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Attendees: 

Jeff Potent (R2) – (212) 637-3857

Daphne Pee (R3) – (301) 405-5849
Rebecca Power (R5) – (608) 263-3425

Fred Moore (R6) – (214) 665-6610

Lloyd Walker (R8) – (970) 491-6172

Christine French (R9) – (951) 827-4327
Jan Seago (R10) – (206) 553-0038
Agenda items:

National Water Conference Workshop – update

SLT/CSL meetings in Savannah - Expectations

Agenda for our face-to-face meeting in Savannah

Brief regional updates (extended information available, as submitted, in notes)

Other items??
National Water Quality Conference – Workshop Update
“Creating and Sustaining Successful Water Quality Programs: Lessons Learned from Across the Nation and Support for Success at Home” 
Planning Committee for this workshop: Fred, Rebecca, Daphne, Jan, Christine, Susan, Elaine Andrews, and Dave Dickson

Case Study selections have been made (Case studies will focus on the “why” of success, more than the “what”)
· 6 programs were nominated for consideration for case study presentations:

            NEMO:  Dave Dickson

            Master Well Owner Network: Stephanie Clemens

            LA Master Farmer Program:  Carrie Mendoza

            MN Onsite Wastewater Treatment Program: Jim Anderson

            Watershed Issues Satellite Workshop:  Jan Seago

            Master Watershed Stewart (Oregon): Derek Godwin
· Leaders of the nominated programs were asked to complete a brief survey to give us some additional insight into their programs. (http://www.surveymonkey.com/Users/54930348/Surveys/808493003923/B671D50B-D336-4D9D-B36E-910A6DF282F1.asp?U=808493003923&DO_NOT_COPY_THIS_LINK) 
· Three programs, varied in scope, audience, and issues, were chosen for presentations:
            NEMO:  Dave Dickson

            LA Master Farmer Program:  Carrie Mendoza

            MN Onsite Wastewater Treatment Program: Jim Anderson
Micro-agenda (sent out by Fred prior to the call) 
· Will present a pre-determined list of characteristics of success (as defined for this workshop) and encourage audience participation to identify others.
· Time is allowed in the agenda to give attendees an opportunity to look at their own programs – either established or envisioned – and brainstorm in small group settings to discover what might make their program better.  What expertise do they have available? What do they need? 
Contact with CSL (primarily through Art) 

· CSL has requested that we do what we can to have key messages regarding the importance of evaluation and conveying success to stakeholders that will be addressed in the meeting with state water quality coordinators, be reiterated in this workshop.  
· Evaluation strategy and communication of success to stakeholders are among the topics case study presenters have been asked to include in their presentations.  
Program Analysis and Capacity Building portions of the workshop  

· These sections will be in small group settings with time allowed to report back to the larger group

· Each participant will be given reporting sheets (one for existing programs, a different one for new programs)

· During the report-out, we will collect information on existing knowledge and skill sets available as well as what are needed.   We will also ask for input on what delivery format/mechanism would be desired for acquiring the needed knowledge.
Logistics  

· Fred is working with Joni on logistics for seating in the room (groups of 4) as well as for gathering information about using tape and/or push pins on the walls, etc. 
· Will ask for all liaisons and National Facilitation Project leaders to participate in the workshop and help facilitate discussions for the small groups
**All materials currently prepared (agenda, worksheet for current program, and worksheet for new program) have been distributed to the full Liaison SLT – please share any comments/questions/concerns you may have. 
SLT/CSL meetings in Savannah - Expectations

We have two meetings set with the CSL while in Savannah. 

The Monday morning/breakfast meeting will include the CSL, Liaisons, and National Facilitation Project leaders.  The focus of this meeting will be on the NFPs and sharing information from their projects to the entire network. 

The Thursday morning meeting will include the CSL and Liaisons. We can expect this to be a mini-CSL meeting with some discussion of national program budget and the continuing resolution. Perhaps also some discussion regarding the meeting CSL will have had the previous Tuesday with extension deans and directors.

