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 P R O C E E D I N G S 

  MR. DESCHAMPS:  Good evening, I'd like to welcome  

you all to the Wildlife Achievement Chapter.  My na me is 

Jeff Deschamps, I'm the current chapter president.  For 

those of you who don't know who the League is, this  is our 

90th anniversary.  The League was founded in 1922 b y a group 

of hunters and fishermen.  This chapter is also cel ebrating 

its 75th anniversary.  So, both the League and this  chapter 

have a long history.  And, if you have an interest in 

watershed and open space, this chapter has formed 

partnerships to protect the reservoir and the tribu taries. 

  Along those lines, we conduct tree plantings.  We  

have regular trash pick ups and watershed cleanups.   And we 

do work in basin management.  In fact, our watershe d 

cleanup, by our calculation, predates the Potomac c leanup 

that everybody is so familiar with, by at least two  years.  

And early on the amount of trash that we pulled out  of the 

river was, well, scary.  It was measured in tens of  tons 

every year.  Now it's much less, which is gratifyin g, but 

there's still trash out there. 

  The primary goal of the League is to educate the 

next generation and encourage them to develop perso nal 

interests in the land, so it can continue to be mai ntained 

for recreational use.  This is why the League was f ounded.  

And, to do this, we need large areas of open space in their 
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natural state in conditions such as that found on t he WSSC 

property, so we're very interested in the plans mov ing 

forward and what comes down the road.  And I'd like  to 

introduce Jody Smet, from EA Engineering Science an d 

Technology. 

  MS. SMET:  Good evening everyone, my name is Jody  

Smet.  I'm with EA Engineering Science and Technolo gy, and 

my role here tonight is meeting manager, kind of wo rk us 

through the agenda.  Have our speakers come up and provide 

their input.  We are here tonight to talk about the  Patuxent 

Watershed Protection Study that EA has been asked t o 

conduct. 

  A few logistics.  We are not using a microphone 

tonight, so I'm hoping that everybody in the back c an hear 

me okay and just -- can you?  Yes? -- just ask that  when 

speakers come up you kind of project a little bit.  There 

are bathrooms located in the front foyer where you came in, 

men and women.  We will not be taking a break durin g our two 

hour meeting, so please just excuse yourself as you  have to.  

And, Izaak Walton League has provided some water fo r us in 

the back, so if anybody gets thirsty, please help y ourself. 

  So, with that, I'm going to start just by 

introducing EA a little bit, talking about the meet ing 

agenda and format, and then I'll turn it over to Mi ke 

Powell, who will discuss a little bit more about th e scope 
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of the study we're conducting. 

  All right, EA Engineering Science and Technology,  

we are a Maryland based environmental consulting fi rm that 

was founded in 1973.  We're headquartered in Hunt V alley, 

Maryland.  We have 21 offices in 13 states, and abo ut 450 

employees, four of which are here tonight.  I've in troduced 

myself, I'm Jody Smet.  We also have Bill Rue.  We have Mike 

Powell, and Wendy Bley.  Everybody will have a role  tonight. 

  EA is also working with a subcontractor on the 

study, Chesapeake Environmental Management, and we have Nick 

Walls and Nate Conway.  Nick's at the back and Nate 's over 

here on the side.  They're helping us out with the study.  

Now, just a few words to introduce the study, and, as I 

said, Mike will talk about it a little bit more det ail.  But 

the study really is a study of WSSC owned lands aro und the 

Triadelphia and the Rocky Gorge Reservoirs to see i f and how 

uses and activities on those lands are impacting wa ter 

quality and the storage capacity of the reservoir.  As I 

said, Mike's going to talk about that in a little m ore 

detail here shortly. 

  As far as what, how we're going to do tonight and  

how and why, first on the agenda, EA is going to de scribe 

the work plan, that is the study that we've been as ked to 

conduct, what that entails.  How we're going to do it, when, 

and those sorts of things.  Then after we do that, which 
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shouldn't take more than 20 minutes or so, we'll an swer some 

of your questions, and then we're going to turn the  meeting 

over to you pretty much.  We want your input.  We w ant to 

hear your interests in these lands, what kind of ac tivities, 

how you've used the land in the past, how you want to use 

them in the future, really want to understand that.   So we 

hope to hear from many of you tonight. 

  We have scheduled this to be a two hour meeting.  

We're starting on time here at 7:00.  We'd like to conclude 

by 9:00.  Last night we did run long.  We had almos t 35 

speakers speak last night, and at 3 minutes, we ran  over our 

time, but we thought it was really important to giv e 

everybody an opportunity that wanted to speak, to s peak.  So 

we're going to do our best to end by 9:00, but righ t now we 

have upwards of 20 speakers who want to talk.  So w e're 

going to hear everybody.  We have limited the speak ing time 

to five minutes here tonight per speaker.  We said five 

minutes when we thought there might be 10 to 12 spe akers.  

We're nearly double that now, so we'll just ask tha t you 

give consideration and limit it to five minutes or less. 

  Bill Rue is going to be doing the timing for us, 

and he'll give you a warning minute and 30 seconds when 

you're approaching three minutes.  So you know that 's three 

minutes and if you feel like you need to take the o ther two, 

please do.  We want to hear what you have to say.  The 
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meeting is being audio recorded through these nice speakers 

right here, and will be transcribed.  And in additi on to 

that, my colleague, Wendy Bley, is also going to be  up here 

at the flip charts taking notes.  We just want to d o that to 

make sure that we're accurately recording your comm ents.  

So, if you see us write something that you don't fe el was 

how you intended it to be said, please just correct  us.  We 

want to make sure we're capturing your comments cor rectly. 

  From those flip chart notes, the transcription an d 

notes we're taking ourselves, we're going to prepar e a 

meeting summary and the meeting summary, a copy of the 

presentation, and last night we had a request for a  copy of 

the sign-in sheet from the meetings, those material s are 

going to be made available on WSSC's website. 

  In addition to these two meetings that we've 

hosted here Monday and Tuesday nights, we are accep ting any 

written comments that folks want to provide.  So, i f people 

were unable to attend the meetings and they want to  submit 

written comments, we're asking that they do.  Many of you 

who have presented your comments here orally have a lso 

provided us the written comments, the drafts, and t hat's 

very helpful to have those for the records as well.   We're 

just asking that any additional written comments be  

submitted by July 19th, and at the end of the slide  show 

we'll have an e-mail address for you and mailing ad dress 



kel 
 8 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

where you can send those comments. 

  Meeting purpose.  As I said many times now, we 

really want to hear from you, how you're using thes e lands.  

To do that we wanted to make sure we, you know, put  the word 

out that we were having these meetings.  So we sent  out 

3,500 meeting invitations to a WSSC mailing list.  We also 

sent out an additional 300 emails.  We advertised i n three 

newspapers, and we put out news releases and got on  

community calendars. 

  Another thing that helped was you all.  You share d 

the meeting dates and location information with you r 

colleagues and that's helped to get more people out  too.  We 

certainly appreciate that.  Now that we have you he re, what 

are we going to do with you.  We want to listen to your 

input.  We want to get your comments and suggestion s.  As I 

said, we want to understand how these watershed lan ds, the 

WSSC owned lands around the two reservoirs are bein g used by 

you all, how you think they should be used, and abo ve all, 

you know, WSSC's interest in managing these lands i s to 

protect the water quality in the reservoirs and the  storage 

capacity.  So, as we consider the uses and activiti es on the 

buffer area, we need to make sure that they're comp atible 

with those interests as well. 

  We hope to hear from a broad group of users, and 

last night we did.  We heard from the equestrian co mmunity, 
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but we also heard from boaters and fishermen.  We h eard from 

the deer management folks, those that were interest ed in the 

control hunts, and others.  And that was great.  An d I think 

we're set up tonight to hear from a bunch of you ag ain. 

  Meeting goals and ground rules.  Meeting goals.  

Again, we're looking for full participation from th e 

stakeholder groups around these reservoirs and we w ant equal 

representation.  I'm not sure it will be an issue t onight, 

but last night we had a lot of folks that wanted to  speak on 

behalf of one group or one organization.  So we jus t ask 

that before we took, you know, repetitive represent atives, 

that we got through all the groups first so that ev erybody 

was represented.  I'm not sure that that's going to  be an 

issue tonight but, that's how we're going to do it.   We want 

to hear from anybody and then we'll go back to othe rs 

speaking on behalf of the same group. 

  Another meeting goal is really the expression and  

understanding of everyone's interests.  As an examp le, it’s 

my understanding that WSSC's interest here in the r eservoirs 

and how they manage these buffers around the reserv oirs, is 

to protect the water quality and the storage capaci ty of the 

reservoirs.  That's their interest.  We want to hea r your 

interest.  And then you kind of look to see where t hey fit 

together and not, and go from there.  So really, yo u know, 

want to hear each other.  And I heard already tonig ht that 
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it was beneficial last night to hear, you know, how  the 

boaters and fishermen use these lands as well.  So we're 

making connections and we're starting to understand  each 

other a little bit better. 

  To make sure the meeting goes as smoothly as 

possible, we've put some ground rules up here.  Pre tty 

straightforward.  We're asking one speaker at a tim e.  

Again, I'll call speakers up.  We ask that you be c oncise on 

your time limits which we're saying between three a nd five 

minutes.  Keep to your task and topic, listen to ot hers and 

be respectful.  Anybody wish to add any ground rule s to the 

meeting?  Everybody feel like that covers it genera lly?  Not 

missing anything? 

  Our key project staff, introduce them generally, 

but just to give you a sense for their background a nd where 

they're coming from as they work on this project, M ike 

Powell focuses on water quality and modeling.  He i s the 

project manager.  Mike, stand up or raise your hand  so 

people can see you.  He is managing the study on be half of 

EA.  Bill Rue is a water quality scientist with EA.   Wendy 

Bley specializes in water quality, but Wendy is als o a 40 

year equestrian, and is an excellent resource for t he study 

as we move forward understanding, you know, equestr ians 

needs, horse’s needs, access, those types of issues .  So 

we're happy to have her on the team.  Myself, my hi story and 
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background and experience is really in recreation, land use 

and shoreline management.  And then we have Nick Wa lls, with 

CEM, he does urban affairs public policy, and does a lot of 

the digital mapping.  So some of the maps we might use.  So, 

without further ado, I'd like to turn it over to Mi ke Powell 

who's going to walk us through an overview of the s tudy. 

  MR. POWELL:  Good evening everyone.  Again, my 

name is Mike Powell, I'm a scientist with EA and th e project 

manager for this study.  A quick overview of the Pa tuxent 

Watersheds, the reason for the study and then a bri ef 

overview of our study plan and we'll take some ques tions and 

answers before we turn it over to your comments. 

  MS. SMET:  Can everybody hear Mike?  Maybe speak 

up a little bit. 

  MR. POWELL:  Within the 85,000 acres of the 

Patuxent Watershed, WSSC owns and operates two wate r supply 

reservoirs, the Triadelphia Reservoir, established in 1943 

and the Rocky Gorge Reservoir, established in 1952.   Both 

these reservoirs combined contribute about one-thir d of 

WSSC's water supply for its 1.8 million customers.  WSSC is 

responsible for maintaining the long term water qua lity and 

storage capacity of these reservoirs.  And this is the 

reason that WSSC has contracted EA to conduct a Pat uxent 

Watershed protection study. 

  The study that EA is currently contracted to do i s 
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focused on the 5,500 acres of buffer property that WSSC owns 

surrounding the reservoirs.  We recognize that this  is a 

small part of the 85,000 acres of the entire waters hed.  

However, WSSC does intend to do a phase two study t hat will 

look at broader watershed issues.  However, that is  not part 

of EA's current contract and won't be the focus of today's 

presentation. 

  EA's task is to objectively evaluate activities 

that occur within WSSC's 5,500 acres buffer with th e 

potential to impact water quality and reservoir sto rage 

capacity.  WSSC has asked EA to conduct an independ ent and 

objective study.  Our study has five major componen ts, and 

we'll discuss each of those in a little bit of deta il.  The 

first is develop a study work plan.  We've been wor king with 

WSSC for several months now looking at existing dat a and 

collaborating with WSSC officials to develop a stud y plan. 

