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CONFERENCE CALL SUMMARY
KEY:

Bold Blue: speaker.
Red: task that someone has volunteered to do.
Magenta: names suggested as Plenary Session speakers.
Orange: major points that seemed to have consensus.

Yellow highlight: tasks assigned to everyone.
Klamath Science Conference – Water Resources Planning Workgroup

AGENDA:  Friday, October 23rd, 2009 3:00 pm Conference Call

Phone in number (605) 475-4800   access code 490052#
Attending (all 13 workgroup members were in attendance):

At Oregon Water Sci. Ctr:  Bill McFarland, Marshall Gannett, Linda Prendergast, Tammy Wood, Dan Snyder

By phone: Deb Curry, Jason Cameron, Susan Corum, Clayton Creager, Mike Deas, Jacob Kann, Steve Kirk, Jonathan LaMarche

Introductions
1) Purposes of Conference (to be held February 1-5, 2010 in Medford, Oregon)
· Provide updated information since last Lower and Upper Basin science conferences (2004)
· Connect and integrate science and monitoring throughout entire Klamath Basin

· Build collaborations and partnerships 

· Hear different perspectives from around the Klamath Basin

· Identify science information needs and priorities

· Develop ways to do information transfer and follow up
2) Technical Session Topics
· Conceptual Models (how the basin works)

· Water Resources (water quantity and water quality)

· Terrestrial, Riparian, and Wetland Processes

· Freshwater and Marine Habitats and Communities 
3) Purpose of Group - This team (the workgroup) will be responsible for developing, coordinating, and managing the Water Resources portion (Day 2 am).
4) Discuss Draft Agenda
Introduction of Session – Here we need a speaker that can very briefly (10 minutes) address the complex nature of the water resources (quantity and quality) in the Klamath Basin, the competing needs for water in the entire basin, the potential impact of dam removal on the hydrologic system. 
Bill: topic: what do we know about water resources in the basin.

Marshall: Define the structure for the meeting- what do we think about water quantity and quality.  Range of broad questions being posed to create the space for the discussion and what needs to happen.

Bill: Need generalist that can capture essence of water resources in the basin.

Marshall: interconnections/linkages.

Clayton: How have these changed through time.  Historical groundwater, water use, ecology, demands.  What will it be in the future.  Suggests tying together by “changes through time”

Linda: Also include in the future KBRA, dam removal, Secretarial Determination. Water availability is key topic… how is basin water distributed now and in the future.
Bill: Availability affected by water quality, climate change, and dam removal all can change with time.

Deb: KBRA & TMDL overview will be given on Day 1.

Clayton: Important to recognize that TMDL is dynamic and must be adaptive.

Plenary Session – This session will last about 2 hours and will be attended by everyone at the conference. The purpose is to set the stage about what we know today and what the scientific needs are for the future (Water Resources)
Deb: Plenary: what is actually known.  Breakout: Workgroup puts together questions to focus on.  Possible indicators that we need more research and to promote discussion between scientists… try to get some consensus where the research should go from here.

Linda: There will be 5 min. provided for presentations of summaries for each breakout group.

Themes – Should there be themes for Upper and Lower Basin or entire basin as whole? Do pre- and post-dam removal topics make sense? Or should the session focus more on topics – Water quality, water availability, implications of dam removal.
Sue: TMDL [though Clayton says this will also be in Conceptual Model Group], algae, groundwater (Upper and Scott basins, other?)

Bill: Seems like people are suggesting that we keep it to the whole basin instead of breaking into upper/lower.

Marshall: Water availability… physically speaking, not legal or institutional.

[Seemed to be consensus on this point]

Marshall: change “water availability” to “physical hydrology”

Bill: avoid the “policy aspects”
Water quality- TMDL, algae, eutrophication, temperature, other pollutants (pesticides, mercury), nutrients dynamics, and sediments.
Physical hydrology: groundwater, surface water
Implications of dam removal:

Clayton: Perhaps TMDL should be referred to as “pollutant mass balance” to avoid policy aspects.\

Bill: we can touch on climate change but it should not be a focus since it will be discussed in separate session.

Bill: Geomorphology – implications of dam removal
Deb: will be covered in terrestrial/wetlands group.
Jonathan: will there be speakers that introduce themes?
Possible suggestions: 
Gene Welch – U. Washington Prof. Emeritus

Bill Walker-formerly U. North Carolina, now consultant

Tammy: Geogrpahic themes could be a good way to organize info… because the water starts in the upper basin and flows down basin.
Clayton: “Fate and Transport” through the system.

Deb or Sue?: probably have to break it out that way.

Jonathan: agrees; keep upper and lower basin separate.

Deb: try a tag team upper/lower basin

[There was consensus on the approach of Tammy’s suggestion- Geographic themes] 
Water quality – 2 speakers each to focus on a geographic area

Deb or Sue?: Need to keep broad.

Marshall: Goal of Plenary Session should be like a little short course to educate folks for Breakout Session.

Tammy: Issues: water temperature, P/nutrients, Algae/carbon.  Budget by geography.

?: Add time element.

Clayton: Add spatial element.  Dominant mechanisms that control water quality.

Dan: Put dam removal implications into Breakout Session after receiving education in Plenary Session.

