POTOMAC WATERSHED ROUNDTABLE

Quarterly Meeting – July 14, 2006
Rust Library, 380 Old Waterford Road, Leesburg, VA

MINUTES

Members and Alternates









Hon. Penny Gross, PWR Chair, and Voting Member, Fairfax County
Charlie Grymes, Voting Alternate, Environmental Interests

Hon. Arthur Hart, Voting Member, Tri-County/City SWCD
Hon. Kandy Hilliard, Voting Member, Citizen of the Watershed
Pete Holden, Voting Alternate, Loudoun SWCD
Bruce Holley, Voting Member, Citizen of the Watershed

Wade Hugh, Voting Alternate, Prince William County
Hon. W. W. Hynson, Voting Member, Westmoreland County
Sam Johnson, Voting Member, Northern Neck SWCD

Jim McGlone, Non-Voting Member, Virginia Department of Forestry
Stuart McKenzie, Voting Alternate, Planning District Commissions; Voting Alternate, Northumberland Co.

Hon. Mike Megeath, Voting Member, Loudoun SWCD

John Odenkirk, Non-Voting Member, Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries

Hon. Sally Ormsby, Voting Member, Northern Virginia SWCD
John Peterson, Voting Alternate, Northern Virginia SWCD
Paige Thacker, Non-Voting Member, VA Cooperative Extension, Voting Alternate Prince William SWCD
Bob Tudor, Voting Member, John Marshall SWCD

Interested Parties
Randy Bartlett, DPWES-Stormwater, Fairfax County
Anne Burgess, Loudoun SWCD

Adam Beahm, Virginia Cooperative Extension, Westmoreland County
Hon. Jim Christian, Loudoun SWCD
Debbie Dillion, Virginia Cooperative Extension, Loudoun County

Normand Goulet, Northern Virginia Regional Commission
Harry Glasgow, Northern Virginia SWCD and Fairfax County Tree Commission

Diane Hoffman, Northern Virginia SWCD
Claudia Hamblin-Katnik, City of Alexandria

Steve Hubble, Stafford County

Elisabeth Lardner, Lardner/Klein Architects; Northern Virginia Urban Forestry Roundtable

Rich Martinez, Chief Environmental Officer, Scotts Miracle Gro Company

Jennifer McDonnell, Capitol Region Earth Force

Bruce McGranahan, Loudoun County

Judy Okay, Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Frank Reilly, Virginia Cooperative Extension, Prince William County

Pat Reilly, Virginia Cooperative Extension, Prince William County

Bob Slusser, Virginia DCR, Potomac Watershed Office
Robert Swanson, Virginia DEQ, Northern Virginia Office
Gary Switzer, Virginia DCR, Potomac Watershed Office
Chris Van Vlack, Loudoun SWCD
Larry Wilkerson, USDA-Natural Resources Conservation Service, Loudoun Field Office

Call to Order and Welcome.  Chairman Penny Gross called the meeting to order at 10:10 a.m. and asked everyone to introduce themselves.  

Minutes.  A motion (Ormsby-Hilliard) passed to approve the minutes of the April 7, 2006 meeting. 
Chairman’s Time.   
Mrs. Gross called attention to several items:

· A picture in the Washington Post, accompanying an article by Angus Phillips shows the mud in the Bay, as a result of the recent intense storms.

· A recent Supreme Court decision affirms the protection of wetlands.


· Restore the Chesapeake Bay – a Call to Action for Local Governments is a video posted on the MWCOG website – www.mwcog.org 

· Fairfax County will receive a 2006 Achievement Award from NACO for its Environmental Vision and the process for implementing the Vision – The Environmental Improvement Program.
· In her capacity as chairman of the Local Government Advisory Committee of the Chesapeake Bay Program, Mrs. Gross was asked to testify before the Water Resources and Environment sub-committee of the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee on May 4.  She spoke on behalf of local government and noted that 22 of the Chesapeake Bay 2000 Agreement items involve local government participation, while others imply local government participation.  She noted this is done without a lot of money and that cuts in the clean water revolving fund will further hinder actions by local governments.  She said the small watershed grants program is an important source of money for local projects.  She commended Congressman Gilcrest (MD) for sponsoring a special bill on Chesapeake Bay restoration.  Having participated in various panels with people from across the country, Mrs. Gross remarked that those in the Great Lakes area strongly support and are very focused on the Great Lakes Initiative.  Maryland’s Secretary of Natural Resources pointed out that efforts should focus on local improvements, rather than trying to spread things Bay-wide in a way that will minimize the impact.  The Chesapeake Bay Foundation advocated additional funding for local on-the-ground improvements.
· The Virginia Watersheds Alliance (VAWA) is comprised of fourteen watershed groups in the Commonwealth who are in the process of forming a state-wide organization to learn what each other is doing and to seek ways to work together.  The Alliance met during the Environment Virginia Conference on April 18.  Mrs. Gross said she learned that a major problem in the more rural areas is ‘straight pipes,’ or pipes that carry sewage waste directly to streams.  This is interesting in light of the attention given to upgrading the nutrient removal capacity of waste water treatment plants in the PWR’s region.  Mrs. Ormsby said one very interesting presentation at the Virginia Environment Conference described a city of the future in China, built under agricultural land that was preserved on the top.  She said that she and Mrs. Hilliard appreciated DCR’s sponsoring their attendance at the conference.
· The City of Manassas has designated Marc Aveni as its Roundtable member.

