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L DISCU,S,SIOIV

House Continuing Resolution 15 catts for the Division to appty best availabte science and workwith regulated communities to resolve water quality concèins rcsues, specificaily the poTWs

House Continuing Resolution 26 focused on the restoration of lttah Lake. Natural resource
issues such as Phragmites and other retated concerns shoutd be addressed.

The Division of Water QualÍty asked for $120,000 in Generat funds to hetp with DWe'sresponse
to harmful algal blooms and the monitoring of harmful algae. This did nbtpass.

Funding for a spills coordinator at DWQ was approved and the person that was hired is named
Kevin Okleberry.

Mørgí Boxekí (USll Extensíonl-Beør Ríuer Watershed Innptementoltíon (See
presentøtíon)

The Bear Nver watershed is the targeted watershed for Fy-2017

currently four large projects are being ptanned on the Logan River.

A Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) has been developed, and is currenuy being reviewed by DEe.

A couer crop demonstration proiect is being conducted adjacent to the Bear River. They are
also looking at a study on the effect of cover crops on tite drainage water in Box Elder County.

The Coordinator is also working on a social media outreach campaign with videopodcasfs.

AndA Pøpryas=(IIDAFT- Weber Rítser Watershed. Implementartíon proj ects (Seepresentøtíon)

The Weber Basin will 19 the targeted basin in FY-2018. Most of the imptementation work thatwíll be taking place will occur in the Souúå Fork of Chalk Creek, an¿ Hun Creek.

The coordinator is currently working in several other locations in the basin on water quality
related projects.

ln the Chalk Creek Watershed, landowners are paying for many of the needed pracfrces
themselves instead of applying for grants. There-is ã chance ihat between the tandowners and
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tle funding that is coming in from other grant sources, there witt not be a large demand for tVpS
funds ín Chalk Creek and Huff Creek in 2018.

Many of the practices that will be instatted wilt focus on grazing management.

John FaVnders (UDAFI- Søn Pítch Wstershed. Implernentøtíon projects (See
att øche d pr e s ent ø:tíon)

Many proiects have been implemented over the years in the San Pitch Watershed. pa¡tners that
have provided funding include: DWQ,IVRCS, and the DWR.

A watershed plan has been completed and witt be submitted to the Division of Water euatity in
the next week or twot Tltíg.wate_rshed plan has identified one of the targest priority areras aé tne
secúion of the San Pitch River from its headwaters to Moroni.

Aside from water qualitll restoration projects, there has been interest generated to remove
lnvasive specieg specifically Russian olive trees atong the river. f unâing for these projects wilt
be coming from sources öesídes DWe.

Over 4 miles of restoration has atready occurred on the San Pitch, and around 4 more mites will
be completed in the next 2 years. One animat feeding operation wilt atso be taken care of during
that time frame.

Dax Reíd (UDAFT' Prouo Ríuer Restoration q.ctíuítíes (See Presentøtíon)

A coordinator position was recently created in the Provo Riverllttah Lake watershed.

Within the watershed ample work has already taken place ín the Wallsburg Watershed.

Ihe Spanísh Fork River CRMP has recently been completed, and the coordinator wilt be
spen_ding a large amgynt of time implementing projeits in between the freeway and the
confluence with Utah Lake.

Wq-Ug Dod.d's (UDAFt- Ilpper Seuíer Ríaer Restorøtíon o,ctíaítíes (See presentstíon)

The Upper Sevrerrs currently selecúed as one of the three National Water euatity tnitiative
Watersheds in the súaúe.

Some of the best water quality projects that have occurred in the lJpper Sevier are irrigation
improvements, that help control or eliminate irrigation return flows-into the Sevier Riier.
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There are currently 4 NWQI projects in the lJpper Seyier that have apptications into fñe IVRCS
office. Ifiese include one irrigation project, and three streambank áiabilization projects.
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Arne llultquíst (Gro¿n,d Conserao:tíon Dístríctl- South East Colorado trrestoro¿tíon
actÍuities (See Presentøtíon)

Much of the NPS implementation work that is being conducted in the South East Cotorado
River Basin is taking place in the Spanísfi Valtey nèar Moab.

Various spring protection projects have been imptemented in the Manti-La Sat National Forest.

Additional information/education projects have been conducted including signage and dog
waste stations.

The Castle Creek proiect is about 65% compteted and will be completed by this time next year.
This proiect focused on restoring the riparian corridor through much of the town.

The local watershed group would like to look into revisiting sorne of the assessr?ent methods
that are being used in that area, as well as revisiting some-of the beneficial uses that are
assþned to various waterbodies in that part of the state.

nrg4 lInU (UDWlAla AFO Progrorn ornd Díschørges Obsented. ín the Spríng of zotT
(See Presentatíon)

Regulations that exist in the state of lltah regarding concentrated Animat Feeding Operations
(CAFos) are based on federal requirements that arè then written into lltah's administrative
code.

