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	“Draft” Minutes

Meeting of July 11, 2007


Stakeholders Present:

Brenda Bateman
Water Districts Primary Representative, Tualatin Valley Water District

Sharon Dunham
CPO-CCI Alternate representative, Beaverton NAC  

John Driscoll 
Environmental Alternate Representative, Tualatin Riverkeepers

Kevin Fenn
SWCD Primary Representative, Tualatin Soil and Water Conservation District

Jena Lemke
Citizen at Large, Primary Representative 

Michael McMahan
Nurseries, Alternate Representative, Fisher Farms

Jan Miller

Sewer Districts Primary Representative, Clean Water Services 

Tom Nygren
Washington County Small Woodlands Association, Primary Representative

Ross Schultz
City Primary Representative, City of Sherwood

Kyle Spinks
Parks Primary Representative, Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District

Ross A Van Loo
County Primary Representative, Washington County 

Staff Present:

April Olbrich

Coordinator

Guests
 Present:


Chris Wayland
Washington County Parks

Introductions:  The meeting commenced at 7:10 p.m. with introductions.  

Minutes approved:  The June 2007 Council meeting minutes were approved with corrections. Tom Nygren moved to adopt the minutes and Ross Van Loo seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus.  
Public Comment and Updates: Tom Nygren announced a tour on July 28th, 2007, of the property owned by Liz and Dirk Jacobs, who were awarded Tree Farmers of the Year.

Jan Miller and Michael McMahan provided information on the L.L. ‘Stub’ Stewart State Park opening on July 7, 2007.
Identifying Gaps from Assessment of TRWC Action Plan Implementation:  Ross Van Loo began the discussion with an overview of the history of the Council and the development of the original Action Plan.  April led the next part of the discussion wherein individual gaps in the 10 Action Items were assessed.  First, April walked the entire Council through discussion of the gaps for one of the Action Items.  She then broke the group into three groups of Council members and assigned three Action Items to each group for gap analysis.  The groups then presented their findings after about 30 minutes of group discussion.  (See Attachment A to minutes).
April finished by going over the Action Item Update tasks for the next (August) meeting.

Project Updates:  Jan Miller, April O. and Ross Van Loo gave an update on the title transfer meeting that they, Ron Garst, Tom VanderPlaat, Jeanna Cernazanu and Eric Glover attended on Tuesday, July 10, 2007.

Member Announcements: None.
The meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Kyle Spinks - David Sweeney

Roving Steering Committee member for July 19, 2007:  Kevin Fenn
Refreshments for August 1, 2007 meeting:  Tom Nygren
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	TRWC Council Small Group Analysis of

“Assessment of Action Plan Implementation”
July 11, 2007



Action Item 5 – Establish a Tualatin Basin Resource Collection and website.

Rating “+” --Action being well done by numerous Council stakeholder groups and Tualatin Basin agencies.

Suggested further analysis:  Are links to other sites easy/accessible/centralized?

Does Council website provide list of documents at Pacific University?  

Does Pacific University have current reports?  

(Analysis conducted by all July Council meeting participants)
Action Item 1 – Assess watershed conditions to help prioritize restoration activities.

A) Assess key watersheds to determine best areas to manage, protect, and restore.

B) Conduct stream habitat surveys and mapping.

C) Inventory habitat for fish species and other significant fauna and flora.

D) Determine functions and values of wetlands and uplands contained within the floodplain in terms of the effect on water quality, flood reduction and wildlife usage and habitat.

Rating:  “+” (group 1:  Bateman, Fenn, Nygren, Spinks).

Comments:  Basic information available – some not too connected.

TRWC has sub-basin assessments and stream priority matrix.

WC partners have databases.

Gap – no system to periodically assess quality of information and “holes” in data.  (Needed for credibility)

Action Item 4 – Develop demonstration projects in priority areas to encourage restoration on priority lands in cooperation with willing landowners.
Rating:  “0” to “+” (Group 1:  Bateman, Fenn, Nygren, Spinks).

Comments: Needs improvement, but some is being done.

Suggestions:  Set up tour of sites with map, brochures (possibly local radios transmitters at each site to give details.

Include sites in tours for other purposes, i.e., SWCD, SWA, etc. 

Demonstration by power-point slide series available for group showing, events.

*Public as well as private projects.

*Broaden to “conservation” not just “restoration”

Action Item 8 – Assist Designated Management Agencies with implementation of nonpoint source water quality management plans.
A) Promote Senate Bill 1010 (Tualatin River Sub-basin Agricultural Water Quality Management Area Plan) process

B) Assist USA, cities and counties with implementation of urban stream watershed plans.

