GREEN-TRADEWATER RIVER BASIN TEAM MEETING
Minutes
June 24, 2003 
Location:
KY Dept. of Fish & Wildlife Resources, Div. Of Fisheries, SW Fisheries District 
970 Bennett Lane, Bowling Green, KY  42101 
Attendees: Bonny Laflin (KF&WR), Dale Reynolds (KDOW), Don Becker (TVA), Pat Neichter (ACOE), Ritchie Taylor (WKU), and Steve Kellerman (KDWM). 
Dale reviewed the prioritization process and the weightings that were assigned to various categories at our May meeting. He presented the assessment summaries for those stream segments and lakes that were surveyed, a list of the top 25 highest rated stream segments at this time, and a map showing the locations of the top ten HUC 11 watersheds. 
Pat pointed out that changing weightings in database has minimal effect on rankings due to large number of factors and overall formula structure. 
Dale pointed out that we have stream segments in the top 25 that appear to have historic support for their ranking, as opposed to data accumulated during the assessment phase for our basin. Case in point, Flat Creek. 
Bonny pointed out that Flat Creek has been channelized, receives acid mine drainage, and is practically devoid of habitat. He added that it has been that way for years. 
Dale stated that given the data we have, our collective personal knowledge of these watersheds, and our goal of selecting some number of watersheds and directing our efforts to elicit some beneficial change in those watersheds, how does the group want to proceed. Do we want to pick key on restoration only, or do we want to do some preservation too. The consensus was that we should definitely include one or more watersheds for preservation. Another point agreed to was that the team needed to know what was the cause for each of the top 25 to rise to be ranked so high. 
Don suggested that we consider whether the watersheds are rural vs. urban nature of watersheds. It was agreed that all of the top 25 are predominantly rural in nature. Don later mentioned that we should consider the development potential of the watersheds (i.e. if they contain communities or industrial parks that will benefit from stream work.) 
Ritchie suggested that it would be helpful to know if the listed streams are drinking water sources, since it would garner local support for a project that would benefit their drinking water source. 
Dale asked if the group would like to include any lakes in the prioritization process. This discussion followed a statement about how hard it is to impact water quality of large lakes. The feeling was that if the lake was small enough and the addressing the cause was technically feasible, we should consider them, especially, if it was an easy fix. 
Ritchie suggested we look at whether the source is point vs. nonpoint, because point sources are more easily addressed. 
Pat also suggested we key on feasible/doable projects where local support is most likely. 
For the next meeting Dale was assigned the following tasks: 
· Research causes/sources for top 25 stream segments and small lakes. 
· Indicate whether the source is point or nonpoint 
· Determine if the stream or lake is a drinking water source 
· Are there any industrial parks (potential development) in the watershed 
· Is the watershed karst 
Visit our web site at http://www.watersheds.ky.gov for news / mapping tools/ funding directory/ RBT info 
The next RBT meeting will be held on July 15, 2003
  
 