Waters of the state are typically any water in the state that does noú originate and terminate on
the same private property.

ln the Spring of 2017 more than 30 AFOs and CAFOs were visited. Of those visited, 21
compliance letters and 4 enforcement letters will be sent.
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n. ADDITIONAL ITEMS
The Statewide NPS MOU has been officially signed by all parties, and a PDF scanned document has
been sent out to all members of the Task Force. One hard copy will be housed here at the Division of
Water Quality, and another will be sent to the legal counsel of tñe Federal agencies that have signed the
document.

Walt Baker will be retiring in May. He thanks the Task Force for all they do, and for the chance that he
had to work with them.

Next Meeting will be held on June 2gth here at the Division of water euality
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a Possible agenda topics for future meetings include:

o Standards and assessment protocols
o Possibilities for increased Public Relations and Outreach water quality campaignso An update on the Federal Budget
o Additional water quality issues as they occur.
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South Fork of Chalk Creek
Coordinated Resource Management Plan ICRMP)

. South Fork Watershed (54000 acres)

. 18 Landowners

Location

t



s/tl2017

Fish Creek Au st 7th, 20L4

One inch rain åll evenl

250 dump truckload of sediment entered stream.

August 7th,2}t4 August t3th,Zùlr4
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s/L/20L7

. Cross fencing

. Riparian Fencing

. Grazing Management
, Water Developments
. Pinion Juniper lop and scatter
. Converting from W¡ld Flood to
Sprinkler lrrigation

Pro ects

. Chalk Creek Sampling Analysis Plan

" ïemperature

'pH
,DO

" Turbidity

" TSS

" Nutrients

" Flow

. Other Monitoring
. Photo monitoring
- BLM MIM assessment

' Summit Conservation District

Monitoring
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Sum mit Conservation District

Trout Unlimited

Utah Department of Agriculture and Food

NRCS

Utah Division of Water Quality
Utah Division of Wildlife

Fish and Wildlife Service

Weber Basin Conservancy District

Plus many other partner

" $580,000 spent on implementing the CRMp
,, 5268,000 NWet NRcs 2017

Partners
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s/t/20L7

Location

. Huff Creek Watershed 20000 acres

. L0 Landowners

Formation of a Plan

. Landowner driven
r [!lonthly meeting
.Guest speakers
. Resou rce inve ntories
.One on one meeting with
landowners
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s/Ll2077

Upper Sevier River Restoration
ProjecLs 20L7

Wailace S. Dodds

Zsrse 5 Watershed eoondimaton

Four NWQI Projects in planning phase
two funded projects for 2OL7

. Funded projects include:

. l- Vinnie Salvado p¡pe and riparian restoration
project.

. 2 Richard briggs River Screen and riparian
restoration project.

t



s/t/2or7

Planned NWQI Projects.

. L. JYS Properties K-line and Riparian
Restoration.

. 2. Craig Wolfley Riparian Restoration.

. 3. Frank Meyers Riparian Restoration Phase ll.

. 4. Mike Wagner Riparian Restoration.

Vinnie Salvado project

. lnstalled over 2,000' of L5" Pipe/750' Riparian

€

2



s/tl20L7

Richa rd Briggs

Frank Meyer

FF
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Frank Meyers Phase ll

Wolfley

5



s/Uzott

Mike Wagner

l-tt'I

JYS Properties
JJYS PROPERIIES LLC

¡,,.;- .l

+"

:(... ,:..t:ull,rr
fj-J f

ffi

t.a;l u , I'¡s

PRELIMINARYNOTFOR
CONSTRUCTION
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s/t/20r7

Monitoring June 0L

..t qi. lt--

Old Monitoring Dinghy

,: -;ì.¡il.11
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s/Ll20L7

Jim's new Monitoring Dinghy

r 'l J.

'lr!r.n :rr.li ì,
- Lr,'

L;
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s/t/20L7

Provo Area Watershed Report
20L7

Drainage areas primarily in Wasatch
County and all tributaries into Utah

Lake - Coordinating, Planning,
Monitoring and Restoring

L



5/t/20L7

Goa ls

. Water quality determinations, benefits and value

. Cooperative water quality improvements

. lmproved processes

. lncreased landowner participation (CRMP's)

