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9 to 6.  This vote came after numerous attempts to amend the bill; all amendments would have removed the VMRC authority to issue permits on such projects.  





    Senator Williams communicated frustration with the environmental and conservation community as well as the Warner administration, and vowed to continue his efforts to "streamline" the process.  He was quoted in the papers as saying, "Tayloe Murphy and the Chesapeake Bay Foundation and the Sierra Club are all on the same page. They don't want these projects to be built."





    The results of the votes in the 2004 General Assembly are attributable to the large-scale, statewide efforts of conservation groups and individuals to voice their opinions against the City's attempts to end-run the permitting process.  Sub-Committee hearings, as well as full Committee hearings were packed with Mattaponi proponents.  Native Americans, riparian landowners, environmental groups, and citizens all strongly opposed the construction of this reservoir.  Calls, Emails and letters literally flooded the members of both the Senate and House of Delegates.  Environmental alerts were sent, speakers orchestrated, and a core environmental and conservation group leaders doggedly tracked every move on all three bills.





    There is speculation and concern about what will happen next in the City's quest to build the KWR.  It now appears the VMRC has agreed to hold another hearing on the KWR; at their 24 February 2004 meeting, they will hold a closed-door session with the City to determine how this hearing will be conducted.  The City had taken VMRC to court in an effort to force them to hold court -like hearings on the project.  The City is also addressing additional funds at their 24 February 2004 City Council meeting to continue their legislative and legal fight to pursue the reservoir.





    We can be assured that though several major battles were won in Richmond, the war is far from over.  Whether the legislative front will continue to be pushed by the City in future General Assemblies remains to be seen, but it is certain that the legal maneuverings on both sides are far from over.  As Senator. Bolling so astutely stated in Sub Committee and in Full Committee, this issue will not be decided in the General Assembly, but in the courts.


 





 --Tom Miller, FORVA�








Update on Legislation Related to King William


Reservoir  





     In recent weeks, there has been a flurry of activity across the Commonwealth and in particular in the General Assembly regarding the City of Newport News' efforts to build a water supply reservoir (King William Reservoir) on Cohoke Mill Creek in King William County, about 45 miles east of Richmond between the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Rivers.   





     Last Spring, the Virginia Marine Resources Commission (VMRC) denied the City's permit request to place water intakes in the Mattaponi River, based on the detrimental effect such withdrawal would have on the threatened American shad population that annually spawns in the Mattaponi.  The denial set legislators in the Newport News area into action; they introduced legislation that would bypass the VMRC decision, granting direct authority to withdraw the water from the Mattaponi River.





    Three bills related to the King William Reservoir (KWR) were introduced into the 2004 Virginia General Assembly as follows:





· HB797, Patron Delegate Oder, granting easement by legislation to .9 acres on the Mattaponi for water withdrawal.





· SB420, Patron Senator Wagner, granting easement by legislation to .9 acres on the Mattaponi for water withdrawal.





· SB109, Patron Senator Williams, removing the VMRC from the permitting process in the future, but would not effecting the current decision on the KWR.��     HB797 was defeated (tabled) 20 to 1, with Delegate. Terrie Suit (Virginia Beach, Chesapeake) the one dissenting vote.





    SB420 was defeated 13 to 0 in the Senate Committee on Conservation, Agriculture and Natural Resources, after Delegate Wagner requested the bill tabled due to on-going negations between the VMRC and the City.  These negotiations addressed VMRC holding another hearing on the KWR. 





    SB109 faired a bit better, but was ultimately defeated (not reported out of Committee) by a vote of