  Another study component is to review existing 

data.  Most of this data is GIS or digital mapping data.  

We're also conducting public outreach.  That's what  we're 

doing here today as a major study component.  Fourt h, 

conduct a survey of the existing access and recreat ion 

trails.  These are the shoreline fishing trails, th ese are 

the hunting trails, there's the old equestrian trai ls, and 

there are the WSSC fire access roads.  We're lookin g at 

everything.  And we are going to map them and then do an 
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evaluation of their condition and potential to impa ct 

erosion and water quality. 

  And then finally at the conclusion of our review 

of existing data and field work, we will generate a  report, 

a draft report for WSSC, that presents our findings  and 

provides recommendations, specific recommendations for how 

WSSC can better manage its reservoir buffer.  So, I 'll go 

through each of those study components in a just a little 

bit of detail. 

  First, the work plan.  Again, EA has been working  

with WSSC since December in developing this work pl an.  It's 

a study plan that outlines what our roles are and h ow we 

will conduct the study.  We have been looking at va rious 

types of reports and digital mapping or GIS data th at WSSC 

has provided.  These types of reports are WSSC wate r quality 

reports, WSSC's forest conservation plan, source wa ter 

assessment, and, as I mentioned, all kinds of GIS m apping 

data. 

  The work plan calls for a couple of key 

deliverables.  One of them is a GIS database that c ontains 

all the digital mapping that WSSC has provided, plu s the 

maps that we will generate when we go out into the field.  

And also has a deliverable as the report that I men tioned 

that will provide our findings and recommendations,  and also 

a time line for completion.  And, the time line for  
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completion for EA's current study is the end of Oct ober of 

this year. 

  A little bit about the mapping and erosion 

potential analysis.  We are conducting a desktop an alysis of 

erosion potential within the reservoir buffer.  And  the way 

this analysis is conducted is looking at digital ma pping 

data.  This is topographic data and soils data that  combined 

tell us areas that are vulnerable to erosion due to  a 

combination of steep slopes and erodeable soils. 

  In addition to that erosion potential analysis, 

we're also looking at all different types of other GIS types 

of data.  That includes land cover, canopy cover, W SSC's 

access road, their maps of their access roads.  Map s of 

existing trails, ecologically sensitive areas and l ocations 

of culverts. 

  The next major component of the study is field 

work.  The field work is divided into two component s.  The 

first is a survey of the public access areas.  Thes e are the 

shoreline fishing trails and the hunting trails pri marily.  

And our goal here is to walk these trails, document  their 

condition, verify the existing maps and then furthe r 

document the trails potential for erosion and for w ater 

quality impacts.  And we're also looking at the rec reational 

areas.  These are the access points to the reservoi r, and 

we're evaluating them for public safety and for sig nage, for 
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adequate parking, that sort of thing. 

  The second component of our field work is 

primarily concentrated on WSSC's fire access roads.   These 

are the access roads that circle the perimeter of e ach 

reservoir.  There are about 50 miles of roads total  for the 

Tridelphia and Rocky Gorge Reservoirs combined.  An d in 

addition to that we're also looking at the so calle d 

interior trails.  These are the trails in between t he access 

roads and the shoreline, the fishing trails.  They' re 

primarily the old equestrian trails in Rocky Gorge.  

  And again, when we evaluate these trails we're 

looking at existing conditions.  We're measuring sl opes.  

We're looking at the trail width, trail depth.  Tha t gives 

us an indication of how eroded they are as well as their 

potential for further erosion and for water quality  impacts.  

We're also documenting, where visually obvious, wat er 

quality impacts related to property that abuts the 

reservoirs, for things like excessive trash piles a nd things 

of that nature. 

  At the conclusion of our field work we'll be 

issuing WSSC a draft report.  And that draft report  will 

document all of our findings, as well as to provide  WSSC 

with specific recommendations for how they can bett er manage 

the buffer, and these kinds of recommendations may be 

something like these trails should be remediated, t hey 
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should be repaired.  In some instances we might rec ommend 

that trails be moved or be closed for certain types  of 

access.  And we'll also be describing the different  types of 

water quality impairments that we've seen.  These i ncludes 

both the, not just the trails but also from the rec reational 

areas and also the culvert that bring materials fro m outside 

of the reservoir. 

  So that's the conclusion of our study.  We'll tak e 

some question and hopefully try to answer them befo re we 

turn it over to you folks for your comments. 

  MS. SMET:  First question. 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  I do have a question.  It 

seems like all of this is land based studies.  Are you all 

going to be doing any water depth studies as far as  auto 

profile now and what it might have been 15 years ag o to see 

how much erosion has made it into the reservoir? 

  MS. SMET:  Okay, I'm just going to repeat the 

question for the audio recording and anybody that m ight not 

have heard it.  But, the comment was that the study  seems to 

be largely land based and the question was, are we looking 

at the water, specifically, water depth profiles to  make a 

comparison to depth now to in the past. 

  MR. POWELL:  You're correct that our field work 

will be limited to the trails and recreational area s.  It is 

all land based.  We do have data for reservoir pool  



kel 
 17 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

elevation and we'll be using some of that data but,  the 

focus of the study is on the reservoir buffer. 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  The question I have is, is th e 

study taking into account any of the vegetation or any of 

the plant life in the reservoir area? 

  MS. SMET:  I feel silly repeating the question bu t 

I want to make sure everybody hears it so, he's ask ing if 

the study's accounting for any of the vegetation, w ildlife, 

those sorts of things on the buffer area. 

  MR. POWELL: We're mainly looking at the condition s 

of the trails and the access road.  However, where we see 

things like invasive species, we are documenting th at. 

  MS. SMET:  Yes ma'am? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  Is it anticipated there's 

going to be a phase two of the study where you look  at 

boating, on water use, use of the water from the re servoir 

as opposed to the buffers? 

  MS. SMET:  The question was for those in the back , 

is it anticipated that they'll be a phase two of th is study 

that looks at uses on the water, boating and such 

activities. 

  MR. POWELL:  The phase two of the study that I 

mentioned earlier is focused on looking at the broa der 

watershed issues.  This is the 80,000 acres that ar e outside 

of WSSC's control.  Our current study doesn't look at the 



kel 
 18 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

kind of issues that you mentioned, and I don't have  any 

knowledge about any further studies that would. 

  MS. SMET:  Yes, Barbara? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  How is it determined which 

3500 residents gets announcements out of the 1.8 mi llion 

rate payers, hundreds of thousands of other Howard County 

and Upper Montgomery County people who potentially may be 

voters, fisherman and care about the environmentall y sound 

use of this land? 

  MS. SMET:  Okay.  The question was about the 

mailing list we used to send invitations out to the  3500 

folks.  How did we get to that list?  How do we cho ose those 

3500 out of the 1.8 million stakeholders we mention ed?  Do 

you know? 

  MR. POWELL:  I know a little bit.  The mailing 

list that we -- our mailing list was received from WSSC and 

it consists of their customers and of stakeholders and their 

stakeholder database.  So our mailing list came fro m WSSC. 

  MS. SMET:  Something that the PR folks, you know,  

the communication folks put together.  So I'm not s ure how 

they maintain that database. 

  MR. POWELL:  But it consists of known 

stakeholders. 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  Do they at least have all o f 

the boaters and fisherman who have gotten use permi ts in the 
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last couple of years? 

  MS. SMET:  None of you got it, okay. 

  MR. POWELL:  Okay, well I guess that answers your  

question. 

  MS. SMET:  Debbie? 

  UNIDENIFIED FEMALE:  Maybe you could make a 

recommendation that it would be maybe slipped in th e bill, 

you know, when it goes out every month if there's a n update 

or a meeting coming or something, every rate payer 

especially would be able to get some information. 

  MS. SMET:  Okay.  Debbie had an idea that if ther e 

was an upcoming meeting or an update on the study t hat there 

be a slip put in their bill so that it could get to  

everyone.  Yes, ma'am? 

  UNIDENTIFIED:  In addition to that, people who pa y 

for permits to use the watershed. 

  MS. SMET:  Okay.  In addition, all the permit 

holders should get that information as well.  Yes, ma'am? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  How are you going to compar e 

the amount of sedimentation coming from the borderi ng 

effectors such as equestrian trails or nature trail s with 

the kind of sedimentation coming from the in flowin g rivers 

and culverts?  So what is the standard for comparis on?  How 

do you also assess the sedimentation rate in genera l for the 

reservoirs compared to other lakes? 
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  MS. SMET:  The question, how are you going to giv e 

considerations and assess not only sedimentation th at might 

be occurring inside the WSSC owned lands from uses and 

activities to those that might be occurring outside  of those 

lands, tributary inputs and whatnot?  So how are yo u going 

to compare those?  How are they going to be conside red? 

  MR. POWELL:  Again, what you're describing is mor e 

of what the WSSC concedes for the next phase of thi s study 

that it may or may not take place.  And, EA certain ly 

doesn't know if we would be involved in that.  Our current 

study is focused on looking at contributions includ ing 

inputs generated from within the reservoir. 

  MS. SMET:  Yes, ma'am? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  And my question is a follow  

up to that suggestion, is that when you post inform ation on 

the website, could you post the boundaries of the w atershed 

study that would encompass the phase two, that will  be 

outside of the WSSC but encompassing our watershed so we get 

an idea as to what might be looked at in phase two for land 

use. 

  MS. SMET:  She's asking that if there was a phase  

two part of the study that WSSC post on its website  what the 

boundaries of that phase two would be, which I assu me would 

be the boundaries of the Patuxent Watershed.  But w e will 

certainly pass that suggestion along to WSSC.  Yes,  sir? 
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  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  Is the main focus really just  

on the amount of, for lack of a better word, dirt t hat's 

coming into the reservoirs or are you also concerne d about 

other contaminants that come in as part of erosion?  

  MS. SMET:  The question is, the focus mainly on 

the erosion, sedimentation and impacts on water qua lity or 

are we giving consideration to other impacts that m ight be 

affecting water quality? 

  MR. POWELL:  Large focus is on erosion, but we're  

also looking at water quality impacts and things li ke 

excessive trash, neighboring properties that might have 

something that impacts water quality, or things tha t we find 

within the reservoir itself that would impact water  quality, 

we're also looking at that. 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  I think a part of that is 

nutrients. 

  MS. SMET:  Additional questions for Mike before w e 

start asking you to come up to talk to us?  Okay, w ell I 

appreciate, oh yes? 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  I just have one 

recommendation.  I'd advise your study to get out o n the 

water in a boat.  And if you need help getting out on the 

water in a boat, it'll help your study.  Look me up  or go to 

the log cabin and look up any of the people in boat s.  We'd 

be happy to take you out for a couple of hours.  Yo u need to 
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get out on the water.  You can't just do this from the 

beach, is my recommendation. 

  MS. SMET:  Okay.  The recommendation was that the  

study should also get out on the water and we've ha d a 

generous offer to get us out there if we need the h elp.  So 

thank you.  Yes, sir? 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  Will you be looking at 

impervious land and how that contributes to the wat er 

quality? 

  MS. SMET:  The question was, would the study 

consider the impervious surfaces and how they may b e 

impacting water quality? 

  MR. POWELL:  And that sounds like more of a phase  

two thing where they're looking at the broader wate rshed, 

contributions to the broader watershed.  But certai nly in 

phase two that would be something that would be of primary 

focus. 

  MS. SMET:  Barbara? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  Back to the previous 

comment.  Does he know you have also all invitation  for pony 

rides. 

  MS. SMET:  Yes.  Yes, we've been invited out for 

pony rides too.  Yes? 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  Will you be comparing your 

result against the results that were done in '04 wh en the 
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WSSC did this whole forest service study? 

  MR. POWELL:  Yeah, we have -- 

  UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  Do you have access to their  

data? 

  MR. POWELL:  We do. 

  MS. SMET:  The question was, there was a 2004 

forest study, and would we be looking at that and g iving it 

consideration in our study report, and the answer i s yes. 

  MR. POWELL:  Yes, we have that report. 