. Decreased contaminants

. Safer recreational opportunities

. NPS identification and solutions

. Stormwater and other large, sudden impacts

. Waterbody loading and chemistry

. Tile drains and other non-identified drainage points

Watershed Major Strea ms

2



s/u20L7

Main Creek / CRMP Priorities

. Water conservation
Riparian management
Water quality

. Animal waste Noxious
and invasive weeds

. Soil erosion

. Water rights

. Predator control

. lrrigation water
management

. Threatened/endangered
species

. Wildlife habitat

. Recreation impacts

. Forest health

. Pest management

. Septic tank management

. Well head protection

. Air quality

. Grazing management

. Wetland protection

. Agricultural land
converted to other uses
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s/t/20L7

I mmediately After I nitial
Restoration

One Year After Restoration

a Before a After

9



2 Years After Restoration

3 Years After Restoration

s/L/20L7

L0



Main Creek Success Story

. Marked Decreases in:

- Total Phosphorous

- E. Coli

- Sediment / Nutrient Deposition

- Water Temperature

s/tl2077

Contin u ed

. Cold water fishery qualified now

. Reduced flows

. lmproved riparian habitat

. lnvolvement from property owners

. Volunteer participation

Tt



Diamond Fork

5/tl20L7

t2



Uta h La ke

.{l' '.t
-,*#ffi;

s/L/20L7

! rlF Êrrr{lt

*ltFrtvalrJ
_!þuç¡l

Go:lurr

Lor.

,d
4,

lriA

lù
I

:!{
., Er

Þo!ùrol I

-Pellcùr Po¡ilSprf n
at Pelican

8.6ådlt

¡¡çrr 4¡ir

Elûv

' ? oa.Å

C}ütf sr

lr.¡ rr rð
üBw

{M¡ r(t I

Prnvo Hùîbd-
Pr ov ù Rrvù t ¡lÐr -\ erùyÒ 1

;2Âq ¡r, 'rl'.r?

St'à¡-r..1ìFrrrk Inlrr7Ëff!,,";

: '¡'.' -..;,. \. -' ¡

.'¡'--- i' ':

13



s/t/2017

Algal Blooms Due To High Nutrients

L4



Carp Removal

Swimming, Boating and Pets

s/L/2OL7

L5



Upcoming and Ongoing Big Stream
Projects

. Wallsburg / Main Creek / Spring Creek on Ashton,
Nelson, Smart and Hicken properties with next
work beginning June 5th

. Spanish Fork River restoration below l-15
beginning this fall

. Establishing photo points and collecting sampling
and monitoring data in streams and around Utah
Lake with focus on peak concentration exposure

. ldentifying possible projects centered around
NPS sources looking toward 2OI9 initiatives

Projects Continued

. Dredging of Utah Lake after Labor Day to allow
for summer recreation and children's field trips

. Utah Lake Water Festival June L2th

. Proposed trail around lake moving forward

. Permanent / improved wind stations being
installed for more real-time data delivery

. Final proposed year for carp removal project
focused on protecting June Sucker and other
endangered species

s/Ll20L7
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-
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,,ir, i.,r,,r. ' .., r USU Extension Grant

Bear River
Watershed

BEAR RIVER BASIN

e EPA 319 projects
¡ Utah NPS projects
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s/L/20L7

N¡turc

100 E st
R€sldemlel

Golf Course &
Rendaarou¡ Park

1000 West
ABricultural

Logan River Projects

ot
u
Io

.0

C0llet R[molr

/t\
a

SIÍE PLÂN LEGEND

1oô aoufS

I
I

s

¿*.f
9

Stewa rt
Nature Park
zorT NPS funds

DWO MiniGrant (Dog Poop!)
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s/L/20L7

1oo East
Residentia I

zorT EPA3r9 funds

Federal funds

Water Oualitv lmDrovements:
Pruning of dead/overhanging trees
Stabil¡zê water access area (or off-site watering)
Riparian revegetation
Streambank stabilizätion

Rendezvous Park
zorT EPA3I9 Funds

Willard Bay Mitigation Funds

Logan City

Water Ouality lmprovements:
Clearing of fallen tiees
Dredging of sediment
Realignment of river (dark blue)
Flood zone berm locâtion (pink),
Sediment deposition pools (light blue)

*Limited areas ofdyke removal and an enlarged
floodplain will ensue upstream ofth¡s section.

3



s/Ll20L7

r.ooo West
Ag ricu ltu ra I

zorT EPA3r9 Funds

Federal Funds

USU Water lnitiative Funds (applied)

Water Oualitv lmDrôvements:
Clearing of fallen trees
Dredging of sediment
Realignment of river (dark blue)
Flood zone berm locat¡on (pink),
Sediment deposition pools (light b¡ue)

*Limited areas of dyke removal and an enlarged
floodplain will ensue upstream ofthis section.
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MonhodnS Ltråtlons i¡i

Cüll€r Rasanol¡

-(¡l ,. ...

