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Proposed PA Clean Streams 

Fund to Focus on “Non-

Point” Source Water 

Pollution 
 

ennsylvania has been blessed with over 

85,000 miles of rivers and streams – the 

highest density of any state in the continental 

United States. Just about every Pennsylvanian lives 

within walking distance of a river, stream or 

“crick.” – so many that a map of these waters 

covers the entire state in blue. 

 

     Unfortunately, the abundance of water in our 

state has allowed it to be taken for granted. A 

reliable supply of clean water has built our towns, 

grown our industries, and fed our people, but 

historic practices have left that water in worse shape 

than we found it. 

 

     Almost one-third of Pennsylvania’s surface 

water does not meet state water quality standards 

for either fish or human health. On a map, these 

“impaired” waters are depicted as bright red 

blemishes in every corner of the state. In reality, 

these waters scar our landscape and diminish our 

economy. 

 

     We now have multiple generations of 

Pennsylvanians who see a highly polluted orange 

stream as natural or believe that rain-swollen creeks 

are supposed to look like chocolate milk. They’re 

not. In accepting these polluted waters as normal, 

Pennsylvania towns and cities pay millions more to 

treat our drinking water supplies and squander 

millions of dollars in recreation and economic 

development opportunities. 

 

     Of the known sources of impairment, 70 percent 

are attributed to either agriculture or abandoned 

mine drainage (AMD). Both sources are known as 

“non-point” pollution. They are diffuse across the 

landscape, often on private land, and are not 

regulated like an end-of-pipe “point” source such as 

a wastewater treatment plant. 

 

     Without a regulatory permit, and without any 

ratepayers or user fees to support them, the burden 

of protecting our local streams and creeks from non-

point sources falls on individual farmers and 

landowners. But the impacts of non-point pollution 

– and the benefits of its clean-up – are felt by all of 

us, and we all have a role to play in ensuring the 

cleanup of Pennsylvania’s impaired waters. 

 

     That is why we are proposing a new “Clean 

Streams Fund” for Pennsylvania, dedicated to the 

practices and programs that will address non-point 

sources and invest in the future of our farms and 

communities. 

 

     How will Pennsylvania Pay for this? 

 

     The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (aka 

Federal COVID Stimulus) has provided almost $7 

billion to Pennsylvania for several dedicated uses, 

one of which is water infrastructure. We propose 

$250 million, a mere fraction of a percent of 
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Pennsylvania’s allocation, go toward establishing 

a new Clean Streams Fund. 

 

     Non-point sources are best addressed through 

“best management practices” (BMPs). These BMPs 

are relatively low-tech and low-cost compared to 

engineered water treatment plants, yet they yield 

substantial improvements to water quality. 

 

     Some examples of agricultural BMPs are grassed 

or forested stream buffers, cover crops, no-till 

farming (planting into the residue of the last crop 

rather than plowing), fencing livestock out of 

streams except for managed crossings, barnyard 

improvements, and manure storage. 

 

     For mitigating AMD, the most effective BMPs 

involve creating a series of treatment pools that 

allow sediments and minerals to settle out of the 

water, buffered by limestone and vegetation, before 

re-emerging into a free-flowing stream. 

 

     Although these practices are critically needed to 

restore Pennsylvania’s streams and rivers, the cost 

for this work far exceeds current funding. For 

example, the cost to mitigate AMD statewide is $1 

billion. The cost to eliminate nonpoint pollution 

from agriculture is $1.25 billion in just the 

Susquehanna watershed, an area representing only 

half of the full state. 

 

A High Return on Investment 

 

     Despite the costs, local economic benefits of 

these practices are far greater. 

 

     Non-point BMPs require materials, equipment 

and labor that are sourced locally. For every dollar 

invested, $1.60 is returned to the community. For 

every mile of stream improved, over $100,000 will 

be generated in the local economy from improved 

fishing and boating opportunities. Every ten percent 

increase in tree cover reduces water treatment costs 

by 20 percent. 

 

     Furthermore, new mapping and data technology 

is now available to identify the most strategic places 

and practices for action, so that we will see real 

improvement in our local waters in the shortest 

amount of time. 

 

     A Clean Streams Fund should be permanently 

created by law. The stimulus money must be spent 

by 2024, and the initial infusion of $250 million can 

be used to accelerate and expand the work needed 

to restore Pennsylvania’s clean water, but a long-

term funding source will need to be identified to 

sustain our efforts after the stimulus money runs 

out. A long-term investment will reap long-term 

economic and water quality rewards. 