  MS. SMET:  Okay.  All right, thank you so much, 

Mike.  Let's see, for those of you new to this and that 

weren't with us last night, what I'd like to do is kind of 

tee you up, so I'll announce the next three speaker s so that 

you can be prepared to come and give your comments.   So 

unfortunately, my first speaker doesn't get any adv ance 

warning at all and I apologize in advance.  And tha t lucky 

lady is Susan Gray. 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  She is not here tonight. 

  MS. SMET:  Susan's not here.  Okay.  So, Barbara 

Miller.  As I said before, we are accepting written  

comments, so even if you speak tonight and want to provide 

additional comments in writing or if there are othe rs that 

couldn't attend, we are accepting those through Jul y 19th 

and we're going to leave this up to get the comment s into 

the email address here, Tracy Eberhard or this mail ing 
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address.  Okay, now it's your turn. 

  UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  You said you were going to 

mention three people. 

  MS. SMET:  Yes.  I was going down my list and got  

all distracted because she wasn't here.  Ron Gibbs will be 

number three.  Is Rob here?  Okay.  And then number  four I 

had Robert Gunderman. 

  MR. GUNDERMAN:  Right here. 

  MS. SMET:  Okay, so those are our next three. 

  MS. MILLER:  Hi, I'm Barbara Miller and since my 

time is very limited, I'll speak quickly and hopefu lly loud 

enough.  Some of my comments might go to this poten tial 

phase two of the study, and that's because my husba nd and I 

are boaters.  Specifically, we are canoeists and lo ngtime 

users of Tridelphia Reservoir and occasionally user s of 

Rocky Gorge.  We regularly canoe on Tridelphia many  weekends 

and occasionally in the evening after work.  And, w e're 

among a score of small boaters, particularly kayake rs, who 

enjoy the reservoirs and who would be, I would say,  

devastated if the public use of the reservoirs were  

curtailed. 

  We treasure the opportunity to get out on the 

water and enjoy a great natural resource while gett ing some 

exercise in the process, and regularly see the grea t blue 

herons and the osprey and the occasional bald eagle , as I'm 
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sure many of you others do.  After giving this a lo t of 

thought, we don't think that our use of the reservo irs or 

the use by other canoeists and kayakers has an adve rse 

impact on water quality.  During a typical outing w e arrive 

at the reservoir, park in the parking lot, carry ou r boat 

down to the water, get in and paddle away. 

  And we'll paddle the length of the reservoir and 

then do the process in reverse.  We don't use our c anoe as a 

platform for swimming and we've never seen any othe r 

kayakers or canoeists abusing their privileges by s wimming, 

even on hot summer days.  We don't think, looking a t what we 

do, that we're contributing to any erosion problem.   In 

fact, I'm sure we're not. 

  If water quality in the reservoirs is declining, 

and apparently it is, we don't think that small boa ters are 

to blame.  There's obviously been a tremendous amou nt of 

development in the Patuxent Watershed and it's inte resting 

in that regard to look at the aerial of Rocky Gorge  

Reservoir in particular and to see the amount of ho uses and 

subdivisions and you think of the loss of tree cove r that's 

occurred since the reservoirs were constructed.  Th e 

replacement of permeable surfaces with asphalt and cement, 

and the increase in the number of homeowners who ar e 

applying lawn fertilizer and so on and so forth. 

  In our view, there are steps that could probably 
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be taken to mitigate these problems, but banning bo ating on 

the reservoirs is not the answer.  The reservoirs a nd the 

acreage surrounding the reservoirs are used by fish ermen, 

picnickers, hikers, and equestrians, in addition to  paddlers 

and the occasional sailor or rower, and we hope tha t in EA's 

study, each use will be considered separately on it s own 

merits, and that public use of the reservoirs won't  in the 

end be banned because one use is found to have an a dverse 

impact.  

  We have some further thoughts and comments, but i n 

view of the time limit on oral presentation, we'll submit 

these further comments in writing.  We hope you wil l further 

publicize the fact that you're doing this study bec ause we 

don't think that most users had any knowledge of th is 

evening's meeting or last night's meeting, and as s ome of 

the commenters have suggested, there are ways to re ach out 

to the hundreds if not thousands of people who have  used the 

reservoirs in the last couple of years. 

  In closing, my hope and I suspect the hope of man y 

others, is that the public meetings, last night and  tonight 

aren't a hollow exercise and that serious considera tion will 

be given to maintaining public access to the reserv oirs.  

Thanks. 

  MS. SMET:  Thank you, Barbara.  All right, Rob 

Gibbs. 
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  MR. GIBBS:  To be as brief as possible, I'll just  

read mine.  My name is Rob Gibbs.  I work for Maryl and 

National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Mont gomery 

County Department of Parks.  One of my responsibili ties is 

to manage Montgomery County's Deer Management Progr am.  I 

chair the county's Deer Management Workgroup, which  has 

representation from WSSC.  I want to express two th ings 

related to the long term use and management of WSSC  lands 

within the Patuxent Watershed.  Specifically, Montg omery 

County, as it relates to deer management. 

  First is the importance of protecting and 

maintaining high quality natural vegetation along t he river 

and along the reservoirs.  This buffer of natural v egetation 

serves and provides valuable ecological functions t hat are 

crucial to maintaining water quality, trees and oth er native 

vegetation, reduce water run off and storms, reduce  erosion, 

help filter pollutants in ground water from the air  and the 

water or pollution from ground water and the air.  Natural 

vegetation, especially forested land, also provide shade to 

keep waters cooler, thereby increasing oxygen. 

  One of the biggest threats to a healthy natural 

ecosystem is an over population of whitetail deer.  High 

numbers of deer can remove the forest under story a nd ground 

cover greatly reducing the ecological functions tha t I just 

described.  Seedlings no longer survive to grow and  replace 
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trees, and as those trees age and die, the forest g oes into 

decline.  WSSC has for many years conducted an exem plary 

deer management program around its reservoirs to en sure the 

long term viability of this natural ecosystem and t he many 

ecological benefits it provides.  This management i s 

essential I feel to the long term viability of the watershed 

and the continued protection of the water quality. 

  Secondly, I want to recognize the importance of 

WSSC's role as an integral partner in our county wi de deer 

management program.  WSSC was represented on the or iginal 

citizen task force established by Montgomery County  Council 

in 1993, and has been an active member in that proc ess ever 

since.  The goal of the county's deer program is to  reduce 

deer vehicle collisions, damage to agricultural cro ps, 

damage to home landscaping and gardens and degradat ion of 

the natural community.  WSSC's deer management prog ram has 

been an important part of our county wide effort to  reduce 

deer impacts.  I want to thank them for their effor ts over 

the past 17 years or so, and encourage them to cont inue this 

important part of their overall management.  Thanks . 

  MS. SMET:  Robert Gunderman.  After Robert we'll 

have John Love, Philip Norman and Melissa Daston. 

  MR. GUNDERMAN:  Hello, my name is Rob Gunderman 

and I'm a Montgomery County resident the past 25 ye ars.  I'm 

a boater and a fisherman.  As I heard last night, I  have a 
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second generation going on that use the lakes.  It seems to 

me that this whole study is to be used to shut down  the 

lakes.  There hasn't been taking into consideration  that 

every old reservoir has sediment problems.  There's  actually 

reservoirs that have been closed from sedimentation .  I've 

also been on the lake where after a rainfall where the water 

level rises three feet and turns to the color of co ffee, and 

I haven't heard that addressed as far as going out after a 

hurricane like last year, where you know, the Patux ent River 

that's coming into it is actually creating huge amo unts of 

sediment just from the banks.  I've been from proba bly two 

miles above Tridelphia all the way down through the  Patuxent 

in Ann Arundel County, Calvert County.  Lived, fish ed from 

the top of the lake to probably the bay. 

  I haven't heard anybody address that the water 

belongs to Maryland residents, not to WSSC, and the y are 

trying to control things and change things, and I'v e heard 

that WSSC employees are basically saying these stud ies are 

used to be able to shut down all of the properties for all 

the people that use it.  Like I said, in my experie nce on 

the lake, I've pulled people out.  They brought up safety, 

as far as shortening the seasons.  Had an article w ritten in 

it and they brought up basically safety.  The peopl e that 

drown there every year happen in the middle of the summer 

time.  WSSC is not responsible for boater safety.  Everybody 
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that boats there is in charge of their own safety, and the 

people that don't know how to swim shouldn't be the re.  Like 

I said, I've pulled people out of it before. 

  I go there from March 1st when I could to Decembe r 

15th.  I've been there breaking through ice.  There 's been 

years that they closed it early in the season becau se two 

weeks you had to wait for ice.  They let it before where I 

was breaking through ice wanting to go fishing afte r the 

winter goes through, but it just seems to me this w hole 

study is combining horse trails and erosion into be ing able 

to shut down all the properties.  And WSSC won't ad mit that, 

but privately, the employees are saying that that's  exactly 

what the case is. 

  Like I said, I have a second generation.  I was 

actually with my wife fishing five days before she delivered 

my son, the first child.  If it would have happened  during 

the weekend we might have had him actually born at the lake.  

So, that's how often I go.  I've actually called tw o weeks 

ago because the whole thing with shortening the sea son and 

security, called several times.  Two weeks ago I ca lled 

because there was a boat heading down towards the d am, 

probably a mile past where they were allowed to go.   

Luckily, it was fisherman.  You know, you never kno w what 

the intentions are when you see a boat heading out all 

blatantly, going past all the no trespassing signs.  
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  In the past two years the only time I see WSSC 

officers there is to close the gate.  They bring in  over 

$100,000 a year from our annual permits, which is m ore than 

enough to spend for officers spending three hours a  night 

closing it.  I mean, that's all that I see them.  T hey're 

not there checking permits, not checking on the sec urity.  

If they were to close the lake, every time I see so mebody 

there with a bonfire going on the bank, I report th em.  Now 

they've made it even harder.  You used to be able t o call 

the dam office.  Now you have to actually know the security 

office number.  And, like I said, nobody brings up the fact 

that we own the water, not WSSC.  So, thank you ver y much. 

   MS. SMET:  John Love.  And, as you guys, I think  

you're doing it, but please state your name and you r 

affiliations for the record. 

  MR. LOVE: My name is John Love and I'm a resident  

of Montgomery County for the last 22 years.  The fi rst thing 

I'd like to say is I'm a boater.  I'm a small boate r.  I row 

a shell, a canoe or a kayak, and I do easily over a  hundred 

outings a year.  So I'm doing it every other day, i f not 

every day.  I went this morning.  I would have gone  tonight 

before I came here, but it's hot as Hades out there , so I 

hope no one's out there. 

  I'd like to first second your remarks, the first 

person who spoke, because I think she said very con cisely 
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what I believe as well, and Mr. Gunderson as well, I second 

your remarks.  The deer hunting thing, I'm sorry, I  can't, 

don't relate to that entirely, so.  I'm here about small 

boats.  My boat, my rowing shell it's long, it's sk inny, it 

doesn't create any wake.  When I come down, I park in 

designated areas and I use designated ramps.  In my  

estimation, as you pointed out, I don't think that small 

boaters contribute to soil erosion, silt build up, pollution 

in the water.  So why am I here?  Why are all the b oaters 

here?  Talk about surrounding buffer zones. 

  Okay, I believe the following.  The results of 

this study could be used to further limit access to  the two 

reservoirs.  Already access has been limited in 201 2 by a 

whopping 20 percent.  You just do the number of day s it's 

available, subtract out the number that you just lo st, it's 

over 20 percent, depending on whether you go to sun set and 

beyond.  I've heard people say that now they're ver y strict 

on sunset and it really should be dawn to dusk, bec ause 

there's still light out there, okay. 

  There was even talk last year that the staff at 

WSSC is considering closing the reservoirs entirely  to 

boaters like me, Mr. Gunderson, and all the other p eople who 

are here.  So that talk is out there.  I believe WS SC 

handled the whole horseback issue horribly, and tha t's what 

has gotten this whole ball rolling, and that has br ought us 
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into it and we are being regulated because of misha ndling 

that issue, losing over 20 percent of our access to  the 

reservoir.  That's a real cut.  So, I don't see the m 

necessarily stopping with the 20 percent.  That's o ne of the 

points I'm making here.  It's a ridiculous position  for us 

to be in.  Why are we up here talking about this wh en we're 

not contributing to the problem? 

