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Abstract 
 

RALLYING AROUND THE CLEAN WATER ACT 
How Minnesota is Tackling Strategy #1:”Improve Water Quality for All Uses”  

 
By Norman Senjem, Mississippi River Basin Planner 

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency  
 

The UMRCC’s first strategy for the Mississippi River system advocates making “more effective use 
of federal/state/local tools” to improve water quality for all uses, which is equivalent to meeting 
Clean Water Act goals by 2010. Examples of how this strategy can be pursued within sub-basins of 
the Upper Mississippi River system are provided by two basin management efforts: the Minnesota 
River Basin, and the ‘Lower’ Mississippi River Basin in southeastern Minnesota. In both basins, 
multi-agency coordination systems have been established to link water quality goals to pollution-
reduction action strategies through program delivery systems such as NPDES permitting, state and 
county feedlot programs, comprehensive local water planning, soil and water conservation district 
programs, and major watershed management. Distilling the best features from each basin might result 
in the following six-step basin management process:  

1. Establish a multi-agency basin alliance which includes representatives of all major delivery 
systems;  

2. Develop shared water quality goals for the basin, which are related to Mississippi River main 
stem goals;  

3. Develop action strategies that link land use and waste management to water quality goals;  
4. Design a monitoring system to evaluate strategies;  
5. Implement the action strategies defining quantitative outcomes, while allowing flexible means 

of achieving them;  
6. Evaluate, revise and re-implement strategies based on results of monitoring.  

The basin management process is being implemented somewhat differently in the Minnesota and 
Lower Mississippi River Basins in Minnesota. For example, the Minnesota River Basin strategy 
relies heavily on assessment and implementation at the level of the 13 major watersheds that 
comprise the basin. By contrast, the Lower Mississippi River Basin strategy is being orchestrated 
through an ad-hoc basin alliance with strong links to multi-county and multi-SWCD organizations as 
well as state and federal agencies. The reasons for these differences are in part historical, in part 
geographic, and in part strategic.  
 
In the Minnesota River Basin, thirteen major watersheds flow to a single main stem, which 
discharges into the Mississippi River near the center of the Twin Cities Metropolitan area. The lower 
25 miles of the river has experienced low dissolved oxygen levels, and consequently a waste load 
allocation was conducted in 1985 to determine the level of CBOD reductions needed from 
metropolitan wastewater treatment plants and from the basin upstream. In addition, the Minnesota 
River contributes a high proportion of the sediment and phosphorus load to Lake Pepin, a naturally 
formed lake downstream on the Mississippi River. The Minnesota River Assessment Project (1989 – 
1993) was conducted by a broad group of state, federal and local agencies to achieve a better 
understanding of the water quality problems with the basin that were contributing to these 
downstream impairments. Toward the end of the MRAP study, a Citizens Advisory Committee 



 5 

(CAC) met for two years to develop recommendations to clean up the river and address downstream 
problems. In 1995, a 37-county Minnesota River Basin Joint Powers Board was established, and soon 
adopted the CAC recommendations as its implementation plan. The Joint Powers Board performs a 
critical role in providing coordination and political support for the basin effort. However, its breadth 
of representation and levels of funding have not been sufficient to allow it to become the single focal 
point for the development of water quality goals and strategies for achieving them. The MPCA and 
other state and federal agencies stay in close contact with the Joint Powers Board to ensure as much 
coordination as possible. This has resulted in widespread agreement on a “major watershed 
approach” to managing the basin.  
 
In the Minnesota River basin, a mouth-of-river set of water quality goals is being allocated among 13 
major watersheds where assessment and implementation projects are underway. Through these major 
watershed projects, local water quality goals are linked to basin goals. TMDL impairments are 
beginning to be addressed through these organizations as well. Basin-wide implementation activities 
include a 100,000-acre Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP) and a point source 
phosphorus-reduction strategy. Additional pollutant-reduction strategies are being developed. Current 
challenges include how to ensure continued funding of major watershed management organizations, 
and how to improve coordination among county, state and federal agencies across the basin.  
 