@ Exist¡ng (Cont¡nuous ståtionl

q Commtttod (Cont¡nuous station)

¡ Proposed (Continuous stationl

ô DWQgråb samplê s¡t€s i, -.. <.¡¿¡

tdûr

/i

a
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,

Logan River Monitoring 2oa7to 2o22
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5/Ll20t7

Cove Cover Crops
zoeT NPS Funds

6roúh et 1reel (&3G16) Growth ât 3wks (9.12"16)

Seeded 8-23-16

Safflower
Kale

Turnips

Peas

Radishes

Flax

Clover
Lentils

Dr. Mal¡orzata Rycewlcz. Boreckl Co-Pl USU Extension
Dr. Rhonda Mlllêr Co-Pl UsU Extenslon
Dr. Ramcsh K. Gocl Co-Pl Un¡veßlty of Utah
Carl Adåms Co-Pl lJteh Dlv¡slon ôf Wâtêr Ouelltv
Clârk lsraelsen Co"Pl USU Extension - Cache County
Mlke Pacc Co-Pl USU Extcnslon - 8ox Eldêr Countu

zorT USU Extension Grant (awarded)

Cover Crop
Effects on Tile
Dra in Leachate

USU Extens¡on Grants Program 2017

Tltle: Covêr Crop gffêcts on LG.chata in Tll.d F¡cld Drrln3 ln Northcrn Utâh

D¡scipline: Agrlculture

Proled Duratlon: Start Aprll 1,2017
Complcte OÊcember15,2017

I

Total R€quested Amount: 530,000

5



5/Ll20t7

r

¡, *,!

USU Erttßlù FoBtry

Example

Ð-

n
lfuúYTF4'Id

Social Media &
Video Podcasts
USU Professional Development Grant
(applied $2,ooo)

h w o4¡b chdr oifdrh M

h&*a.Itrrh@

edøYù.ÊsùFßr

EryIredDftMm

kd¡r YMFnlr ldEquipment Requested:

Compact Câmcorder

Memory Card

Desktop or Laptop Webcam)
Flexible Mini-Tripod/Grip
Lavalier Microphone

rll u¡
oHi*-
offi-"

llffiffi:ffi:
Múoffi h@l).ffi @plotÉhñ
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CAFO
new

¿ , ,a

In 2013,
reflect 201-

Animal

State Rtllel

Permit:
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DWQ Responsibilities

Federal Requirements

- National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).
. DWQ is delegated from EPA to oversee the CAI'O program in Utah. State

rule and the CAFO permit must comþly with federal requirements. In Utah,
the NPDES Program is known as the Utah pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (UPDES) Program.

. DWQ conducts CAI'O inspections, permits CAFOs, and pursues enforcement
for CAFO non-compliance to permits and Clean Water Act.

State Requirements

- Utah Code Annotated (UCA) (Utah Water eualiry Acr).
. DWQ enacts state law which prohibits pollution of state waters from any

animal production source such as animal feeding operations (AFOs), CAFOs,
and grazing operations.

DWQ pemits CAFOS and conducts enforcement agai¡st AFOS, CAFOs, and other souræs.

- Utah Administrative Code.

' DwQ enacts state rule which prohibits pollution of state \üaters and violation
ofstate water quality standards.

- DWQ pemits CAFOs, inspects AFOs ud CAFOs, and conducts e¡forcement under the staterules 
3

Definitions

Wøter ol the State ( UAC R3 I 7- I - I) - "means all streams, lakes, ponds,
marshes, watercourses, waterways, wells, springs, irrigation systems,
drainage systems, and all other bodies or accumulations of water, surface
and underground, natural or artificial, public or private, which are
contained within, flow through, or border upon this state or any portion of
thereof; except that bodies of water confined to an retained within the
limits of private property, and which do not develop into or constitute a
nuisance, or a public health hazard, or a menace to fish and wildlife, shall
nòt be considered to be "waters of the state,, under this definition (UCA
Section 19-5-102)."

ll/qters of the State are typicqlly qny wqter in the state that does not
originate and terminqte on the same private property. waters of the state
includewashes, sloughs, rivers, lqkes, etc. Also, ditches and cqnals are

usually waters of the støte that usually drain to other waters of the state.

