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MINUTES 

10:00 AM December 8, 2008 
Land Use & Growth Management – center conference room 

 
 
St. Mary’s River Watershed Association (SMRWA) Executive Director Bob Lewis called the meeting to order at 
10:04 AM.  Also in attendance were: Becky Wolf, Dan Ichniowski, Dudley Lindsley, Bob Paul, Sue Veith, Jon 
Grimm, and Lindsay Tempinson.   
 
The agenda was accepted as presented. 
 
The minutes of the November 10 meeting were accepted with three minor corrections: 1) Lindsay’s surname was 
added – Tempinson, 2) correct typo – liaison vice liason, and 3) “Bob Paul is to review the outline and offer task 
assignments” was changed to “Bob Lewis . . .”  
 
Each member in attendance stated what they wanted to take away from today’s meeting.  Generally the comments 
fell into two areas; 1) That all of the line items (or topics) listed in the draft outline (attached) be assigned to a 
committee member―and that each assignment would result in a draft text at the January meeting (noting February’s 
meeting as the absolute deadline), and 2) Each member would have a better idea what was expected as the 
deliverable to the next meeting.  Additionally for each: 

1) A working calendar was agreed to with preliminary drafts for each assigned section be due at the next 
meeting January 12.  Final draft for each assigned section would be due no later than the February 9 
meeting. 

2) For ideas on what this deliverable (assigned section) should look like and reflect, it was suggested that 
members visit the DNR web site and use the WRAS Characterization documents as examples.  The 
Breton Bay characterization would be a good start. See 
http://www.dnr.state.md.us/watersheds/surf/proj/wras.html  Basically, existing studies and documents 
should be summarized (maybe use the executive summary) and then the document referenced.  If we 
borrow text, maps, etc. then we need to cite the source – so be sure to get it when you do the 
borrowing.  Some documents, or portions of documents, including any tables, maps, diagrams, etc. that 
have particular import might be considered for an appendix.  And be sure to get the URL (web 
address) for any referenced, borrowed-from, or otherwise pertinent items so that we can link them 
from the WRAS Characterization document, and our web site. 

 
At that point the committee identified and assigned the topic items from the draft table of contents.  The attached 
image files in four pages depict the notes on assignments.  Please review them for your assignment. 
 
The committee also discussed holding additional public meetings.  It was decided that we needed the 
characterization completed before the next major public meeting.  The timeframe of April or May for this big 
meeting was proposed until we can get a better handle on how the drafting will play out.  Before that time, it was 
suggested that smaller meeting should be held to inform government advisory groups and civic groups.  Student 
intern Megan Hession will be setting those up.  Suggested was development Review forum, Chamber, Patuxent 
Partnership, Garden Club. If anyone wants to schedule a meeting with a group that they are working with, contact 
Megan and Bob Lewis at 301-737-02903. 
 
Other notes:   

 The Draft Corps Feasibility Study is underway and includes: Upper St. Mary’s River: Stream & Floodplain 
Condition Assessment. 

 New volunteer committee members: Lindsay Tempinson tempinsonl@yahoo.com and Becky Wolf 
rlwolf@att.net  Both are educated and experienced in water quality and related fields and will work with 
Bob Paul on the extensive related portion of the WRAS Characterization. 

 
 
 
  

http://www.dnr.state.md.us/watersheds/surf/proj/wras.html
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The action items were not reviewed (see below) as each attendee took notes. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at about 11:20 with some folks remaining until noon to continue to plan tasking. 
 
 
Action items -- Additional tasking on topic areas is attached – please review four pages: 
 

 Sue – Send to Bob L. the FIDS info 
 Sue – Obtain MDE permit locations for map 
 Sue – send Drummond report to Bob L. (aquifers) 
 Sue – find anything on wetland loss and unbuffered streams 
 Sue – talk to Carrie regarding seal level rise and inundation 
 Bob P. – Look at MDE Survey and KCI study 
 Bob P. – write up on soils erodibility (Bruce may have) 
 Bob L. – Ask John G. for projects that are planned, or should be planned, underway, etc., and should be 

included in our WRAS Characterization – such as Pegg Road extension, FDR, sw retrofits & maintenance 
 Bob L. – obtain summaries of each research/science facility within the watershed, such as the Piney Point 

Aquiculture Facility 
 Bob L. -   Pull from Breton Bay WRAS hydric soils & Optimizing benefits 
 Bob. L. - Ask Ernie to help with birds 
 Bob L. – Will prepare aquifers topic area and emergency topic area (Hazard Mitigation Plan) 
 Bob L. - find workshop info on sea level rise and wetland loss 
 Bob L. - Talk with Donna Sasscer and TriCounty regarding agriculture and water-based economies 
 Bob L. – ask Kate and Dan to help with heritage (with Henry?) 
 Robin – send Encroachment Study to Bob L. (Bob ask her) 

 
Additional tasking on topic areas is attached – please review four pages. 
 
 
The next meeting will be 10 AM January 12 at the Lexington Park Library room #A. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Bob Lewis 
301-737-2903 
December 19, 2008 
 
 
For more information contact Bob Lewis at 301-737-2903 or Bob.Lewis@hughes.net or visit 
www.StMarysRiver.org 
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