Low Impact Development Work Group.  Mrs. Ormsby said that at the Potomac Council meeting prior to the PWR meeting, Mr. Slusser asked for the Council’s support of a regional LID Work Group.  This DCR-led effort also will receive support from Virginia Tech’s Natural Resources Program.  The Council voted to spend up to $1,000 of the funds earmarked for Tributary Strategy initiatives to support a kick-off meeting in September.  In addition, Mr. Slusser asked for $2,000 to support meetings in 2007.  Mrs. Ormsby recommended that the Council and Roundtable co-sponsor and support the LID Work Group.  Mr. Slusser provided a handout about the Regional Low Impact Development (LID) Work Group for the Potomac Watershed.  He said the main purpose of the Work Group is to facilitate the exchange of information on LID practices, primarily among local government staff.  Meeting speakers will include staff from local jurisdictions, regional and state partners, and subject matter experts.  Dr. Bill Hunt from North Carolina State University is a recognized expert in demonstrating and monitoring various LID practices.  At the Work Group’s kick-off meeting on September 22, Dr. Hunt will present what has been learned about the effectiveness of several LID practices.  Four additional meetings of the Work Group are planned for 2007, beginning in January with the rollout of the NVRC LID Supplement to the BMP Handbook that is scheduled for completion in December 2006. Approximately 70 staff from local jurisdictions, particularly public works and planning and zoning departments, from soil and water conservation districts, universities and others, have been invited to participate.  Several suggestions were made for people to invite, and Mr. Slusser asked that any other suggestions for potential participants be sent to him at the DCR office in Warrenton.  A motion (Ormsby-Holley) passed to approve the Roundtable’s co-sponsorship of the Regional LID Work Group.  
Northern Virginia Urban Forestry Roundtable.  Elisabeth Lardner, a landscape architect and founding member of the Urban Forestry Roundtable, gave an overview of the history and focus of the group.  It was launched at a conference last fall, supported by the Trees Virginia Board (formerly the Urban Forestry Council).  The Urban Forestry Roundtable is an opportunity to exchange information, to showcase programs in each jurisdiction, to learn what each locality’s Tree Commission is doing, and to partner on legislative initiatives.  Quarterly meetings have been held in Arlington and Fairfax.  Topics have included local programs, tree legislation, linking tree initiatives to air quality initiatives, and encouraging tree planting on private property.  Mrs. Lardner invited everyone to the next meeting, which will be in Leesburg on September 29.  Anyone wishing to be placed on the email notification list should send an email to eblardner@aol.com   Also, when it becomes available, the meeting notice will be posted on the Roundtable’s website.  Mrs. Lardner concluded by suggesting that the Urban Forestry and Potomac Watershed Roundtables work together on legislative issues.  Mrs. Gross asked why it was so difficult for tree legislation to pass.  Mrs. Lardner explained that the timber lobby is very powerful and is generally opposed to any legislation that regulates wood products.  Mr. Holley said that bringing attention to specimen trees, champion trees and trees of historical significance was an effective way to raise awareness about tree preservation.  Mrs. Ormsby mentioned Fairfax ReLeaf’s program to plant 2006 trees in 2006 as a good way to get trees planted.  Mrs. Okay described the Chesapeake Bay Program’s urban canopy goals and efforts to secure participation from a minimum of five localities, school boards, or other groups in each state. The Town of Leesburg is one of the participating localities.  
Legislative Issues.  Kandy Hilliard noted that a review of bills from the 2006 General Assembly session was done at the April Roundtable meeting.  She referred to Senator Ticer’s bill, which was supported by the Roundtable, and which called for labels on fertilizer bags purchased by homeowners.  She said that since the counter bill that was introduced would place severe restrictions on the ability of local governments to regulate fertilizers on golf courses and elsewhere, and in light of other initiatives, it may be best not to pursue this bill in 2007.   She asked for items that the Roundtable would like to have considered for the 2007 legislative agenda.  Some of the issues mentioned were increasing tree canopy, determining perennial flow, disclosing RPAs when properties are sold, increasing funding for the Water Quality Improvement Fund, conservation districts and planning district commissions, meeting the 2010 deadline of the Bay Program, and changing the I-95 boundary for Chesapeake Bay regulations.  Mrs. Gross asked Roundtable members to check with their local jurisdictions on legislative items of interest and to bring copies to the October Roundtable meeting, when the Roundtable will begin forming its legislative agenda for the 2007 General Assembly session.  Also at the October meeting, Delegate David Bulova and Robert Wittman will be invited to speak to the group about environmental items in the last session and how to effectively work with Delegates, including strategies, timing, what works, and what doesn’t.  