4
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of the lot

Anímøl
(a) alotor

stabled,
of

ft) orops,
not

where anlmals
AFOs are
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Definitions

SmallAFO means a lot or facility that is an AFO that stables,
houses, or confines the following type and number of animals:

Beef. calves. and/or veal

Cows (milkinC, dry)

Layers, broiler (wet system)

Chickens, not layers (dry system)

Layers (dry system)

Turkeys

Swine (55 lbs or more)

Swine (55 lbs or less)

Sheep and lambs

Horses

t-299

r-199

l-8,ggg

l-37,499

t-24,999

l-16,4gg

l-749

l-2,ggg

l-2,999

t-149
7

Definitions

MedíumAFO means a lot or facility that is an AFO that stables,
houses, or confines the following type and number of animals:

Beef. calves. and/or veal

Cows (milkins. drv)

Layers, broiler (wet system)

Chickens, not layers (dry system)

Layers (dry system)

Turkeys

Swine (55 lbs or more)

Swine (55 lbs or less)

Sheep and lambs

Horses

300-999

200-699

9,000-29,ggg

37,500-l24,ggg

25,000-g1,ggg

16,500-55,000

750-2,499

3,000-9,ggg

3,000-9,ggg

150-499
I

4



5t1t2017

Definitions

Concentrated Anímal Feeding Operatíons (CAFO) means:
(a) anAFO that is a Large CAFO; or
(b) anAFO that is a Medium CAFO through discharge; or
(c) anAFO that is a SmallAFO or MediumAFO that is

designated a CAFO through discharge.

There are no large "AFOs". Any AFO with the CAFO threshold
number of ønimals is a Large CAFO.

I

Definitions

Lørge CAFO means an AFO that stables, houses, or confines
the following type and threshold number of animals:
Beef, calves, and,/or veal 1,000 or more
Cows (milking, dry) , 700 or more
Layers, broiler (wet system) 30,000 or more
Chickens, not layers (dry system) 125,000 or more
Layers (dry system) g2,000 or more
Turkeys 55,ooo or more
Swine (55 lbs or more) 2,500 or more
Swine (55 lbs or less) 10,000 or more
Sheep and lambs 10,000 or more
Horses 5oo or more
Other: mink, deer, bison, elk, etc. As determined by DWe

10
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AFO and CAFO Requirements:
Prohibited Discharges

. Some discharges from Small and Medium AFOs do not
require a permit, however all discharges of pollutants to
waters of the state from all AFOs and CAFOs without a
permit (permit includes permit by rule) are prohibited.
- The discharges to waters themselves are illegal.

- Some discharges may violate the state's water quality standards.

- Some discharges may cause environmental harm or bring health risks.
. Nutrient Pollution: Nitrogen, phosphorus

. Pathogen Pollution: E. coli, Cryptosporidium

- Discharges from chronic storms and snowmelt are illegal.

- Discharges from run-on or flood inundation are illegal.

- Discharge of pollutants from grazing are prohibited but do not require
a permit.

- Some facilities with potential to discharge may be need to provide
storage capacity greater than the 25-year storm event. ¡

AFO and CAFO Requirements:
Illegal Discharges are Subject to Enforcement

. Discharges to a water of the State, from any precipitation
amount or for any reason, without a CAFO permit or AFO
Permit by Rule (PBR) are subject to enforcement
consideration.

- For un-permiffed AFOs and CAFOs, containment capacþ
requirement is the amount of storage needed to prevent discharge.

- some illegal discharges will receive enforcement action and financial
penalties from DWQ. To date, AFO/CAFO penalties have ranged
from $1,000 - $105,000.

12
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AFO and CAFO Requirements:
CAFO Permit Requirement

. One of the changes brought by the new CAFO rule is that only
discharging CAFOs and AFOs require a permit.

- Aly discharge from a Large CAFO requires a permit.

- Medium AFOs must obtain the CAFO permit if they discharge through a
man-made device (ditch, pipe, culvert, pump, trench, etc.) or animals
have direct contact with waters of the state.

- Small AFOs must be designated a CAFO to require a permit. They must
discharge through a man-made device or direct animal contact with
waters and must be designated a CAFO by DWe.

If an AFO or Large CAFO has potentialfor a discharge (i.e. adjacent to a
slough, etc.), thefacility may wqnt to voluntarily obtain the CAFO permit
for enfor c ement pr ot ecti on

13

CAFO Requirements
CAFO Permit

. The permit has requirements which if followed provide
enforcement protection for discharging without a permit.

- Permitted feedlots and dairies
. Are allowed2í-year,24-how storm event and chronic discharges

- Permitted swine, poultry, and veal
. Older facilities are allowed discharges after a25-year, 24-hour storm

event or chronic event
. New facilities (after 12/4108) are allowed discharges after a 100-year

storm event.

. Permitted facilities can still be subject to enforcement for
causing environmental harm.

14
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a

AFO and CAFO Options:
C ompliance Options for Non-di scharging Facilities

CAFOs (2 choices).

- No CAFO permit.
. Without çoverage, a CAFO is prohibited from discharging.

- Voluntarily obtain the CAFO permit.
. Enforcementprotections.

AFOs (3 choices)

- Voluntarily obtain the CAFO permit.

- obtain AFo Permit by Rule (pBR) or obtain an Agriculture certificate of
Environmental Stewardship (ACES) Certificate.