In the Lower Mississippi River Basin, basin-wide planning got underway in 1999 as part of a 
statewide initiative. No specific water quality crisis prompted this development. The basin consists of 
major watersheds such as the Cannon, Zumbro, Root and Whitewater rivers which discharge to the 
Mississippi River. Unlike the Minnesota River basin, there is no single downstream outlet where 
common dowstream goals have been developed.  
The Basin Alliance for the Lower Mississippi in Minnesota (BALMM) was formed as a broad-based, 
ad-hoc group in 1999. Its purpose is to establish ongoing coordination of local, state, tribal and 
federal agencies to plan and implement water quality protection and restoration activities that are 
economically and environmentally sustainable and reflect local and downstream priorities. Water 
quality goals adopted by BALMM include achieving water quality standards for widespread 303(d)-
impairements for turbidity and fecal coliform bacteria, reversing the current widespread trend of 
increasing nitrate-nitrogen concentrations, reducing sediment loads to the Mississippi River, and 
restoring biological integrity to cold- and warm-water streams. The latter includes the reintroduction 
of brook trout to cold water streams and smallmouth bass to warm water streams.  
 
BALMM has developed three geographic strategies (Watershed Management, Aquifer Protection, 
and Flood Plain Management) and seven land-use strategies ranging from soil conservation to 
wastewater treatment to animal feedlot management. Existing regional organizations which belong to 
BALMM are coordinating activities to implement the strategies. For example, a 9-county Joint 
Powers Board received a Section 319 grant to accelerate implementation of Minnesota’s newly 
revised feedlot rules for small operations (less than 300 animal units). County, SWCD and Extension 
within eight counties will use the grant to roughly double their capacity to implement the rule, 
thereby helping to reduce a major source of fecal coliform bacteria and nutrient loading in the basin. 
Similarly, a regional organization of 11 Soil and Water Conservation Districts is taking the lead on 
soil conservation strategy implementation. Needed improvements include more thorough water 
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quality assessment (physical, chemical and biological), progress monitoring and increased 
involvement of cities and non-government organizations.  
 
In summary, these two basins are organized quite differently for historical, geographic and strategic 
reasons. At this point, the Minnesota River Basin has the advantage of extensive knowledge of the 
water resource and a watershed-based strategy for addressing mouth-of-basin goals. The Lower 
Mississippi River Basin has the advantage of a single, flexible organization for developing goals and 
strategies that are being implemented by members of the Alliance. Neither of these basins has “the 
right system” for all basins in the Upper Mississippi River Basin. Ideally, however, sub-basin 
organizations from throughout the Upper Mississippi system can learn from each other’s experiences 
and apply relevant lessons to improve their own efforts.  
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Abstract 
 

Providing for a Seasonal Flood Pulse and Periodic Low-flow Conditions in Rivers 
 

David L. Galat 
USGS-Cooperative Research Units 

302 ABNR Building 
University of Missouri 

Columbia, MO 65211-7240 
galatd@missouri.edu 

Ph: 573/882-9426 
 
Plants and animals living in rivers and their floodplains have evolved to survive, grow, and reproduce 
under a predictable range of seasonal and annual river flows. Each river has its own distinctive flow 
pattern and normal range of hydrologic variability. It is well established that sustaining or restoring 
the ecological health and biological integrity of our rivers requires maintaining a semblance of their 
natural flow regimes (i.e., the Natural Flow Paradigm). This includes seasonal and annual variability 
in the ecologically relevant attributes of magnitude, timing, frequency, duration, and rate of change of 
both high and low flow pulses. A series of examples illustrates the importance of high and low flow 
pulses to a variety of riverine biota. The decurrent false aster (Boltonia decurrens) is a federally 
threatened plant whose proliferation in the Illinois-Mississippi river floodplain is dependent upon 
regular flooding which recreates open, moist habitat. Research by Marian Smith at SIU, showed that 
long-term population declines were reversed following the "Great Midwest Flood of 1993". The 
"flood-pulse concept" describes how rising river stage and rising water temperature are coupled to 
enhance reproduction of floodplain dependent fishes. Examples from the literature illustrate how 
juvenile large-mouth bass growth in the upper Mississippi River, was positively influenced by the 
flood of 1993, how the abundance of various Illinois River fishes was predicted by ecologically 
relevant attributes of hydrologic variability, and how the lack of river-floodplain connectivity in the 
lower Missouri River due to reduced spring flooding has hampered reproduction. Winter mortalities 
of hibernating turtles in Missouri River wetland pools are associated with an un-natural, regulated 
hydrograph. Reproductive success of the federally threatened least tern is related to the magnitude 
and timing of high and low flow pulses in the Missouri and Mississippi rivers. Availability of 
recently exposed mudflats for feeding by migrating shorebirds is related to how hydrologic variability 
among a diversity of wetland types provides suitable habitat conditions. Understanding the 
interdependency of water source, hydrologic variability, habitat condition and connectivity with the 
river, and life-history requirements of the biota will contribute to maintaining or restoring the biotic 
integrity of Mississippi River basin river-floodplain ecosystems.  These and other examples illustrate 
the dependency of native riverine communities on the natural flow regime. Given the variety of 
competing uses for water in rivers of the Mississippi basin it is unlikely that restoration of pre-
settlement hydrology is either feasible or practical. The goal of multiple users of these rivers is to re-
regulate discharge and stage as well as rehabilitate habitat to a more normalized condition - a realistic 
expectation of what can be accomplished in a natural-cultural context. Recommendations by various 
scientists of how this can be accomplished are outlined for the Mississippi, Illinois and lower 
Missouri River.  
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Abstract  
 

