Licking River Basin Team Meetings
Minutes
June 27, 2000
Winchester office, U.S. Forest Service
Attendees:

Dave Gardner, Big Sandy Area Development District
Marc Hult, Daniel Carter Beard Environmental Center.
Tom Leith, Licking River Valley RC&D
Mike Mattox, Gateway District Health Department
Pat Neichter, Army Corps of Engineers
Neil Parsons, Big Sandy Area Development District
Barbara Risk, Division of Water, Frankfort Field Office
Jon Walker, U.S. Forest Service
George Chalfonte, U.S. Forest Service
Pamla Wood, Division of Water, Basin Coordinator (staff) 

HIGHLIGHTS:
Next meeting: August 22: Kentucky Basin’s Greg Epp will be there.
Marc, Tom and Pamla will send in a Community Rivers and Streams grant proposal for outreach work.
Marc will post fact sheets text on the web (at LickingR.org/framework).
Neil will redraft the brochure he designed for the Team/Basin.
Administrative matters: There were no corrections to the March minutes.
(Sub)watershed assessment documents
Pamla shared draft examples of the Kentucky River Basin (KRB) Team’s 11-digit Watershed assessment document,* which has descriptions and ranking figures for team use. The Team discussed ideas for similar reports for the Licking River area. Jon observed that the KRB reports show no specifics about biological sampling results. The Team discussed making the reports more useful as descriptive handouts for residents of 11-digit watersheds. (Pamla had a map* of 11-digit HUCS in the Licking Unit.) Marc said color presentations would make a big difference. Pamla said she envisions a more descriptive handout, which may need to be a separate document. Dave G. countered that numbers are important to credibility. Jon recommended beginning with a general explanation. Dave Gardner said the ADD had a publication that translates water quality information, e.g. "what fecal coliform count means to public health." He said this type of information was needed for each parameter. Pamla said web publication lends itself to a general description with links to numbers, but paper handouts pose more problems of balancing words and number. Dave G. recommended using the web for the main publication method. He said that a Magoffin County Internet server told him that 35% of the households were hooked to the Internet.
 (Sub) watershed ranking process
Pamla also presented an updated chart of GIS coverage of ranking data.* The ranking process is conducted to help the Team prioritize 11-digit watersheds. The Team will finalize ranking in the spring.
Marc wanted to know if only 1999-2000 data was being used, or was historical data used? [Pamla checked on this after the meeting. Tom Van Arsdall, who is preparing assessment sheets (a la 305b report), said he uses historical data, as available, sometimes as far back as 1992. Lee also said a general rule of 5 years could be applied.] Marc said we need something for surface water that is akin to the "Groundwater Sensitivity Zone" for groundwater. He also suggested the Sensitivity Zones weren’t a protection item as we have defined them, but rather belonged in the Potential Impact category, i.e. there is a higher chance of potential impact of a contaminant if it is in a karst (sensitive) area.
There were questions about including Corps 401 and 404 permit information. Pamla said Lee told her the 401 section is entering old data into a new data system, but it isn’t yet available.
There was discussion related to best characterizing the potential for contamination from human-derived fecal coliform. Dave G. suggested using corporate boundaries and setting a sewer line buffer for roads, combined with block population census data. He also recommended calling Health Department Environmentalists and asking what percentage of households outside the city limits have failing septic systems for straightpipes. After initially balking, Pamla agreed this was probably the best option. Tom and Mike volunteered to make calls. Dave G. also said if digital soil maps were available from NRCS, they could be tied to the ability of soils to accept septic tanks. Mike said that there might be a central data bank that could provide the number of septic permits issued, per county, since permitting began in 1986. [After the meeting, Tom spoke with several counties’ Environmentalists, who told him that they could not make an estimate of failing septic and straightpipes. Since the information would be needed for all counties in order to be useful, Tom, Mike and Pamla did not pursue this tact. In addition, Lee told Pamla that there is no digital record of septic systems permits.]
Marc wanted more information on how the assessment conclusions were drawn. He also questioned some data ranges on the chart. Pamla said the ranges are irrelevant to the Licking River in specific and that the only considerations at the moment are the first two columns: categories and their indicators.
Licking-River-specific numbers might be available for the next Team meeting. In addition, the KRB Basin Coordinator will attend the August LR Team meeting, to talk about ranking and the assessment documents.
Marc pointed out that despite the validity of criticisms, Kentucky was nonetheless ranked "B" from the National Wildlife Federation.* Greater than 50% of states flunked these ratings. In prioritization of TMDL waterways, Kentucky was ranked high.
Neil Parson’s brochure: Team members had edited Neil’s brochure on the April Cave Run trip. Neil agreed to re-draft it.
Factsheets: Marc will post factsheets text on the web at LickingR/framework. Everyone should check the site frequently, to edit, comment, and see if they can help with photos or charts.
Outreach plan
Pamla had a rough draft of an outreach plan for the Licking River unit* and one for the Salt River unit.* Barbara suggested outreach to elementary schools. Marc pointed out that outreach is different in urban areas than in rural areas. After some discussion, it was agreed to apply for a Community Rivers and Streams grant to do community outreach. Tom Leith will ask Harrison County to partner, and Marc will draft the proposal. Since Marc will leave the country on July 6, he will draft and Pamla and Tom will finalize it. Marc said it would be useful to fund work by NKU student Susan Fruitticher, who is making basin maps for Watershed Watch that show TMDL streams. She may also run some BASINS models. Pamla said Outreach would be earlier on the next meeting’s agenda.
NRCS "PL 566" funds
Pamla said that NRCS is looking for sites on which to apply land use treatments to achieve positive cost/benefit results for water quality. The precipitated a discussion about the difficulties of quantifying the impacts of excessive sediment loads. Marc said it impacts aquatic life, but he knew of no quantification data. Dave G. said that the Corps could calculate the value of lake storage, so they should be able to quantify the loss of storage due to sedimentation, not to mention dredging expenses. Specifically, Guist Creek and Dewey Lakes were mentioned. Marc said one could compare the fill rates into Cave Run and extrapolate the results to streams. Pat said it was important to remember that sediment would settle in slackwater areas of lakes, not just at the dam (where sediment is frequently measured or calculated). Recreational boating is impacted by sediment collected in slackwater areas, and perhaps a value could be determined for that. Pamla will take these suggestions to Peggy Jackson, NRCS-DOW liaison.
Dry dams for the South Fork
Pamla said she talked to Clyde Hicks, from the City of Cynthiana. He said the Corps is continuing to explore dry dams as a solution to flooding along the South Fork. Dry dams allow normal flow and slow down higher water. Proposed locations are Hinkston Creek northeast of Middlesburg and Strodes Creek near Stoner. Dave G. said there is one in Salyersville already, at the cut-through. Dry dams may be shaped as drawn below. Marc said that dam removal is going on in much of the country and Kentucky should take heed.
Conservation Reserve Program (CRP)
Pamla said that Doug Hines told her the CRP program had been "fixed." It now offers up to 90% of fencing costs, tree-planting, and alternative water and improved rental rates that are competititive with other pasturing animals. Riparian areas (50-180 feet) are offered $150 bonus, plus rental, plus up to 90%cost share.
Next meeting: August 22. Location to be announced.
*Enclosures (These will be sent to those not present):
KRB assessment document; 11-Digit HUC map; GIS coverage of ranking data; NWF Kentucky Report Card; LR Outreach plan draft; Salt R. Outreach plan; NPS conference reports; article about Tobacco-dependent counties. 