  So, I second your remarks about hoping that this 

study will distinguish where the sources of the pro blem are 

and regulate the problems according to their contri bution, 

and recognizing that there are other folks, like Mr . 

Gunderson and others, who are like the eyes and ear s for 

WSSC when it comes to the reservoir.  We're there.  We're 

seeing things that are happening.  We're helping pe ople that 

are in trouble down there.  We're reporting problem s as we 

see them, and their police staff is not really cont ributing.  

We're doing it for them.  And that's fine, let us d o it. 

  Okay, I hope for the following.  Number one, that  

the results of this study can be used to justify re turning 

to a longer season for boaters like me and others.  If other 

activities on the buffer areas need to be restricte d to 

prevent erosion in late winter and late fall, boati ng could 

still be allowed.  For example, I just would point out that 

the study team should look at other similar reservo irs, 

Seneca Lake at Black Hill, March 1.  Liberty Pretty  Boy 
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Reservoir is near Baltimore, March 1.  So, I don't 

understand why it is that we are the ones who lose a month 

on the front and a month on the back. 

  I hope WSSC will see from the process that we're 

engaged in tonight, that consulting the user commun ity on 

decisions about reservoir access and activities is helpful 

outreach.  There are a lot of people who think WSSC  is 

somewhat arrogant in the way they make their decisi ons.  Not 

really relating to the user community in a way that  makes us 

feel good about them. 

  Finally, I hope WSSC will continue to allow 

boaters access to these beautiful reservoirs to the  maximum 

extent possible, finding that all of us are good st ewards of 

the lake and careful not to denigrate the natural 

surroundings that we enjoy.  Thank you. 

  MR. NORMAN:  Good evening, I'm Philip Norman.  I' m 

the Deer Project Manager for the Howard County Depa rtment of 

Recreation and Parks, Natural Resources Division.  And I 

want to thank WSSC for this opportunity.  I believe  that all 

of the recreational uses of the watershed all have one thing 

in common, and that is that we appreciate a healthy  forest 

ecosystem in the watershed lands.  That watershed f orest and 

its health is my prime concern as a natural resourc es 

manager, and specifically as the deer project manag er for 

Howard County. 
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  WSSC has been running managed deer hunts and has 

allowed regular bow hunting on certain parts of the  

watershed for many years, and that management has b een a 

vital component of overall efforts to balance deer density 

with other natural resources in the area, as well 

agricultural and residential interests in the area.  

  WSSC's managed hunts and the areas opened for 

regulated bow hunting result in several hundred dee r being 

removed from the population annually.  I'm sure WSS C could 

provide specific numbers.  Forest ecologists recomm end a 

deer density of 15 deer per square mile for forest health.  

Surveys we've done in Howard County on average over  the last 

12 years have shown 57 deer per square mile.  Nearl y four 

times as many as recommended by forest ecologists. 

  The WSSC managed hunts have an excellent safety 

record.  There's never been an injury to non-hunter s in the 

history of bow hunting in the State of Maryland.  T his safe, 

well regulated hunting is an important component of  overall 

management in the county and it needs to continue.  Just for 

reference, conveniently, the average white tail dee r 

consumes approximately one ton of vegetation annual ly.  With 

several hundred deer being removed from the watersh ed 

annually by the managed hunts, we're seeing tremend ous 

amounts of vegetation allowed to continue in the wa tershed, 

which contributes to both water quality and to the 
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recreational qualities that we all enjoy.  Thank yo u very 

much. 

  MS. SMET:  Next we have Melissa Daston.  After 

Melissa we're going to have Barbara Sollner-Webb, J ane von 

Maltzhan, and Nathan Tennies. 

  MS. DASTON:  Good evening.  As our colleague 

noted, I'm Melissa Daston.  I am President of the W est 

Laurel Civic Association.  West Laurel is a communi ty 

bridging both Montgomery and Prince George's County .  Has 

about 1700 homes which abut the watershed within a mile to 

literally in the watershed.  Many of the things tha t have 

been said tonight were, we're in agreement with, an d some 

not. 

  I'll be honest up front.  I am not a rider, 

kayaker, boater, fisher or hiker.  And so you might  wonder, 

why would I be here speaking passionately about the  value of 

the watershed, maintaining the watershed.  And the answer is 

because I think it is good for the watershed to hav e 

stewards such as those who are represented here and  those 

who were there last night.  Because WSSC needs part ners like 

this. 

  I will point out that there are unintended 

consequences to every action.  Many of us work as m anagers 

in the federal government and I will tell you, ever y action 

has many things that you never intended to happen.  And a 
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good example has been brought up several times toni ght, 

which is curtailing trail riding has resulted in a number of 

unintended consequences in the West Laurel Area.  W e have 

residents calling me and other members of the board  talking 

about fires in the watershed, coming across hikers saying 

well, since the horses aren't here we thought we we re free 

to be here.  Swimmers, motor bikes in particular, a nd lots 

and lots of people with dogs befouling the pathways . 

  So I want to point out that WSSC and in this stud y 

needs to assess in addition to the erosion and the soil 

conservation issues, some of the unintended consequ ences of 

illegal usage which occurs when you remove the exis ting 

stewards of the watershed who not only pay for that  

privilege but have actively engaged with the partne rship of 

WSSC. 

  I also want to mention two other things.  A secon d 

indirect but very costly impact has been to those s mall 

businesses who make their livelihood from the water shed.  It 

is not a large group.  In West Laurel we have four 

commercial stables ranging up to 14 horses.  So the se are 

not large businesses.  Since the abrupt curtailment  of trail 

riding, they're basically saying they're seeing abo ut a 25 

percent drop off in their business.  When you go fr om 14 

horses down to seven horses, that does no longer ma kes the 

business viable, and people are in danger of losing  their 
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jobs.  I don't think that's what WSSC intended, bec ause 

these are not large scale organizations riding. 

  Last, but not least, I wish to talk about -- well , 

two other things -- one, the other unintended conse quence 

impacts all of us here.  If you live anywhere near the 

watershed, frankly your property values will decrea se.  I 

just came from unfortunately a funeral viewing of o ne of the 

senior realtors in the Laurel area.  He lives in, o r lived 

abutting the watershed and in the past six months w e've had 

long discussions on what has been the impact of clo sing the 

watershed to recreational use on property values.  Now, WSSC 

is not concerned about this, but many of their own employees 

live in these communities, so I would think that th ere's a 

vested interest from employees. 

  Finally, our opening comments from our colleagues  

at EA who are commissioned to do the study, I'd lik e to 

point out a few methodology issues, which I don't b elieve 

have been taken into account from what I've read, h eard and 

listened to.  One, the methodology is extremely 

inconsistent.  If you're studying erosion, you have  a mixed 

message.  You have boaters, anglers, and other offi cial 

users on the trails, on the watershed, but you no l onger 

have the horseback riders.  So, how do you compare the 

impact of riding?  That's one example of where you have 

users and non-users. 
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  You don't have a baseline study.  It's not 

consistent.  Everybody's using.  I measure it.  I t hen stop 

and measure again during the winter when no one is using to 

look at the difference in soil erosion, run off, et cetera.  

The other part of it is, you are not being able to capture 

some unofficial as well as semi-official uses that WSSC 

sanctions.  For example, the group of army employee s who are 

given permission to have a paintball fight in the W est 

Laurel Rocky Gorge watershed adjoining a large socc er game.  

We had over a thousand children on the fields less than an 

eighth of a mile away, and when I questioned them, when I 

was down checking the watershed, which I do every w eekend, 

they said they'd been given permission and they gav e me the 

name of an employee at WSSC. 

  Now, we were able to stop that by calling 

security.  Iron Man competitions which have been he ld by 

WSSC is a semi-sanctioned event.  I would imagine t hat the 

impact of a hundred, 200, 300 people on the trails is more 

significant than the one or two people who are doin g that.  

Finally, as been mentioned, the deer hunters perfor m a 

service but they also leave an impact on the enviro nment.  

So I would request that you look at the methodology  and look 

at the consistency of how you measure it, otherwise , the 

data will be valueless.  Thank you very much for yo ur time 

tonight.  I want to leave you with a statement that  says we 
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appreciate WSSC.  I don't believe that we are in a war with 

them.  I would like to think that we can reach reso lution 

and once again restore our partnership where we all  value 

the watershed, the quality of the water and the rec reational 

uses.  Thank you very much for your time. 

  MS. SMET:  Barbara. 

  MS. SOLLNER-WEBB:  Thank you.  Hi, I'm Barbara 

Sollner-Webb, Vice President of the civic associati on that 

Melissa's president of.  John Hopkins University Pr ofessor, 

and a true environmentalist, including a long time member of 

the state's Patuxent River Commission, and for many  years 

WSSC's environmental advisory committee, now abolis hed. 

  Like most everyone who came last evening, we woul d 

not want to be out using the WSSC lands and water i f it 

damaged the reservoir as WSSC alleges.  But the equ estrian 

trail is in excellent shape as determined by certif ied trail 

masters.  The vast majority shows no hint of erosio n from 

its countless decades of use because it's carefully  used and 

contoured diagonally.  Most everyone who sees the t rail 

including a WSSC commissioner, state delegate, two state 

delegates, a state senator and county council membe r, who 

I've taken out on the trail, have commented on its lack of 

erosion.   

  WSSC's environmental advisory committee members 

determined that far less than one ten thousands of the 
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reservoirs sediment is from the horse trail, and le ss than 

one, one hundred thousands of the reservoirs phosph ate comes 

from the horse use.  Last year WSSC closed their tr ail, the 

equestrian trail based on unsupported claims that i ts use 

makes quote, the reservoir water hard to treat, is quote, 

the biggest factor in generating the reservoir sett lement, 

and is generating quote, pollution. 

  Questioning these assertions are over 1100 

signatures on petitions, as well as countless lette rs to 

WSSC and eventually 43 Maryland public information act 

requests filed on behalf of over 3500 citizens aski ng for 

the data.  Although extremely unforthcoming, WSSC h as made 

some data available including their own data showin g that 

the water quality actually improves as it runs alon g the 

length of the equestrian trial, not gets worse as y ou might 

think. 

  Maryland's multi-million dollar TMDL analysis and  

a lot of discussions with the folks who have prepar ed it, 

also confirm that the equestrian trail use contribu tes less 

than one, one hundred thousands of the phosphate to  the 

reservoir.  WSSC moved riding to their access road claiming 

it is very flat and very negotiable, yet topo maps such as 

from the USGS show it very steep and most of that i s 

seriously eroding and channel directly into the res ervoir. 

  WSSC also banned all winter riding claiming those  
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are quote, the wettest months of the year.  Complet ely 

opposite even to WSSC's own data obtained through t he MPIA 

process.  Thus, WSSC's claimed reasons for stopping  

equestrian use  just don't hold water.  In fact, eq uestrians 

markedly help the reservoir.  WSSC's previous water shed 

patrol previously called equestrians their eyes and  ears.  

For instance, we discovered an enormous sediment fl ow, 

traced it to an uncontrolled highway project, and s heparded 

it through its correction along with Maryland Depar tment of 

Environment who estimated we saved the reservoir be tween 

15,000 and 50,000 tons of sediment. 

  And we initiated the effort at correcting WSSC's 

severely neglected culverts.  Several of which have  blown 

out the access road, since WSSC's decision to stop culvert 

maintenance and caused a lot of sediment into the r eservoir.  

Equestrians are not damaging, but helping the reser voir and 

their use of the sound trail should be reinstated.  The 

amount of effort in rate payer funds WSSC is expend ing on 

reducing recreational use and on a study designed t o not 

address the true serious water impairments, is mind  

boggling. 

  And if WSSC has repeatedly made disingenuous 

statements about equestrian use, is there an issue that 

citizens might not believe their assertions about w ater 

quality?  
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  MS. SMET:  Jane, Jane von Maltzhan.  After Jane w e 

have Nathan Tennies. 

