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MINUTES

Representatives and Alternates









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

Hon. Marty Nohe, PWR 2nd Vice Chair, and Voting Representative for Prince William County

Hon. Harry Atherton, Voting Representative, Fauquier County

Hon. Robert Wittman, Voting Representative, King George County

Sam Johnson, Voting Representative for Northern Neck SWCD

Ron Burgess, Voting Representative, Prince William SWCD

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

Hon. Jim Boland, Voting Representative, Loudoun SWCD

Hon. Mary Lou Trimble, Voting Representative, John Marshall SWCD

Glenn Harvey, Alexandria Sanitation Authority, Voting Representative, Water Utilities

Hon. Kandy Hilliard, Voting Representative, Stafford County

Hon. Greg Evans, Voting Representative, Northern Virginia SWCD

Jeff Harn, Voting Alternate, Arlington County

Jimmie Jenkins, Voting Alternate, Fairfax County

Steve Hubble, Voting Alternate, Stafford County

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

Bill Sydnor, Voting Alternate, Planning District Commissions

Judy Okay, Non-voting Reresentative, Virginia Department of Forestry

Alex Adams, Non-voting Representative, CBLAD

Barry Harris, Non-voting Representative, USDA-NRCS

Marc Aveni, Non-voting Representative, Virginia DCR

Interested Parties

George Bone, Colonial Beach

Ann Burgess, Prince William SWCD

Ann Cogden, Colonial Beach

Debbie Cross, Virginia DCR

Becky Ford, Virginia Cooperative Extension

Diane Hoffman, Northern Virginia SWCD

Bruce Holley, Prince William County

Linda Johnston, Prince William SWCD

Nicholas J. Kokales, Northern Virginia SWCD

Lynton Land

Martha Little, CBLAD

Heather Mackey, CBLAD

Brian Rustia, Metropolitan Washington COG

Basant Sood, Fairfax County DPWES

Theresa Tabulenas, Northern Neck SWCD

Paul Tsompanas, Colonial Beach

Holly Wootten, Prince William SWCD

Chairman Gross called the meeting to order at 10:10 a.m., and took roll call. She recognized Mr. Tsompanas, who was attending his last meeting as the PWR representative for Colonial Beach.  She thanked him for his service since the Roundable’s inception, and for making the arrangements for several PWR meetings at Colonial Beach.   

Approval of Minutes

A motion (Harvey-Hilliard) to approve the minutes of the April 2, 2004 meeting passed unanimously.

Welcome to Colonial Beach – George Bone, Mayor, Colonial Beach

Honorable George Bone, Mayor of Colonial Beach welcomed members of the Roundtable, and praised the group for its role in the Chesapeake Bay clean-up effort.  Mayor Bone introduced the Honorable Ann Cogden, member of the Colonial Beach Town Council, and said that she would be serving as PWR Alternate for Colonial Beach.  Ms. Cogden said she was looking forward to working with the PWR.  

Venue Change for October Meeting – Art Hart

At the Potomac Council meeting held prior to the PWR meeting, it was suggested that Tri-County/City SWCD host the October PC/PWR meetings in order to accommodate a Bus Tour of Low Impact Development (LID) projects in the Stafford County/Fredericksburg area.  Grant money from DCR is available to fund this tour.  Chariman Gross asked if the John Marshall SWCD could host the January 2005 PWR meeting instead of the October 2004 meeting.  Mrs. Trimble said that John Marshall SWCD could make the schedule change.  Chairman Gross asked the group if there were any objections with the proposed schedule change.  No one responded so Chairman Gross announced the schedule change.

PWR Letter of Support Request – Kandy Hilliard

Ms. Hilliard requested that the PWR write a letter of support for Stafford County to obtain a loan from the Virginia Resources Authority to purchase the Crow’s Nest property. The property is an environmentally sensitive area that is home to several rare plants and a blue heron rookery.   If the loan is obtained, Stafford County plans to keep the area completely undeveloped.  There would be no recreation of any kind.  The justification for the letter would be that water quality would be protected if the property were kept undeveloped.  The letter would not hold the PWR to any obligation, financial or otherwise.  Chairman Gross asked that the letter correspond with the goals of the PWR.  Ms. Hilliard said that she and Ms. Kurpiel would write the letter today and present it to the group this afternoon.