Enable connectivity of backwaters on the Missouri River 
 

Gene Zuerlein 
Nebraska Game and Parks Commission 
2200 N. 33rd Street, Lincoln, NE 68503  

 
Opportunities to enable connectivity of backwaters to the Missouri River are gathering momentum. 
The United States has passed through four eras of public land and resource management, each with 
its own particular legislation, policies, and environmental ethic. First, there was settlement and 
development of the public domain; second, there was public land resource stewardship with a 
conservation ethic; third, there was ensuing growth including many water development projects; and 
fourth, there was the environmental law era of 1962-1990. We are now in the era of watershed 
restoration and collaborative stewardship. The Missouri River ecosystem was vastly changed during 
the previous eras. Six large mainstem dams now cover one-third of the river; one-third has been 
channelized and its banks stabilized from Sioux City to Saint Louis; the remaining one-third suffers 
from diverse flow management scenarios far different than what mother nature provided in the past. 
The 1958, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act authorized mitigation on federal projects less than 60 
% complete as of 18 August, 1958. Consequently, the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 
of 1986 authorized the Missouri River Fish and Wildlife Mitigation Act within the states of Missouri, 
Kansas, Iowa, and Nebraska. Although only 48,100 acres of land and water habitat were authorized 
initially, it was an important first step in learning how to give back to this important river. Current 
and potential opportunities to connect backwaters and other flood plain habitats essential to restoring 
the form and function of this great river from Fort Randall Dam, South Dakota (RM 880) 
downstream to Rulo, Nebraska (RM 498) include utilizing the mitigation program, Section 1135 and 
206 programs, as well as state and private conservation programs. The WRDA of 1999 authorized an 
additional 118,650 acres of land and water habitat in the channelized river between Sioux City and 
St. Louis. With future appropriations, more connectivity to create a diversity of riverine and flood 
plain habitats will be possible, including increasing the top width of the channelized river.  
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Abstract 
 

                 River-Corridor Habitat Rehabilitation: Observations the Lower Missouri River 
 
                    Jacobson, Robert B., U.S. Geological Survey, Columbia Environmental 
                     Research Center, 4200 New Haven Road, Columbia, MO 65201 USA, 
                                             robb_Jacobson@usgs.gov, 573-876-1844 
 