  MS. VON MALTZHAN: I'm Jane von Maltzhan.  I'm a 

resident of Montgomery County and Silver Spring.  M ember of 

Chesapeake Paddlers Association, and a retired huma nities 

professor from the University of Texas at Arlington .  My 

connection to water quality is that I served for fi ve years 

in the German city of Essen as a translator on docu ments on 

the water quality of the Ruhr River, which is a mod el for 

any country.  But as a stakeholder and a consumer h ere, I 

welcome efforts to guarantee the safety and the pur ity of 

our water, including scientific studies.  After all , because 

of mismanagement and skewed priorities in the world , more 

than a billion people in the world lack decent wate r 

supplies, and twice as many lack access to sanitati on. 

  By the year 2025, four billion people will not 

have access to clean water.  We count ourselves luc ky here 

in the Chesapeake Bay watershed, and we wish to coo perate 

fully with you in guaranteeing the safety and purit y of our 

supply.  However, the problems which can affect res ervoirs 

are many and varied and extremely complex.  The pro blem with 

the phase one study is that it reduces itself to a few very 

minor variables. 

  For instance, just for starters, the time that 

water is retained behind a dam is very important.  The 
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longer the retention the more lethal the problems.  Levels 

of dissolved oxygen, water temperature.  Water temp erature 

stratifies the layers of water.  Why is that import ant?  

Some temperatures cause metals such as iron and man ganese to 

be soluble in anaerobic low oxygen conditions, wher eas they 

will precipitate anaerobic conditions.  Dams are no t clean 

sources of electricity in the world.  Studies revea l that 

dam reservoirs are actually significant sources of 

greenhouse gases, particularly in the tropics.  Wor se than 

even the dirtiest fossil fuel power plants. 

  In short, myriad and multiple factors contribute 

to water quality in reservoirs.  Any good scientifi c study 

will study as many of the variables as possible, be  fact 

based and give a complete picture.  So, the problem  here is 

the data we're looking at, three data, for rec. use rs, 

kayak, canoe users and picnickers are insufficient,  

insignificant and irrelevant data to the larger pro blems. 

  For instance, to determine the amount of 

sedimentation, we need to know the possible sources , the 

amount of sediment entering, the relative quantitie s to each 

other from the different sources.  We need to know the 

yearly sedimentation rate of other water bodies inc luding 

seasonal variances.  Channels entering the reservoi r must be 

evaluated for erosion, resistance, as well as capac ity.  So 

tonight I'm here to make a plea to both WSSC and to  EA to 
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conduct a study which is both ethical and scientifi c.  

  The study as presented to us last night in Laurel  

seems to be neither because of the very tight restr iction on 

the number of variables they're going to consider.  

Eventually the mythical phase two might be broadene d.  

However, very far reaching decisions will be made w ith 

lasting consequences on the basis of a too limited study.  

So, to EA I would say protect the reputation of you r company 

by counseling WSSC to include more variables. 

  To WSSC I would say, resist the temptation to 

justify possible funding cuts for patrolling the wa tershed 

by participating in the study.  And, I do want to h onor the 

fact that a WSSC employee died at the reservoir not  to long 

ago, a year and a half perhaps ago, while patrollin g, while 

picking up trash, an apparent drowning, and it's al ways 

regrettable when something like this happens. 

  Therefore, you need more than the eyes and ears o f 

your own staff.  So, if the real reason is to justi fy staff 

cutting, then save the $220,000 the study is going to cost 

and use people to patrol the area so that we can te ll you if 

illegal dumping and illegal usage on a much larger scale is 

taking place.  

  So, my personal plea is for us to work together.  

Work together with us, your greatest supporters.  W e are the 

environmentally friendly groups currently using the  
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reservoir for environmentally friendly activities.  Policing 

us is like establishing a police barricade on I-95 to stop 

every Prius owner to check them for emission contro ls.  

Employ us as your eyes and ears.  Connect with us a s your 

scout so that we can report to you regularly as we already 

do, and have for many decades, on environmental pro blems and 

disturbances. 

  You will find in us what you have always found, a  

loyal, dedicated and responsible group of environme ntal 

supporters who wish for nothing less than to protec t our 

water supply for generations to come.  Thank you. 

  MR. TENNIES:  Hi, I'm Nathan Tennies, I'm here 

representing my wife and myself.  We've been reside nts of 

Montgomery County for, I think, 11 years, and I'm g oing to 

focus mostly on how we use the watershed, the reser voirs, 

because it sounds like that's what EA is mostly int erested 

in, and WSSC. 

  We're paddlers, so we're not hunters or fishermen  

or equestrian people.  And we're avid hikers, but w e've 

never ever hiked here.  We really, our usage of thi s is, are 

the boat ramps and that's all we've ever used.  We put our 

boats in there, we take them out.  And we really ju st use a 

couple of them.  We typically put in at, I guess it 's 

Greenfield, down here, Greenbury, thank you, or the  

Triadelphia one, and over here on Rocky Gorge we pu t in at 
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Brown's or over at Scott Cove.  So that's really, I  mean, 

that's what we use the land for. 

  What I did want to mention though was that, and w e 

go paddling all up and down the East Coast, but 80 percent 

of the time we paddle within about an hour and a ha lf of our 

house.  So we're doing things, you know, in this ge neral 

area.  And, within that, 80 percent of the time we' re on 

those two reservoirs.  Really, from our perspective , there's 

really nothing else like them in the area for a cou ple of 

different reasons. 

  And, we're out there pretty much every weekend an d 

we're somewhere, but usually here, and we have a ca noe.  So 

usually we go out together.  And I also have a kaya k, and 

so, as other people have mentioned, often after wor k in the 

evenings or early in the morning, I'll be out there  paddling 

as well.  So anywhere from like one to three times a week 

we're out on these. 

  I wanted to talk a little bit too about why we 

spend 80 percent of the time on these two of the st uff we do 

in this area.  One of the reasons is accessibility.   So, we 

live in North Chevy Chase so we're actually inside the 

Beltway kind of halfway between downtown Bethesda a nd 

downtown Silver Spring, and it's half an hour to ge t there, 

you know, excepting traffic.  So the, you know, we come up 

New Hampshire, we come up 29 and we're at either of  these, 
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you know, put in on either of these reservoirs real ly very 

quickly.  And, if you look at a map of Maryland, th ere's 

really nothing else, you know, bodies of water like  this 

that are that accessible to people in the Silver 

Spring/Bethesda/Chevy Chase area.  Anywhere near th at close. 

  Seneca Lake is probably the only other place 

that's anywhere near that.  But to go any place els e it's 

about, you know, an hour, hour and a half to get th ere.  But 

the other reason besides accessibility is really th at these 

are just incredibly beautiful and unique.  You know , there 

are all the places we paddle in the area, out on th e 

Chesapeake and on parts of the Potomac, places like  that out 

on the Eastern Shore, they're all beautiful, but th ese are 

unique in that you have these, you know, beautiful forested 

shorelines with no houses.  You have incredible div ersity of 

wildlife and so, you really can't go any place else  in the 

area anywhere nearby and see something like this.  We've 

brought people in from out of town and they're real ly amazed 

that we have, you know, recreational resources like  these 

available to us.  So, that's really what I wanted t o focus 

on. 

  I agree with other people.  I would like to see 

the season really be year round for paddlers and ot her 

people too but, certainly for paddlers.  I'm not su re 

fisherman want to fish in the middle of the winter.   And, I 
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think I'd also like to see the days be a little bit  longer.  

For those of us who paddle out on the, you know, li ke to 

paddle out at sunset, you know, the boat ramps offi cially 

close right at sunset.  It really would be nice to see those 

be a little bit longer. 

  But like other people have mentioned, I would lik e 

to have a way if I do see people violating, you kno w, the 

rules or I see things that I think are going to imp act water 

quality, to have a way to be able to report that to  WSSC and 

know that that's actually making a difference.  You  know, 

find out that they've actually heard that and that something 

is being done about that report.  And I don't reall y feel 

like I have a way to do that today.  Thank you. 

  MS. SMET:  I'd asked Mike Caruso to come to speak .  

After Mike then Denis Webb, and then Maria Schwartz . 

  MR. CARUSO:  Hi, good evening, I'm Mike Caruso.  

I'm a Howard County resident, I'm an equestrian and  I do 

ride the Rock Gorge equestrian trails.  I want to k ind of 

change the focus a little bit and follow up on a te stimony 

by James, an excellent presentation by Jane Sputman  last 

night, on another issue we need to keep an eye on. 

  I am here to acknowledge by all the facts as I 

understand them, I have contributed to the poor wat er 

quality at Rocky Gorge and the Tridelphia Reservoir  in 

present time and for generations to come.  This is solved on 



kel 
 50 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

clean water, it comes not from my riding a horse on  the 

trails according to WSSC's own data, my assault com es 

indirectly from the local government that is suppos ed to 

represent me. 

  Howard County has allowed the building of Grace 

Church close the banks of Rocky Gorge Reservoir wit h many 

acres of impervious surface along with the run off and oil 

and other toxic surfaces with thousands -- 

  MS. SMET:  Sorry to interrupt.  Can you just spea k 

up a little bit? 

  MR. TENNIES:  Howard County has allowed the 

building of Grace Church close to the banks of Rock y Gorge 

Reservoir with many acres of impervious space, alon g with 

run off from oil and other toxic substances from th ousands 

of cars that visit there regularly.  That surely ha s an 

effect on water quality with years to come.  Howard  County 

allowed the building of Villas of Cattail Creek wit h a 

shared septic system with close proximity to the Tr idelphia 

Reservoir.  This project was known to have only 30 percent 

of the perkable land required by state law.  Eight years and 

court battles by concerned citizens with solid evid ence was 

not enough to stop the building of this project. 

  Residents moved in 2005 to their $800,000 dream 

homes only to find the sewage was backing up and th eir homes 

were for a time worthless.  One million dollars lat er and 
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rebuilding septics processing center, which is now working, 

but who know for how long this risky fix will hold up on a 

very undersized septic system.  It should be mentio ned that 

prior WSSC management put their focus there and mad e a 

strong statement against that project only to be ru n over by 

the local government and the courts. 

  The short term financial interests of some 

developers over shadows the concerns of citizens an d future 

generations and are currently able to push past the  courts.  

Google perkable land and the first hit last night w as Howard 

County issues.  Follow the evidence for the evidenc e in that 

case.  It is nationally recognized that Howard Coun ty is a 

big problem in the way they handle land.  The court s seem to 

have gone astray again against the interests of res idents 

and future generations.  Prince George's County is now 

forced by court order to approve the building of Re aching 

Hearts Church on a 17 acre parcel of land adjacent to Rocky 

Gorge with 33 percent of it impervious surface. 

  Horses are a value to the community and should be  

supported.  I am a physical therapist, and I've see n what 

happens when you couple a disabled person with a ho rse.  I 

have talked to therapeutic riding therapists who ha ve put an 

out of control autistic child on a horse and they m agically 

become calm and settled.  The Wounded Warriors Prog ram puts 

disabled Iraq Vets on horses and in no time the eff ects of 
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post-traumatic stress syndrome is lifted for a time  as they 

become joyfully focused in the present.  The contri bution of 

horses in our community is immeasurable. 

  It is sadly ironic that across the street from th e 

prior mentioned Grace Church is the Cedar Lane Scho ol, which 

is dedicated to the training of severely disabled c hildren.  

It is an excellent facility and dedicated staff tha t are 

very concerned about the study rise of autism in ou r 

community.  Creative forward thinking Howard County  

leadership might have better approved the building of a 

stable for therapeutic riding in place of Grace Chu rch and 

had many times less impact on water quality for gen erations 

to come. 

  I'll wrap up by saying that we seem to be living 

in a time where the balance between the interest of  

concerned citizens and those who stand to make mone y from 

how land is used and developed is way out of balanc e.  And 

for this WSSC management to say they represent the interest 

of the public by closing this land to horses and us ing 

misstatements and fear tactics is a gross dishonori ng of the 

WSSC management of the past which did establish the mselves 

as a credible public service institution worthy of the 

public trust. 

