12/16/04 MRB4A conference call minutes

Participating:  Sprague, Clark, Rus, Zelt, Davis, Flynn

Agenda: 

1. Site selection update

2. Ancillary data update

3. Data analysis methods update

4. SPARROW meeting summary

5. Outline

6. Follow-up issues
1. Site selection update

· Parameter coverage at most sites identified during the November meeting has been defined.  Available parameters are not consistent among sites.  Jerri – provide additional detail on sites in MS, IA, KS as soon as possible.
· A few additional sites covering 1985-2002 could be incorporated with the use of step trends.

· More additional sites could be incorporated with a POR of 1993-2001/2/3.  Jenny has run another query on our site database to retrieve sites with a gage, data between at least 1993 and 2000, and at least 32 observations.  Lori – determine how many additional sites could be included with a shorter POR, hopefully by the national call in January.
· Dave has not had a chance to complete site screen for spatial sediment load comparison, anticipates completion within next few weeks so Jenny can map prior to next MRB4A call.

2. Ancillary data update

· Jenny and Dave are still researching nutrient and sediment ancillary data - provide a summary prior to next MRB4A conference call.

· EPA has pulled point source data for Missouri River Basin.  Electronic transferal was not successful; they are mailing it to Lori on CD.  Kip will process this data early in CY05.

3. Data analysis methods update

· OWQ memo on unfiltered vs. filtered nutrients is ambiguous.  Jerri – look for previous information received from NWQL on this issue and send thoughts to group by next MRB4A call.

· Dave M. has spoken to Dennis Helsel re: trends in unadjusted concentrations and trends in load.  He will follow up with Tim Cohn (I think).  Lori – raise issue of early review of methods in national call.

· Reservoir-weighting sediment yields

· Kirk: might be pushing it to use this method with big mainstem reservoirs

· Ron: may be valid at many reservoirs, depending on the ratio between size and flow

· Our results may conflict with NRCS estimates using the universal soil loss equation

· A large time investment in researching characteristics for all major reservoirs in Missouri River Basin may not be worth the effort

· May be able to save time by setting a threshold for ratio of size and flow – Ron/Melanie – look into this issue further once site list is finalized in Jan/Feb
· Melanie – send group reference for original work on this method (DONE)
4. SPARROW meeting summary

· Possible steps MRB4A group can take to aid in future SPARROW model development:

· Index our sites to RF3/NHD (1:100,000) and provide SPARROW group with reach ID coordinates for each site

· Should be straightforward.  Difficulties could arise in areas we are unfamiliar with b/c NHD can have mislabeled streams.

· May already have been done nationwide for current SW sites – there was a recent mandate from OSW (on behalf of NMD) to index gage sites to NHD.  Melanie – check on who we can contact at OSW about this.  All – check with district SW specialist or NWIS administrator (?) to find out what % of sites was done.
· Compile reservoir and diversion location and operation information if we will already be doing so to interpret nutrient/sediment trends.

· Compile point source data for the basin – may work in SPARROW.

· Fluxmaster could be used to estimate loads over different PORs, trended to the same base year.  This could be useful for the spatial comparison of sediment loads/yields.

· Sediment SPARROW model is on-going.  

· Dave – research whether their ancillary data sets would be useful to us and if our sediment load estimates would be useful to them.

· Possibly could rerun their current sediment model with our sites?  The product could be useful in our report, but not sure at this time how much effort would be involved on our end.  Ron – check Ann Hoos’ proposal for time estimate and report back to group in next MRB4A conference call.
· Ron – send Greg’s PowerPoint presentation on sediment SPARROW model to group (DONE).

5. Outline

· Group decided to wait until after decisions are made in national call in January to address revisions in any detail.

· Lori – ask national group about common report presentation elements.

6. Follow-up

· Next MRB4A conference call will be Thursday January 27 at 9 am Mountain Time.

· National call is set for January 19.