Aquatic habitat rehabilitation strategies on large, multipurpose rivers are constrained by the need to 
accommodate other uses of the river, including hydropower, navigation, and flood-control. In 
addition, strategies are constrained by lack of understanding of habitat dynamics, incomplete 
understanding of habitat requirements of native species, and conflicting rehabilitation objectives.  
Analysis of two opportunistic habitat rehabilitation projects on the Lower Missouri River provide 
perspectives on two key design issues: the tradeoff between hydrologic and morphologic controls on 
habitat availability, and the extent to which natural habitat dynamics can be accommodated within a 
managed navigation channel. A within-channel rehabilitation project at a bend near river mile 213, 
Arrow Rock, Missouri, included doubling of bank width by allowing erosion of adjacent land, and re-
engineering of navigation structures. The combination of bend hydraulics, increased top width, and 
over-sized notches in wing dikes created extensive, dynamic shallow-water and sandbar habitats 
similar to pre-management reference conditions. The increase in duration of sandbar habitats due to 
morphological alteration was considerably greater than could have been achieved with the pre-
regulation, reference-condition annual hydrograph; however, timing of annual flood peaks considered 
to be an important cue for fish spawning -- is still strongly controlled by reservoir regulation.  In 
contrast to projects where restoration is equated with channel stability, a side-channel chute at river 
mile 214-218 has been allowed to widen and migrate mostly unimpeded since 1996. Bathymetric, 
bottom-material, and velocity data show that the chute has achieved diverse habitats, including braid 
bars similar to historical reference conditions.  After five years, the chute has begun to create its own 
flood plain.  Although these results indicate that dynamic habitats similar to those that existed in the 
late 1800's may be created and maintained under current river conditions, considerable uncertainty 
exists about how their physical and biological characteristics will evolve over multi-decade time 
intervals. 
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Abstract 

 
Provide native fish passage 

 
Mark Cornish 

Rock Island Corps of Engineers 
 
I’m here to talk to you about the ninth component of the strategy for operation and maintenance of 
the UMRS ecosystem.  It is an honor to speak to the UMRCC, a group that I hold in high regard.  
Today I will be discussing: 
  

1) Why fish passage is important in rivers 
2) The effect of dams on the ecosystem of the UMR 
3) Discuss some of the fish passage strategies used around the world 

 
I went to the tri-state forestry conference in Wisconsin this weekend and listened to Aldo Leopold's 
daughter Nina speak.  After listening to her I re-read some of Leopold’s writing, some of which I 
thought were appropriate for today.  “The life of every river sings its own song, but in most the song 
is long since marred by the discords of misuse” – Aldo Leopold  
Certainly humans have altered the song of the Mississippi a few octaves. 
 
The Upper Mississippi River is a part of the third largest floodplain river ecosystem in the world.  It 
is largest river ecosystem in North America, draining 189,000 square miles.  There are 29 locks and 
dams on the Upper Mississippi River, 25 of which control water levels with roller and/or tainter 
gates.   Seventeen of these dams have fixed crest spillways in the earthen dike sections of the dams 
that are designed to pass flow during periods of high river discharge. 
 
To understand the need for fish passage, we must first understand the forces that make up the river.  
Other talks today have dealt with many of the connectivity issues presented in this slide. 
The two connections that dams affect the most are the temporal and the longitudinal. Temporal 
fragmentation is hard to see visually but is evidenced by the change in fish species after the dams 
were constructed.  Long used migration routes were severed and fish either adjusted or perished. 
Longitudinal fragmentation is easy to see.  It can be found in the dams on main channel on almost 
every tributary.   
 
When thinking about temporal connectivity we have to think about time. The geomorphic process 
that formed the Upper Mississippi river gives us a better understanding of why we have the fishery 
we do today.  The north central states were affected by at least four major glacial periods, which were 
separated by intervals during which the climate was warmer than present.  The last major glacial 
advance, known as the Wisconsin glaciation, moved south as far as mid North America.  It is 
commonly accepted that the fish in northern waters moved southward ahead of the lip of the 
advancing ice sheet, and northward as the ice sheet retreated. 
The area that is occupied by the Upper Mississippi was pretty much barren until the glaciers retreated 
20,000 years ago. 
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In evolutionary terms, the Upper Mississippi River basin in still relatively young.  
After 20,000 years of relative stasis, tremendous changes have occurred in this relatively short time.  
In addition to the construction of dams, fish species have had to survive: 

• Siltation from sod busting of the prairies and the felling of the Midwest’s forests  
• Modifications to the river to facilitate navigation. 
• Pollution from industrial, urban and agricultural sources.   
• Levee constriction  
• Exotic species introductions 

Restoring access to historic habitats through fish passageways may be the best way to provide relief 
to these embattled native species. 
 

The river continuum concept explains longitudinal changes in stream ecosystems.  This conceptual 
model not only helps to identify connections between the watershed, floodplain, and stream systems, 
but it also describes how biological communities develop and change from headwaters to the mouth.   

