Minutes

Watershed Steering Committee

Department of Surface Mining and Reclamation

May 19, 2005

Attendees

Mark Ayers, Lisa Barnese-Walz, Ernest Collins, Lee Colten, Jim Dinger, Don Dott, Henry Duncan, George Gilbert, David Hamilton, Kay Harker, Angela Kessans, Rob Miller, David W. Morgan, Dale Reynolds, Margaret Shanks, Jeff Sole, Robert Volk, Robert Wise, Ted Withrow, Jim Axon, Jim Kipp, Randy Payne, Patrick Neichter, Marc Hult, Hilary Lambert

Announcements

Mark Ayers:  USGS is offering its annual water workshop on November 1 of this year.  All are encouraged to attend.

Ernest Collins:  The Pesticide Workgroup is to meet in the afternoon following this meeting at 1:30, at the Division of Pesticides conference room.  Also, A field day is being offered July 25 in Breckenridge County on pesticide labels, BMPS, etc.

Hillary Lambert:  August 5, Beargrass Creek Roundtable, at University of Louisville – Shelbyville Campus.  Also, The Watershed Roundtable is scheduled for November 2 and 3, Bowling Green, at the Holiday Inn.  A call for papers is currently out, with responses due June 24; abstracts should be sent, 250 works or less.  Topics of conference will include Community Watershed Strategies, Local Watershed Strategies, Conservation Dividends, etc.  This year the conference is being co-hosted and convened with the Southeast Watershed Forum.

Henry Duncan:  July 28, Commodity Conference is being held in Princeton.  It will offer field days, tours with the Department of Agriculture on water quality, BMPs, etc.  Also, in October, the Southeast Water Quality Extension to UK conference is being held.  This will include 13 states and field trips.

Margaret Shanks:  The 2005 319(h) Nonpoint Source grant is available.  MOS for these projects are in being signed.  EPA is redistributing the money that Kentucky gets. The base grant was reduced by $500,000 and the incremental portion of the grant was increased by $100,000.  All projects were funded but the funding was adjusted to account for the changes in the approved grant amounts. The 2006 application were due May 20.  Fifty-seven initial interest forms were received.  The Nonpoint Source Advisory Subcommittee will convene to review proposals.  Notebooks on projects will be distributed by June 17.

Implementation

Margaret Shanks:  Relative to implementation, funding and resource targeting are key issues.  A Region IV targeted watershed grant is due this week.  However, EPA did not consolidate their various grants as anticipated, which was anticipated to make funding applications easier across the various funding types.  Aside from funding, targeting of other resources is sometimes difficult.  This meeting is intended to discuss the topic of how and where we do implementation.

Dave Morgan:  EPA and the states are being held to a higher standard.  One initiative from the federal level is PART Review (Performance Assessment Rating Tool), from OMB.  This is being applied to all federal government programs and means that outcomes must be demonstrated to prove success.  It may result in funding cuts or shifts, e.g. with Nonpoint Source funding.  Shotgun approach across the state is not acceptable; as lack of concentrated effort means we can’t show results.  Targeting examples include:  Dave and Steve Coleman went to Working Land Conference recently and came away with some good understanding between programs.  DOC has $11 million in cost-share money.  DOW can provide impairment information to DOC to help target those funds.  Kentucky and Tennessee have entered into agreement to target watersheds along border and review assessment protocol.  We also have priority watersheds from the River Basin Teams.  We now have a list of priority watersheds from various agencies and initiatives that can help target different resources.  (See Priority Watersheds PowerPoint slides); slides also include status of monitoring data statewide.)  We need to simply add columns to this table indicating what other priority watersheds exist and what resources or agencies can be targeted there.  An example is the 400-500 field staff shared between DOW and DOC; if better targeted and coordinated, this is a powerful resource.

Ernest Collins suggested we use the Agricultural Water Quality Authority to get some things done.  Dave agreed and said that there was already discussion to reactivate this group to start meeting again; the Authority has all recently been re-appointed.  We should align priorities.  A DOW priority should be an Agricultural Water Quality Authority Priority and vice versa.  It was also suggested that the Forest Conservation Act should be utilized in this way as well.  Henry Duncan pointed out that he was assigned to work on implementation of the Ag. Water Quality Act nine years ago.  Since that time 60,000 agricultural water quality plans have been filed.  Several chimed in with this sentiment and agreed the timing is right.

Marc Hult suggested that there needs to be a renewed effort in the enforcement process.  He cited a couple of examples.  Ernest cited examples where increased effort was put into atrazine problem areas.

Margaret discussed difficulties of documenting improvements in water quality.  The 319 program, for example, has stringent guidelines and accountability standards to showing success.  However, agricultural programs, such as USDA’s EQIP program do not have the same requirements.  We need to determine how best to measure success for any targeted resources and improvements.  Marc Ayers agreed that there is a need to better define how you measure change and success.

Marc Hult went back to the issue of the regulatory agency role and how that can better be merged with the Framework process.  Local watershed councils need more authority.

Jeff Sole pointed out that it is a challenge to get the 400-500 field staff to really target their efforts.  His experience has been that field staff tend to been more reactive than proactive.  It’ll take agency commitment to really do this.  However, this conversation has been good and Jeff suggested presenting this same information to the State Technical Committee (for agricultural issues).

Several agreed to Dave’s suggestion to provide their agency priorities so that these could be overlaid in a GIS for comparison and alignment of resources.  

The Kentucky Farm Bureau and the major commodity groups need to be involved in this effort.

Lee Colten commented that the current approach to funding many of the targeted watersheds is piecemeal, i.e. get a grant here and there.  What we need is a larger more comprehensive solution, such as a Watershed Trust Fund, similar to that in North Carolina.  Several agreed.

Marc Hult suggested a small utility fee could raise a significant amount of money.  Or tap into Supplemental Environmental Programs through enforcement actions.

