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Call to Order and Welcome.  Chairman Penny Gross called the meeting to order at 10:05 a.m. and asked everyone to introduce himself.  
Approval of Minutes for the January 7, 2011 Roundtable Meeting.  Hearing no corrections, Mrs. Gross said the minutes would be accepted and filed as presented.  
Membership.  Mrs. Gross reported that almost all stakeholder interest members have agreed to serve for another three-year term.  Deidre Clark, Rappahannock-Rapidan PDC, is the new representative for the Planning District Commissions.  She is succeeding William Sydnor.  The Roundtable received a nice letter from Darrel Pendris, National Woodland Owners Association, saying that he will not be able to continue as one of the Agricultural and Forestry stakeholder interest members.  He was very generous with his comments about the value he received while participating in the Roundtable.   
Officers.  Mrs. Gross said that at the Roundtable meeting in January, the election of the Second Vice Chair was delayed until hearing back from Harry Atherton.  She reported that Mr. Atherton is unable to serve for another term and has declined the nomination.  She has received a recommendation to nominate Woody Hynson, who represents the Westmoreland Board of Supervisors, and has learned that he would be pleased to serve.  Mr. Kelley, Chairman of the Potomac Council, which acts as the Roundtable Membership Committee, reported that the Potomac Council concurs with Mr. Hynson’s nomination.  A motion (Kelley-Harvey) passed to nominate Woody Hynson as Second Vice Chair.  There were no further nominations from the floor.  Mr. Kelley made a motion to close the nominations and elect by acclamation Woody Hynson as Second Vice Chair.  The motion passed and Mr. Hynson was elected for a two-year term.  Mrs. Gross noted that with the election of Mr. Hynson, who is a farmer, the officers will continue to represent a balance of urban/suburban and rural/agricultural interests.  
Legislative.  Mrs. Gross said she received a response from Delegate Kaye Kory, thanking the Roundtable for the letter that was sent to the legislators who represent the Roundtable area, and saying she would pay attention to environmental issues.  Also, Mrs. Gross learned from Delegate Bulova, a member of the Roundtable, that the Governor vetoed his bill.   
Update on Alternative Onsite Sewage Systems.  Following up on the Alternative Onsite Sewage Systems (AOSS) issue, which was presented by Tom Crow, Director of Environmental Health with the Fairfax County Department of Health, at the January meeting, Mrs. Gross said the regulations are set to expire on April 6, but the proposed final regulations will not be through the approval process by this deadline; hence the Virginia Department of Health has requested a six month extension of the emergency regulations, which it anticipates the Governor will grant.  Mr. Crow reported, on a positive note, that a bill introduced by Delegate Hugo, which would have exempted current owners of AOSS from the operation and maintenance requirement, was defeated.  Had the bill passed, approximately 600 AOSS in Fairfax County would have been exempted from O&M requirements.  Mr. Crow said that although managing the new O&M program will present challenges for local Health Departments, he is pleased that the requirement will still be in effect.   
Virginia Tech Proposal to Develop a Certification of BMP Devices.  David Sample, who is with Virginia Tech and based at Occoquan Watershed Monitoring Lab, said that he serves on the BMP Clearing House Committee, which has discussed manufactured treatment devices for the past two years.  These are BMPs that are installed on ultra-urban sites and usually installed during redevelopment.  He said there currently is no certification of these devices so that the decision to use them is left up to individual counties.  There is a need for an independent testing center to verify the claims of the manufacturers.   He said a proposal has been put forward to explore this idea as a state university funded effort.  He noted that the university is a trusted third party that is interested in exploring science and testing the technology, the state government is interested in water quality, the vendor in interested in selling his product, and these goals can intersect.  He asked for the Roundtable’s thoughts on the idea.  Comments during the discussion that followed included agreement that it is a good idea and questions about how it would be funded.  Dr. Sample said that since Virginia uses phosphorus, as opposed to sediment, the testing is more complex and more expensive.  Grant funding would be explored to set up the testing machinery, while funding for the actual testing would come from the vendors.  In answer to a question about the need for lab capacity, Dr. Sample said that adequate lab capacity exists; there is more of a need for the ability to site the devices in the field.