A Motion (Hilliard–Nohe) for the PWR to send a letter of support for Stafford County to obtain a loan from the Virginia Resources Authority to purchase the Crow’s Nest property passed unanimously.

Agricultural Practices to Protect Water Quality – Sam Johnson

Mr. Johnson began his presentation by providing some background information on agricultural activities in the Northern Neck region of Virginia.  Corn, soybeans, and small grains are the main crops.  There is also a flourishing nursery industry, and a small cattle industry.  The hog industry has basically left the area.  The soils within the region are mainly loam and sandy loam.  

No Till Farming is an agricultural Best Management Practice that provides several advantages including keeping the nitrogen and phosphorus in the soil and the soil on the land.  The no till process involves specialized machinery that cuts the soil, drops the seed into the cut, and then covers the seed with soil.  The machinery used needs to be heavy in order to create enough pressure to cut the soil.  Because the soil is not tilled (plowed), weeds and other unwanted vegetation are controlled by using mulch and herbicides.  In reference to the photo of a tractor and a no-till machine from Mr. Johnson’s presentation, Mr. Nohe asked how much this equipment would cost.  Mr. Johnson answered that the total cost was $304,000, $200,000 for the tractor, and $104,000 for the 48 row planter.  

Mr. Johnson noted that there are several challenges with no-till farming:

Weed Control – Common weeds such as poke weed can be control with a Round-up type pesticide if applied soon after the plant takes root.  However, tilling may be necessary if the weeds are allowed to mature.  

Wildlife – Burrowing animals such as ground hogs can be a nuisance.  

Crop Diseases – Small grains can be farmed using no-till, however, they become more susceptible to disease.

Chairman Gross asked what is the yield ratio of till versus no-till crops, and if one method is more productive than the other.  Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Sydnor said that no-till, on average, provides a higher yield especially in a dry year.  No till improves organic matter.  

Mr. Rustia asked if there were any studies that show no-till farming improves water quality.  Mr. Johnson said he was not aware of any.  Ms. Tabulenas said that because no-till technology is so new, no studies on this have been done.

Mr. Johnson announced the Agricultural Field Expo would be taking place on the Eastern Shore on August 12, 2004.  Anyone interested in going could contact him for more information.  

Action Item: Chairman Gross asked Mr. Johnson to e-mail the information on the Expo to Mr. Kokales for  forwarding it to the PWR mail list.

Legislative Report – Greg Evans

Mr. Evans announced that the General Assembly increased funding for the Cost Share Agricultural BMP program.  However, the General Assembly asked DCR and conservation districts to try to implement practices that have been shown to be the most effective, and to analyze the effectiveness of signing up farmers and landowners to participate in this program.  

Ground Water and Source Water Protection and Allocations: Recommendations by the Rappahannock River Basin Commission, - Robert Whitman, Chairman, Westmoreland County Board of Supervisors 

The Rappahannock River Basin Commission provides guidance for the stewardship and enhancement of the water quality and natural resources of the Rappahannock River Basin.  Membership on the Commission includes 16 representatives from local governing bodies, 17 representatives from the Virginia General Assembly, and one representative from Soil and Water Conservation Districts.  The Commission formed a work group to address water quality improvement efforts and water supply planning.  The commission’s work group has designed the following framework to create the water supply plan.

1. Purpose – Identify the purpose of the water supply plan.

2. Data/Information – Identify the demands and the availability of the water supply.

3. Stakeholders Input – Identify stakeholders and know the needs of the stakeholders in order to make good decisions.

4. Alternative Solutions – A model has been created to identify possible water supply problems, in order to  find ways to avoid these possible problems, or find ways to deal with them before they happen.   

5. Implementation – Implement the plan.

The work group recommendations to the Commission include support of Senate Bill 351.  This bill gives localities the power to limit growth based on water supply.  The Legislator wants over sight on this issue because it is concerned that this would be used by localities as an antigrowth tool.  Another recommendation of the work group is to develop a central database for groundwater, where well drillers could deposit data on wells.  The work group feels it would be best for the Commonwealth to maintain this repository.  

Ms. Hilliard asked if these recommendations had been given to the Virginia Association of Counties (VACO).  Mr. Whitman said that these are recommendations of the work group to the Commission.  Once the Commission adopts them it would be appropriate to pass them on to VACO.  

Mr. Atherton asked if there was a plan to put ground water information into a digital format.  Mr. Whitman replied that this process is very site specific particularly in the Piedmont region because of the fractured rock geology, thus making the process very expensive.