  It seems clear to me that the only real recourse 

is a public outcry that reaches every citizen in ou r entire 
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region.  Thank you. 

  MS. SMET:  All right.  Denis. 

  MR. WEBB:  My name is Denis Webb.  My wife and I 

own a small private horse farm which abuts the buff er zone 

of the Rocky Gorge Reservoir.  Last night at the he aring in 

Laurel on the same topic, there was considerable di scussion 

of the rationale or lack thereof for moving the int erior 

equestrian trial, quotes interior, to the access ro ad and 

reducing the period where WSSC recreational facilit ies are 

open to all users, boaters, fishermen, as well as 

equestrians, and you've heard a little bit about th is 

schedule reduction this evening also. 

  Another change implemented in the recent WSSC 

watershed access regulations did not, in my opinion , receive 

adequate attention last night.  And that is, the cl osure of 

all private entrances to the horse trails and limit ing 

access to only official WSSC entrances.  And I woul d like to 

briefly address this issue now. 

  When we moved into our farm abut 20 years ago, we  

approached WSSC Watershed Patrol and asked for thei r help 

and blessing to lay out an access route from our fa rm to the 

equestrian trails, and they readily complied and th is 

basically enabled us to ride out the back gate of o ur 

property and immediately be on the WSSC trails.  Th ey 

subsequently even sent us a document saying, giving  us this, 
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officially giving us this right, and I have a copy of this 

I'm going to enclose in the testimony actually. 

  Under the new rules we cannot use this access, bu t 

must trailer our horses to one of the eight officia l WSSC 

entrances.  Even this is misleading and you mention ed as 

part of the study you're going to look at some of t he 

suitability of the access to various people and so I'd like 

to bring this to your attention.  If you look at al l of 

these accesses, there is only, let's see, two entra nces 

require parking on private property, therefore, rea lly 

aren't useful entrances.  One requires parking alon g a 

dangerous road.  You wouldn't think of unloading a horse at 

that point.  There is only one suitable parking lot  east to 

Route 29 which is, and admittedly that's a very goo d parking 

place and you can fit a lot of trailers and we've h ad rides 

out of there with a number of people.  That's a ver y good 

access point. 

  There are three marginally suitable parking lots 

west of Route 29 at Edna or Batson and Brogdon, but  they 

have very limited space.  If you want to take a cou ple of 

friends you're in trouble.  There's anywhere for ma ybe two 

to four, so and you have to contend with the fisher men and 

also the buses uses those as turnaround, and I don' t know if 

you officially can't use it when the buses have acc ess to it 

or not, but anyway, that's an issue that you have t o 
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consider. 

  In practice no trail rider would buy a property o r 

board their horses at a facility abutting the buffe r zone 

and then trailer to an official trail site.  Much o f the 

attraction of these properties is being able to qui ckly and 

easily hop on your horse after a tough day at work,  in that 

little bit of spare time you might have or just on an 

impulse to go out and commune with nature.  None of  this of 

course would be possible if you had to first traile r 

somewhere and you just don't do it, there's too muc h of a 

barrier. 

  Even more insidious is the effect the rule has 

upon commercial boarding facilities.  Many boarders  do not 

have trailers due to the expense and the effort of 

purchasing and maintaining one and those individual s would 

obviously seek barns elsewhere on other trails or o ther 

barns that do have access to the trail.  Even those  with 

trailers are boarding at the facilities because of their 

ready access to the road, the trail riders. 

  Implementation of this regulation requiring using  

only the official WSSC entrances thus would inflict  a severe 

financial penalty on the commercial barns and would  likely 

jeopardize their very existence.  This regulation m akes 

absolutely no sense to me.  And I have yet to hear a 

reasonable justification for its existence.  I woul d ask EA 
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engineering to consider the environmental aspects o f this 

regulation, if there are any, and unless a cogent 

explanation for its existing existence is forthcomi ng, I 

urge WSSC to rescind it.  Thank you. 

  MS. SMET: After Maria I've got Pat Oliva, Debby 

Poole speaking for herself as well as Ainslee Sadle r, and 

then Chuck McMillian. 

  MS. SCHWARTZ:  Good evening.  My name is Maria 

Schwartz, I'm a member of Trail Riders of Today, TR OT.  it's 

an organization of approximately 700 plus members.  I am a 

horse owner and a trail rider. I keep my horses at a farm 

that abuts the 5500 acres of the WSSC land that is the 

subject of EA's study.  I also live right off the w atershed, 

but I don't have enough land to support two horses.   

However, for several years I kept my single horse i n my 

backyard.  I moved to my home in 1986 specifically because I 

could ride from my home to the trails without havin g to rely 

on a trailer, which I did not have for many years.  I moved 

my horses to their current location for the same re ason. 

  I support the concerns of my fellow stakeholders 

that have raised at this meeting and at the meeting  last 

night in Laurel.  The first concern I wanted to rai se which 

is on that Denis just spoke about, is that by virtu e of the 

WSSC's current regulations, anyone without a traile r that is 

without a trailer that is not next to a designated access 
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point is not able to ride on the watershed. 

  Additionally, I don't understand how the WSSC can  

institute a regulation that has such a negative imp act on 

the environment generally.  Since this regulation r equires a 

trail rider to get into a large car or truck and us e gas 

that adds nasty things to our air quality in order to pull a 

trailer to an access point rather than as was previ ously the 

case allowing riders to access the watershed trails  by 

horseback. 

  The second concern I have focuses on the lack of 

information that I have had access to in order to p repare 

for these meetings.  Let me give you some details.  After 

the announcement that EA would be conducting a stud y that 

was looking for stakeholders, I called EA to let th em know I 

would like to participate as a stakeholder.  The pe rson that 

took my call did not know about the study and did n ot even 

know where to direct my call in the organization.  But I was 

told that someone would call me back.  No one did. 

  Two weeks later I called a second time and spoke 

with a gentleman.  He told me that he couldn't give  me any 

information about the study and suggested that if I  wanted 

information, I would have to get it from WSSC.  To 

accomplish that I made a very limited request for d ocuments 

specifically related to the EA study through the Ma ryland 

Public Information Act.  WSSC responded that this w as such a 
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huge request that they needed an additional 30 days  to work 

on it.  When the WSSC wrote to say that they had co mpleted 

the document review, it indicated that they were ch arging me 

for six and a half hours of time including other ex penses 

related to their search for a grand total of $491.6 9, which 

does not include copying fees. 

  Because this is big deal of money for me to pay 

and I planned to use the document to share with my fellow 

equestrians, I requested a waiver of the fee based on the 

fact that the only way I could get this information  was 

through an MPIA request and that having these docum ents is 

necessary to be an informed stakeholder, and theref ore in 

the public interest.  WSSC emailed a response they were 

sending my request to their general manager for rev iew and 

consideration. 

  Rather than next receiving an answer to my reques t 

for a waiver, I received a second bill for the WSSC 's search 

time.  I thought this was just in error and that th e WSSC 

had sent this bill out not realizing that I was req uesting a 

waiver.  However, the next time I heard from the WS SC was 

again to request payment for their search and infor med me 

that if I didn't pay the fee, they would turn my bi ll over 

to their legal department.  I am still waiting for a 

response to my request for a waiver. 

  What the WSSC's actions in this situation indicat e 
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to me is that WSSC does not want educated stakehold ers.  

They want to keep us in the dark and this behavior leads me 

to ask why.  And in response to that question to co nclude 

that the WSSC has a hidden agenda.  And appears to me that 

their hidden agenda not only includes equestrians, whose 

horses are supposedly fouling our drinking water, b ut also 

boaters, fishermen, picnickers and all the folks wh o 

treasure and gently use watershed resources. 

  While it's not pleasant but understandable when a n 

ex-spouse has a hidden agenda, or the person trying  to sell 

you something for more than its worth has a hidden agenda, 

it is not okay for county, state or federal represe ntatives 

to have hidden agendas.  In fact, it is contrary to  good 

government.  The communication of information is cr itically 

important in a healthy democracy.  This means that our 

representatives must be as transparent as possible in their 

interactions with the public.  My real fear and the  reason I 

am here today and was here yesterday is to speak to  you all, 

is that I believe that something is rotten in Denma rk. 

  While we are laying off teachers and curtailing 

other services in Maryland, we -- and as a rate pay er, I do 

mean we -- are apparently paying EA $225,000 to sco pe out a 

study that no one outside the WSSC can see a basis for.  And 

neither EA nor WSSC is forthcoming in helping us to  

understand the issue at hand.  Instead, the WSSC is  
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publishing wild statements in papers such as the Wa shington 

Post, which people not familiar with the watershed read and 

respond to with oh my goodness, horses are pooping in our 

drinking water. 

  The groundless impression that the WSSC is 

creating is so wrong on so many levels one might fi nd it 

hard to figure out where to start.  I am honestly n ot sure 

of the results of any study that WSSC initiates on this 

issue will not be skewed to serve the WSSC's own hi dden 

agenda.  And this gets to my third concern.  If EA is only 

looking at 5,500 acres that buffer the water direct ly, what 

about run off from storm drains from areas where in dividuals 

have dumped trash, from fertilized lawns, from road  

construction that abut WSSC land, outside of the 5, 500 

acres.  EA's study is already skewed. 

  And on a less than minor note, as EA does its 

study of the horse trails, they should not identify  the fire 

break as the horse trail.  The fire break and its h orrible 

erosion is completely of WSSC's own making and has nothing 

to do with equestrian use which began for the first  time in 

March of this year when trail riders were forced to  use it 

per revised WSSC regulations.  The so called interi or trails 

which show no sign of erosion and run off should be  labeled 

as the horse trails, not as the interior trails as has been 

described here tonight by EA. 
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  Finally, when this is all said and done, 

especially if phase one of EA's study provides info rmation 

that indicates that there is no basis to proceed to  phase 

two of the study, the Office of Legislative Audits should 

take a serious look at the waste and abuse that WSS C has 

engaged in over the last year and a half.  Thank yo u very 

much. 

  MS. SMET:  Pat. 

  MS. OLIVA:  Hello, I'm Pat Oliva, I'm the TROT 

Coordinator for Howard County, and I just want to e mphasize 

that right now, as it stands, Howard County has no trails in 

the watershed.  Tridelphia Reservoir, if you do you r study 

in the Triadelphia Reservoir, there are no trails.  Horses 

are not allowed in there, and basically we would li ke to 

have them in there.  If your study shows that the t rails 

that we have, and we have made them.  I walked with  Paul 

Hancock with a group of TROT members.  He told us w here to 

lay the trails.  We laid them down.  He called his engineers 

for the big logs that had fallen across, otherwise TROT did 

all the work on those trails.  But we put the trail s where 

we were told to put them. 

  I am now a trail master.  I have taken all the 

courses, I've got all the certification.  Some plac es I 

would not put the trails, especially over by -- I w ould move 

them a little bit further, they're not, within the 
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acceptable 10 degrees, but most trail masters like their 

trails.  But, they could be changed, you know, if W SSC wants 

them.  If the WSSC says don't change the trails, we  can't 

change them.  But they were laid there by WSSC pers onnel who 

told us to put them where we did. 

  Also, I would like to say I wrote in '04 to the 

WSSC to request not more than a 50 foot access unde r 97 when 

the highway department put the new higher bridge up  there to 

access the Patuxent State Park that's on the east s ide of 

97.  I got a letter from them October 18th, '04 say ing that 

oh, we can't do anything or let you do anything now  because 

we are doing a forest study and a modeling effort t hing.  

That you have said that you've got the results of.  I have 

never gotten the result back.  The zoning departmen t, the 

parks department or myself have never been able to access 

this.  I have called them and it's, they might have  done it, 

but that was eight years ago, and we still have not  heard 

from them if we can put a 50 foot right of way unde rneath 97 

so the horses don't have to cross a highway. 