Migratory fish species utilize multiple habitat types to fulfill their seasonal and life stage-specific 
cycles.  To illustrate this, I will use an example from a small Minnesota stream. 
 
Why do fish need to move?  One reason is changes in habitat needs as a fish grows.  Channel catfish, 
for instance, are dependent on invertebrate-rich riffles and shallow pools to escape predators when 
young but need deep water as adults.  As a result, smaller rivers often provide the best habitat for 
young while large rivers provide the best adult habitat.  Though this example was taken from a 
medium sized Minnesota River, the principles of age specific habitat selection apply to the 
Mississippi River as well. 
 
Dams affect resident and migratory organisms in stream channels.  The disruption in flow blocks or 
slows the passage and migration of aquatic organisms, which in turn affects food chains associated 
with stream corridor functions.  Upstream movement may be blocked by relatively small structures. 
And downstream movement may be slowed or stopped by the dam or its reservoir.   
 
To date we’ve constructed over 75,000 dams in the United States.  The construction of dams 
on the Mississippi River came prior to the peak of the dam building era.  The pulse on this slide 
does not reflect a recurring ten-year cycle in dam construction.  It has more to do with the decadal 
reporting of construction.  One of the reasons dam building has slowed in the United States is that 
there are few places remaining to place dams. 
 
Aldo Leopold wrote that, “There once were men capable of inhabiting a river without disrupting the 
harmony of life” … 
The men he was writing about are not those pictured on this slide. When Hugh Cooper and 
Montgomery Meigs initiated the construction of the Keokuk Dam below the Des Moines rapids in 
1913 they placed the first and largest nail into the migratory fish’s coffin. In 1929, Dr. Robert Coker 
wrote, “Evidence from as early as 1915 indicates that the Keokuk Dam (Lock and Dam 19) impeded 
the movement of paddlefish, river herring, Ohio shad, shortnose gar, carp, drum, shovelnose surgeon, 
and three species of catfish.”   
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As significant as the damming of the main stem of the river is the damming of the tributaries. Over 
half the length of these tributaries are isolated from the UMR main stem by dams. The Illinois and 
Iowa DNR have documented flathead catfish movements into these tailwaters using telemetry. This 
dam is thought to limit access of both flathead catfish and walleye to potential spawning habitat 
upstream.  FYI - Joe Wlosinski and Chuck Surprenant have complied a list of tributaries and the 
location of their first dam in the Coordination Act Report on Fish Passage Across Dams on the 
Upper Mississippi River. 
 
There are almost 500 large reservoirs within the Upper Mississippi and Missouri River drainage. 
A GIS analysis shows that dams heavily fragment the watershed.  Many large dams occur in each of 
the States within the Upper Mississippi River watershed. 
 
There are several methods by which fish can migrate through most Upper Mississippi dams.   
During high water conditions, many fish can get through a lifted gate or over the fixed crest spillways 
of dams.  During low water conditions, fish cannot penetrate the very high velocities through gate 
openings.  The only possibility for fish passage at low water is through the locks. 
Wilcox states that the success of fish passage is dependent upon:  
 

1) Hydraulic conditions at the dams 
2) Fish behavior  
3) Timing of fish movements 
4) Fish swimming ability  

 
Movement of fish through the gates has been an area of study in the upper Midwest.  Steve Ziegler 
and Steve Gutreuter with the USGS have just completed a model that will predict when paddlefish 
can pass through the gated sections of the dam, and Brian Johnson, Corps of Engineers, St. Louis, has 
been working at Lock & Dam 25 for several years documenting fish movements through the gates at 
different velocities. 
 
This slide shows the average percent of time each of the dams is in open river condition. (The Swiss 
cheese barrier).  UMR fish are able to pass through most dams during high water.  Lock & Dam 19 
and Lock & Dam 1 never reach “open” condition, but fish still are able to pass through the lock at 
these locations. 
 
