Kentucky River Basin Team Meetings
Minutes
May 19, 2000
***NO JUNE MEETING. NEXT MEETING: 1 PM, JULY 12, BGADD CONFERENCE ROOM.***
Present: Barry Back, Erman Caudill, Greg Epp, Stephen Fisher, David Gabbard, Peggy Jackson, Benjy Kinman, Lindell Ormsbee, Ed Neal. Minutes reported by Greg Epp.
Kentucky Rural Water Association Presentation
Barry Back introduced Joe Burns, hydrogeologist with the Kentucky Rural Water Association, who made a presentation on their wellhead protection area program. The RWA has a contract with the KRA to evaluate groundwater drinking water systems, do a pollution risk inventory, and establish three-zone groundwater protection areas. They aim to complete the process for 13 systems each year. Two public meetings and establishment of a local planning team are standard procedure. Working with the teams, they establish a management plan and an emergency plan to protect the water. Groundwater protection area zones include Zone 1 (based on a 180-day time of travel), Zone 2 (a buffer zone), and Zone 3 (the entire contribution area). The pollution inventory includes a risk assessment (high, medium, and low) and mapping onto DOQQs. Once the plans are in place, execution is the responsibility of the local system. The state funds the posting of signs along all roads crossing the protection area. Education programs are generally a component of the plan also. Burns also noted that the state’s pws.shp shapefile is a far from complete coverage of water systems in our basin.
Bourbon Spill Fish Kill
Benjy Kinman made a report on the Kentucky River fish kill, which was moving down Pool 1 at the time. Effects were moderate in Pool 5, but as the slug slowed in Pool 4, the kill began. A near-total kill is expected in Pools 3, 2, and 1, right down to the Ohio. The 7-mile block of water includes a zone of near-zero oxygen (0.2 mg/L) that was 4 miles long and is now 2 miles long. Water for several miles behind the oxygen-free zone is oxygen depleted. The deoxygenation is attributed to unidentified organisms metabolizing the carbohydrates. Some tributaries are black with fleeing fish. The ethanol itself appears to be killing phytoplankton. Effects on other organisms are largely unevaluated but likely to be severe. [As of Monday 5/22, the Division of Water thinks the slug is diminishing in Pool 1; therefore, the kill there may be only 50%. However, DO remains below 3 ppm, and no one knows how quickly it will improve. The good news: it appears the alcohol and TOC levels are approaching normal in Pool 1, so the slug may finally be decaying to a manageable level.]
Basin Coordinator’s Report
Erman Caudill has completed the database and calculation model for the Ranked Watershed List. He and Greg Epp will now begin the final stage in creation of the assessment report, still targeted for publication at the end of June. The statewide steering committee will meet May 31. DOW will offer meeting facilitation training for basin coordinators and basin team members this summer: more details will follow.
Information Planning Discussion
Greg Epp asked how we could take advantage of the Watershed Framework Partner Network to gather insight into watershed problems and identify watersheds where management planning may have particularly high practical, political, and/or economic feasibility. Kinman asked whether this would occur before or after publication of the assessment report. Epp responded that the period would overlap the target date for the report. The team discussed timing and format and settled on the following general plan.
During June, we will solicit input on feasibility via a short but specific set of questions, accompanied by a map of watersheds and waterways. The intent is to compile a short list of the best opportunities for action, for use in combination with other stakeholder input. Lists of contacts in particular watersheds can also be compiled in some cases. Team members (and contacts in agencies not represented on the team) will distribute this questionnaire within their organization and constituent organizations as appropriate for each case (it is anticipated that groups differ widely). Team members may also be able to reword questions to tailor them to their organization’s purview. Team members will collect responses and forward them to the basin coordinator who will collate them for presentation at the July meeting. Once the assessment report has been published, we will separately solicit reaction and further information about the watersheds via the partner network.
Epp asked what other resources might be tapped to meet the Framework mandate to evaluate feasibility of action in the watersheds. Local participation in regional meetings will be a primary means of demonstrating feasibility. The team suggested contacting various organizations for input and referrals. Among organizations mentioned were local governments, ADDs, the Kentucky Association of Counties, Kentucky Waterways Alliance, conservation districts, NRCS, Kentucky River Watershed Watch, Sierra Club, water and sewer districts, and civic groups. Those groups that are not part of the partner network can probably be canvassed in much the same way, or less formally.
Outreach Planning Discussion
Epp summarized the outreach plan embodied in the Framework Activity Plan distributed this month. He sketched an outline of our public outreach plan, which consists of (1) targeted efforts associated with watershed task force development this summer and fall and (2) a broader campaign in 2001 and beyond. The core components of the outreach effort will be general watershed education materials (including flyers that explain watersheds and general issues and include the basin website address as one source of more detail) and basin-specific materials. These will include a four-page summary report on the basin with maps, the Basin Status Report, the website (including assessment report, contact information, links, and other information), Regional Assessment Reports, brief HUC-11 assessment reports with a basin overview attached, and Powerpoint and posterboard presentations tailored to several audiences.
Peggy Jackson asked about funding for the 2001 effort and drew attention to the Division of Water Nonpoint Source section’s interest in proposals for education and outreach. Funds are available for basin-level or statewide outreach programs that include a component to raise awareness of watershed concepts and watershed planning.
David Gabbard detailed several outreach programs he is planning, including an idea to have watersheds included in the addresses of water customers to raise awareness, medallions that would identify the specific waterway to which storm sewers drain, and a 625-gallon demonstration tank that illustrates the amount of water shed by an average lot after ¼" of rain. He also suggested that a campaign to restore Boonesborough Beach on the Kentucky would draw on nostalgia to draw attention to the reasons for the swimming site’s closure (fecal coliform levels).
Epp suggested July 12 as a meeting date to review the completed ranked watershed list, assessment report, and partner network input. This date was adopted, and 1:00 was selected as the time based on the availability of the conference room. 

