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  Participants
Name
Affiliation/Interest
Kevin Alexander
Burien resident

Jim Burrows

Dennis Clark
Miller/Walker Creek Basin Steward

Myron Clinton
City of Burien

Noah Davis
City of Normandy Park

Bob Duffner
Port of Seattle

Dave Evans

Brett Fish
Normandy Park property owner

Dave Garland
Washington State Department of Ecology

Tom Gut
City of SeaTac

Heungkook Lim
City of Burien

John Muramatsu
Trout Unlimited/Stewards of the Cove

Nikki Olson
RH2 Consultants on behalf of ValVue Sewer District

Jim Pitts
Normandy Park resident

Darrell Williams
Environmental Science Center

Dean Wilson
King County Water and Land Resources Division

Dennis Clark, the Miller and Walker Creek Basin Steward, facilitated the workshop.  Dean Wilson participated as a technical resource to the ad hoc committee and did not provide policy input on behalf of King County.
  Purpose, Membership, and Proposed Groundrules of the Ad Hoc Committee
The purpose of the committee and the workshops is to help develop a coordinated basin monitoring program as requested by the Miller/Walker Project Management Team, which is made up of the Cities of Burien, Normandy Park, and SeaTac; King County; the Port of Seattle; and the Washington State Department of Transportation.

Three workshops are planned for this fall.  Discussions at each workshop will build on the results of the preceding workshop.  Because of the sustained nature of this effort and the complexity of the topic, Dennis asked participants to consider themselves an ad hoc committee and strive to participate in the subsequent workshops.
Participants reviewed the proposed groundrules and all agreed to support them to guide their discussions.

Further information on the nature, purpose, membership, and groundrules of the ad hoc committee can be found in the meeting handout titled “Nature, Purpose, Membership, and Proposed Groundrules of Ad Hoc Committee for Basin Monitoring Coordination and Development.”  This handout is available at the Miller/Walker Creek website (http://www.kingcounty.gov/environment/watersheds/central-puget-sound/miller-walker-creeks/monitoring.aspx). 
  Agenda Review and Approval
Dennis reviewed the proposed agenda (also available at the website listed above).  The participants approved the proposed agenda.

  Review of Monitoring to Date
Dennis provided a very brief overview of the range and depth of monitoring data that have been collected in recent years.  Two resources were provided to the participants to aid in this:
· Table of Water Quality/Quantity Parameters Monitored to Date

· Overview of Stream Health and Recent Monitoring Results

Both resources are available at the website listed above.
  Facilitated Discussion of Questions about Monitoring
The bulk of the workshop was devoted to answering four questions:

1. What water quality/quantity/habitat issues are we concerned about?
2. What can we monitor to understand these issues? 
3. How would we use the results of monitoring?
4. What past monitoring should future monitoring continue and build on?
Questions 2-4 were answered in relation to the answer given to question 1.  Participants wrote down their answers to the questions on sheets of paper.  The sheets were then posted on the wall for all to see.  After everyone was given an opportunity to post one set of answers, people were asked to provide additional answers to fill in any gaps.

Dennis encouraged people to be inclusive and provide a broad range of answers to these questions.  He did note, however, that at the next workshop, participants will have to prioritize the answers they provided during this discussion.

The results of the exercise are presented in the table below.  Each numbered row shows the related answers from one person.  There is no prioritization implied in the order in which answers are presented.

Some responses include multiple answers to questions 2, 3, and 4. 
Dennis invited those at the workshop to submit any additional ideas by October 1.  He also invited people not at the workshop to provide input, which is listed below.  Input from people not at the workshop subsequently was received from:

· Andy Batcho

· George Hadley

· King County staff Curt Crawford, Kate Rhoads, Dan T. Smith, and Dave Funke
· Basin Steward Dennis Clark

· Greg Wingard

Ideas submitted after the workshop are shown in italics.
	Response Number
	1. What water quality/quantity/ habitat issues are we concerned about?