The Mississippi supports a diverse community of 143 native fish species. At least 34 fish species in 
the UMR are migratory, based on their known behavior.  This large number of species is a significant 
complication to understanding the implications of restricted fish passage, and to designing 
management strategies to improve fish passage. These species include the: American eel, spotted 
sucker, silver lamprey, shorthead redhorse, lake sturgeon, black redhorse, pallid sturgeonA, golden 
redhorse, longnose gar, silver redhorse, shovelnose sturgeon, northern hog sucker, Goldeye, white 
sucker, mooneye, channel catfish, paddlefishB, blue catfish, Alabama shad, flathead catfish, skipjack 
herring, white bass, gizzard shad, yellow bass, threadfin shad, northern pike, blue sucker B, 
smallmouth bass, smallmouth buffalo, largemouth bass, bigmouth buffalo, sauger, quillback, walleye, 
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highfin carpsucker, freshwater drum;  A federally listed endangered species, B candidate for federal 
listing 
 
There are a number of at-risk, highly migratory fishes.  These include the lake sturgeon, blue catfish, 
and paddlefish. 
Lake Sturgeon and paddlefish, for example, were over harvested at the turn of the previous century, 
but have never recovered, despite substantial or complete protection from harvest.  Most biologists 
agree that impeded fish passage through dams is the likely reason for the lack of recovery. 
  
Are these fish really moving? 
A review of 126 mark-recap and telemetry fisheries studies, done by the USGS says “yes” 
A. 87% of the 5,253 fish were recaptured in the same pool they were marked 
B. 8% moved up river through at least one dam and  
C. 5% moved downstream through at least one dam 
These results are biased toward sport fish movements, because those are what are mainly studied 
  
We have some evidence that restricted fish passage has affected other biotic communities particularly 
the freshwater mussels. 
One of the most dramatic changes attributed to the construction of dams on the main stem of the 
UMR is the absence of the Ebony Shell mussel in the upper portions of the river.   
The ebony shell used the gills of the skipjack herring to relocate and repopulate the upstream 
stretches of its range.  Once this pathway was altered, the ebony shell disappeared.  
  
Clearly defined objectives are necessary when planning fishways. The main issue concerns the gains 
in terms of fish biology obtained from building a fishway as compared with existing conditions.  
This must be done on a regional, stream corridor, and reach level 
 
Four alternatives must be considered when beginning a fish project: 
 

1. Do nothing 
2. Small scale fish passageways 
3. Semi natural fish passageways 
4. Large scale fish passageways 

 
This picture illustrates an example of what not to do.  This fishway was constructed between two 
reservoirs in Oklahoma.  The structure was adopted from a Pacific Northwest design for Salmon.  No 
one bothered to ask the question, “Can warmwater fish get up it?”  They can’t, because most can’t 
leap like a salmon.  This is what I term a “glorious failure” fish passageway.  Well intentioned, but 
missing a critical part of the picture, and ultimately unsuccessful.  The probability of a glorious 
failure goes up when you create a structure for only one species of fish.  If it fails to pass this fish 
species, it is a complete waste. 
  
The eel path demonstrates the extreme in fish passage selectivity. These structures are constructed 
with only the eel in mind.  They are typically small troughs strung up the face of the dam that have a 
small amount of water flowing over a course, Astroturf-like surface.  The eel basically climbs over 



 14 

the obstruction. Small-scale fishways can be very expensive, but are easier to locate on or around the 
dam.   
  
Another example of a less species specific, small-scale fishway is the fish lift or elevator  
Fish lifts are generally used at very large obstructions.  In this design, an attractant flow of water 
guides the fish into the elevator, which then raises the fish over the dam.  At the top of the dam the 
fish can either be sorted, released, or allowed to pass into another body of water.  These are labor 
intensive operations, requiring staff to operate the lift and sort fish if required.  These lifts are 
operated once or twice a day during the spawning run and require fish to respond to human cues in a 
human timeframe. 
  
Weir fishways consist of a series of pools functioning like the steps of a ladder. The water runs from 
one pool into another over a weir. Some of the water flow can also be channeled through notches or 
via orifices in the base of the weir.  These small-scale fishways often have viewing windows that are 
useful in educating the public about fish movements. Weir fishways are usually made of concrete, 
although the weir itself may be of wood. They are well suited for most salmonids, although they are 
perhaps less effective for fish species which are poor "leapers". Other disadvantages are vulnerability 
to flow and water level fluctuation. Examples of weir fishways include Denil troughs, Pool and 
orifice troughs, and slotted weir troughs. 
  