We should be prepared to discuss:

· the workshop – what we encountered from the participants/ short summary of major findings

· attendance at the summer meeting (regionally independent)
· what we foresee as our (Liaison) next steps (for the coming 4 – 5 months); this may just be establishing themed conference calls, it may include more (we expect to discuss this topic in our Sunday evening meeting in Savannah, suggestions are welcome)
Agenda for our face-to-face meeting in Savannah

Currently agenda items include: 
· Workshop briefing and finalizing materials for the workshop (Fred will extend an invitation out to Dave and Elaine to participate in this portion of the meeting; Dave has also been asked to invite other NFP leaders to join us at this time.)
· Next steps for liaisons – our plans for the coming 4 – 5 months (to be shared with CSL during Thursday morning meeting). 

· Regional sharing

· Set dates and topics for next conference calls

· Discussion (as time allows) of regional advisory committees – how they are forming…

Future meeting dates:

In-Person Meeting:  Sunday, January 28, 7:00 – 9:00 pm, in Savannah, GA
In-Person Meeting with CSL: Monday, January 29, 7:30 – 8:30 am in Savannah, GA

In-Person Meeting with CSL: Thursday, February 1, 7:30 – 10:00 am in Savannah, GA
Next conference call: March 8 1:30 to 3:30 central

Regional Updates

Region 1

Activities/Priority Issues:

Chet Arnold, John Rozum, and Dave Dickson will be leading an EPA Watershed Academy Webcast: Using NEMO to Advance Watershed Management on Jan 17.
Stephen Herbert will be one of the experts featured on the LPE Learning Center Webcast: Manure Application on Legumes on Feb 16. 
More info can be found on the NE homepage: http://www.usawaterquality.org/newengland/
Region 2

Activities/Priority Issues:

Planning first meeting of the regional program advisory committee for March 1. The meeting will be convened as a multi-site video conference. Objectives of the meeting include: raising the profile of the program; gaining input on directions and priorities for the program; and facilitating collaboration.  At the meeting we will also discuss evaluation and reporting strategies.

Working with Rutgers, University of Puerto Rico EPA headquarters and NC State to develop a small farm animal waste management training program.  Training program is being developed for New Jersey, but has the potential to become a national model.  Jeff will speak with Art and Tom to make them aware of the program and its possibilities for partnerships on a national level.
Region 3

Activities/Priority Issues:

1. Past: 

a. Dec. ‘06: Joint Israeli and Palestinian delegation // Members of the delegation to learn about the Chesapeake Bay model and discuss how to apply a similar model to their waters.

b. Dec. ’06: A Draft Framework has been developed to apply the Master Well Owner Network in VA

2. Upcoming:

a. Jan. ’07: Nutrient Trading Workshop to be held at the National Water Conference

b. Feb./Mar. ’07: Regional Nutrient Trading Workshop

c. Feb./Mar. ’07: Regional Science Forum on Ethanol Production // This forum will focus on the impacts on Mid-Atlantic water quality that the push for ethanol production will bring.

d. Mar.  ‘07:  Master Well Owner Network workshop in Delaware // This is a continued effort to expand the training into Delaware. 

Regional Products, Programs, Resources:

1. New

a. Agenda and presentations from the Regional Science Forum on endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDC) is now available at http://www.mawaterquality.org/themes/ed.htm
2. Upcoming 

a. A 2-pg factsheet and 4-pg brochure on the findings of the EDC forum are currently getting finalized.

Region 5

Activities/Priority Issues:

1. Conservation Professional Training – Comprehensive training program for conservation professionals (soil and water conservation districts/partner agencies, Extension, and private sector).  Pilot in WI; new contract with MN Dept of Ag to provide training. Developing multi-state steering committee.

2. Social indicators – interest from R5 TMDL program – expect funding by late spring. Also interest from EPA Drinking Water – they’re doing a logic model pilot in R5 with indicators and they have no “human dimension” indicators as of yet.  Thought ours might be worth taking a look at.

3. Stormwater – Regional stormwater efforts continue w/ half-time regional staff – Jon Witter at OSU.  We are in process of surveying MS4 contacts across region and other stormwater management contacts (consultants, agency staff, etc) to get information on research, outreach, and continuing education needs.  Also in process of building a multi-state Extension stormwater team.

4. TMDLs – R5 TMDL program interested in social indicators as well as university assistance in biophysical parts of TMDL development and implementation; beginning pilot using social indicators in Lower Green Bay this summer.  Exploring potential of multi-state agreement to increase access to diverse expertise across region on TMDLs.