	2. What can we monitor to understand these issues? 

	3. How would we use the results of monitoring?

	4. What past monitoring should future monitoring continue and build on?


	1
	Peak flows affecting stream food web and fish
	Juvenile fish numbers
	Evaluate how control of stormwater flows is working
	Existing flow monitoring/gaging

	
	
	Adult fish numbers
	Evaluate how flows affect fish
	

	
	
	Invertebrates (Benthic Index of Biotic Integrity [BIBI])
	
	

	
	
	Stream flow
	
	

	2
	Where are increased flows coming from? (assuming there are increased flows)
	Location along the stream (increase the number of monitoring stations)
	To discover why the flows are higher in these areas
	All of the existing flow data we currently have

	
	
	
	To recommend better flow control in those areas
	

	3
	Stream temperature
	Thermometer (stream temperature gage or remote sensing)
	Evaluate increase/decrease of fish numbers
	Install temperature gages along the stream (at least three)

	4
	Identify peak source points
	Streamflow
	Concentrate on most severe first
	As needed/available

	
	
	Metals
	
	

	
	
	Water chemistry
	
	

	
	
	Temperature
	
	

	5
	How to raise the Benthic Index of Biotic Integrity (BIBI) scores in Walker and Miller
	Monitor BIBI consistently
	Identify methods and strategies to increase BIBI
	Sampling in Miller/Walker in 2005 and 2006

	
	
	
	Create baseline and evaluate yearly
	

	6
	Stormwater pollution
	Turbidity
	Use load duration curve analysis
	

	
	
	Conductivity
	
	

	
	
	Bacteria
	
	

	
	
	Flow
	
	

	7
	Peak flow scour
	High flows
	Measure effectiveness of improvements
	

	8
	Salmon (coho) pre-spawn mortality
	Spawner surveys/redd counts
	Identify high levels of suspect metals or chemicals
	Metals and sources

	
	
	Metals monitoring
	
	

	9
	Phosphorous as fertilizer
	Suspended solids
	Evaluate relationship
	Maybe find new thing to monitor

	10
	Temperature
	Quantify groundwater contribution to streamflow
	Close basin to further water withdrawals
	

	
	
	Quantify wetlands contributing to streamflow
	Consider acquisition for groundwater and stream buffer
	

	
	
	Percent of buffer on stream (+ shade)
	
	

	
	
	Continuous temperature and seasonal variation
	
	

	11
	Land uses in watershed


	Impervious area above sampling sites
	Compare water quality with expected stormwater based on land use
	

	
	
	Monitor changes in land use and correlate with water quality (compare to Plan)
	
	

	12


	Bacteria
	Fecal coliform
	Find and fix sewage sources
	

	
	
	Pharmaceuticals/personal care products
	
	

	13
	Toxicity affecting fish and invertebrates
	Metals and pesticide testing
	Target pollutants to fish observations
	Ecology monitoring

	
	
	In situ toxicity assessments
	Focus basin plan projects
	

	
	
	Acute and chronic toxicity tests
	Guide pollution reduction efforts
	

	14
	Shoreline vegetation/habitat
	Vegetation identification, growth rate, health, etc.
	Help identify health of stream and surrounding ecosystem
	Maintain health of creek ecosystem

	
	
	Type and quantity of wildlife
	
	

	15
	Land uses adjacent to the stream
	GIS maps, info, etc.
	Help identify any potential issues
	Effects of land uses on streams: temperature, contamination, flow, etc.

	
	
	
	Help prevent issues
	

	
	
	
	Help change potential city regulations
	

	16
	Temperature change – 8 – 15 degrees C – is it flow related?
	
	
	

	17
	Low flows
	
	
	

	18

	How well is the Ambaum detention pond – expanded in 2007 – working to improve conditions in Miller Creek?
	Flows in and out of detention pond
	Measure effectiveness of Ambaum detention pond
	

	
	
	Metals
	
	

	
	
	Fecal coliform
	
	

	
	
	Organics
	
	

	19

	How does the large amount of impervious surface along First Ave. S. that drains to the Ambaum detention pond (via tributary 0371F) affect the health of Miller Creek? 
	Flows from tributary (above the detention pond)
	Determine how much detention capacity to add upstream of the Ambaum detention pond
	

	
	
	Various water quality parameters
	Determine which steps should be taken to improve water quality (e.g., weirs improve aeration, limestone to increase pH, rock spall to provide surface for oil to collect)
	

	
	
	
	Provide information to aid in illicit discharge detection and elimination
	

	20

	What are current conditions at locations where the Basin Plan proposes projects, such as in the asphalt-lined ditch along SR 509 and at the Hermes depression?
	