Mr. Hart said he hoped that SB 351 would get consideration, and added that identifying and limiting development on water recharge areas is another issue of concern.

Mr. Nohe said that another issue of concern is that due to development, stormwater that commonly recharges the groundwater supply, is being moved away via sump pumps and storm drains.   

Chairman Gross asked if the Rappohannock River Basin Commission (RRBC) has a relationship with the Interstate Commission for the Potomac River Basin.  Mr. Whitman said that one does not exist yet, however, the RRBC recognizes the value of having a relationship with other organizations. 

Mrs. Okay asked if members of the academic community have been included in the water supply planning process.  Mr. Whitman said that people from Virginia Tech are included, and the Army Corps of Engineers also is involved.

Dr. Lynton Land applauded the state and the PWR for their efforts in discussing water-related issues.  He also voiced his concern that the aquifers in the coastal plain are being depleting at a rate of about one and a half feet per year.  

Mr. Holly asked if a groundwater study done today would be different than the one done in 1982.  Mr. Whitman said that the geology would be the same, but the water resource might be vastly different.

Mr. Harvey said that water reuse would be a good subject for a future meeting.

Chesapeake Bay Blue Ribbon Funding Panel – Chairman, Penelope Gross

The 15 member panel has met three times.  The May 2004 meeting focused on wastewater treatment plants.  The June meeting focused on Agriculture.  Tributary strategies were discussed as a part of the agricultural focus.  The August meeting will focus on Urban matters.  

Action Item - Chairman Gross asked Mr. Kokales to scan the hard copy of the Agricultural Funding Recommendations, and e-mail it to the group.

Potomac Tributary Strategies Update – Marc Aveni, DCR

The draft Tributary Strategy for the Potomac basin is on-line at the Secretary of Natural Resources website (www.naturalresources.virginia.gov).  During the comment period, more than 80 comments were received.  Most of the comments had to do with funding, and implementation.  The final strategy is expected to be completed by the end of this summer.  The point sources section of the strategy is still being summarized.  

There is $10 million, available statewide that can be used for agricultural best management practices, Water Quality Improvement Act activities, and to support other tributary goals.  A plan is being considered that would use the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) process as the implementation phase of the Tributary Strategies.  A significant cost reduction would be realized by doing this.

Mr. Aveni announced that DCR and the Chesapeake Bay Commission will be conducting a Media Campaign in the Northern Virginia region, focusing on proper lawn care.  The campaign is slated to start in the spring of 2005.  

Mr. Aveni mentioned that on July 1, CBLAD merged into DCR, and is now a division within DCR.  In addition, Stormwater management responsibilities for the state will be transferred from DEQ to DCR.  

This will officially begin in January of 2005, assuming that EPA approves the change.  Mr. Lee Hill will become the DCR Stormwater program manager.  Mr. Aveni suggested that the PWR invite Mr. Hill, or a member of his staff to give a presentation at a future meeting.  

Mr. Aveni announced that on July 1, DCR released an RFP for Chesapeake Bay Watersheds grants with a focus on implementing Low Impact Development (LID) concepts and urban BMPs.  Secretary Murphy would like to see a number of LID demonstration projects to provide on-the-ground examples.  Mr. Aveni also announced that Ms. Cheeks, from the DCR Potomac Watershed office would be teaching a Grant Writing workshop on Monday, July 12, at the Fairfax County Government Center.  He said there were still a few openings and to contact Ms. Cheeks for more details.

Chairman Gross mentioned a situation happening in her supervisory district where an expensive stream restoration project was implemented and locals were “farming” the land cleared for the project.  She asked Mr. Aveni, and the rest of the group how to enforce this.  Mr. Aveni said that he would contact the local CBLAD representative.  Mrs. Hoffman said the County’s Chesapeake Bay ordinance specifically states what can and cannot occur in an RPA, and it is possible that the farming activity in the RPA could be cited for an ordinance violation.

Chairman Gross said that the Chesapeake Bay Act specified under it’s agricultural goals that 41,000 acres of wetlands are to be restored.  She asked Mr. Aveni if the Act specified a similar goal under the non-agricultural goals.  Mr. Aveni said he was not sure, and would have to review the document.  

Mr. Kokales asked if there was a plan to gauge the success of the media campaign.  Mr. Aveni said that this has been discussed, but a definitive plan has not been finalized.  One idea would be to poll citizens and ask them if they had seen the advertisements and if they would change when and how they fertilize.

