Dardenne Creek Watershed Study Meeting – Meeting Notes, 1 June, 2005.
Attendees:

Todd Antoine, GRG

Richard Ash, St. Charles County Park Board
Russ Batzel, St. Peters

John Boeckmann, USACE – Hydraulics
Renee Cook, NRCS

Nick Donze, St. Charles County, Parks and Recreation
Mike Duvall, St. Charles County, Environmental Services 
Perry Eckhardt, MODOC

Dennis Fenske, USACE – Project Management
Jim Gigliotti, Development Consultants, Inc.

Frank Godwin, City of O’Fallon

Shawn Huffman, McBride & Son Homes

Jerry Hurlbert, GBA

Mike Lueck, City of O’Fallon

Jim Mitas, Congressman Akin’s Office

Charlie Perkins, St. Charles County Soil and Water Conservation District

John Reeves, St. Charles City

Larry Ruff, Greenway Network

Deanne Strauser, USACE – Project Management

Agenda:

· Recent study work

· 2nd Cross section survey contract completed
· hydrologic parameters: SCS curve numbers, time of concentration, rain gages
· website development

· Next Year’s Funding and Work
· Discussion of next phase of project – where do we go from here?

Notes:

1. Before beginning the meeting, John Boeckmann handed out DVD copies of the video from the 2nd helicopter flight.  Nine people had requested copies at the last meeting, and the DVDs were distributed to: Larry Ruff (for Gerry Boehm), Perry Eckhardt (for Marvin Boyer), Jerry Hurlbert (for Kevin Corwin), Russ Batzel (for Bill Malach), John Reeves, Jim Gigliotti, Todd Antoine, Richard Ash, and Nick Donze.  An extra copy was given to Renee Cook.  If anyone else would like a copy of the DVD, please contact John.

2. John gave a presentation on the progress of the watershed study, featuring the completion of the 2nd cross section contract, estimation of hydrologic parameters, and development of the website for the study.  The following is a list of comments and discussions that ensued:

a. Jim Mitas asked John what the level of confidence was for representing the stream geometry with the cross sections that have been surveyed for the project.  Team members noted that there will be some level of uncertainty with any hydraulic model, especially considering the nature of streams and their changing geometry over time.  John added that the spacing of cross sections was about equal to a typical study of this size.  The funding available for the project was the only limitation resulting in the amount of data that was obtained.  After a discussion about the topic, it was shown that the level of effort for this study will produce a high quality model with the best stream geometry available at the time of the surveys.
b. During the discussion of precipitation gages in the area, John showed a map of the nearby hourly gages at Wentzville, Lock and Dam 25, and Lambert Airport.  Russ Batzel pointed out that the St. Peters Wastewater Treatment takes rainfall measurements as well.  While hourly rainfall gages would be ideal for calibration of the hydrologic and hydraulic models, any additional data would be helpful for the watershed study.  Therefore, if any city or organization knows of another source for any rainfall data in the area, please contact John at 314-331-8801.  It was also pointed out that locations for desired rainfall stations could be suggested by USACE and included in the watershed study report.  John agreed that this would be a good idea – to plan for rainfall gage sites so that funding for gages might be included up front while future project plans are being studied.
c. During the discussion of Time of Concentration calculations, Jim Gigliotti asked if any physical measurement of travel times would be done during this study.  John stated that no funding was available to accomplish such tasks at this time, and added that typical watershed studies did not include these types of measurements.  With the large size of the watershed and the limited budget, the mathematical estimates developed with the TR-55 method will be sufficient.
3. John’s presentation featured one slide that summarized the funding and tasks for FY 2006.  $200,000 will be the funding amount again, with $100,000 each coming from federal and non-federal sources.  John said that all hydraulic modeling, existing and future conditions would be completed in FY 2006, and the entire study and report will be complete by September of 2006.  Todd Antoine said that a meeting was needed to coordinate with the local sponsors to discuss their contributions to the funding.  That meeting was set for July 6th at 3PM.
4. The final order of business was a discussion of the future of Dardenne Creek, and continuing beyond the Watershed Study phase by acquiring more federal funding for the project.  Deanne Strauser and Dennis Fenske from the Corps’ Project Management Division spoke about the possible funding programs that could be utilized.  The four possibilities were covered in a power point slide, and discussion on the topic included the following:
a. Planning Assistance to States:  This is the same program that was used to fund the current Watershed Study.  A new scope would have to be developed, and a new agreement would be made with a 50% cost-sharing partner.  Dennis stated that this is a good fit for the continuation of the project – the size of the project and the type of opportunities available are positive points, which would make the project likely to be authorized through this program.  Also, applying for this program is no-risk.

b. Continuing Authorities Program:  This program provides $100,000 in Federal money upfront, and if a project is found to be economically feasible (B/C ratio > 1), then a 65/35 cost share would continue for plans and construction of a project.  This could cover either flood control or environmental restoration, but it would be difficult to zero in on a scope at this time.

c. General Investigation Reconnaissance Study:  100% federal, but this would be a study only, not a funding source for construction.  The program has merit because the Dardenne Creek project is likely to have the required congressional support.

d. Water Resources Development Act:  To get a project authorized in this way would be more difficult and time consuming than the other methods, and the local interests are likely to have less of a say in what actually gets accomplished with the project.

5. Wrapping up the meeting, it was decided that pursuing the future possibilities for a Dardenne Creek Greenway or Flood Control project would continue as soon as possible after the FY 2006 funding was squared away.  Next meeting: July 6, 2005, 3PM, St. Peters City Hall.