 

     The pandemic has underscored the vital 

importance of a local food supply, abundant natural 

resources and accessible outdoor recreation. By 

using a small part of federal relief funds to shore up 

the health of these vital industries and grow the 

economy as a whole, future generations of 

Pennsylvanians might only know streams that run 

clean and can be safely enjoyed by everyone. 

 

Source:  Sen. Gene Yaw (R-23); Sen. Scott Martin 

(R-13), Sen. Dan Laughlin (R-49), 8/11/2021 

 

CBF Praises Additional 

USDA Funding in Senate 

Budget Resolution 
  

he Chesapeake Bay Foundation (CBF) 

praised the fiscal year 2022 Senate budget 

resolution introduced on August 9, 2021 for 

including an increase of $135 billion over ten years 

for U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) 

programs.  

  

     The $3.5 trillion budget resolution directs the 

Senate Agriculture Committee to write legislation 

detailing how USDA should allocate the additional 

funds, which work out to $13.5 billion annually 

from fiscal 2022 through fiscal 2031. These 

directions are known as "reconciliation 

instructions."  

  

     The budget resolution directs all Senate 

committees given reconciliation instructions to draft 

legislation carrying out those instructions by 

September 15. The Senate Budget Committee then 

combines the finished bills into a single piece of 

legislation for the chamber to consider. Senate 

budget rules only require a simple majority of 50 
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votes, or 51 in the case of a tie, to pass a 

reconciliation bill. 

  

     Chesapeake Bay Foundation (CBF) Federal 

Executive Director Denise Stranko released the 

following statement: 

  

     "CBF is pleased to see the Senate budget 

resolution includes an additional $135 billion over 

ten years for USDA programs. We urge Congress, 

starting with the Senate Agriculture Committee, to 

seize the opportunity to make game-changing 

investments in the Chesapeake Bay watershed that 

will both reduce pollution and implement farming 

practices that help combat climate change. 

  

     "The Chesapeake Bay region's states have less 

than five years left to adopt practices necessary to 

restore the Bay and its waterways, and 80 percent of 

the remaining pollution reductions must come from 

agriculture.  

  

     "CBF thanks Bay delegation members of the 

Senate Budget Committee, Sens. Mark Warner (D-

Va.), Tim Kaine (D-Va.), and Chris Van Hollen (D-

Md.), along with Bay advocates Sens. Ben Cardin 

(D-Md.) and Chris Coons (D-De.). We also thank 

Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.), 

Senate Majority Whip Dick Durbin (D-Ill.), Senate 

Budget Committee Chairman Bernie Sanders (D-

Vt), and Senate Agriculture Chairwoman Debbie 

Stabenow (D-Mich.) for ensuring the Senate budget 

resolution included more money for USDA." 

 

Source:  CBF Press Release, 8/9/2021 

 

Statement from CBF 

President William C. Baker 

on Senate Passage of 

Infrastructure Bill 
  

he Chesapeake Bay Foundation (CBF) 

welcomed the August 10, 2021 passage by 

the U.S. Senate of a $1.2 trillion 

infrastructure bill that would increase funding for 

EPA’s Chesapeake Bay Program by $238 million 

over five years. The bipartisan bill, which passed on 

a 69-30 vote, would also boost funds available for 

upgrading municipal wastewater treatment plants.    

    

     The Chesapeake Bay Program, which EPA 

administers, is the glue that holds together the 

federal-state partnership to save the Bay and the 

local creeks, streams, and rivers that feed into it. It 

provides grant money for restoration projects and 

scientific research needed to save the Bay.   

    

     EPA’s most important responsibility in the 

cleanup is to keep the six watershed states and the 

District of Columbia on track to implement the 

pollution-reduction strategies they agreed to in the 

Chesapeake Clean Water Blueprint 

https://www.cbf.org/how-we-save-the-

bay/chesapeake-clean-water-blueprint/what-is-the-

chesapeake-clean-water-blueprint.html by the 2025 

deadline.   

   

     Four states and D.C. are in good shape, but 

Pennsylvania, and to a lesser extent New York, is 

sorely deficient. Last year, CBF and its partners 

filed suit against EPA https://www.cbf.org/news-

media/newsroom/2020/federal/cbf-to-sue-epa-over-

failure-to-hold-pennsylvania-and-new-york-

accountable.html for not ensuring the 

Commonwealth’s plan will meet its obligations. 