Semi natural bypass channels mimic the natural hydraulic environment of a stream or river.  This 
approach has been utilized successfully in Europe and Canada for years and is being considered at 
several locations on the Upper Mississippi River (L&D 3, L&D 19, and L&D 18).These structures 
have less risk of becoming “glorious failures” because they are not species specific.  Semi natural 
bypass channels have proven to be effective for a wide range of fish species with varying swimming 
abilities and can be relatively inexpensive to construct. 20 criteria have been developed for fishways 
on the Mississippi that we hope to test when we get a project out of the conceptual phase and into the 
feasibility phase. 
  
The Wisconsin DNR and the US Fish and Wildlife Service constructed a semi natural bypass channel 
on the Fox River’s Eureka dam.  This 29 meter long channel flows through three pools and ascends 
4-5 feet.  Lake sturgeon, walleye, yellow perch, suckers and carp utilize the fishway and lake 
sturgeon have even been observed spawning in the fishway itself. 
  
The velocity profile presents clues as to why these fishways are so successful at passing a multitude 
of fish species.  There are high velocities at the rock riffles but low velocities in the pools between.  
High velocities are 
 
as covered a Bed velocities are important when trying to pass small fish like this darter. 
A great advantage of semi-natural fishways is that they allow fish to pass in response to natural, 
rather than human cues.  Disadvantages of semi-natural fishways are poor downstream passage 
because of their relatively small size (generally 5% or less of the river's flow).  But downstream 
passage is of less concern.  Fish will always be able to go down through the dam.  
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The velocity profile presents clues as to why these fishways are so successful at passing a multitude 
of fish species.  There are high velocities at the rock riffles but low velocities in the pools between.  
High velocity areas covered a short distance and bed velocities were low throughout.   
 
There are two types of large-scale fish passageways.  The first is dam removal, and the second is 
applying the semi natural bypass channel to the entire width of the river.  This erases the fish barrier 
by constructing a river wide fish passage system.  The rationale for large-scale fish passageways is 
that smaller-scale measures are inadequate to sustain the ecosystem; therefore barriers have to be 
removed. Cost is often an important issue when considering large-scale fish passageway.  Sometimes 
it’s cheaper to get rid of the dam than to build a bypass channel.  Contaminated sediments can 
increase the cost of dam removal substantially.  These passageways effectively eliminate the fish 
barrier both upstream and downstream and pass all aquatic species - This slide is of the Kidder dam 
on the Red River of the North.   
  
Instead of dam removal, they designed rapids below the dam to stair step the flow of water and 
alleviate the head.  This methodology could be applied to side channels like Sylvan Slough in Pool 
16.  This has been done to a section of the spillway on the Churchill River in Canada with great 
success. 
 
This is the end result of the Kidder dam project.  Luther Aadland, MN DNR, reported the project was 
constructed in about 4 days.  
 
Like their smaller scale counterparts, large-scale fish passageways have proven attractive to amorous 
lake sturgeon.  
 
In Summary: 

• Fish populations and diversity are important not only for sport and commercial fisheries, but 
they also serve as a barometer of the integrity and health of an aquatic environment.  

• Paddlefish have experienced declines in abundance in 9 of 22 states where they exist and in 
this last century were extirpated in Maryland, New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and 
Canada.  For imperiled fish species such as the lake sturgeon and blue sucker, an increased 
area of spawning habitat could lead to an increasing population, thus playing an important 
role in their recovery.  

• Improvement in the populations of native riverine migratory fish species could improve the 
reproductive successes of some species of freshwater mussels that require host fish species for 
completion of their life cycle. 

 
Dan McGinnis's paper serves as a reminder that we need to plan, construct, and evaluate fish passage 
the Upper Mississippi River and its tributaries to protect our native fish species stocks. 
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a. Call to order 10:15 A.M.  –   Chairman - Kevin Szcodronski 
b. Roll call 
c. Approval of minutes of the previous meeting 
d. Report of Chairman on Actions of Executive Board - Kevin Szcodronski 
e. Report of Secretary-Treasurer - Ken Brummett 
f. Report of the Coordinator 
g. Reports of Technical Sections.  Including action recommendations to the Committee for 

late consideration. 
(1) Fisheries Section -  Butch Atwood 
(2) Wildlife Section - Nick Gulden 
(3) Law Enforcement Section - Tom Campbell 
(4) Water Quality Section - John Sullivan 

 
h. Reports of Ad Hoc Committees 
1. Other Old Business 

Announcement of Membership on Sessional Committees. 
 