' Provides penalty protection from discharges caused by Large weatler Event æ defined,
when Reasonable Meæures in state rule are followed.

' Not as shingent as the cA-Fo permit, but has limited enforcement protection and a
permit may be required upon discharge.

- No coverage under the permit, pBR , or ACES Certificate.

' Any discharge is subject to enforcement and permitting without any protection. ,,

a

References and Program Contacts

. State CAFO Rule:

- Utah Administrative Code (R317-8-10)

- http ://www.rules. utah. gov/publicalcode/r3 I 7/r3 I 7-00 g.htm#T I 0
. CAFO Permit:

- htÞr//***.d.q.utuh.gou/p".tnitr/wat"t/*@e.mits/dors/20 l4l0gAug/
General permitCA FO.pdf

- DWQ, Don Hall, (B}t) 536-4492
. State Ground W'ater Permit and Construction permit

- DWQ, Dan Hall, (801) 536-4356

' ACES certificate Program and AFo compliance Assistance
- UDAF, Jay Olsen, (801) 538-7174

l6
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Summary of Discharges Observed

February-March, 2017

More than 30 AFOs and CAFOS were visited
(3 CAFOs,27+AFOs).

21 compliance letters were sent and 4 enforcement
letters will be sent.

2 CAFOs will be required to obtain the permit.

17

T ocations of AFOs and CAFOs Receiving Letters

Box Elder County (l)
- Penrose: l, (l CAFO)

Cache County (16)

- Hyrum:2, (l CAFO)

- Benson:7

= Riverside: 2

- Logan:2

- Newton:2

- Richmond: I

Morgan County (l)
- Morgan: I

Wasatch County (3)

- Charleston: 3

Weber County (4)

- Vy'est Ogden: 3

- PlainCþ: I
18
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Compliance and Enforcement Letters

. Compliance Actions

- Compliance Letters: (7)

- V/arning Letters: (3)

- Letter of Violations: (l l)
. Enforcement Actions

- Stipulated Compliance Orders (4)

- Notice of Violations (0)

- Permit Requirement (2)

19

5t1t2017

'Were 
Discharges Caused by Non-compliance or

Excessive Weather Events?

. Of the 25 facilities receiving letters, 2I are known or
believed to have discharged in20l1 or after, not including
this year.

- Discharges were observed by DWe (13)

- Facility has no or minimal containment or direct animal contact (g)
. Non-compliance of direct animal contact, insufficient

capacity, or poor pond management resulted in 2l of the
25 discharges.

. 4 facilities only had discharges this year.
2 facilities had NRCS designs and construction.
. One facility didn't dewater ponds prior to winter.

. Only 3 facilities had discharges resulting exclusively from
high precipitation and snow melt. 

20
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Examples of Problems Observed

21

Direct Animal Gontact with canal,
canal connects directly
to Deer Greek Reservoir

11
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Trench Dug to Ditch,
: ditch connects to other waters

(Bear River?){'

5t1t2017
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UPDATE ON THE
SAN PITCH RIVER

TVATERSHED
By: John Saunders

Ãpril 2017
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OTHER UPDATES

' Re:vrsbri sa. Prrch Rrver wate-.r-sher1 pla. <,-omplefed A,prrl l0li'

' Abr¡t'll $ 16.:Ìtì7.1.)0(-l itas kret.r¡ sf)etìt lrì Wate¡shecì
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April 2017 Southeastern Utah
Watershed Coord i nators Report

1) Project update

2l lssues update

3) Strategy for delisting Mill, pack, and Castle Creek

Spa nish Valley Projects
currently Funded Projects in Recently completed projects:
Progress:

. Wagner Street Project . USU Rain Water Harvesting project

' Rim to Rim Vegetation Restoration .20L4 USFS Spring Development project
Project , . Water Monitoring lnformation and

' Moab BLM M¡ll creek Restoration Education projeci
Project . Dog Waste Station and Signage project

' Holyoak Feedlot Project . lnformation and Educational Kiosk. USFS 2Ot5 Spring Development project
Project 

,

t
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Wagner Street Project

. This project is a cooperative
project between Moab City and
the land owner to remove
debris that was dumped in the
flood plain of Pack Creek.

. The NPS project is about L0 %
complete. The City has yet to
invoice UDWQ.

. The project schedule has been
hampered by turnover at Moab
City.

Rim to Rim Revegetation Project

. This project is a cooperative
project between Rim to Rim
Restoration, Moab City and the
land owners to revegetate areas
of invasive removal along Mill
and Pack Creek.

. The 319 project is about 50 %
complete. The UACD has ben
invoiced for $L6,600 of the
S42,000 grant.

. The project should be
completed by January 20L9.

