Rl Environmental Monitoring Collaborative
Meeting Minutes

5 August 2009
Narragansett Bay Commission, Providence

Present: P. August, Q Kellogg, S. Kiernan, T. Uva, A. Colt, J. Boyd, C. LaBash, D. Gregg, A. Parris, S.
McCormick, E. Julian, W. Galloway, C. Deacutis, R. Ribb, D. Pryor, J. Motta

Meeting called to order at 10:00 AM

1.

Ames Colt reviewed the outcomes of the 2009 Legislative Session. The good news was the
passage of the Water Use and Efficiency Act (5732 A, H5828), thanks to the hard work of the
Coalition for Water Security. The passage of the act raises questions about what monitoring
will be needed to address the mandates. The bad news was the state budget situation, with
the need for cuts to FY10 budget. Colt stated that there was no decrease in Gen. Assembly
support for the BRW CT, and EMC, philosophically or conceptually and will continue to get
same allocation. Discussion followed to clarify the role of the EMC in assisting the BRW CT in
effective communication of monitoring priorities to the legislature.
Colt broadly outlined a 2009-2010 Workplan for the RIEMC that included

a. developing a set of indicators that build on water quality monitoring so that

interested organizations can create “report cards”, and

b. making a connection with the public by focusing on communication
Sue Kiernan reviewed water monitoring highlights. Kiernan distributed information in the
form of a spreadsheet on the implementation status of existing and recommended field
monitoring programs for coastal waters. This also includes future considerations for each
recommended action. Data sets that have been generated are ripe for mining, perhaps by
the academic community.
Richard Ribb announced that the final technical draft of the NBEP Status and Trends report
(Currents of Change) is available on the web. Discussion followed regarding the need for
indicators, and a plan to organize a series of workshops in November to address this need.
The desired outcome would be the development of recommendations for action based on
indicators. There was some discussion about the EMC hosting these workshops with NBEP.
Some issues that need to be resolved are definitions of “indicator” and “metric”. Chris
Deacutis noted that EPA is hosting a workshop on Biological Criteria at the end of October,
which will focus on linking chemistry and biology in reference estuarine ecosystems.
The Beta version of the Digital Atlas is now on the web, www.edc.uri.edu/atlas . It provides

guantitative statistics and a wide variety of maps for communities, or for watersheds. This
work comes out of collaboration between NRCS and RIGIS. The NRCS Rapid Watershed
Assessment program is a component of the Digital Atlas effort.

Ocean SAMP data are coming on-line and will be available through www.narrbay.org .

Chuck LaBash reviewed status of the USGS LiDAR Mission. Stimulus money is being made
available to USGS to collect LiDAR data. A proposal is being crafted for the Northeast Region


http://www.edc.uri.edu/atlas
http://www.narrbay.org/

(available on the CI’'s EMC website) and the RFP is expected to emerge Sept. 1. Rl has a lot of
LiDAR coverage but from a variety of sources, collected with a variety of specifications. It is
therefore difficult to integrate these data. Discussion followed about expected resolution
and use of proposed LiDAR data to be collected.

8. David Gregg discussed the status of monitoring for invasive species. The focus has been on
freshwater aquatic invasives (Al). There is much more awareness, achieved through
Watershed Watch programs and Land Conservation Stewardship initiatives. The next
question is how to respond to what they are finding. The RINHS and DEM Div. of Forest
Environments have been invited to apply for funds from the USFS to conduct surveys and
respond to invasive species in western Rl forests. Some of the money would go to hiring
underemployed landscapers for response work. This work would start in the winter. It was
suggested that the Bay Assessment and Response Team (BART) mechanism to rapidly focus
resources for a timely response could be expanded to include invasive species.

9. Amie Parris described the status of the Beach Program. They are focusing on identifying
sources of bacteria and eliminating them. Monitoring shows that the CSO tunnel has been
very effective, resulting in fewer beach closure days, even with higher than normal rainfall.
They are looking into using a 4 hour test (vs. 24 hour) so that decisions about beach closures
can be made based on more current data. They have begun a sand sampling program,
collecting dry, wet and underwater sand samples, and analyzing for bacteria.

10. Meeting adjourned at noon.