Mr. Hart said that since the media campaign encourages people to fertilize in the fall, and not the spring, it may be more effective to launch the campaign in the fall of 2004.  Mr. Aveni said that the advertising firm would not be able to launch the campaign by the fall of 2004.  

Chairman Gross asked why Virginia did not commit to a carbon sequestration program.  Mr. Aveni explained that this process involves a farmer growing a crop and selling the residue to be burned for energy.  He said that Virginia has neither a market for this energy, nor an infrastructure to process it; hence the Commonwealth did not commit to this program.

Legislative Agenda  

Ms. Hilliard said that the Virginia Municipal League (VML) environmental sub-committee is meeting and would like specifics in regards to fertilizer labeling.  She said it would be useful to offer the PWR suggestions on this subject.  Ms. Hilliard said she asked the VML to include in their environmental agenda increased funding for Soil and Water Conservation Districts as they are a proven vehicle for public education.

Ms. Hilliard mentioned that the concept of a “flush” tax in Virginia is getting some attention.  Maryland has already instituted a similar program.  

Mr. McKenzie said that the SWCD practice of providing soil-testing kits to the public provides an excellent opportunity to educate homeowners.  Perhaps offering the public some sort of discount, or incentive to get soil tested before fertilizing could be explored.

Chairman Gross appointed a new legislative committee.  The members are Kandy Hilliard (Chair), Glenn Harvey, Greg Evans, and Stuart McKenzie.  

Mr. Evans said that some CBLAD funding for localities and for Districts had been eliminated, and perhaps trying to get that funding back could be on the legislative agenda.    

Mr. Harvey said in regards to tributary strategies the Virginia Municipal Water Association has as a part of it’s legislative agenda the concept of a general permitting process, (probably by watershed) for wastewater treatment plants that would include mass loading limits, but would allow trading of loading numbers even between different tributaries.

It was agreed that the legislative agenda will consist of the following subjects:

1. Fertilizer labeling – Labeling bags of fertilizer to encourage the public to fertilize only in the fall.

2. Education – Encourage funding for environmental education.

3. Urban BMP Cost Share – Encourage State Legislature to fund an Urban BMP Cost Share program.

4. Ground Water Data Repository – Propose that DEQ develop a protocol and framework for ground water data.

5. Support of Senate Bill 351 – Bill that would give local jurisdictions the authority to limit development on the basis of water supply.

6. Gray Water Reuse – Encourage Legislature to develop a plan for gray water reuse.

Action Item – Mrs. Hoffman will set up a conference call in the next several weeks for the legislative committee to discuss the legislative agenda. 

Mrs. Okay mentioned Senate Bill 75, (Forestry Board public meetings) which is a mandate for the Virginia Forestry Board to educate the public on how to preserve and increase forested land.  The next public meeting will be at the Northern Virginia Community College, Annandale Campus, on July 14, from 7:00 to 9:00 p.m.  

Funding Letters to Jurisdictions 

Mrs. Hoffman said that the letters had been written and reviewed by the funding committee.  She also mentioned that the suggestion was made that the letter have two signature blocks, one for Chairman Gross, and one for the localities PWR representative.  Mr. Nohe suggested sending a carbon copy to each locality’s budget director.  

Proposed Change to PWR By Laws – Chairman Gross

Chairman Gross suggested adding two member positions to the PWR.  They would be referred to as Citizens of the Watershed.  Mrs. Hoffman suggested appointing a committee to design a process for selecting these new members.  It was also suggested that some language be included that prevented the selection of both members from the same locality.   

A motion (Gross – McKenzie) passed to add two at-large membership positions, called Citizens of the Watershed, to the PWR membership.  They cannot be from the same local jurisdiction.  

Action Item - According to the by-laws, this issue will need to be discussed at two consecutive meetings. This item will be added to the October 2004 meeting agenda.

Ms. Hilliard read the proposed PWR letter of support for Stafford County to obtain a loan to purchase the Crow’s Nest property.  The letter was well received by the group.  Ms. Kurpiel will e-mail the letter to Mr. Kokales who will take the letter to Chairman Gross for her signature.  Mr. Kokales will then send the letter back to Ms. Kurpiel.  

Chairman Gross adjourned the meeting at 3:47 p.m.
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