Kentucky River Basin Team Meetings
Minutes
February 28, 2000
BGADD Conference Room, 1:00 PM
 

Next meeting: 1:00 pm, Tuesday, March 21, Bluegrass ADD conference room.
Attending: Barry Back, Erman Caudill, David Edwards, Greg Epp, Don Hassall, Dwight Hitch, Peggy Jackson, Benjy Kinman, Jim Kipp, Will Lacy, Lindell Ormsbee, Leon Smothers, Jim Tolliver. Also attending: Lee Colten, Bob Cornett, Bob Volk. Minutes reported by Greg Epp.
Lindell Ormsbee distributed the final version of a report funded by the Kentucky River Authority (KRA) and prepared by the Kentucky Water Research Institute (KWRI) "Summary Report: Kentucky River Watershed Watch Data Collection Effort." A large proportion of high metals values in the synoptic dataset were at just three sites. Fecal coliform and phosphorus were the most widespread problems detected. More sampling sites in the headwaters region and in the far north of the basin are desirable, and more frequent measurements would be especially helpful for fecal coliform data.
Bob Cornett summarized the Kentucky River Renaissance program, a project of the Teachers Forum that would establish in participating school districts a comprehensive educational theme linked to the Kentucky River. The river would provide a point of connection for students and communities and tie together aquatic science, the river’s history as a transportation link, and its cultural associations, among other aspects. By emphasizing the way in which communities and individuals are intertwined with the river and its watersheds, the program would enhance awareness of watersheds and water issues. Cornett welcomed ideas from the team for projects that could link students with real-world activities related to the river.
Jim Tolliver reported on several sites in Letcher County that are frequently the subject of questions from constituents and which he plans to sample to establish whether there is reason for concern. These include regions above the Blackey and Whitesburg intakes, a creek draining a closed landfill, and the area around a petrol depot. He also noted that more frequent KRWW sampling is essential to establish trends in fecal coliform, due to the high variability in that parameter. Leon Smothers observed that the incongruities in the fecal data this summer may be the result of pulsed flow due to dry tributaries being flushed by occasional storms. Bob Cornett inquired whether any money from the Abandoned Mining Lands fund might become available for water quality projects. The consensus was that this was not likely.
Greg Epp noted that UK Ag Extension will observe May as Water Awareness Month; he has a copy of the information packet going out to extension agents, provided by Kim Henken. It includes educational activities and games for various ages, material on ag water quality plans, and informational brochures on household water conservation, septic systems, cisterns, and water quality. He reported that Jeno Balassa has left his position at KRA and therefore with the basin team. He also distributed a revised listing of the publications to be produced under the watershed framework, noting especially that the Prioritization List will be called a Ranked Watersheds List and that it will be combined with the Assessment Report as a single publication. He highlighted the most important tasks the team will need to complete over the next few months: reviewing the ranking results, planning and executing the targeting process, and basinwide networking, possibly via development of a regional organization. Copies of the Division of Water’s guidelines on the use of volunteer data and of the Environmental Quality Commission’s report Onsite Sewage in Kentucky were distributed to team members for their reference. Benjy Kinman provided Kentucky’s Boating and Fishing Access Sites, published by the Dept. of Fish and Wildlife Resources and containing maps and tables organized on a watershed basis.
Greg Epp introduced the subject of watershed ranking and weighting. The ranking formula will be used to divide the 97 watersheds in the basin into three groups, according to a formula that integrates indicators for a wide variety of observed and potential problems for each watershed. The ranking process and ranked list are meant to be tools for targeting, rather than endpoints, and the list is therefore a guide with a relatively coarse level of resolution. The formula provides for weighting of each indicator according to the relative importance assigned to it by the team. Epp recommended that we reach consensus on a fairly simple scheme of weightings. He distributed copies of the indicators and asked members to consider the weightings in the next few weeks. Lee Colten pointed out that a weighting of zero could be selected, which would essentially eliminate that indicator from consideration. He also noted that our decisions will set precedents that may be followed by the other basins.
The metrics for observed and potential flooding were reconsidered. Leon Smothers argued that insurance claims and policy values would not give a representative indication of flood risk, given that some counties do not participate in the flood insurance program and that policies are often carried for several years after a flood event but then fall off. He proposed that a single flood metric be used and that the number of flood declarations, for which there are 30 years of data, was the best indicator currently available. Flood plain mapping will eventually make it possible to use the percentage of area in the flood plain, but data are not yet mapped for the whole state. Using the presence or absence of a flood management program was also considered. The consensus of the meeting was that number of flood declarations should be the metric employed.
Peggy Jackson expressed concern that local pesticide sales figures might not adequately represent the distribution of pesticide application among watersheds, since a few suppliers serve wide surrounding areas. Lindell Ormsbee acknowledged the validity of her concern, but emphasized that the formula is a first-cut ranking tool, designed to use already available data. Epp noted that the team could consider the data available in making weighting decisions about each indicator. The team can also consider the effects of data limitations during the targeting phase.
Don Hassall inquired whether there were any issues to discuss related to proposed legislation, and noted that our March meeting will take place near the close of the legislative session. Lindell Ormsbee mentioned the legislation affecting the Kentucky River Authority was pending and that the KRA viewed the bill as in line with its present direction and goals. Don Hassall reported that the EPA grant to develop stakeholder groups in the Bluegrass had not been funded. Competition was intense: only a handful of the many proposals submitted in our region were forwarded to Washington for consideration, and fewer than half of these will be funded.
Discussion of the targeting process, team communications, and meetings at other sites were deferred to March.  

The next meeting will be at 1:00 pm, Tuesday, March 21, 2000, in the conference room of Bluegrass Area Development (Alumni at New Circle, in Lexington). 