Bill: Theme suggestions?

Marshall: 
Surface Water: overview talk but need to address differences in geography and include temporal components.
Water Quality:
Groundwater: Upper basin.  Lower basin-any expertise?

Invited Speakers – Should we select speakers that have a command on the overall science on the themes without dwelling on a lot of specifics?  Recommendations?
Bill: Suggests Marshall for the upper basin groundwater Plenary Session.
Anyone knowledgeable for lower basin?

Sue: U.C. Davis study but is somewhat controversial
She will explore who might be appropriate.

Bill: Need someone to give overview and educate.

Marshall: Suggests Jonathan LaMarche (OWRD), John Risley (USGS-Oregon), or Tim Mayer (USFWS Region, Portland)

Jonathan: Marshall could incorporate surface water for upper basin, has knowledge pertaining to streamflow varying spatially, temporally, consumptive use, ET.
Bill: suggestions for someone to talk about surface water in lower basin?
?:  Tom Hardy? (Bureau of Reclamation)

Mike: Geomorphologist?  (sorry, I did not catch if a specific name was mentioned. I think it was mentioned that Jim O’Connor (USGS-Oregon) is a geomorphologist and has done work on the Sprague River, but this may be in the realm of the Terrestrial, Riparian and Wetland Processes Workgroup)

Bill: He will ask the REMS Study folks.

Jonathan: any one from Cal. Dept. Water Resources (CDWR)?

Linda: _____ Fuentes? (USFS)

Bill: Please email a list me with a short list of names with their background/experience.
Sue: Larry Dunsmoor (Klamath Tribes), Mike Selchek (sp?), CDWR is not doing much in the basin for surface water.

?/Sue: Water quality suggestions: Steve to talk about Oregon, Clayton to talk about California, and/or Tammy.

Clayton: would want to work with others to get their input.

Bill: Tammy
Sue: Jake to talk about blue/green algae.

Jake: Yeah, he could do it.

Linda: Mike
Clayton: Mike will help Steve and Clayton.

Marshall: these talks are collaborative efforts and will need help from other to get complete picture.

Bill: we will compile a summary of speakers.
Breakout Session – My understanding of the breakout sessions (2 hours) is that everyone at the conference will participate in the breakout discussions. People will be “randomly” distributed into various rooms to have conversations in small groups. Each group will discuss the same questions. We need to come up with the questions to be discussed. This will take place after several plenary sessions during the 4 ½ day conference. This breakout session will be specific to Water Resources.
Sue: What do we want to get out of the breakout sessions?

Linda: interaction between groups… getting diversity.

Marshall: intent- help people doing science understand science needs in other disciplines.

Themes – We may want to structure the breakouts to have specific times for specific themes; two or three themes with questions for each. We will hand out the questions to each group.

Facilitator and Note Taker – Each breakout group will have a facilitator and note taker. Later in the conference results will be reported to the entire conference attendees in a plenary session.
What are the questions for Water Resources Session?



Water Quality




Water Quantity




Implications of Dam Removal

Implications of Climate Change (there will be a separate climate change session)
Needs and priorities for hydrologic monitoring.

Scientific information needs (short term and long term).

Bill: Assignment for everyone: please submit by email 3 questions/topics for the Breakout Session by email to Bill and Dan prior to the next conference call and we will compile the results.
?: Can someone give an example/
Dan: Example—Monitoring needs in light of dam removal, what should we be doing before the dam is removed and after the dam is removed, such as surface-water discharge measurements.  New stations must be selected that will be good sites after the dams are removed but are also good sites now so that there will be overlap with existing sites that will no longer be viable.  Need the overlap period to have continuity of record and develop relationships between discharge at both sites.

1) Call for abstracts – Deadline December 1, 2009 – Distribute announcement/call

Concurrent Sessions will take place on Day 3 (Thursday February 4, 2010)


Poster sessions Day 1 and 2 (Water Resources on Day 1)
2) Future Tasks: review Plenary Session talks; review/select abstracts for Concurrent Session talks/posters
3) Next Conference Call date and time:  in about 2-weeks? Email with link to Doodle scheduler.
Bill: Next conference call during the week of November 9th.  Doodle scheduler will be sent out by email.

4) Bring attention to Web Page:      http://or.water.usgs.gov/Klamath2010
Steve: submit proposed concept of what speaker group will look like.

CALL ENDED AT 4:45 PM.

After call ended:

Marshall: suggests we pick the pick brains of Stewart Rounds (USGS-Oregon)

Bill: Mike Deas and Annette Sullivan (USGS-Oregon) might be a good pair {for surface water or water quality?}

Bill: Plenary Session-no one should be pushing an agenda, must be a teacher.

Steve (by phone to Dan 10/26/09): TMDL determined in 2002.  However, recent work in Upper Klamath Lake by USGS and others has provided new info on internal vs. external loading and potential for reductions.  The Natural River Basin for Upper Klamath River TMDL assumes full Upper Klamath Lake TMDL implementation.  However, Bureau of Reclamation and others thinks that expectations for Upper Klamath Lake are too hopeful.  Steve suggests that Tammy could present the viewpoint of water quality in the Upper basin and that Clayton could talk about the TMDL in the river down to the ocean.
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