Licking River Region Watershed Management Framework
Team Meeting
Minutes
February 27, 2001
 

Present
Barry Dalton
Barry Tonning
Jim Gibson
Jim Thaxton
Jon Walker
Lew Kornman
Marc Hult
Pamla Wood
Tom Leith
Administrative Matters
There were no corrections to the January meeting notes.
Stream restoration funds . . .
Barry Dalton, a new member of the team, works with the NKU Foundation. He said the Foundation manages a fund for stream restoration projects. The source of the funds is "in lieu" fees, the bulk of which (so far) have been paid by the NKY-Cinci airport when it filled in and paved stream segment of about 7,000 feet. The Foundation is charged with finding the highest priority restoration sites, as agreed to by the several agencies involved: the Corps, Fish and Wildlife, and the Division of Water. The Adair Wildlife Center (Gum Branch) is the first project. They’ve cleaned up dumps, planted trees, etc. The Center, which is large, is near Big Bone Lick.
The cooperating agencies wanted to work on public lands, and have conducted a survey to find possible projects. However, the responses have not been significant: some in Boone and Campbell; none in Kenton County. Barry said the Foundation has found that most agencies do not know the status or characteristics (dumps, woodland species, erosion) of their lands. At this time, the agencies are considering focusing on agricultural areas. Any project must have arrangements for long term protection.
. . . Watershed Ranking
Pamla said that John Dovak, the representative from the Division of Water for the "in lieu fees" program, was looking for a systematic approach to selecting project sites. She thinks the Framework Team’s ranking process would this purpose, especially if the data were analyzed specifically for the tri-county area.
The Team reviewed two lists: one showing the status of data processing for ranking; the other showing the weights applied in the Kentucky and proposed for the Salt. Pamla said that data processing for most factors would be completed shortly, but the "use support" data is not yet ready. Nonetheless, she expects to have a "first cut" ranked list by the March meeting.
The Team added several categories: Pamla agreed to obtain Nature Conservancy lands information; pesticide loading will be picked up; Lew provided low-head dams locations; and KPDES permitted outfalls were added. There were two remaining questions: whether small-quantity (i.e., household) pesticide purchases are included in sales; and if Maxey Flats is a Superfund site (Marc was not completely convinced it was).
Discussion then turned to weighting. Pamla reminded the Team that it had been interested in consistency between basins. However, this is difficult because the Kentucky and Salt are using very differing schemes.
Jon, citing experience from similar projects, recommended generally applying equal weights to avoid skewing results. He suggested allocating more weight to Reference Reach and Outstanding Resource Water (ORW) sites, but withdrew the proposal because of the limited acreage represented and the fact that the ORW is a mainstem HUC. (The Team has earlier agreed that mainstem sites would not be priorities because improvements would not generally show results.)
After discussion, the Team agreed to run a first iteration ranking, as follows:
· equal weights in the "protection" category;
· equal weights in the "potential impact" category, except for:
· lower weighting for pesticide loading (because it is coarse);
· higher weighting for animal feed operations and unsewered populations (because bacteria is such a problem in the basin);
· higher weighting for population projections and highest weighting for runoff potential (because these are the best indicators for sediment and land use pressures: the other major problem in the basin).
Jim Thaxton suggested using new water line extensions as a factor, since they indicate sites of new construction and usually are not accompanied by sewer lines.
Lew said that ranking factors need explanations; Pamla noted this for the assessment publication.
Tour
The meeting was adjourned for a delicious lunch, graciously provided by Marc Hult, and then to begin the tour. The Team visited a "package" wastewater treatment plant, accompanied by maintenance operator Jeff Cox (Lucas Sanitation). The next stop was a USGS-SD#1 monitoring site on Gunpowder Creek, which was lovely but is clearly unstable and has excess sediment and algae.
Next Meeting
The next regular meeting is scheduled for March 27. 