Update on Virginia Tech Grant Proposal to EPA.  Dr. Sample gave an update on the EPA Star Grant, which the Roundtable supported with a letter of endorsement in January.  The inter-jurisdictional proposal was to fund a Chesapeake Bay Urban Stormwater Management Center, which would be headed by Virginia Tech in northern Virginia and would include the Smart Growth Center at the University of Maryland and Howard University as partners.  Five projects were proposed for the Center (none of which are the independent testing center mentioned above).  One is a paired watershed study at the Hopewell’s Landing subdivision in Prince William County.  The site offers traditional and two phases of LID which would be used to develop life cycle costs.  Dr. Sample said ten strong proposals were submitted to the EPA and an award will be made in September. 
Water Re-Use in Construction Today.  Guy Tomberlin, Code Specialist, Land Development Services, Fairfax County Department of Public Works, discussed the new Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, which incorporates the use of rainwater, graywater and reclaimed water and provisions for use in conjunction with water closets, urinals and irrigation systems.  Mr. Tomberlin explained the process at the national and state levels to develop the building codes necessary to implement the new technologies.  The codes developed in 2009 were adopted in March of 2011.  Technical amendments allow for the use of Appendices.  Appendix C is the guiding document for graywater and rainwater.  What applies to graywater also applies to rainwater.  Mr. Tomberlin said that adjustments in one area affect others.  For example, using unmetered rainwater for flushing urinals is good for water conservation; however, it adds to the wastewater load and is not factored in for purposes of billing.  Mr. Rolband noted that Prince William County has just required him to place a meter on the rainwater system at his commercial facility, which is used to flush urinals.  Mr. Tomberlin said the new regulations allow water from bathtubs, showers, lavatories, clothes washers and laundry trays to be used as gray water and that the use of this graywater is limited to water closets, urinals and subsurface irrigation.  The regulations address the collection reservoirs, filtration, identification, make-up water and disinfection; however, make-up water, disinfection and color dye identification are not required for sub-surface watering.  Mr. Tomberlin said the regulations are always evolving and improving and there is a need to move toward more comprehensive coverage.  Feedback from stakeholders is very useful in bringing about modifications to the regulations.  For example there is a need to expand the use of rainwater to include its use in laundries and equipment cooling.  The provisions for rainwater and graywater need to be separated.  The new VDH guidelines for rainwater are due soon, which should provide help when separating these provisions.  Mr. Rolband noted the problem with the requirement to empty reservoirs within 24 hours, which defeats the intent of collecting rainwater for use over time in order to conserve water.  Mr. Tomberlin explained this is the casualty of incorporating rainwater into graywater regulations (graywater can become septic after 24 hours) and an example of something that needs to be addressed.  Mr. Rolband said the regulations seem to pose a problem for implementing the Tysons Corner Comprehensive Plan, which requires the first inch of rainwater to be collected and reused.  Mr. Tomberlin said approval of proposed measures would require a local modification through the alternative approval method, which is approved by the local building inspector.  Mr. Tomberlin’s presentation is available at www.potomacroundtable.org/archives/meetings.htm  
