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PNAMP Integrated Status & Trends Monitoring Demonstration Project Habitat Component Work Session NOTES 
June 10, 2010
9:00 a.m. – 3:30
Location:  Northwest Power and Conservation Council, Small Conference Room, 11th Floor, 851 SW 6th Avenue Portland, OR (map)

Phone Bridge:  Call 712.775.7300; enter code 273804#.     

WebEx meeting link https://usgs.webex.com/usgs/j.php?ED=138878517&UID=0&RT=MiM0
If you are a new user, please prepare your computer in advance of the meeting. This will take 2-3 minutes; you can log in 10 minutes before the meeting.  If you have trouble joining the meeting, please call WebEx Tech support at 1-866-569-3239 (toll free 24/7).
Distribution - Aaron Borisenko, Bernadette Graham Hudson, Bob Cusimano, Bruce Crawford, Catherine Corbett, Chris Jordan, Clint Chandler, Dan Rawding, Dave Price, Don Stevens, Emmit Taylor, Erik Neatherlin, Glenn Merritt, Gretchen Hayslip, Henry Franzoni, Ian Waite, Jeff Breckel, Jeff Rodgers, Jill Hardiman, Jim Geiselman, Karen Adams, Ken Dzinbal, Kevin Malone, Kirk Krueger, Lisa Madsen, Matt Deniston, Phil Larsen, Phil Trask, Phil Roger, Russell Scranton, Scott Rumsey, Shannon Hubler, Steve Lanigan, Steve Leider, Steve Waste, Tim Counihan, Jen Bayer, Jacque Schei
Agenda
This work session picks up where we left off last time…see this link for materials from that day (May 19, 2010): http://www.pnamp.org/node/2918; worksession notes: http://www.pnamp.org/node/2977.

1. Habitat Scoping Matrix: review content & compress where  possible
Background:  At our last meeting, we agreed we needed additional information in the database.  There has been a lot of work on entry since that time.  Kevin will provide an update of the information we currently have.  In addition, the group agreed to ‘compress’ the database, meaning match up program information and use the PNAMP metric or indicator as common terminology to identify similarities between programs.  Kevin has started this task with the information that people have submitted.  The goal today is to review with the people who submitted information.
Goal Today: review database; compress where possible
Discussion today:
· Information still needed:

· WA Ecology will submit information - Glenn Merritt

· Information from Tributary Habitat Report (Jordan) - Kevin will enter

· Ask Phil Kaufmann about EMAP info? 
· Add URL to reference where possible
· Noted that these discussions are important to WA ECY stormwater monitoring

· Suggested that we need WG discussion on precision, design, intensity of effort, etc. at some point

· Group made changes to Indicator terms to compress metrics into broader indicator categories (see updated habitat scoping matrix - link to 6/11 version) 

· Important to keep in mind that organizations will continue to use their own language, but we’re trying to categorize terms so they can be more easily compared. 
· Compress first, then fit in with PNAMP indicator list or make recommendations to restructure PNAMP list
· Pub from Eric Archer about indices out soon - will post on PNAMP website when available
· Information from WA ECY regarding standardizing methods for collecting macroinvertebrates
· Data quality is affected by method used.  WA Ecology is making an effort to promote collection and measurement (count and identify) of samples in a standard way to make the data generated by these entities of equal quality.  Once the measurements of equal quality are made we can share data and use it for any kind of assessment method we use in our own jurisdictions (metrics like “taxa richness” or “% Ephemeroptera”, or indices like IBI or O/E for example).  
· Document (Link) lists the items we feel are important for making standardized macroinvertebrate “measurements”.  
· Group identified subgroups to meet to discuss specific indicator groups (see subWG Guidance document for details):

· Objectives for subWGs - 

· Clarify details of measurements and metrics for each entity (information collection)

· Is there consensus for standardized method?

· If we can’t identify a common method, discuss whether differing methods allow you to obtain comparable data.  Determine why things are different - help everyone understand why.
· Endpoint - prioritize list of metrics that we have identified a preferred method and measurements; or compatible measurements and methods that get to the same metric
· Indicator for subWG to focus on:  
· Biological Condition - Shannon Hubler will lead

· Channel Structure; Floodplain connectivity and function; Stream Connectivity - Jeff Rodgers will lead
· Take advantage of Effectiveness Monitoring work - see Information from Ken Dzinbal 
· Link to table that shows the WA Forum High-Level Indicators, the associated attributes, and then the protocol/method that we will likely be proposing for adoption (subject still to a final review from work-group participants).
· Disturbance - Shannon Hubler will lead 
· Geomorphology - no subWG needed

· Invasives - Bernadette Graham Hudson to lead
· Miles of High Quality Coho Habitat - no subWG needed
· Riparian Condition - ask Steve Lanigan to lead

· Kevin will talk to Steve about what we’re looking for

· Stream Flow - ask Ian Waite to lead

· Kevin will talk to Ian about what we’re looking for

· Substrate - ask Chris Jordan to lead

· Jeff will talk to Chris about what we’re looking for

· Upslope Condition - No need for subWG

· Water Quality - Bernadette Graham Hudson will lead
· Suggestion to build website for LC demo project laying out all steps, results, etc - rather than write a big report of findings 
2. Next Steps
Goal Today: define next steps, set date for next worksession
· Update table - People who submitted information are asked to revisit database with new indicator structure (developed today; link) and make sure their metrics are in the correct category - contact Kevin if you have questions (kmmalone@wavecable.com; 425.753.0011)

· Assigned to:  Jeff, Bernadette, Shannon, Glenn, Steve Lanigan, Jordan, Kevin

· Metrics can point to more than one indicator (add a new row)

· Measurements can point to more than one metric (add a new row)

· Reiterate what we mean by fields - Kevin will add comments in each column header
· Reiterate goals and objectives to group so they better understand what the subWGs sessions are for
· Prioritized list of metrics depending on different levels of resources, management questions
· Identified set of common or similar methods used to collect methods

· subWGs sessions intended to identify gaps and commonalities and move toward priorities

· Set up subWG meetings
· Draft overview of task (Jeff, Shannon, Kevin) - link to task overview
· Leads will be in contact with group about subWG meeting schedules

· Date for next work session of larger group will be determined based on subWG scheduling
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