Many of the region’s attorneys general filed a 

similar suit.   

  

     EPA also runs the Clean Water State Revolving 

Fund (SRF), which provides low-cost financing to 

help local communities afford infrastructure 

improvement projects critical to improving water 

quality in the Bay watershed. The Senate-passed 

infrastructure bill would give SRF funding a $2.4 

billion boost in fiscal year 2022.  

   

     CBF President William C. Baker issued the 

following statement:    

   

     “An infusion of $238 million for the Bay 

Program and additional funds for improving 

wastewater treatment are critical to save the Bay. 

We thank the Congressional Bay delegation  

senators. This bill provides a good down payment.  

    

     “Recent declines in grasses and the impact on 

crabs are frightening. Now more than ever we need 
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to invest in the Bay. Without underwater grasses, 

there are no crabs.   

    

     “Pollution reductions must be significantly 

accelerated to meet the Chesapeake Clean Water 

Blueprint’s 2025 deadline – especially in 

Pennsylvania and from agriculture.    

    

     “Pennsylvania’s current plan doesn’t come close 

to addressing water quality there, nor help the Bay 

downstream. CBF is suing EPA in federal court – 

again. EPA must enforce the Clean Water Act and 

ensure Pennsylvania meets its commitments.   

    

     “Pennsylvania’s farmers also need more help. 

Additional USDA funding for Pennsylvania farmers 

would be a wise investment. Regenerative 

agriculture! It keeps the soil on the farm, out of the 

water, and also helps to address climate change.   

    

     “President Biden, EPA, and our elected officials 

can still write the greatest environmental success 

story the world has ever seen. CBF looks forward to 

working with Congress to strengthen this bill and 

other legislation to ensure we don’t let our last, best 

opportunity to restore the Bay slip away. Together 

we can still save the Bay, but only if EPA does its 

job. Hold Pennsylvania accountable.”   

 

Source:  CBF Press Release, 8/10/2021 

 

PUC Chief Counsel Hicks 

Tapped for Judicial 

Nomination Advisory Panel 

for Middle District of 

Pennsylvania  
 

Panel Will Screen Applicants for Federal Judicial 

Vacancies for Consideration by Pennsylvania's U.S. 

Senators 

 

he Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission's 

(PUC) Chief Counsel - Renardo "Rick" L. 

Hicks - has been named to a Judicial 

Nomination Advisory Panel for the Middle District 

of Pennsylvania. 

 

     The advisory panel was established by 

Pennsylvania U.S. Senators Bob Casey and Pat 

Toomey to review applications from persons 

interested in being considered for appointment to 

the position of Federal District Court Judge for the 

Middle District of Pennsylvania. The U.S. District 

Court for the MDPA serves 33 counties from 

offices in Scranton, Harrisburg, Williamsport and 

Wilkes-Barre. 

 

     "I am honored to be part of this bipartisan 

process to identify and support highly-qualified 

judicial candidates to serve on the federal bench in 

Pennsylvania," noted Chief Counsel Hicks. 

 

     The advisory panel will screen applicants for 

judicial vacancies and submit the names of qualified 

applicants to the Senators for their consideration. 

Since 2011, during both Democratic and 

Republican presidential administrations, 

Pennsylvania's two Senators have worked together 

to submit consensus candidates for Federal District 

Court seats in Pennsylvania. 

 

About the PUC 

 

     The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

balances the needs of consumers and utilities; 

ensures safe and reliable utility service at 

reasonable rates; protects the public interest; 

educates consumers to make independent and 

informed utility choices; furthers economic 

development; and fosters new technologies and 

competitive markets in an environmentally sound 

manner. 

 

     Visit the PUC's website at 

http://www.puc.pa.gov/ for recent news releases and 

video of select proceedings. You can also follow us 

on Twitter, Facebook, LinkedIn, Instagram and 

YouTube. Search for the "Pennsylvania Public 

Utility Commission" or "PA PUC" on your favorite 

social media channel for updates on utility issues 

and other helpful consumer information. 

 

Source: PUC Press Release, 8/13/2021 

 

# # # # # # # 

 

    This newsletter provides general information, 

not legal advice as to any specific matter.  It 
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should not be used as a substitute for appropriate 

legal advice. 