2
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Moab BLM M¡ll creek Phase l- Restoration project

. This project is a cooperative
project between BLM and
Moab Solutions to remove
invasives and reveeetate areas
of invasive removal below the
confluence of Mill Creek and N
Fk Mill Creek to the BLM
boundary.

. The 3L9 project is about 70 %
complete. The UACD has ben
invoiced for 534,400 of the
S40,000 grant.

. The project should be
completed by January 2OIg.

Holyoak Feedlot Project

. This project is on prívate land
and will ¡nstall a proper feedlot
to control animal access to
stream and appropriate waste
removalfor a property along
Pack Creek at 400 East in Moab

. The 319 project is about 85 %
complete. The UACD has ben
invoiced for 535,800 of the
536,600 grant.

. I cannot predict when this
project will be completed.

3
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USFS 2015 Spring
Development Project

. This project is on the Manti-La
Sal National forest and will
develop seven springs with
headworks, piping and
troughs, and spring protection
exclosures.

. The NPS project is aboutT} %
complete. ldon't know how
much of the $gt,soO grant
UDWQ has been invoiced for.

. This project will be completed
by January 2018. a Prcpd:hlo.*F*

n¡

USFS 2015 Spring Development project
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Recently Com pleted Projects:

USU Rainwater Harvesting Project Water Monitoring lnformation and Education project

Recently Com pleted Projects:

Pre20t4 USFS Spring Development project

Yes I left this one blank because 1 year later it
looks really good ljust don't have a picture of it
yet

5
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Recently Com pleted Projects:

Dog Waste
and Signage
Project

Recently Com pleted Projects:

Kiosk lnformation
and Educational
Project

6
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Castle Valley Projects
Current Funded Projects in
Progress:

. Castle Creek Revegetation Project

Recently Completed Projects:

. Placer Creek Reseeding project

Castle Creek Revegetation Project

. This project is a cooperative
project between the Town of
Castle Valley and private land
owners along Castle Creek
revegetate areas of invasive
removal along Castle Creek.

. The 3L9 project is about 65 %
complete. The UACD has ben
invoiced for $L0,000 of the
522,500 grant.

. The project will be completed
by January 2t08.

7
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Recently Com pleted Projects:

Placer Creek
Reseeding Project

Sa n J ua n Cou nty Projects
Current Funded Projects in
Progress:

. Redd Animal Husbandry Corr:al

Recently Completed Projects:

. San Juan Watershed Management Plan
(Almost)

8
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Redd Animal Husbandry Corral

xtff'
. This project is on private land

and will replace feedlot next to
La Sal Creek. The new corral is
about %mile upland of the
current one.

. The NPS project is about 15%
complete. The Redd's have yet
to invoice UDWQ for any
amount of the L27,5O0 grant.

. The project is scheduled to be
completed by October 2018.

5¿!/-'€
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lssues Update

' Macroinvertebrate Monitoring below 6,000 ft in southeastern utah
. Closure of abandoned wells in Spanish Valley
. Coordination and cooperation with UDWe

9



Biological Assessment of streams below 6,000
Feet in Southeastern Uta h

(l'm talking about macroinvertebrate monitoring and assessment)

. l've been told it is not O/E it is O/C, the C is calculated.

' NPS and BLM are not currently taking macroinvertebrate samples for
beneficial use assessment because they have determined the o/E-c
assessment model doesn't accurately determine biological integrity.

' The current best professionaljudgement believes our desert streams
are too flashy for this modeling approach.

s/r/20L7

Biological Monitoring Below 6000 Feet
' BovleTPândothers l993 lnvcnrôruôftheAquât¡cResourceslntheËast&NodhForksofthe-virginx¡yer¡n&ebovezionN,âflonelpark,uteh.Nat¡onâlparkseruice,weter

Resources Drvis¡on, Apptied Researcti Brancï. ÉõÉC;l¡n;, cóiõå¡;. h¡r-ü,ilii,i'"i'npr.cóu7bäiãsióiè7iäiel¡jü.ËtÞiõi¡iriäïiözq

mey be the tn strêems

Eâst

some ¿ero.

8rãsherAandothers 2010 Mecrô¡ñvcdêhratecommunltiesendHabitâtcharaderistics¡ntheNofrhernandsoutherncoloredoplateauNetuorks.pilotprotocol

monltor¡ng w¡ll be
p.

