MEETING NOTES– District Meeting with Watershed Managers 

(Beau Goldie, Bill Springer, Sara Duckler, Metra Ulloa, Alice Ringer and Sarah Young)

May 20, 2004

Key Direction and suggested edits from Beau Goldie and District staff

For list of Watershed Management Units (WMUs) 

A. Show that Bear Creek, Los Trancos and Corte Madera are subwatersheds of San Francisquito by indenting them in the list of WMUs.

B. Explain how we decided to divide the Watershed Areas, what criteria were used to come up with this list of  WMUs.

C. After the WMUs, list the Baylands, which should be divided as suggested below.

For Maps of watershed boundaries:

A. In the legend, remove the credits (“provided by…”).

B. In the legend, replace asterisked footnote (“The watershed boundaries are delineated by…”) with an explanation on how the delineations were determined (i.e., what methodology or layers were used).

C. In the map showing one Watershed Area (e.g., West Valley) , delete the legend for the black border (Watershed Management Unit) since the map no longer has WMUs bordered in black.

D. Need a map showing the overlay of cities and counties over the WMUs. For each city, use the same colors as the map of cities on Beau’s wall (Alice to provide Limin with the file name for the map on Beau’s wall; Limin to provide map file to project team).

E. Good work on being consistent with the color designated for each of the Watershed Areas (i.e., green for Guadalupe, yellow for Lower Pen, red for West Valley).

F. When making the detailed Watershed Management Unit map, label the smaller channels (e.g., for the Sunnvale East Watershed Management Unit map, label the Juniperra Channel).

G. Put the names of the Watershed Management Units in the map itself, next to their respective colors, not numbered in the legend.

For the Baylands division:

A. It is critical to show the watersheds/creeks’ connection to the bay. It is recognized to determine the hydrological boundaries of baylands associated with the watershed units would be a difficult/expensive undertaking, in lieu of a formal delineation efforts, the group recommended using most apparent creeks ways as boundaries for dividing baylands among three watershed areas. 

B. District staff considers the channel or waterway within the Baylands to be part of the watershed, but the salt ponds, salt marsh, or land on either side of the waterway is separate from the watershed.

C. Each WMU should include the whole length of the channel (the waterway) until the point it empties into the Bay (or for Matadero and Barron/Adobe, until it empties into the Palo Alto Flood Basin).

D. Within the Baylands, the land or salt ponds surrounding the channel should be divided and labeled as such:

· The portion to the west of the San Francisquito Creek WMU is the San Francisquito Baylands.

· The portion between San Francisquito Creek and Matadero is the San Francisquito Creek-Matadero Baylands

· The portion between Matadero and Barron/Adobe is the Matadero-Barron/Adobe Baylands.

· And so on going east for all the watersheds, until the portion east of the Alviso Slough is called the Guadalupe River Baylands.

E. District staff also recognized that the team has an opportunity to update the baylands area maps with more detailed information from SFEI’s other efforts. 

F. In Section “6.3.2 Hydrology”, add a section called “6.3.2.10 Tidal Influence” to discuss tidal influence.  Use the “zone of tidal influence” to define/describe the watershed.

For selection of creeks for Fine Scale Analysis:

· Beau’s Staff will meet to frame the discussions.

Meeting between Dave Chesterman and Sarah Young
May 24, 2004

On Watershed Management Units:

Went through the map and explain that:

A. baylands potentially connected to Guadalupe Watershed Area bounded by Guadalupe Slough on the West , going beyond Alviso Slough and bounded on the east by the Coyote Creek line
B. suggest to extend unit 1 to include the bay lands (?)

Otherwise, he is comfortable with the WU divisions

For selection of creeks for Fine Scale Analysis:

Dave would like to meet before the June 14 meeting. Proposed Agenda is as follows: 

a.       Purpose

· District staff to debrief the team about reports/data/studies for the Stewardship Planning team to use 

· The Team to Debrief District Staff about Upcoming Deliverables 

· Framing for Creek Selection 

· Get Ideas for Sites for Field Recon. 

b.       District staff Debriefing

· Al Gurevich/Terry Neudorf 

· Roger Narsim 

· Dipanka Sen 

· Don Arnald 

c.       Project Team Debriefing 

· List of Deliverables and Time Table 

d.       Framing for Creek Selection

· Preliminary list of questions 

· Options (Terry Neudorf) 

· Stakeholder Interests (Differing to Experts, the District Managers or Trying to Reach Consensus with whoever is in the room?) 

e.   Ideas for Field Recon Sites. 

 

f.  Other