5. Scenario planning – Great Lakes Regional Water Program will be engaging in scenario planning as part of a “where do we go from here” discussion.  Scenario planning is a tool to help participants have a clearer vision of future opportunities and threats, and to design effective strategies to deal with them.
Opportunity for multi-regional collaboration and/or elevation to national level:

1. Social indicators – interest from R5 TMDL program – other TMDL programs may be interested in this approach. EPA Drinking Water –logic model pilot in R5 is part of a national effort that could involve other regions in the future.  

2. Stormwater – Jon Witter is the NEMO coordinator in Ohio; information about this initiative could be shared with the national NEMO network.

3. TMDLs – Same as #1.
Regional Products, Programs, Resources:

“Drainage Water Management for the Midwest” Bulletin Now Available! - Subsurface drainage is very common in the Great Lakes states, with the percentage of cropland that is drained estimated to be more than 30% in five of the six states. There are several water quality concerns related to subsurface drainage, the most critical being nitrate-N, a soluble N ion that moves wherever water moves. New drainage management systems have recently been developed to reduce nitrate loss due to agricultural drainage. 

The Drainage Water Management for the Midwest bulletin synthesizes current research on drainage water management technologies that reduce nitrate loss and provide the information in an accessible form. The key message of the publication is that new research and technologies are available to reduce nitrate losses from drained land. The publication responds to a clearly expressed need of many agencies including USDA NRCS, universities, EPA and state environmental agencies. It was funded by the Great Lakes Regional Water Program, and is a product of the multi-state Agricultural Drainage Management Systems (ADMS) Task Force, a partnership of ARS, NRCS, CSREES and Land Grant University researchers that focuses attention on new management practices that can mitigate the negative impact of drainage. 

Eight thousand copies were printed and have been distributed regionally and nationally to Land Grant universities in the Midwest (MN, IL, IN, OH, WI, IA, and MO); NRCS state offices in the Great Lakes States; National Technology Support Centers (East, Central), the National Water and Climate Center, National Water Management Center, and National Headquarters; ARS National headquarters plus research units that work on drainage; industry (ADMC and manufacturers); and USEPA Headquarters. The publication has also been distributed at many events for decision-makers, agency staff, industry, and producers including the Upper Mississippi Hypoxia Nutrient Mgmt Subcommittee, USEPA Non-point Source Tour in Minnesota, National Irrigation Association, Innovations in Nonpoint Source Management conference, and it will be used in many Extension events this winter. The involvement by agencies such as EPA and NRCS in its review will enhance the widespread impact. This project has enhanced research/extension integration, through the synthesis of current research in a bulletin for target community audiences. Although university teaching is not a target outcome of the project, the bulletin may be useful in some courses. To access the bulletin, please see http://www.ces.purdue.edu/extmedia/WQ/WQ-44.pdf
Contact:  Jane Frankenberger; Purdue University; (765) 494-1194; frankenb@purdue.edu
Measuring Social Outcomes of Nonpoint Source Management Programs - USEPA Region 5, state water quality agencies, university researchers and educators, and local water managers have produced pilot methods and guidance for measuring social information and outcomes from nonpoint source (NPS) programs in the Great Lakes Region. As part of this project, over 100 people attended eight region-wide workshops in the fall of 2005. Attendees overwhelmingly reported an increased understanding of social factors in NPS management and how those factors can support NPS management. This project will increase the ability of EPA Region 5 and state agencies to measure meaningful outcomes (such as increases in knowledge, or behavior change) that may precede water quality improvement. A regional approach has allowed states to develop a single shared evaluation system for less cost than individual systems. As a result, states will be able to share data to increase their understanding of the social dynamics of NPS management in the Region. All partners have shown strong and innovative leadership to accomplish project goals. CSREES has awarded additional funding to this group to test the validity of the indicators developed through this project.