  Also, a lot of the land in Howard County is on th e 

Tridelphia Reservoir, is very suitable for trails.  I would 

like to put in an emphasis when you're doing the st udy, you 

can't study what we've done because we haven't been  there, 

but I would like to put that, if everything is work ing out 

for Rocky Gorge, I would like to work with WSSC or with EA 
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to figure out where we could best put some trails i nto the 

Howard County side.  It's very important.  Also, th ere's a 

huge large parking lot that's suitable for anything  right 

off of 97 going into the Patapsco State Park and go ing up, 

you know, because the trails go up river from there .  So 

it'd be a wonderful connection.  There's just a sma ll 

section of state park, but it is large enough to ma ke some 

trails in there for the people who are coming, who have 

horses on the east side of 97.  I think it's a very  

important thing.  But again, there's no communicati on. 

  I have got an easement through a development from  

Schooley Mill to the watershed on the Howard County  side 

which would open up a beautiful array of trails, bu t it's 

like we don't exist.  My letters and my phone calls  go 

totally unanswered, you know.  Also, when you're lo oking at 

that trail, horses have been banned from that trail , so it's 

going to be very hard.  How are you checking for th e horse 

erosion if the horses have not been allowed on that  trial 

since last fall? 

  You know, don't just look for the one thing the 

WSSC wants you to find.  It would be very important  for you 

to make a total evaluation of the watershed, not lo oking to 

keep horses off the trail, which is WSSC wants.  I' m just 

asking you to be fair and I think you are, but what  we've 

heard about you, Howard County has a great deal of respect 
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for your organization.  But, you know, be honest.  That's 

all I'm asking.  Thank you. 

  MS. SMET:  We had Debby next, but we'll let Chuck  

since he's up here. 

  MR. MCMILLIAN:  I'm here.  I'll do it.  Sorry,  

Debby.  Hi, my name is Chuck McMillian.  I directly  

represent a group of almost 400 kayakers called Che sapeake 

Kayak Adventures.  But I also speak with permission  from 

numerous other paddling groups in the metropolitan area 

whose members number in the thousands.  And yet in a larger 

sense, I speak for all recreational users that enjo y the 

natural beauty of Tridelphia and Rocky Gorge Reserv oirs 

whether they're paddlers, fishermen, hunters, eques trians, 

or they just like to take the dog for the walk arou nd these 

gorgeous bodies of water. 

  There is no getting around the fact that 

Tridelphia and Rocky Gorge are drinking water reser voirs and 

WSSC as well as all recreational users need to be c ommitted 

to protecting them.  They are very special places w ith lots 

of restrictions and both sides need to work togethe r to live 

around those restrictions.  In recent years, howeve r, WSSC 

has done a number of things that have upset recreat ional 

users of the watershed.  I think they've kind of go ne out of 

their way to tick us off.  Most notably, these incl ude 

shortening of the season by an astounding two month s.  
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Reducing the length of the day that people can use the 

reservoirs, and restricting access to equestrian tr ails that 

have been used for years. 

  These actions and others have created an agitated  

and antagonistic relationship with the very people whose 

best interest is to help WSSC protect the watershed .  The 

seasonal closings and time changes obviously have n othing to 

do with water quality, and are probably an attempt to reduce 

payroll budgets rather than improve water quality.  A little 

extra time in the evening doesn't sound like much u nless 

you're rushing to get to the boat ramp and paddle a  little 

bit before the sun sets. 

  If WSSC doesn't have the resources to oversee 

recreational use of the reservoirs on a year round basis, 

perhaps that responsibility needs to be turned over  to some 

other authority who can more adeptly manage the sit uation.  

Even the way these meetings were presented to the p ublic 

demonstrated WSSC's total lack of willingness to be  open, 

honest and forthcoming with the recreational user c ommunity. 

  They asked to come and speak at a meeting but 

numerous calls and letters by several individuals i ncluding 

myself to EA and WSSC couldn't uncover the nature o f the 

study or of what we should consider addressing when  we 

spoke.  Why have the meeting.  I heard the lady's s tory 

about her bill that she got from WSSC when trying t o get 
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information about the study.  It's just wrong.  If I 

understand it all correctly, EA Engineering has con tracted 

with WSSC to provide a study of the 5,500 acres of buffer 

land immediately surrounding the reservoirs related  to how 

erosion and other factors on those lands affect the  water 

quality in the reservoirs. 

  EA is also holding these public meetings to 

fulfill their contract, but the meetings are more o f an 

albatross around EA's neck than any real part of th e study.  

Nothing said here tonight or last night will have a ny real 

serious impact of the findings of the scientific fi ndings 

that EA does in their study.  Don't misunderstand.  I think 

the EA people are very nice and they are here liste ning to 

us.  Quite simply, WSSC is extremely deficient in t he way 

they deal with and treat recreational users of the 

reservoirs.  These meetings which have no impact on  the 

findings of the study are just more proof of that. 

  I personally believe that WSSC sees them as a way  

to placate recreational users and rationalize any k ind of 

new restriction they chose to put in place whether it has 

any effect on water quality or not.  Preserving and  

improving water quality in the reservoirs is a goal  that can 

be peacefully and successfully coexist with recreat ional 

use.  It happens every day with fewer restrictions than WSSC 

imposes at hundreds of other reservoirs across the country.  
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Recreational users want to work with WSSC to make i t happen 

here, but we need someone on the other end who is l istening. 

  WSSC can't, if they can't say their way clear to 

listen to the needs and work with recreational user s, if 

they continue to be less than open, honest and fort hcoming 

with the recreational use community, then kayakers,  

fishermen, hunters, equestrians, hikers and dog wal kers 

alike need to unite and take this discussion to the  

authorities that WSSC is accountable to.  Fortunate ly, a 

simple internet search yields several models of how  that can 

be successfully accomplished.  It certainly would b e a lot 

easier and more cost effective for both sides to wo rk 

together.  You know, come up with a plan that works  for 

everybody, WSSC and the recreational users. 

  Certainly we need to protect the water quality, 

but it can be done in ways that encourage even more  

recreational use by the surrounding communities tha n WSSC 

currently allows.  Maintaining and improving water quality 

is not contingent upon imposing more restrictions.  Water 

quality and recreational use are not mutually exclu sive 

goals.  Thank you. 

  MS. SMET:  All right.  Debby Poole, as I mentione d 

earlier is speaking on her own behalf, but also is reading 

comments from Ainslee Sadler who was unable to atte nd 

tonight.  So Bill will give her due time for both s peakers. 
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  MS. POOLE:  And I'm not going to rush as much 

tonight.  Everybody said, I couldn't understand.  F irst of 

all, I just want to thank the league for having us.   It's a 

great building, really enjoyed it.  The building he re is 

really nice.  I appreciate them having us here.  I also want 

to say in both meetings WSSC has been here.  I thin k you had 

five or six here last night, and there are several here 

tonight.  So WSSC is here and they're listening. 

  And, I also am so excited that we have the boater s 

and kayakers and everything, because let me tell yo u, the 

equestrians last year, we went to so many commissio ner 

meetings.  We were on TV.  We sent letters, letters , 

letters.  I mean, we really tried to get the word o ut to you 

guys, and I'm so thankful that you finally got it.  You 

know, I don't know why we couldn't connect with you  guys 

last year, but I'm really thankful that you underst and, you 

know, what's happening and you're with us. 

  A couple of things I want to say before I actuall y 

get on my notes was one, when Mr. Webb was talking about the 

access areas, I've been to his place and literally the gate 

to his, back of his farm, you open it and you reach  the 

bridle trails.  And he had a written deed or easeme nt or 

whatever from WSSC that he was allowed to do that.  They had 

it for all those years, and from what I understand,  they 

never got a letter that said you had to stop using it.  So 
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that's the kind of thing that's been a little hurtf ul with 

the communication of all this.  

  So, if you want to know what the actual trail 

entrances look like or the whatever, yeah, trail en trances, 

the little pamphlets that were given out by EA and WSSC on 

the back table lists those.  So you drive around an d see 

where you think you would want to take your truck a nd 

trailer to park it to get to the bridle trails.  Yo u can't 

do it on almost all of them.  And I buffer the trai l, so I'm 

lucky I don't have to trailer anywhere to get on mi ne. 

  I wanted to mention one thing too before I start 

is that it's kind of confusing.  If you go on a lot  of the 

entrances you will see that the big old wood signs that say 

it is absolutely illegal to ride on the fire break are right 

next to the brand new blue signs that say, you can ride on 

them now.  And they're calling them the access road .  So, it 

is still confusing.  The pamphlets are still a litt le 

confusing. 

  The deer population.  Riders are not against 

hunting and managed deer hunts.  They go on all ove r the 

place.  The days are put on a calendar.  You unders tand that 

there's going to be deer hunts.  You don't go ridin g those 

days.  We agree.  The deer, they impact the trails,  the 

erosion, and the cars.  I mean, we just, all get th at deer, 

you know, is a problem.  All that.  So, anyway, the  managed 
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deer hunts we're good with that. 

  The one lady, I don't think she's here anymore, 

that mentioned about the WSSC man that drowned.  I think 

actually he was picking up a deer during the deer h unt.  I 

don't think it was trash.  But, I just wanted to co rrect 

that.  And as far as shortening the season, we're w ith you 

boaters.  Having to stop early November in the most  

beautiful time of the year with the fall colors is just, 

it's a killer. 

  Okay, so I'm going to start.  Hello, my name is 

Debby Poole, owner and operator of BelCo Horse Farm  since 

1968.  I've been asked to speak to you today on beh alf of 

the well over one thousand equestrians, business pe ople and 

land owners who have expressed their concern about WSSC (1) 

closing their equestrian trails, moving riding to u nsuitable 

access road, banning winter riding and closing prev iously 

approved individual barn entrances, as well as chan ges to 

other recreational activities, fishing, boating, pi cnicking, 

etcetera.  We are very interested in progress in re solving 

any problem areas.  We would like to reinforce our desire to 

work with WSSC and make the equestrian trail and ot her areas 

environmentally sound. 

  I want to say too that, we were talking about how  

much the EA study is, and we equestrians last year took to 

the commissioners at WSSC this offer, during the in terim of 
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broader watershed study or perhaps to work along wi th EA 

Engineering Science and Technology Group, we would like to 

again offer free and expert trail assessment and pl ans for 

rerouting if necessary, by Prince George's County 

environmental experts from the Soil Conservation Di strict 

Office.  These individuals, Steve Darcy and Eileen Beard, 

are certified trail masters.  They're very committe d to 

environmental land use, environmental assessments o f horse 

farms.  They do the nutrient plans that every farm,  horse 

farm has to have.  You have to turn in, you know, y our soil 

samples and that kind of stuff.  

  They have offered to come out to assess WSSC's 

equestrian trails and access roads in both Prince G eorge's 

and Montgomery Counties, determining where riding i s or is 

not environmentally harmful, and how the preferred route can 

be improved.  And so this was free.  This was offer ed for 

free to kind of do what I think you guys are going to be 

doing, because if you're not doing the outer stuff,  then 

you're basically, they would be doing what you're d oing, the 

maps and the, you know, that kind of thing. 

  Just so you know, for me personally, my children 

are the fifth generation Pooles to ride these trial s which 

have changed very little in all these years.  Great  Grandpa 

Poole sold his land at the end of Crumb Road to the  WSSC.  

So, I would say we would certainly be aware of the original 
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bridle trails and the changes that might have occur red over 

the last, you know, he was 1905, so a long time bef ore WSSC 

ever was there.  And they, you know, in fact, remai n pretty 

much the same.  Where as the deer population and th e impact 

they have is a serious ever changing problem. 

  Okay.  Mrs. Sadler moved from Bethesda to, she 

also kind of buffers the property, in 1969.  My nam e is 

Ainslee Sadler and I live in Burtonsville, Maryland .  I have 

lived in closed proximity to the Rocky Gorge Reserv oir for a 

number of years.  Over the years my family have bot h used 

the riding trails and assisted with maintaining tho se 

trails.  Approximately 10 years ago I began to see a 

decrease in patrols and/or maintenance of the entir e 

watershed to include recreation areas, horse trails  and 

fishing areas.  I have discovered many cross draina ge 

culverts which are washed out and impassable due to  lack of 

maintaining. 

