Licking River Basin Team Meetings
Minutes
Licking River Basin Public Meeting and Team Meeting
November 28, 2000
Participants:
Mike Mattox
Jim Gibson
Marc Hult
Lew Kornman
Tom Leith
Michael Rice
Jon Walker
Pat Neichter
Pamla Wood
Overview
According to the Framework schedule, the assessment should be complete and ranking and targeting should be halfway complete. DOW’s Tom VanArsdall has completed the "305b," regulatory assessment, except where data is not yet entered. Pamla said it is necessary to focus on ranking, to begin working towards the "HUC publication," and to conduct outreach so as to have adequate information for targeting.
General Announcements
· Lew offered copies of Kentucky’s Boating and Fishing Access Sites to everyone; this is the first such guide and it has a lot of information.
· Pamla said the Cooperative Extension’s Master Water Educator training went well. The volunteers are committing to an 18-month project. A list of volunteers, their areas and contact numbers are included at the end of this report.
· The Kentucky Water Resources Research Institute has announced the annual grant program. These grants are generally given to or through colleges and universities. Pamla has more information.
· 150 Fellowships are available for summer 2001 study of biology or environmental science at Princeton University are available for science teachers, grades 6-12. Deadline is January 16. Pamla has more information.
· Pamla said a suspended sediment sampler has been pilot-tested by the Division of Water. It requires some construction but is easy to set up and use, once assembled. Hopefully, this means more sediment information will be available in the next few years. Contact her for more information.
"Slide show"
Pamla showed excerpts from PowerPoint presentations she assembled for training Master Water Educators. She asked which Team members would use slides if provided, and which slides would be useful. Marc Hult said overheads work just as well; Tom Leith was the only one who said he preferred slides.
Pamla will either figure out how to put the presentations on the web or send them to Marc to do so.
Lew said the show lacks fish information; he has many slides. Others said presentations should be as site-specific as possible, and show the indices of the area. However, if Team members wait until the 11-digit specific information is available, presentations are not likely to be available for another six months.
Ranking procedure update and ranking factors
Status: DOW’s Steve Bolssen is making progress in processing the data for the ranking procedure. Pamla passed around maps showing distribution of data for potential contamination score (number of landfills, underground storage tanks, and hazardous waste sites); animal waste units; discharge violations; and fill permits.
Factoring in "complaints": Pamla recommended discarding data from the DOW "complaints" database, because it appears to indicate population density rather than issues and because inspectors are not recording the type of problems.
Factoring in flood potential: Pamla also recommended discarding fill permits as a factor, because there are so few (maximum six per county). She agreed to see if digital floodplain maps are available; Marc would like to use "per cent area in a 100-year floodplain" as a factor.
Stream characteristics: There was also discussion about stream and aquatic life characteristics throughout the region; Pamla said these are important to the "HUC publication," but questioned how to use them in ranking. Jon said the second round of monitoring would show changes in fish population.
Regulatory-based, "305b" factors: There were many questions about the regulatory-based ("305b") assessment factors.
· Biology: How is the Index of Biological Integrity factored in? Different trophic levels? Biological data are not well explained in the Kentucky report.
· Chemistry: What about stream chemistry? Temperature? Fecal coliform? It is important to protect cold water streams; does the Division of Water believe that all these have been identified?
In conclusion, the Team decided to invite Tom VanArsdall, the DOW expert in 305b assessment, to come talk with the Team.
Imperviousness: Pamla said that the more she learns about stream health, the more she is convinced that imperviousness is a major factor in sedimentation, which is a problem throughout much of the basin unit. She suggested coarse "mapping" of imperviousness areas by assigning a value to types of land use (high, medium, or low) and using road coverage. Jon said USFS had done something like that in the national forest, using 5 categories.
There was some interest in this idea, and Pamla was asked to assign categories for land use types (1-3), "tweak" the analysis for road density, and bring it to the Team for review. Marc pointed out that land use coverage does not show logging activities, so he suggested including more data in the process, e.g. forested lands that are protected from logging. He also wanted to bring in more detail for agricultural lands, e.g. slope and soil associations.
Runoff potential: Jon wondered why not use NRCS’ "k-factor" rather than use the runoff potential.
Weighting: Jon advocated consistency between the basins, to enable agencies and the public to make comparisons. Pamla will obtain a list of factors and weights applied in the Kentucky basin. Jon: they decided it was too arbitrary, and they didn’t weight any of them. Weighting makes it inconsistent between basins.
Second-round ranking: Marc reminded Pamla to keep a list of indicators that the Team would like to use but were deemed ineffective for this round. [A list is included at the end of this report; please review it for accuracy and completeness.]
"HUC" Assessment publication
Marc said the HUC report should show water types in the basin, i.e. cation/anion characteristics. He also said cooler streams should be highlighted.
Pamla asked each Team member to "adopt" at least one 11-digit HUC; Team members began referring to these as watershed/HUC "Champions." At the least, the Team member would find watershed area descriptions, such as those in the verbal section of the Kentucky River Basin Assessment report.
Outreach for targeting
There was discussion about how to obtain the information for targeting purposes. Are public meetings the most effective method? Daytime meetings reach agency representatives; evening meetings reach citizens; which are we looking for? People don’t attend meetings without a good reason.
Pamla passed out a draft outreach plan (dated November 22), with specific watersheds highlighted. Unfortunately, there was no time to consider which of these the Team might prioritize.
Pamla also asked HUC Champions to become aware of the attitudes and interest of their elected officials. She suggested that a few phone calls, asking "Who (else) in the community is interested?," might produce better results with less effort than public meetings.
Pamla will ask Greg Epp (Ky basin) about the benefits of their meetings, and how that Team "discovered" localized interest.
Marc advocating setting a goal of forming "Friends of" groups in a number of HUCs. Jon said to pick a few and "encourage the heck out of them."
Watershed-specific announcements
Fleming Creek: the draft TMDL report on Fleming Creek is out for public comment, available at http://www.water.ky.gov/dow/tmdl.htm. Comments are due December 15.
Gunpowder and Elijahs Creeks: The airport is under an Agreed Order regarding glycol containment and has been meeting all conditions. A summary of their efforts is attached.
Hinkston Creek: The city of Mt. Sterling is planning to build a new, much more modern wastewater treatment plant on Hinkston Creek.
Factsheets
Marc promised factsheets available at Lickingriver.org within a week. He said it would offer outlines for review, as well as [I think] the entire submittal. He has some photos. He said that any Team member with a password could make modifications. He recommended Team members "track" their edits, which is possible with a Word tool. Pamla will provide instructions to anyone who needs them to do so.
Next meeting: January 23, 2001, 9:30 – 12:30. Probably in Winchester.
Hopefully, Tom VanArsdall will be present to clarify regulatory, "305b" assessment conclusions.
Finalize a targeting outreach plan.
Finalize ranking factors and make weighting decisions.
Clarify vision and methods for the "HUC" assessment publication.
Attachments (available electronically)
Master Water Educator volunteers – contact list
Ranking Factors discarded during the first round
Activities in Gunpowder and Elijahs Creeks (Northern Kentucky Airport)
Handouts (available only in hardcopy)
Ranking factors, with current processing status
Information on the sediment sampler
Publications viewed at the meeting
Conservation Technology Information Center Catalogue
Clean Water Action Plan: Second Year Report (Federal government, Feb 2000)
Groundwater & Surface Water: Understanding the Interaction (A guide for watershed partnerships) (CTIC)
Liquid Assets 2000: America’s Water Resources at a Turning Point (EPA, May 2000)
Ground Water and Surface Water: A Single Resource (USGS circular 1139, 1999) 

