02/28/05 MRB4A conference call minutes
Participants:
Clark, Davis, Flynn, Rus, Sprague

Finalizing site selection

· Spatial sediment sites 

Dave pulled sediment data from NWISweb and removed some sites due to poor seasonal coverage.  


Concern about poor spatial coverage of sites selected to date.


Lowered the criteria from 3 years of data to 2 years, 9 months to pick up more sites.  Slightly less than 36 samples should be OK as well.

May need to check for additional daily sediment sites with data stored in ADAPS but not on NWISweb.  We have a list of these sites originally pulled for our November meeting - Jenny will send to Dave.

Dave will check with Greg Schwarz to see if criteria could be expanded to pick up more sites.  Group discussed detrending early data (i.e. from 70's or 80's), but that may not match well enough with our ancillary data.


Need to add Jerri's sites from 2/1/05 email

· Long-term nutrient and sediment sites


Group has reviewed list Lori sent out with "final" pool of sites.

Jerri's site 06818000 in MO is missing under 80154 in the summary of the spreadsheet

Additional parameters beyond core 5 not included in the initial search at some sites (i.e. 00608 and 00613).  If additional searching were done, it is very likely that no new sites would be included - only new parameters at sites already on our list.  So, no new searching will be done.  Instead, during data retrieval, all nutrient parameters will be pulled and included as appropriate.

Lori will send a description of full site selection criteria (including step-trend site selection) to group.

Lori will send group the spreadsheet she is compiling for national group showing site PORs broken out by parameter, in a timeline (easier viewing than current spreadsheet, though not all parameters will be included)

Data Compilation

· Dave has retrieval process in place for screening spatial sediment sites; should also work for data compilation.

· Lori will look into an automated pull from NWISweb for all long-term sites

Caution should be used in pulling data collected by one state in another state.  Primary record (with automatic NWQL updates etc) is kept in the NWIS database residing in data-collection state, but data goes to NWISweb from state where the site is.  Therefore, NWISweb may not always have current 
data.  Also, if two states are collecting data at one site, the full record may not be available on NWISweb unless both state's data are kept in the NWIS database belonging to the state where the site is.  (clear as mud)

· Lori and Dave will discuss how to handle multiple data points in one day.  May use objective approach like daily median time or a subjective approach that considers coverage over the hydrograph throughout the POR

· Lori and Dave will develop approaches to plotting the data over time and flow to screen sites further for use in load and trend analysis.  Co-authors will then review data in states they are responsible for.

Ancillary Data

· Jenny provided table presenting info on nutrient ancillary data from Barb Ruddy's report (in review).  She will check with Barb on the possibility of extending the record beyond 1997, to match our QW POR.  She will also develop the table further to include limitations associated with each source.

	Source
	Data
	Time Period
	Scale
	Comments

	Census of Agriculture
	Expenditures of fertilizer

population of farm animals
	1982, 1987, 1992, 1997
	county
	

	Association of American Plant Food Control Officials
	fertilizer sales
	annually, 1987 through 2001
	state and county
	

	U.S. Census Bureau  
	population
	1980,1990,

1997 estimates
	county
	

	National Atmospheric Deposition Program/National Trends Network
	wet deposition chemistry
	annually 1985 through 2001
	point locations
	

	National Land Cover Data
	land cover
	1990
	1:250,000 and 1:100,000
	enhanced for the NAWQA program


· Dave is still developing sediment ancillary data.  He checked with NRCS re: NRI BMP data - 2002 ag census data not available to public yet.  They have said they will give us some statistical output rather than the actual data.  Group discussed whether to get info at 8-digit HUC level or county level.  Likely same amount of work for us either way, but will be more work for NRCS to get county-level info.  County-level info would provide us more spatial resolution and would be consistent with nutrient ancillary data.  Dave will check to see if NRCS would be willing.

· Kip is working on point source data.  When he is further along, he will give an overview to group in one of our next conference calls.

· Melanie will talk to Jodi re: drainage basin delineation - check schedule over next few months.  This may be something we can move ahead with sooner rather than later.

NEXT CONFERENCE CALL WAS NOT SCHEDULED.  We will wait until after the next national call on March 9 and until after Lori and Dave have plotted data for review.