Contacts:  Ken Genskow; University of Wisconsin-Madison; 608-262-8756; kgenskow@wisc.edu
Linda Prokopy; Purdue University; 765-496-2221; lprokopy@purdue.edu
Youth LEAP Toward Future of Ohio Agriculture - Ohio State University (OSU), OSU Extension, the Ohio Livestock Coalition (OLC), the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR), Ohio Federation of Soil & Water Conservation Districts (SWCDs), United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), and the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency have completed a student manual for the Youth Livestock Environmental Assurance Program (Youth LEAP).  This high-school agriculture education curriculum is designed to stimulate future generations of agriculture-based managers to incorporate environmental best management practices into their daily operations.  The curriculum integrates agriculture, food systems, and public health issues, and meets animal agriculture curriculum benchmarks.  Modules on management address: odor, site evaluation, feedlot surface, egg wash water; milking center wastewater, silage storage, grazing strategies, nutrient storage and handling. The education modules include tools for teachers to assess changes in their students levels of knowledge and skills related to environmental stewardship. Three training sessions with a total of 98 vocational agriculture education instructors have conducted. Ninety-two percent of those attending have requested a copy of the curriculum, supporting the need for this information for students.  For a copy of the curriculum, please see the Ohio State University Curriculum Materials Service website.

Contact: Stephen Boyles; (614) 292-7669; boyles.4@osu.edu
EPI-NET – Because Little Things Can Make A Big Difference! - The Environmental Pathogens Information Network (EPI-NET) provides a centralized resource of water-related environmental microbiological contamination information.  EPI-NET encourages information sharing, connects a network of stakeholders, regulatory officials, and technical experts, provides methods and data interpretation references, and increases our ability to develop a coherent national research agenda and good public policy for pathogen management.  The Network’s primary method of information delivery is the http://epi-net.org/ website, however, the organization has conducted two workshops (on microbial source tracking and pathogens as part of beach monitoring programs) and has three more planned for 2007. 

Contacts: Ronald Turco; Purdue University; (765) 494-8077; rturco@purdue.edu
Militza Carrero-Colón; Purdue University; (765) 496-7737; carreroc@purdue.edu
Region 6

Activities/Priority Issues:

1.  Regional Agricultural Forum – January 18 – Dallas, TX

Convening regional 1862 and 1890 LGI Research and Extension Administrators, NRCS State Conservationists, and EPA Senior Staff in a one-day meeting that will focus discussions to develop means to collaborate on issues related to agriculture and the environment.  Expected outcomes include the understanding of each participating agency’s goals, priorities, and resources, development of next steps in the formulation of a MOA/MOU among the participating agencies, and creation of smaller working groups to address specific issues for future collaboration.

2.  National IPM Evaluation Group – November 14 and 15

EPA SAI Coordinators, USDA-NRCS, USDA-CSREES, American Farmland Trust, NGOs, the IPM Centers, and state IPM coordinators met to formalize this interagency group.  The purpose of the group is to convey at the national level, a unified message of IPM successes to encourage adoption.  The mission:  to facilitate and harmonize IPM impact assessment and program evaluation.  Am working with the communication subcommittee to formulate a clear concise plan.

Accomplishments and successes:

Have completed my move from the Pesticide Program to the Water Quality Protection Division.  Will provide the opportunity to work closer with the Watershed Management Program.
Ideas or approach that may help another liaison:
Working with the Region’s Decentralized Coordinator and the Decentralized experts at the LGUs to develop an O&M training program for the Region’s tribes based on the Onsite Consortium’s (http://www.onsiteconsortium.org/) curriculum.

Region 7

Activities/Priority Issues:

Nutrient and Pesticide Management – conducted roundtable “Targeting Critical Source Areas for Implementation of BMPs” on January 9-10, 2007. The objectives of the roundtable are to: 1) report and discuss research findings, activities, and issues concerning targeting of critical source areas for implementation of BMPs; and 2) identify collaborative research and extension needs and opportunities. Topics covered will include: Using Watershed Models, GIS and Remote Sensing to Target BMPs, The Human Dimension, Experiences with Stakeholders in Targeting of BMPs and Lessons from the Field. 

Thirty invited scientists and agency staff presented and discussed the current status of research and needs for BMP targeting.
Regional Products, Programs, Resources:

Wortmann, C., alKaisi, M., Helmers, M., Sawyer, J., Devlin, D., Barden, C., Scharf, P., Fergusen, R., Kranz, W., Shapiro, C., Spalding, R., Tarkalson, D., Holtz, J., Francis, D. 2006. Agricultural Nitrogen Management for Water Quality Protection in the Midwest. 

Heartland Water Quality Bulletin, University of Nebraska Press, RP189.