Rating:  “0+” as written but Action Item needs to be revised, see below.

Also consider blending in with another Action Item(s).  (Group 1:  Bateman, Fenn, Nygren, Spinks).

Gap:  Agriculture and city/industry are covered, but forest lands are not listed.  These are covered under the Oregon Forest Practices Acts with “Best Management Practices as control and under Oregon Dept of Forestry responsibility.

Citizens at large not covered.

Some partners not recognized such as Riverkeepers, WCSWA.
Action Item 2 – Conserve and improve fish and wildlife habitat (focusing on anadromous fish).

A) Promote and implement streambank and riparian restoration.  Rating: “+” Comment: Numerous agencies/groups promote and implement riparian projects.

B) Improve fish passage at identified priority artificial obstructions.  Rating:  “+”
Comment:  Washington County and others have performed inventories (not the same extent as “A” above).

C) Encourage placement of fish screens on water diversions in areas where fish may be present.  Rating:  “?” unknown.  Comment:  Is this a problem?

D) Assess instream water rights for fish needs.  Rating:  “0” Comment:  More work could be done in this area, including future issues; question:  “what is enough water?”

E) Promote development of management plans for non-indigenous terrestrial and aquatic species.  Rating:  “0”.  Comment:  Vegetation plans have more work, Animal plans have less work.

F) Identify priority habitat areas and suggest strategies for protection and management of wildlife purposes.  Rating:  “0”.  Comment:  Identification of areas (tributaries to the Tualatin); no prioritization of wildlife?

(Group 2:  Lemke, McMahan, Van Loo, Wayland).

Action Item 6 – Promote management practices that improve watershed functions and protect values.

A) Evaluate management practices.  Rating:  “0”.  Comment:  Have “Best Management Practices” but are they being evaluated?

B) Develop strategies to reduce soil erosion.  Rating:  “0”.    Comment:  Inside the Urban Growth Boundary vs. Outside the Urban Growth Boundary

C) Promote the improvement of soil quality in the Tualatin Watershed.  Rating:  “0”’ Comment:  Goal?

D) Educate urban and rural landowners about agronomic levels of nitrogen (N) and phosphorous (P) applications to crops and landscaping.  Rating:  “0” Comment:  Inside the Urban Growth Boundary versus Outside the Urban Growth Boundary, different issues and education.

E) Promote projects and developments that minimize effective impervious surfaces.  Rating:  “0”.  No comments.

F) Conduct road/ditch/culvert assessment, inventory and maintenance training to reduce erosion and flooding.  Rating:  “+”.

G) Support and enhance Integrated Pest Management (IPM).  Rating:  “0”.  Comment:  Inside Urban Growth Boundary needs more efforts.

(Group 2:  Lemke, McMahan, Van Loo, Wayland).

Action Item 9 – Expand existing watershed monitoring programs to broaden citizen involvement and to create greater awareness.  Rating:  “0”.  Comment:  Especially with citizens.

(Group 2:  Lemke, McMahan, Van Loo, Wayland)

Action Item 3 – Develop, support and implement a broad-based education/outreach program focusing on reducing non-point resource pollution and improving protection and management of riparian areas.    
A) Work with local schools to enhance stewardship and science education by incorporating study of the Tualatin River and its watersheds into science curricula.  Rating:  “+”.  Comment:  Tualatin National Wildlife Refuge, Friends Groups, Nonschool opportunities – questions on industrial education?

B) Conduct workshops for streamside residents focusing on environmentally –friendly riparian management practices (i.e., Naturescaping).  Rating:  “+”. Comment:  Some Watershed Council, lots of partners and Friends groups.

C) Help develop, customize and distribute education brochures, videos and newsletters to provide information about proper riparian management and water quality improvement.  Rating:  “+”.  Comment:  Being done by partners.  Add links to Council website.

D) Expand the Tualatin River Watershed Council speakers’ bureau.  Rating:”-“.  Comment:  Good to reactivate.  

(Group 3:  Driscoll, Dunham, Miller, Schultz).

Action Item 7 – Work with Tualatin Basin water managers to implement Integrated Water Resource Management (IWRM) Strategy.  

A) Promote water conservation and re-use measurement.  Rating:  “-“.  Comment:  Urban conservation and reuse not so voluntary.

B) Promote use of efficient irrigation system.  Rating:  “0-“.  

(Group 3:  Driscoll, Dunham, Miller, Schultz).

Action Item 10 – Promote recreational experiences that foster watershed stewardship.


Rating:  “0-“  Comment:  Need access or knowledge; more Naturescaping.
(Group 3:  Driscoll, Dunham, Miller, Schultz).
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