Yellow Dog River Watershed Planning Meeting
Minutes

April 18, 1-4PM
Ramada Inn Conference Room

Marquette, MI

Meeting Called to Order: 1PM

Attendees: Geri Grant – Superior Watershed Partnership, Audrey Menninga – Marquette County Conservation District, Misa Cady – USDA-NRCS, Janet Joswiak, Bill Joswiak, Gene Champagne – Concerned Citizens of Big Bay, Mitch Koetje – DEQ Water Resources Division, Christie Deloria – U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Great Lakes Coastal Program, David Allen – UPEC & Sierra Club, Renee Leow - Marquette County Conservation District & FW Trout Unlimited, David Kallio, Kathleen Heideman – Save the Wild U.P., Timothy Schneider – J.M. Longyear L.L.C., Mike Farrell – J.M. Longyear L.L.C., Jon Koski – Champion Twp Planning Commission, Jim Iwanicki – Marquette County Road Commission, Dave Tormohlen – Plum Creek Timber, Emily Whittaker – Yellow Dog Watershed Preserve, Christine Handler – Ottawa National Forest, Chris Kovala – U.S. Forest Service, Chris Burnett – U.P. Land Conservancy, Chauncey Moran – Yellow Dog Watershed Preserve, Mindy Otto – Yellow Dog Watershed Preserve
Introductions: Mindy Otto and Chauncey Moran 
History of the Yellow Dog Watershed Preserve – Chauncey Moran
Overview of the Watershed Management Planning Process – Mindy Otto

Location/overview of the watershed


Steps in the Planning Process


Project Finances


Stakeholder vs. Steering Committee involvement

Monitoring Activities of Yellow Dog Watershed Preserve – What are we already doing? And opportunities to get involved

Monitoring Surface Water Quality at 14 sites on Yellow Dog and Salmon-Trout

Volunteer Stream Monitoring – survey macroinvertebrates – 20 sites Yellow Dog 2004 – present

Winter Bird Survey – 2009, 2010, 2011


Breeding Bird Survey


Kirtland Warbler Survey


Plant Survey on the YD Plains – Dr. Rebertus


Plant Survey – November 2012 – Steve Garske


USGS Gauging Station

Road Stream Crossing Inventory – 2012

Non-Native Invasive Species Inventory – McCormick Wilderness 2009

Campsite Inventory – 2009

Lakes Data – Lake Independence – Cooperative Lakes Monitoring Program – 2009 – Present

McCormick Wilderness Lakes – 2009


*Surface Water Quality at Iron River Mouth

Identifying Watershed Concerns – Stakeholders wrote down comments on the worksheet, then each stakeholder offered their comments to the room. 
Stakeholders voiced their Desired Uses of the watershed:

· River corridor stay undeveloped as much as possible

· Look the way it does today

· Potential future uses compliant

· Transportation and recreation that complies with DEQ EPA

· Good trout habitat – cold water

· Sustainable Forest management logging

· More trails systems (low impact recreation)

· Aesthetic qualities

· Viewing, hiking, fishing, healthy, vital, natural and sustainable

· Maintain resource “as is”

· Encourage management for brook trout and kirtland warbler

· No additional impairments

· Recreational uses, appearance pristine as possible, sustainable forestry

· Limited residential (lot sizes, etc.) and industrial uses

· Keep the water as cold and pure as possible

· Invasive species kept out of area

· Outreach to public – especially children

· Forest and stream health and productivity

· Extend wild and scenic designations
· Keep recreational use available but protect water quality

· Maintain Wilderness qualities (high water quality, habitat, etc.)

· Identify high biodiversity areas (in need of most protection)
Stakeholders voiced known or potential impairments:
· Aquatic connectivity

· Sediment

· High level of mercury: two designated uses impaired

· Non-native invasive plants

· Potential impacts from mining operations and exploration – how do we find out about activities, how many sites are there right now

· Perceptions that forest management is an impairment 

· Sediment, winter maintenance (sand/salt) and funding (public safety and environment)

· Inform public of actions and success stories

· Bad crossings

· ATVs, mountain bikes, illicit dumping

· Damage from high impacted uses, especially at bad times of the year (wet season)

· Forest management good and appears to support watershed goals (occasional problems)

· Increase in air borne pollutants

· ATVs – bad habits on public property, increased activities. Find a way to educate people about potential problems and what they can do to help

· Decision process for prioritizing projects (criteria)

· Road-stream crossings and sediment 

· Threats vs. impairments (preserve and maintain before impaired)

· Information/education, evaluation of private lands (forest management, etc.)

· Maintain good riparian veg. and corridors (through ordinances or voluntary)

· Septic tanks leaking, etc.

· Watershed boundaries – are they correct

· Lidar data or other available?

Stakeholders addressed gaps in representation at the meeting:

· More local government representation

· DNR Forest Management Division (Jim Ferris)

· State representatives

· People who are engaged in activities associated with threats (off-road groups, etc.)

· Recreation bureau (hotel/motel people, etc.)

· Develop programs/info to educate kids – contact schools in the townships

· County representation
· Rio Tinto as stakeholder (landowner) – should be at table but needs to be someone meaningful (not PR people)

· Lake Independence stakeholders

Role of Steering Committee Members and Stakeholder Group:
· Steering Committee is an informal group, 10-15 people, meet quarterly face to face (or at various milestones)

· Stakeholder group

· Meet periodically face to face 
· Electronic communications also 
· A tentative sign-up sheet for the Steering Committee was passed around
· No formal agreements 
· Can be adjusted
Next meeting/next steps:
· Go through notes, compile list of stakeholder input

· Identify areas of concern

· Potential field trip for members

Meeting adjourned: 4PM