¡tsêlf¡s

'NâtionalPerkseruicê.7016.ståtcôfrhePârkReportforzionNâtionelPark.stateoftheparkRepofrs.No.23.Nationalparkseru¡ce.wãsh¡ngton,D.c.
https://www.nps.sovlz¡onltearn/managemént/ripto;¿-lz-loñ_Siâiãoäi ËÞäriìËä

' p 11"stud¡esofâouat¡cmâcroinvêÉêbrates¡nthezlonNãrrowsfoundesÞec¡esâssemble.gethatwouldbeconsidereddepauperâte¡notherseüings,butarecons¡stentwithe

iå:t'å'"'"i:,jfl1î:'ñti??ti,gå:l!::l¡,T.x:j:.,å,¡"":i$ü¡ã;llf.sjåìiíä:lT;'jÌi[:t""1tfil?äåf¡ïji$,¿å?,*iô#/,.jpst"j_ï,.'itf:";isifåiTiT-

of netural

to
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Closure of abandoned wells in Spanish Valley

' This topic has come up in several meetings and the Moab Area
watershed Partnership is concerned oveithe large number of
abandoned wells in Spanish Valley.

' The utah Division of water Rights has permitted the wells and
requires closure of wells in their statute.

' The utah Division of water Rights (UDWR¡) is refusing to take any long
term action to support a policy that will insure weil closure.

' The UDWR¡ is willing to assist any entity that will take over the well
closure issue, but is unwilling to take the lead.

' Boyd clayton, the Depulv state Engineer; "we are a regulatory agency
and are not set up to administer grants. we are howevãr willing i'o
work with anygne that is able to ãdminister a grant program td
prqyiqe the information on who may need heþ abalrdo-nlng their
well."

s/Ll20L7

Biological Monitoring Below 6000 Feet
Western North American NaturalistT2(3],, @ 2OIZ, pp.393-406

BIODIVERSIry WATER CHEM ISTRV PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS,

AND ANTHROPOGENIC DISTURBANCE GRADIENTS OF

SANDSTONE SPRINGS ON THE COLORADO PLATEAU

Rebecca H. Weissingerl, Dustin W. perkins2, and Eric C. D¡nger3,4
located on the Colo Plateau a small of yet
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Coordination and cooperation with UDWe

. ln general I get a lot of support from UDWe, especially the NpS
program and the SE Watershed Environmental Scientist.

' I also receive and am grateful for the support and cooperation from
the UDWCIs Monitoring Section.

' where I could use some more coordination and cooperation is with
standards and assessment. which leads ¡nto my next topic.

Strategy for delisting M¡ll, Pack, and Castle Creek

. Castle Creek:

. The lower
portion has a
site specific
standard

. Very few
exceedances in
the lower
section

. No exceedances
in the upper
section.

L2



Strategy for Castle Creek

. Encourage reduced
loading from Red
Cliffs R/O facility

. Support Town of
Castle Valley
restoration efforts to
reduce
entrenchment

. Support Castle Valley
lrrigators if they
chose to request a

change in Standard.

s/Ll20L7

Strategy for Pack Creek TDS and Selenium
. There hasn't been a TDS

exceedance in Pack Creek
in 5 years.

. There have been <10%
exceedances for Selenium
in the last 5 vears (TDS
and Se correlate) '

. We've removed a lot of
Tamarisk and are
supporting projects that
reduce or stop
entrenchment.

' Support proiects and
poliôies thaf sewer areas
near Pack Creek and
decrease storm water
releases to Pack Creek

1_3



strategy for Mill creek and Pack creek Temperature

' change standard from cold water fishery to warm water fishery for
stream sections below diversions to confluence with colorado. (The
MAWP has sent a letter requesting this)

' For the stream Reach "Main Fork of Mill creek from diversion at BLM
boundary to headwaters"; work with affected partners to develop
flow study that would support alternative diversion management
strategy.

' continue to support projects that decrease entrenchment and
support riparian areas.

New Standards for Mill Creek

s/L/20L7
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Possible Upcoming On The Ground projects
. Mill Creek/Matheson Wetlands restoration project:

' This project will make the wetlands wet again, support an endangered fish
entrainment area and restore Mill Creek entrenchment issues in ãnd near the
Matheson Wetlands (this is a j..7 million dollar project).

' R.estoration projects that prevent entrenchment in Spanish and castle
Valley

. Curb cuts and sustainable storm water harvesting

. Abandoned well closure project

. Finish sewering Moab/Spanish Valley

' Flow and Temperature study on Main Fork of M¡ll ck ab N Fk M¡ll ck
. San Juan Watershed Management plan projects:

. Entrenchment/stream bank protection projects

. Upland projects that promote water infiltration

s/Ll20L7

Strategy for M¡ll and Pack Creek E Coli

' Work with the Moab City, San Juan Special Services District and Grand
water and sewer service Agency to sewer large areas that have not
been sewered.

' work with Moab city and Grand water and sewer service Agency to
sewer individual homes that were not originally "hooked up".

' support projects and policies that protect the watershed from E coli.
' I requested a standard change from 2B to 2A two years ago for Mill

and Pack Creek.
. l'm getting very little "traction" on these efforts.

L5