	Help change potential city regulations
	

	21

	Where are the most significant water quality problems?
	
	Use to prioritize pollution prevention, retrofit, illicit discharge detection and elimination, and other management efforts
	

	22

	Where do stormwater volumes originate in the Miller Creek basin?
	Flow on Miller Creek at the following locations:

· Immediately upstream of Port of Seattle airport property

· Immediately downstream of airport property [basin steward’s note: gage 42J at Des Moines Memorial Drive meets this description]

· Immediately upstream of the Ambaum detention pond

· At the outflow of the Ambaum detention pond

· At points where other major tributaries flow into Miller
	Measure success of stormwater management
	Existing flow data

	
	
	
	Prioritize areas for further flow control
	

	23

	Why/what causes returning adult coho salmon to suffer from pre-spawn mortality?
	
	
	

	24

	How to predict when “self-sustaining” runs of salmon have been achieved?
	
	
	

	25

	What is the origin of adult coho salmon returning to the creeks – are they:

· Naturally-spawned from Miller/Walker?

· From Trout Unlimited hatchery outplants?

· Strays from other hatcheries?

· Strays from Des Moines and other net pens?
	
	Use this to focus on promoting stronger stocks and reducing less-productive efforts
	

	26

	What is the single biggest factor keeping us from reaching the goal of “self-sustaining salmon runs”?
	
	Use this to prioritize our management efforts
	

	27

	Are there human health concerns associated with children playing in Walker Creek at the Normandy Park Swim Club?
	Fecal coliform
	Provide stream use guidance to Normandy Park Community Club
	Walker Creek monitoring underway by Ecology for 2009 water year

	
	
	
	Use as basis for prioritizing fecal coliform reduction on Walker Creek
	

	28

	What stormwater outfall locations should Burien and Normandy Park propose for long-term discharge monitoring?
	To be determined
	Provide this information to Department of Ecology as required no later than December 31, 2010, under Section 8 of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Phase II stormwater permit
	

	29

	[How can we] improve our understanding of the food web, carbon exchange or energy exchange between the aquatic system, riparian zone and related upland habitat?
	Build on standard existing testing like the BIBI sampling.
	Integrate with existing data bases, or create nexus with existing data bases to deepen our understanding of the integrated functions and values of the aquatic and immediate upland habitat.
	The Port of Seattle has generated the largest volume of data in the Miller/Walker Creek basins.  This includes physical, chemical and biological data groups. Much of this data is relatively recent (post 1994) and provides a relatively good base to build future monitoring on.

	
	
	Monitor wildlife and bird use in the riparian and related upland zone.
	
	

	
	
	Soil chemistry sampling in the riparian and related upland zone.
	
	

	30

	Assess the concerns raised by stakeholders in answer to Question #1.
	Do a data gaps analysis to provide a reasoned framework for defining critical areas where data is missing, or data collection needs to be continued for valid trend analysis purposes.
	The results should be used to assist in science base integration of programs and permits such as land use, fill and grade, NPDES permits, dredge and fill permits, hydraulic permits, best management practices, and so on, to improve the functions and values of the subject aquatic systems, and better protect and improve the health of the Puget Sound.
	

	31

	Pre-spawn mortality in salmonids.
	Review literature and keep track of research to determine key variables to monitor for base lines and trends.
	Reduce pre-spawn mortality in salmonids.
	Review literature and keep track of research to determine key variables to monitor for base lines and trends.

