators being not to raise taxes in any way, this initiative would have little chance of passing.  Mr. Johnson asked Mr. Holley if the tree conservation initiative was a forestry issue or an urban issue.  Mr. Holley said it was an urban issue.

Chairman Gross suggested that the legislative committee hold a meeting during lunch and define the initiatives so they may be presented to the Virginia legislator as soon as possible.  Mr. Holley agreed. 

12:10 – Break for Lunch   

Legislative Committee Initiatives – Bruce Holley

Mr. Holley read the legislative initiatives that the committee finalized during lunch.

1. Funding for the WQIF – The PWR representing the 15 jurisdictions in the Potomac watershed, urge the Governor and the General Assembly to fund on a permanent basis and at a sufficient level the WQIF, and to use such funding to help Virginia reach its stated water quality commitments at the state and local level.

2. Wetland Protection – The PWR opposes any change to Virginia’s wetlands preservation laws unless it can be demonstrated that the changes will result in greater protection of wetland resources. 

3.   Fertilizer Labeling Laws – The Roundtable supports labeling of fertilizer to provide information about quantity

      and application schedules and the subsequent environmental impact it has on Virginia’s waterways and the

      Chesapeake Bay.

Ms. Hilliard explained that the reason for foregoing the Tree Conservation initiative was because it appeared that legislation passed last year covers what the proposed PWR initiative stated, which was giving localities the option to implement stricter guidelines for maintaining existing tree canopy.

A motion (Hilliard – Trimble) to approve the legislative initiatives as presented passed unanimously.

Mr. Hart suggested that a future legislative initiative could be a proposal to exempt the local non-migratory geese from the Federal Migratory Waterfowl Act.  Action Item - Mr. Holley asked Mr. Hart to author a statement as such and submit it to the legislative committee.

Purchase of Development Rights Program (PDR) – Mark Herring, Loudoun County Board of Supervisors

Mr. Herring welcomed everyone to Loudoun County and introduced the PDR program.  He then introduced Chuck Harris, a member of the Loudoun County Board of Supervisors, to discuss the PDR program in detail.

Mr. Harris began by saying that last year, Loudoun County was the fastest growing county in Virginia and the second fastest growing county in the nation.   He explained that the PDR program purchases the development rights of a property so that the land cannot be developed.  Conservation easements are maintained on these properties in a joint venture between Loudoun County and another independent entity.  In theory, the property will remain “un-developed” forever.   Mr. Harris went on to explain the justification behind the PDR program.  For every dollar in tax revenue, an agricultural parcel costs just 20 cents in services.  For every dollar in tax revenue, an industrial parcel costs 35 cents in services.  For every dollar in tax revenue, a suburban parcel costs $1.55 in services.  Thus agricultural land is the most cost effective use of government services needed. 

Thus far the program has helped to preserve 7 historic sites, preserve 1,200 acres of farmland, and protect 6.7 miles of stream corridors.  To date, the county has received 180 applications for the PDR program covering 12,000 acres.  In a 2002 countywide survey, 75% of citizens supported the PDR program.  

Strategies for Protecting and Managing Water and Natuaral Resources in Loudoun County – Mark Mosak, Loundoun County Environmental Coordinator

Mr. Mosak began by stating the goals of his office:

1. Work to ensure higher environmental standards

2. Improve historic preservation resources

3. Enhance community education and awareness

4. Advance the science of natural and historic resources 

5. Foster partnerships

6. Change the culture of government

One program being used to protect water resources in the county is the establishment of River and Stream Corridor Overlay Districts.  16% of the land in the county falls within these districts.  The objectives of these districts are to:

1. Protect natural habitat

2. Protect water quality

3. Protect vital ecosystems

4. Flood protection

Partnership initiatives include:

1. Development of Tributary strategies

2. TMDL studies

3. TMDL implementation plans

4. Stormwater management implementation plans

County watershed initiatives include:

1. Source water protection plan for Goose creek watershed reservoirs 

2. Initiating watershed dialogues

3. Developing  a strategic watershed management plan

More information can be viewed at: www.loudoun.gov/envhist
Chairman Gross asked Mr. Mosak what the population and the physical size of Loudoun county was.  Mr. Mosak  said the population was 210,000 and the size was 330,000 acres or 517 square miles.

Chairman Gross asked why Loudoun was not required to have a Chesapeake Bay ordinance.  Mr. Mosak explained that the County was not considered tidewater since it is west of I-95, and thus it was not required to do so.

Mr. Gutenson commented that as a Loudoun county resident he sees the work and cooperation of citizen/volunteers as critical to the success of environmental programs.

Summary Report on Potomac Forum III – Sam Johnson, Chairman of the Potomac Forum III sub-committee

Mr. Johnson provided a fiscal wrap up and said the comments on the evaluation forms were very positive.

Member Time

Action Item - Mr. Evans suggested coming up with a strategy to help members distribute information to their respective jurisdictions.

Action Item - Chairman Gross asked Mr. Kokales to flag action items to help remind representatives of these items. 

Chairman Gross reminded members that the next PWR meeting for Friday, January 9, 2004 at a location in Prince William County.

Chairman Gross adjourned the meeting at 2:24 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Nicholas J. Kokales
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