Update on the Chesapeake Bay TMDL and Other Regulatory Issues.  Randy Bartlett, Deputy Director for Stormwater and Wastewater, Fairfax County Department of Public Works and Environmental Services, gave an update on the regulatory issues affecting actions that must be taken by localities.  He noted that things are constantly changing  At the same time the Watershed Improvement Plans (WIPs) are under development, the Chesapeake Bay model is undergoing changes and is due to be updated in June.  Virginia’s Phase II WIP that was supposed to be submitted in June is now due in September.  The final WIP due in November is now due in March 2012.  He said the EPA views the Phase II goals as a roadmap to help partners, engage local decision makers, provide specific controls to be implemented in 2017, ensure no backsliding, and gain endorsements from local officials.  The state wants flexibility in implementing the Phase II goals, extensive use of resource management plans on agricultural lands, vastly improved accounting of voluntary practices, locally generated information, a refinement of the reallocation of goals, and coordination with stakeholders.  He noted that some of the goals of both the EPA and the state are not clearly understood.  The state process includes a meeting of the Stakeholder Advisory Group on April 26 and DCR’s reaching out to the 16 Planning District Commissions for assistance in coordinating with localities.  Mrs. Gross noted the challenge facing PDCs, having limited staff and experiencing reduced funding, to deliver the technical assistance needed.  Other factors affecting the TMDL include the suit filed against the EPA by the American Farm Bureau in Pennsylvania for the way the EPA is handling the TMDL, a potential challenge being considered by the Hampton Roads PDC and perhaps others, a conclusion of the EPA’s peer review that the model is not appropriate for use at the local level (yet this information is being used for local allocations), the state legislation on offsets that allows for nutrient trading while at the same time there is a lack of nutrient banks, and the recent state legislation requiring the use of no-phosphorus fertilizers in most cases of residential use.  Issues specific to Fairfax County include the specific allocations in Appendix Q of the TMDL that are issued to Phase I MS-4’s communities, different loads assigned to the three different river segments that include the county, and the application of loads only to MS-4 areas in the county, which limits where projects apply. There is the possibility of sediment becoming the controlling pollutant, which the EPA is addressing through managing flow, and which may eliminate stream restoration as a tool.  With nutrient trading, there is the potential that a developer could buy nutrient credits but still could not discharge stormwater because of flow restrictions.  Another problem is the different BMP efficiencies used for the Bay TMDL and for the Virginia stormwater regulations.  Answering a question related to agriculture, Mrs. Cross explained that the effort to document the voluntary agricultural BMPs in the entire Chesapeake Bay watershed is separate from the resource management planning effort in Virginia that also is under development.  Mr. Bartlett concluded with some positive observations.  The fertilizer bill will be good for the WIPs and good for the Bay.  SJ334 creates a better, more comprehensive, approach to expanding trading.  In the Phase I WIP, DCR responded to local concerns by allowing non retrofit actions as part of the strategy.  MS-4s are allowing 5% load reductions during the first five years, thereby buying time to get strategies, the science, and resources in place before the higher reductions are required later.   Efforts to incorporate flexibility and a mix of practices will bring about better solutions.  Sewage treatment plants are meeting goals.  There is a continuing trend of reduced Bay loadings since 1985.  There are indications that the Bay is improving, e.g. the return of  native grasses in the Potomac, crabs are coming back and there was a positive article recently about oyster spat.  Mr. Bartlett’s presentation is available at www.potomacroundtable.org/archives/meetings.htm   Mrs. Gross said the Farm Bureau participated in a meeting of the MWCOG Chesapeake Bay Committee two weeks ago, explaining that the decisions made by farmers change with weather and markets, which makes the two-year milestones unworkable.  In a similar vein in the urban arena, Mrs. Gross said that more time is needed to prove that practices, such as rain gardens, work.  She said that more and more often, agricultural and urban interests are able to come together and discuss challenges.  She noted the recently formed Chesapeake Bay Restoration Coalition is an initiative by a lobby group to bring together the diverse stakeholder interests in an effort to form a group than can come together to lobby on some common ground.   

Announcements.  Niffy Saji announced the deadline for submitting proposals to the Fairfax Water 2011 Grant Program is May 15.  
