Upper Cumberland River Basin Team Meetings
Minutes
Cumberland Valley Area Development District
London, KY
September 29, 1999, 9:30 - 12:00
Attendees
Morgan Jones, Division of Water, Frankfort
Lonnie Saylor, Cumberland Valley District Health Dept./Harlan Environmental Task Force
Rob Miller, Cooperative Extension Service
Joan Garrison, Division of Water, London
Dan Bond, ASPI
Jerry Waddle, Citizen/Watershed Watch
Jeff Litteral, Citizen/Watershed Watch
Matt Richey, Division of Forestry
Lee Colten, Division of Water, Frankfort

Review minutes and assignments from last meeting
Lee Colten explained that notices to River Basin Team (RBT) members to announce the Interagency Monitoring Workgroup (IMW) meetings were simply a courtesy. RBT members were not expected to attend Frankfort meetings, though they are welcome to attend if they so choose.

Monitoring
Joan Garrison reported that the community colleges were not set up to do monitoring. Lee confirmed this with his discussions with Ken Cooke. Morgan Jones reported that he was in the process of putting an MOA in place with EKI to do (mostly) terrestrial biological monitoring on Martins Fork, inventorying about a 10-acre tract. This reach already has lots of reference reach biological and water quality data; however, the MOA will include some instream monitoring. Morgan agreed to provide Lee a copy of the Cumberland Gap Park Service monitoring plan for Martins Fork and to call Jack Collier and invite him to these meetings.

Lee provided the group with copies of the IWM meeting on September 27th. He reviewed the assignments and information learned regarding potential resources (see minutes of last UC RBT meeting).

Jerry Waddle asked about how the water districts would be involved in the watershed process. Lee responded that this process could lead to identification of new potential problems in their supply area, refinement or revision of their water supply plans, and potential resources to address these problems. Local direction of this process will be greater as the cycle proceeds towards year five. Consumer Confidence Reports were cited as a way to raise public awareness. Jeff Litteral said he had received one from his water utility. Jerry had a letter from EPA on this issue.

Lee described the general approach of the IMW as targeting the downstream end of each fourth order watershed for biology, and about thirty sites for water quality. The group should begin to think about where they want to place these sites – what are areas of concern where we need more information. He outlined the IWM discussion and the four primary objects of water quality sampling: TMDLs, reference/least impacted site characterization, land use characterization, and following a hierarchical approach (see IWM minutes from 9/27/99). The team asked that Lee bring a listing of existing sites from DOW reference reach and ambient monitoring networks and a map showing DOW’s proposed sites for the hierarchical approach. Lee further explained that, following this year 1-2 agency monitoring, TMDL monitoring will follow in year 2-3, then monitoring in year 3-4 will follow to assist with action planning development and implementation targeting. Given this approach, Dan Bond expressed a desire to heavily weight the site selection to the hierarchical approach; he proposed a 50% hierarchical approach, 20% to TMDLs and some to targeted problem areas. Lee promised to try to bring a map of the water quality sites as proposed by DOW to the next meeting. Another issues that Jeff Litteral raised was the need to site monitoring locations near gaging stations; Lee explained DOW’s current approach of using the "tape down" stage level measurements.

Some discussion was directed at the need to quantify and isolate sources of sedimentation in the basin. Sedimentation from silviculture, mining, and agriculture are serious problems. Lee discussed an EPA approach is may get some use in Kentucky soon.

Someone asked about groundwater. Lee explained that groundwater programs are represented on the IMW. When asked if Watershed Watch was doing any well monitoring, some said that there was no interest.

Basin Status Report
Lee asked the group if they approved of the outline he handed out at the last meeting and reiterated the rationale for this approach. No objections were raised.

Next the group discussed types of information to be presented in their four-page section. The primary issues raised were wastewater (particularly straight pipes), illegal dumps, mining, silviculture, and special resources.

Wastewater and illegal dumps could be present on one map as (1) the number of sites with illegal dumps (by size, if possible) (see Richard Thomas, NREPC), and (2) percentage of households not on sewage collection system. [Lonnie Saylor asked Lee Colten to send him a copy of the Harlan County straight pipe maps.] Mining could be presented as abandoned mine lands (Lee to contact DSMRE for data). Matt Richey will investigate some kind of single/simple forest health indicator to represent the area; he will also provide some pictures and text on the general condition of the resource today. Morgan Jones will provide text and pictures for the Wild Rivers. 

He will also get GIS coverages (if available) from the National Park Service for Big South Fork and Cumberland Gap. Lee will provide a map of use support (preferably using the Salt River basin status report color scheme). Lee will call Nature Preserves Commission on information on threatened and endangered species (T&E) in the basin and information on extant species. Lonnie Saylor will provide text on straight pipes and check with the ADDs regarding data they have on this issue. Joan Garrison will provide good, bad, and ugly pictures. Lee will call Cathy Hall for her to prepare text and pictures on solid waste/dump issues. To address mining, Joan Garrison will invite Robert Wittenback of the Office of Surface Mining (in London) to attend the meetings and provide mining information/text/pictures. Beyond the land use activities mentioned above, no interest was expressed in presenting information on cultural issues. Lee will check with Rossetta Fackler, of DOW Nonpoint Source Section, about helping with section #11, "What to do?" This needs to include information on Consumer Confidence Reports. Lee will also have a map prepared to include drinking water intakes and KPDES discharge points on one map; the county colors could be shaded to indicate the number of straight pipes (from ADD data). A map on land cover was also suggested.

Assignments
Morgan Jones will:
· contact Jack Collier to attend monitoring and/or RBT meetings 

· copy Park Service monitoring plan for Lee Colten 

· provide text and pictures on Wild Rivers 

Lee Colten will:
· have draft hierarchical monitoring map for review and comments 

· have list of reference reach and ambient monitoring sites 

· have draft map on: % households not on public sewer service (by county or census tract or use ADD data to show points) and # sites with illegal dumps (show points from dumps database) [present on one map] 

· contact DSMRE regarding AML data for mapping extend of mining threats 

· contact Nature Preserves Commission on list of T&E species and extant species of Upper Cumberland 

· contact Cathy Hall for text and statistics on illegal dumps in region 

· contact Rosetta Fackler, of DOW Nonpoint Source Section, to help with section #11, "What to do?" 

· provide draft map of drinking water intakes and KPDES discharge points with shaded county back-drop to indicate # of straight pipes 

· provide use support map 

Matt Richey will:
· research a forest health indicator for presenting status of the resource 

· provide statistics on extent and condition of resource 

Lonnie Saylor will:
· provide text and pictures on straight pipes 

· check with ADD on straight pipe data 

Joan Garrison will:
· provide good, bad, and ugly pictures of the region 

· invite Robert Wittenback, of OSM in London, to RBT meeting and for mining information 

Next meeting
October 21, 1999, 9:30 - 12:00, Location: Somerset Community College, London, KY