	32

	Sustain and improve eelgrass beds in near shore and estuaries
	Survey the area, density and health of existing eelgrass beds in the Miller Walker Creek estuary environment.  Sample key parameters in the vicinity, such as turbidity, pH, temperature, and nutrients.
	To sustain and increase the area and health of eelgrass beds in the near-shore environment of the subject basin.
	King County should have some existing mapping of eelgrass beds in the area.

	33

	Mass wasting and excessive sediment buildup in the stream beds and associated wetlands
	There needs to be a combination of metrics applied, such as turbidity, TSS, and nutrients, along with visual observation with GIS/GPS mapping of visually identified point source or problem areas to monitor trends.
	The data should be used to reduce mass wasting and sedimentation through corrective actions related to existing mechanisms, such as implementation of corrective actions, improvement of Best Management Practices, restoration work (including improving private public partnerships), and improvement of our understanding of flow regime controls and adjustments to in basin flow control as needed.
	King County, Washington State and the Port have existing flow data collection in place, which could be assessed to determine data gaps or system improvements.  The Cove, Trout Unlimited and Wild Fish Conservancy and other local organizations and individuals have been involved in visual inspections throughout the subject basins. This effort could be substantially improved by development of standardized methods, metrics and data recording fields to provide a more uniform, focused, integrated data base resulting in improved quality and usefulness in the future.

	34

	Peak flows in the creeks
	Add flow monitoring of the Lake Burien tributary (tributary 0354).  Assess expanded Ambaum detention pond performance.  Continue the existing flow gages (that the Port is paying for).
	Focus storm drainage system retrofits on areas with extreme high flows
	Continue Department of Ecology water quality.  Existing flow monitoring with continuous temperature monitoring.



	35

	Maintaining summer base (low) flows
	Do a synoptic survey once or twice a summer to measure flow at a number of locations.
	Protect / improve areas that provide strong summer base flows and cold water sources.
	Existing flow monitoring with continuous temperature monitoring.

	36

	High summer water temperatures
	Add continuous temperature recorders to the upstream flow gages and add a few temperature-only sites to discover sources of warm and cold water.
	Protect / improve areas that provide strong summer base flows and cold water sources.
	Existing flow monitoring with continuous temperature monitoring.

	37

	What is the rate of sedimentation in Walker Creek at the Normandy Park Swim Club and the Cove?
	Monitor level and type of sediment.
	Decide whether, when, and where to remove sediment to support rearing habitat values in lowest reaches of stream.
	

	Additional responses provided (not linked to responses to Question #1)

	
	
	Channel profile, gravel, and wood
	
	

	
	
	Pool/riffle ratio
	
	

	
	
	Percent forest canopy (in basin or over stream)
	
	

	
	
	Fish predator presence/counts
	
	

	
	
	Augment monitoring with regular field work that identifies sources of problems
	
	

	
	
	Monitor for homeowner chemistries (fertilizer, moss killer)
	
	

	
	
	Sediment quality
	
	

	
	
	Number of salmon smolts leaving the streams
	
	

	
	
	Alkalinity
	
	

	
	
	More chemical analysis
	Determine sources of contaminants
	

	
	
	
	Identify corrective actions
	

	
	
	
	Results support funding projects
	


  Next Steps
The proposed schedule for the monitoring coordination effort by the ad hoc committee and other future steps as presented at Workshop #1:

September 24, 2008 
Workshop #1 


Summarize results

Conduct research as needed to prepare for Workshop #2
Late October/Early November 
Workshop #2 


Summarize results

Conduct research as needed to prepare for Workshop #3
Late November/Early December
Workshop #3 


Prepare summary/recommendations
Early 2009
DECISION POINT: Project Management Team decides on whether to proceed with Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) for new monitoring and/or develops recommendations for sustaining/coordinating existing monitoring
Spring 2009
Workshop #4


QAPP approved by Project Management Team


Funding lined up
2010
New/expanded monitoring begins?

At Workshop #1, Dennis listed three potential dates for Workshop #2.  Subsequent to Workshop #1, the date for Workshop #2 was set for Wednesday, October 29, 7 – 9 p.m., at Normandy Park City Hall, 801 S.W. 174th St.
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