Middle James River Roundtable.  Mrs. Hilliard said she was invited to speak to the Middle James River Roundtable on the advantages to local elected officials of involvement in a Roundtable.  She noted that the Middle James River Roundtable has been effective without involvement by elected officials, primarily through its education programs that have had a positive impact on the community; however, the group has recognized the need for participation and support by local officials.  Mrs. Hilliard noted that doing outreach and collaborating with other programs is part of the Potomac Watershed Roundtable’s mission
Potomac Watershed Education Work Group.  Sam Johnson suggested that the Roundtable focus on the list, which was presented in April, of possible actions by local jurisdictions to effect behavioral changes in the watershed.  The Roundtable commented on and expanded the discussion on several of the items:
· Have all localities represented on the Roundtable

· Include water quality planning in the comprehensive plan of each locality

· Find templates/success stories to share (e.g. enforcement strategies)

· Hold educational summits with local governing Boards and planning staffs or attend Board of Supervisor meetings

· Promote specific BMPs that research and documentation show result in effective environmental protection (e.g.,  riparian buffers)

· Delineate benefits of buy-in (compliance, environmental protection,  constituent PR) and detriments of not taking protective measures toward meeting goals (EPA enforcement)

· Review of legal authority as set out in the Clean Water Act, Chesapeake Bay Act, et. al.
· Prepare issue papers after Roundtable meetings for members to take back to localities for continued review and action. (Some are presented at meetings currently and might include comprehensive plan elements, information on low impact development, et.al.)
· Consider VACO and/or VML partnership

· Supplement current media efforts to reach the public and decision makers

· The current, successful media campaign needs to be expanded to cover all watershed localities. 
Mrs. Hilliard noted the effectiveness of the Chesapeake Bay Club’s PSAs on local television and the radio.  She also said that one-page white papers and brief, three-minute, presentations to local government can be very effective in educating elected officials.  Mrs. Gross said that rural and urban communities need to communicate and realize that ‘we’re all in this together.’  Mrs. Gross suggested that everyone take personal responsibility for two or more of the suggestions, and report back at the October meeting.  
Phosphorus Reduction in Lawn Fertilizer – an Initiative by Scotts Miracle Gro Company.   Rich Martinez, Chief Environmental Officer, presented an initiative by Scotts Miracle Gro Company to reduce the phosphorus content in its lawn fertilizers.  He discussed this initiative in May with the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments Chesapeake Bay Committee, and earlier with the Chesapeake Bay Program.  He presented university recommendations for growing lawns and Scotts design criteria.  He shared marketing research data regarding typical homeowner use and frequency of lawn care products.  Nationwide, 50 % of homes do not apply any fertilizer and of those who apply fertilizer, 80% do so once or twice a year.  A 50% reduction in phosphorus applied to lawns in the Chesapeake Bay watershed by 2009, potentially equates to a reduction of about one million pounds of phosphorus per year.  This proposal presents opportunities for local governments and others, as well as benefits to localities who are striving to reduce nonpoint source pollution.  Mr. Martinez said that actions and partnership opportunities included:  1) implementing Scotts phosphorus reduction plan, which includes gaining support across the Chesapeake Bay states and developing a consumer awareness communication plan; 2) gaining industry alignment to the phosphorus reduction plan, and 3) involving retailers, state and local governments and other stakeholders in consumer communication, including a point of sale communication plan and a message endorsed by government officials for public service announcements in print, radio and TV media.  Mrs. Gross suggested that the Roundtable endorse the Scotts’ initiative and partnership items.  A motion (Hilliard-Hart) passed unanimously to endorse the initiative by Scotts Company to implement a phosphorus reduction plan.  
Adjourn.  Mrs. Gross adjourned the meeting at 2:40 p.m.  
Respectfully submitted,
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