Morton, L.W. and Susan Brown et. al. 2006. Water Issues in the Four State Heartland Region: A Survey of Public Perceptions and Attitudes about Water - Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri.  Heartland Regional Water Coordination Initiative, Iowa State University Extension Bulletin SP289.

The Iowa State results publication will be completed in January, 2007. 
Regional Program structural idea that may be of interest: 
Development of regional coordination ideas and opportunities through a strategy that involves holding issue-based roundtables – to bring out the current state of the science - followed by regional workshops to inform and build capacity in targeted stakeholder groups.  A number of regional publications and collaborative grant proposals have emerged from these sessions.

Region 8

Activities/Priority Issues:

Week of January 16, will have a conference call with the new advisory committee – 1 representative from each state (linkages were made through individual state advisory committees).  Advisory committee will be invited to the regional summer meeting. 
Developing a white paper for internationalization of the water program at CSU. 
Region 9

Activities/Priority Issues:

Upcoming conference (April ’07): Promoting Coordinated Management of Water Quality Protection and Food Safety Initiatives in California Vegetable Production

Vegetated buffers in various configurations help to reduce runoff volume as well as pollutants and sediments that would otherwise enter waterways. The buffers can also serve as wildlife habitat. This is considered to be an additional benefit by the wildlife community but is a concern for food safety officials and growers who worry that wildlife may serve as vectors spreading pathogens to crops. Best Management Practices for these two communities therefore differ markedly with food safety officials recommending de-vegetation around waterways, and environmental officials recommending vegetated buffer areas.  This conference is aimed at answering the question “How can on-farm water quality management practices be co- managed with food safety initiatives in order to protect the environment and human health associated with the production and consumption of cool season vegetables.”

While case study information is focused on California, outputs from this conference are expected to be applicable nation-wide.
Regional Products, Programs, Resources:

AvailableNow: A series of fact sheets on shock chlorination was developed in response to concerns about mobilization of arsenic in wells treated with chlorine bleach to remove indicator organisms from domestic wells:
Shock Chlorination: Background and Principles – This fact sheet explains shock chlorination, a procedure often used to disinfect water wells. It explains what shock chlorination is, under what circumstances wells should be disinfected, what chemicals are used to accomplish disinfection, and how to test water to determine if shock chlorination is needed or was effective.

 (http://www.unce.unr.edu/publications/FS06/FS0668.pdf)

Shock Chlorination: Estimating the Amount of Bleach Needed – This fact sheet explains how to estimate the amount of household bleach needed to disinfect a well and home water system. It provides examples of how to estimate the volume of water that must be treated, and the amount of bleach that must be added to have the proper dose of chlorine. (http://www.unce.unr.edu/publications/FS06/FS0669.pdf )

Shock Chlorination: A Step-by-Step Guide to Shock Chlorinating Wells and Home Water Supply Systems – This fact sheet explains how to shock chlorinate a well and home water supply system. It describes how to add chlorine bleach to a well and the cold water part of a home water supply system and how to ensure that shock chlorination is successful and safe. (http://www.unce.unr.edu/publications/FS06/FS0670.pdf)

Shock Chlorination: Disinfecting the Hot Water Portion of Household Plumbing
(http://www.unce.unr.edu/publications/FS06/FS0671.pdf)

Coming Soon:

A Technical Bulletin for the Safe Use of Reclaimed Water

The objectives of this bulletin are to provide up-to-date knowledge about federal and state (AZ, CA, and NV) regulations and guidelines on water reuse; physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of reclaimed wastewaters; and the safe application of wastewater for landscape and agriculture.

Region 10

Activities/Priority Issues:

1. Raingarden Design Manual for West of the Cascade Mountains homeowners will be done by June 2007.  Two demonstration raingardens have been installed in Olympia and Puyallup; one will be installed at Theler center in Belfair, WA

2. Developing a marine shoreline vegetation restoration book/CD/pdf for homeowners with funding from Puget Sound Action Team and WA Sea Grant 

3. Regions II and III Surveys. The Regions II (New York, New Jersey) and III (Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware) surveys have been completed and statistically analyzed. 

4. Paper In Review. The paper “Public Perceptions on the Ideal Balance between Natural Resource Protection and Use in the Western USA” was submitted to Society and Natural Resources as a potential journal contribution in December

National Water Program 


Liaison Standing Leadership Team 





Call Notes 


January 11, 2007








