
CWAC Meeting Minutes 
DRAFT 

September 12, 2019 
 
Present for the meeting: 
 
Joyce Manchester 
John Brabant 
Larry Becker 
Ron Krauth 
John Hoogenboom 
Stewart Clark 
Rich Turner 
Amy Hornblas (note taker and facilitator) 
 
 
No public comment. 
 
Corrections to the minutes from August 8th meeting: 

 P.2, line 29:  Add “Gianna informed the group that, at the present, water quality testing 
is complaint driven.” 

 P. 2, line 31:  delete “on pesticide recording” and replace with “concerning the lack of 
data reporting for pesticide use.” 

 P. 3, line 14: continue sentence with “despite the lower contribution of storm water to 
the problem” 

Minutes from 8/8/19 meeting were approved with corrections. 
 
A follow-up discussion to the complaint-driven nature of water quality testing was had by the 
group, and the need for baseline measurements for constituents of concern was agreed on. 
 
Discussion of the letter describing our concerns about the Winooski River Basin Tactical Plan: 

 After trying to re-word the current version to make it clear, the group agreed that it 
should be a concise letter with only a few bulleted points.   

 Should we do a Minority Report?  We agreed we do not have the resources, but it is in 
the spirit of what we are working on. 

 The finished Basin Plan is not reflective of what we found as we researched this topic 
over the past year.  It leaves out pollutants such as pesticides and chemical fertilizers 
altogether. 

 The letter should focus on our critique of the Basin Plan, not rely on its data to support 
our points. 

 Eliminate the whole percentages portion, which was taken from the Basin Plan and is 
based on incomplete modeling. 

 Start with a fresh framework and keep the letter as short as possible. 



 Follow the KISS (Keep It Simple, Silly) policy. 
 We discussed the fact that the CVRPC board will need to understand the letter, and we 

will need to back-up and explain whatever we put in it to them. 
 The legacy of phosphorus in the lake was explained, and how even if we reduce it now, 

that will only encourage the leaching out of the historic layers down deep.   
 We also discussed the fact that the high levels of phosphorus are due to the excessive 

use of chemical fertilizers, and they were not included in either the Basin Plan or the 
Required Agricultural Practices.  Instead, the focus by the department of Ag. has been to 
come down hard on traditional farming instead.  Traditional farming uses fertilizer 
produced on site, the very practice which is encouraged by the global community 
(including Greenpeace and others) as the solution to the phosphorus problem. 

 We also discussed other ways the interventions are either useless, or too expensive for 
the pay-off that we will ever get from them. 

 Some of the legacy phosphorus even comes naturally from the forest- should we begin 
chopping down trees?  We need to think these things through more deeply, and look at 
the long-term effects our “solutions” can have. 

 We agreed to do a little homework and compile another draft for the next meeting. 
 A discussion of the Open Meeting Law and how it relates to our work was very 

informative.  Selectboard members on the CWAC have been researching this for years 
and were able to clarify the law.  We are allowed to discuss matters with others on the 
team outside of meetings, as long as there is not a quorum present.  We are also 
allowed to do some work in the meantime, as long as decisions aren’t made, and our 
process is transparent to the public.  To do so, Amy will keep a printed copy of the group 
emails concerning our letter draft and bring that printed version to the next meeting to 
be kept in the minutes and made public. 

 
Homework:  CWAC members are invited to write a couple of sentences supporting a point (or 
two) that we feel should be made in our letter.  It can be a suggestion for an introduction or 
conclusion, or for the bulleted points we want to make.  It should be a point you understand 
and can get behind.  Amy will compile them and send out the “Draft in Progress” as we go 
along, to be discussed and voted on at our next meeting. 
 
We adjourned the meeting at 5:30 pm. 
 
Next Meeting:  October 10th from 4:00 – 6:00 

 
 