  These culverts are located throughout the 

watershed and allow streams to move from one side o f the 

fire break to the other without crossing the surfac e.  For 

many years these culverts were being properly maint ained and 

allowed watershed operations to continue and no ero sion was 

taking place.  However, once maintenance of these c ulverts 

stopped, erosion took place and debris built up cau sing 

collapse of the fire break roadways.  For reasons u nknown, 



kel 
 73 

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the WSSC then moved the horseback riding from the w ell 

established and maintained horse trails to these da ngerous 

eroded and washed out fire breaks. 

  To date I have not seen any documented evidence o f 

damage to the watershed, water quality, or habitat caused by 

horses who trail ride alone on the original designa ted 

bridle trail.  In closing, we need to make every ef fort to 

control erosion to our watershed but moving the hor se trails 

to an area already in desperate need of repair was not the 

solution.  I am asking for the trails to be reopene d and 

corrective action to be taken to update the watersh ed 

regulations.  Thank you.  Mrs. Ainslee Sadler and F amily. 

  MS. SMET:  We're about 10 minutes 9.  I have thre e 

remaining speakers on my list, so we're going to as k those 

folks to speak and then I'll follow up to see if th ere are 

additional folks that I may have missed who would l ike to 

speak.  So my next three are Ann Coles, Ron Polnias zek and 

Linda Mishler.  Ann?  Oh yes, you were giving ridin g 

lessons. 

  MS. COLES:  Yeah, that's right.  Hi, my name is 

Ann Coles, and I'm the owner/operator of Greystone Farm in 

Brookeville.  I've been in the horse riding stables  business 

for over 40 years in Montgomery County.  I've been a 

longstanding part of the horse community and I've w atched 

and been personally impacted by development in our area.  
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And, as I've listened to everyone else tonight, I w as 

thinking, well, I could just say a little bit more.   I don't 

have a lot here but, my personal feeling about the 

development and the lake, in the 1990's I worked wi th the 

Maryland National Park and Planning Commission when  they 

developed my side which is the Tridelphia, and they  had put 

in this, you know, huge plan to develop, you know, 300 

homes.  I mean, they were just going to stuff them in and 

you know, the people that lived in the area came an d said, 

you know, you can't do this.  This is, you know, yo u're 

going to have septics right on the lake and at leas t in 

Howard County, that county seemed to have been a li ttle 

better about that, so we actually by our input did have less 

development and did not have, you know, the septics  right up 

against the lake.  

  But they did ask me at the time, you know, while 

I've been riding there, you know, for decades and y ou know 

to go ahead and map out the trails and so forth.  S o I did 

that.  But, to be honest with you, you know, the tr ail ended 

up being running alongside two yards and, you know,  people 

would have their dogs run out and you know, it just  changed 

for us.  It really did.  We don't feel very safe to  cross 

the road and ride.  And I did notice tonight that t hey 

didn't have the equestrian trails on the little map  that 

they gave us.  But they should have been there beca use I was 
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the one that designated those trails and I did work  with 

Naomi Mandress in the 1990's.  She was in charge of  the 

equestrian trails and, in fact, did a lot of trying  to link 

the trails together.  And it isn't very forthcoming , not 

really.  And, it is a shame. 

  The horse community is a vital part of our societ y 

here in Maryland.  Without exercise for our horses,  we 

really just can't continue.  Horses are large anima ls, they 

need a lot of exercise.  Horses help people in many  ways.  A 

lot of the stuff is, you know, has been said before  now, 

physically and therapeutically.  It's proven by man y 

programs that are offered to the public.  So it rea lly would 

be a great loss if we cannot, you know, continue. 

  So, please be aware of this important move.  To 

keep all trails open year round to riders who are g enerally 

very good stewards of the land that they are permit ted to 

ride on.  Also, it is a well known fact to most equ estrians 

that ATV and other motorized vehicles are the major  source 

of erosion problems, not the horses.  Horses have b een used 

for centuries for logging, as did Grandpa Poole and  so 

forth, and farming in sensitive areas because they did not 

cause soil problems or pollution.  Thank you very m uch. 

  MR. POLNIASZEK:  Hi, my name is Ron Polniaszek.  

I'm here I guess in two aspects.  One, I'm a proper ty owner.  

I have a lot between Nicholas Cove and Pigtail.  An d mostly 
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here on behalf of the Howard Bird Club, and also th e Audubon 

Society of Central Maryland.  The Audubon Society o f Central 

Maryland uses the property once a year thanks to WS SC allows 

us access.  We do a survey, Christmas bird survey.  We walk 

the fire road from one end of the reservoir to the other.  

The Howard Bird Club does a three times a year bird  survey, 

as part of their breeding bird survey census.  They  do it in 

the Spring, in Fall and also Winter.  The only impa ct we 

have is basically to walk the fire road on one day at each 

survey. 

  As we walked through the property we noticed that  

the landscape has changed a great deal since we sta rted 20 

years ago.  The lush under story is now gone.  It's  been 

replaced primarily with spice bush and ferns.  The breeding 

birds that use the ground cover for nesting, the ov en birds, 

the vieries, the worm eating warblers, birds of tha t nature, 

Kentucky Warblers, they're all gone from the reserv oir or in 

very reduced numbers. 

  Living next to the reservoir I've also noticed 

that when I moved into the lot 25 years ago, every spring 

there was a big cover of under story.  You couldn't  see more 

than 50 feet away the under story was so lush.  Now  it's 

totally gone.  You can see through the woods.  The browse 

line on all the trees are cut off.  The height of t he deer.  

There are times when I've seen as much as 44 deer w alk 
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across my property in the morning, in the afternoon .  At the 

very least I see 12 deer a day.  I've watched total  families 

of deer grow up.  The deer are very smart.  Every t ime 

there's a managed hunt, they go close to the houses .  

They're not stupid.  They know where the safe zones  are. 

  There is a 300 foot exclusion zone where you can' t 

hunt at all, but that's where all the deer are.  An d they 

just have to hear the first shot and bango, they're  right 

there against the house.  And they don't move, you know, you 

sort of kind of shag them away.  I've had deer tick , Lymes 

Disease three times, my wife has had it three times .  And 

the deer tick population, we never have to worry ab out 

walking any where along the property because the de er are 

just so out of hand. 

  My suggestion, again, is very brief.  I think 

there has to be more managed hunts.  There has to b e some 

way to call the deer.  I mean its fine to say a hun dred 

deer, but there's still 600 deer left.  And each of  these 

deer, there's no deer being born every year.  This morning I 

just saw a couple of fawns.  You need to sort of mo nitor the 

amount of deer there are still left and somehow go after 

them. 

  I think the property owners are all in the same 

boat.  Their landscaping is being eaten.  The deer sort of 

spend the day in the reservoir property.  I live ne xt to 
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Tridelphia.  In the morning and the afternoon they walk 

through and go and browse on the lawns during the e venings.  

Again, I just, the only point I'm trying to make he re is the 

landscape is greatly changing in the reservoir.  So me study 

has to be made of the natural forestation.  This ar ea is too 

valuable for migrating birds.  There's a great redu ce in 

population of birds and it's getting worse, and it' s not 

getting any better, and we don't seem to be doing a nything 

to change that.  That's all I have to say. 

  MR. GUNDERMAN:  Excuse me.  Can I make a statemen t 

real quick before the next speaker? 

  MS. SMET:  Real quick. 

  MR. GUNDERMAN:  I have a petition about the seaso n 

that I started last year, having it reinstated to w hat it 

had been forever, about March and December and sunr ise and 

sunset.  I would appreciate it if everybody signs i t.  Thank 

you. 

  MS. SMET:  All right.  We had comments by Linda 

Mishler, who's not here, but you are going to give them on 

her behalf.  And then after these comments I have B arbara 

Boyds who needs to speak. 

  MS. EUBANKS:  Hello, my name is Kim Eubanks and 

I'm a local teacher and an avid kayaker, and I use the 

reservoir all the time.  But I'm actually speaking on behalf 

of Linda Mishler who could not be here tonight.  An d so, I'm 
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reading this letter, you know, as if she wrote it.  Or she 

did write it.  It says, thank you for this opportun ity to 

speak.  It seems to me that there has been an adequ ate 

number of detailed responses addressing the interes t and use 

of the WSSC properties by various recreational grou ps.  I, 

myself, am an avid kayaker and hiker, but after lis tening 

and researching, I'm not sure that the issue at han d is 

really the impact of recreational users upon the WS SC 

properties. 

  She is afraid that the WSSC has a specific agenda  

that includes precluding and/or limiting recreation al use of 

the properties, not because they are causing damage  but 

rather because they are convenient excuse or scapeg oat for 

their plans.  I say this for two reasons.  First, t he study 

that is being done regarding silt accumulation and damaging 

run off impacting the areas is not inclusive all re asonable 

and probable causes.  It appears to be solely focus ed on 

recreational activities that are in fact the most m inimal 

cause of such ecological damage. 

  In her opinion, this will result in a skewed and 

incomplete survey.  The survey will not answer the question 

of environmental protection at all.  Secondly, the WSSC has 

not tried to work with the recreational users in a 

constructive manner.  In fact, these recreational u sers are 

a tremendous asset to the WSSC in that they embody a large 
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group of ecologically minded people who have been a nd would 

be continuing to be advocates to preserve the WSSC 

properties. 

  There are many hands that make light work.  What a 

waste to disregard such a dedicated populace of who  

undoubtedly donate many hours of uncompensated time  in the 

effort to preserve the WSSC grounds were they treat ed as 

partners rather than as enemies.  It seems only log ical to 

her that if you were trying to really solve the pro blem, you 

would tap into such an obvious resource not ignore or ignite 

it. 

  The second point that she would like to make is 

that by fragmenting the different groups, recreatio nal users 

and specific interest groups, boaters, fishermen, 

equestrians, hikers, etcetera, they're weakening ou r voice.  

She thinks we need to unite and attempt to discover  what the 

real agenda is here so that we as a group can pull together 

and make an impact together.  All of us have an eno rmous 

stake in this and she and I would hate to see our e nergy 

spent defending the minimal impact of our recreatio nal use 

if the powers to be are really not interested in th at 

recreational impact beyond having it as an excuse t o further 

their hidden agenda.  So, thank you on Linda Mishle r's 

behalf. 

  MS. SMET:  Barbara? 
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  MS. BOYDS:  Good evening.  I think you've had a 

lot of response from the citizens and the people --  talk a 

little bit louder -- I am not a speaker at all but,  let's 

work together is what I would like to say. 

  In 1980 was a grand opening of an equestrian trai l 

at the WSSC, the official as long with Paul Hancock , I don't 

know if you remember him, and TROT designed and cut  trails 

through Burtonsville, through Tucker Land Road and Ashton, 

and probably further in Maryland.  After 30 years, over 30 

years of the use of the trails, there is very, very  limited 

erosion.  The trails are in excellent shape.  And I 'm sure 

that you've found that when you went through these trails 

and walked through there. 

  Equestrians have always maintained these trails 

from trash and debris, and put them, you know, and kept them 

open.  The WSSC even named a few trails, one trail which 

goes under 29, that was called the Pat Oliva Trail,  and the 

signs are still there.  Another trail, Terry Ledley , over 

there by Mr. and Mrs. Webb's area.  These signs are  still 

posted.  Let's work together and please let's conti nue to 

work together and keep our precious WSSC trails and  the 

waters and everything else for us to protect them a nd to use 

them.  That's all I have to say.  And thank you. 

  MS. SMET:  Are there additional folks in the room  

who would like an opportunity to speak that haven't  had that 
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opportunity yet?  All right.  Seeing none, I'll jus t make a 

few concluding remarks.  First, I want to sincerely , we 

sincerely appreciate everybody's time tonight, all your well 

thought out comments, your written comments.  Again , a 

reminder that if anyone wants to provide additional  comments 

in writing, we'd like to get those by July 19th at this web 

address, e-mail address or this mailing address.  A s we said 

before, we have audio recorded, a transcription wil l be 

available.  We have taken notes on the flip charts,  and 

we'll be preparing a meeting summary. 

  Those documents as well as copies of the sign-in 

sheets from both meetings will be available on WSSC 's 

website.  So, I think that's it and we'll just adjo urn the 

meeting. 

  (Whereupon, at 9:07 p.m., the meeting was 

concluded.) 
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