Eco-City Alexandria.  Bill Skrabak, Director of the Office of Environmental Quality, City of Alexandria, described the Eco-City Alexandria program.  The genesis was an Environmental / Quality of Life Summit in 1998, where three issues were identified:  open space, water resources and transportation.  The Eco-City project began in 2007—a partnership among the City, Alexandria Environmental Policy Commission, Virginia Tech and the Community.  A Green-Ventory and Compendium Model of Sustainability Practices were completed in 2007.  The inventory documented everything the City was already doing in the areas of water and solid waste, land use, open space and parks, transportation and air quality, energy and green buildings, environmental health.  The potential practices were gathered during an extensive research effort.  Two community engagement events—Eco-City Café and Eco-City Summit—were held in the spring and summer of 2008, forming the vision  for the project, and the Eco-City Charter was adopted in June 2008. The ten charter principles were: Land Use and Open Space, Water Resources, Air Quality, Transportation, Energy, Building Green, Solid Waste, Environmental Health, Emerging Threats and Climate Change, and Implementation.                                                                    Phase I of the Environmental Action Plan, adopted in January 2009, focused on short-term goals, with 41 goals and 132 action steps.  To date, 54 actions have been completed and 25 actions are in process.  The Environmental Action Plan 2030, focusing on more long-term goals, was adopted in June 2009.  It contains 48 goals, 50 preliminary targets and 353 actions covering the next 20 years.  The Environmental Action Plan was integrated with all of the other plans and initiatives in the City to form the City Council Strategic Plan.  Key actions so far include adoption of a Green Building Policy and a policy to encourage retrofitting existing buildings, including residences and historic buildings.  By 2030, all new construction must be carbon neutral.  All new construction and renovation of City buildings will meet a LEED Silver rating as a minimum.  Incentives for energy conservation through tax policy, fees, and green funding were developed.  The Environmental Action Plan’s Water Resources Principle includes key targets and goals to protect, enhance and improve resources and water quality, including considerable investment in infrastructure.  There is a master plan for Four Mile Run and the Chesapeake Bay Ordinance has several unique features, such as requiring a 50-foot buffer around all natural intermittent streams.  The community is engaged through education and outreach efforts and voluntary activities such as stream cleanups, invasive removals, tree plantings, rain barrel workshops, and Earth Day events.  Mr. Skabak showed a variety of practices that have been installed, including stream restorations, vegetated buffers, pond retrofits, ultra-urban measures (underground detention facilities, hydrodynamic devices, sand filters), bio-retention areas, upflow filters, and management techniques for channels and riparian areas.  In conclusion, Mr. Skrabak listed the benefits of Eco-City Alexandria:  1) It integrates environmental issues with all existing plans, policies and projects, creating a holistic governance of City affairs toward sustainability, 2) It allows the City to brand all environmentally-related activities under the Eco-City umbrella, 3) Funding for environmental programs has been sustained and has been a significant asset when pursuing grants, 4) It has enabled the City to market itself towards green businesses, and 5) Alexandria is viewed by many as a leader in environmental sustainability, creating value and pride for Alexandrians.  Mr. Skrabak’s presentation is available at www.potomacroundtable.org/archives/meetings.htm  
Performance Monitoring of three LID Demonstration Projects.  Ron Tuttle, Senior Landscape Architect, and Russell Smith, Water Resources Engineer, Fairfax County DPWES-Stormwater Management, described three LID projects built as demonstration projects in an effort to study their design and installation and to monitor their effectiveness.  Several partners assisted with the parking lot retrofit at the Providence Government Center, which includes porous pavers, an underground detention gallery, a rain garden and a green roof on a small utility building.  Monitoring equipment includes a rain gauge, data loggers to record the amount of water entering and leaving the system, and a water quality sampler of any water exiting the system.  From May of 2008 to May of 2009, 45 storm events were monitored (45.43 in.).  Measured runoff from the system was 6.89 in.  Hence 38.54 in., or 85% of the rain water was retained.  An analysis, comparing the pre-construction pollutant runoff in 2005 with the pollutant load after the system was installed, shows significant reductions (mg/l) in nitrogen and phosphorous.  A large rain garden was constructed next to the Cub Run Recreation Center.  Monitoring data over a two year period shows that 82% of the rainwater was retained.  A vegetated green roof was installed on the top level of the Herrity Building parking garage, consisting of intensive (deeper) plantings and extensive (shallow) plantings and a hybrid form.  An non-vegetated uncontrolled area of the roof is monitored as a control measure.  Thirty-two storms monitored over an 18 month period showed that about 38% of the rainfall was retained.  Mr. Tuttle concluded with some observations:  retention systems are capable of retaining 38% to 85% of precipitation; in-ground systems can fully retain the volume of most small storms; a vegetated roof can retain up to 1-inch of rain and delay release of runoff; stormwater runoff from all three systems is reduced in volume and released at a lesser rate.  Monitoring costs are approximately $50,000 to $70,000 and yields a considerable amount of data.  The presentation is available at www.potomacroundtable.org/archives/meetings.htm  
Adjournment.  Mrs. Gross thanked the Northern Virginia Soil and Water Conservation District for hosting the meeting and adjourned the meeting at 2:00 p.m.  

Tour of Green Roof.   Meeting attendees participated in a guided tour of the green roof demonstration project on the top level of the Herrity Building garage.  
Respectfully submitted,
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