k. Reports of Sessional Committees 
 

(1) Audit Committee 
(2) Time and Place Committee for 58th Annual Meeting in Minnesota 
(3) Nominating Committee for 2001-2002 Officers 

 
1. Election of Officers 
m.  Installation of Newly-Elected Officers 
n. Appointment of Committees 
o. New Business - Incoming Chairman 
p. Adjourn 12:00 P.M. 
Location Salon B&C 

 

Agenda for UMRCC Business Meeting 
                57th Annual Meeting 

Thursday March 15, 2001 
 

Isle of Capri 
Bettendorf, Iowa 
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UMRCC Executive Board Meeting 

June 1-2, 2000 
Rock Island, Illinois 

                                           
                                                                AGENDA 
Thursday June 1, 2000 
 
12:00 Noon Call to Order Kevin Szcodronski 
 
1.  Review Annual Meeting Minutes & May 17th Madison, Wisconsin meeting? 
 
2.  Review Draft UMRCC Coordinator Position Description (And 1973 MOA?) 
 
3.   Set Coordinator Work Priorities 
 
4.   Potential UMRCC & USFWS meeting to discuss value of 3 river coordinators (UMRCC, 
MRNRC, MICRA) 
 
5:00 P.M.     Adjourn for the day 
 
Friday June 2, 2000 
 
8:15 A.M.   Reconvene 
 
I.   Implementation Strategy for UMRCC Report 
 
2.   H.R. 4013 - UMRCC Endorsement Letter 
 
3.   Other UMRCC Administrative items 

a. electronic newsletter 
b. electronic version of report now on web page for download 
c. other 

 
Noon - Adjourn 
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UMRCC EXECUTIVE BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

June 1-2, 2000 
 
Executive Board Chairman Kevin Szcodronski called the meeting to order at the USFWS Rock 
Island Field Office (RIFO) at 12:20 P.M. on June 1, 2000. Members present included: Kevin 
Szcodronski (IA), John Sullivan (WI delegate, Wildlife Tech, Water Quality Tech.), Ken Brummett 
(Sec./Treas.), Mark Heywood (MN), Jon Duyvejonck (Coord.), Gordon Farabee (MO), Bill Bertrand 
(II), and Butch Atwood (Fish Tech.). 
 
Kevin S. pointed out that two major items of discussion before the board were the Coordinator’s 
position and implementation of the “River That Works...” report.  He has committed the UMRCC to 
presenting one of the nine objectives in the “River” report at each UMIRBA meeting until all are 
covered. 
 
In general discussion, Jon D. brought the Board up-to-date on reorganization of the USFWS at the 
regional director level.  John Blankenship will become the Assistant Regional Director (ARD) for the 
migratory bird and state programs.  Charlie Wooley, who used to be a contaminant specialist will be 
the Ecological Services ARD.  All changes should be in place by July 1, 2000, 
 
Gordon F. reported on the spring UMRCC/LMRCC joint meeting account, approximately $3,200 
was left in the account.  The cost of the court reporter still had to be paid from that total, but the 
remainder will be split between the two organizations.  Ken Brummett reported that the raffle had 
cleared $915. 
 
Jon D. handed out a packet with material for discussion.  It contained an up-dated Executive Board 
(EB) roster, a description of Coordinator and RIFO activities, a draft of the UMRCC Coordinator 
position description, a copy of the Cooperative Agreement between the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife and the UMRCC, and a draft of a letter from Kevin S. to members of Congress whose 
district is adjacent to the UMR urging them to support HB 4013, the Kind Bill. 
 
From the Agenda: 
 
Minutes of the March 2000 Executive Board meeting and the informal May 17, 2000 meeting in 
Madison, WI were reviewed for accuracy. 
 
A review of the draft Position Description (PD) for the UMRCC Coordinator came next.  Gordon F. 
suggested the Board consider the need to change the “Coordinator” title to something that better suits 
the duties expected of that position.  After some discussion all agreed to change the title to Executive 
Administrator.  A vote was to be taken later on that change.  Kevin S. had several suggested changes 
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in the PD.  They were incorporated in the draft.  The EB agreed the PD should be more general in 
nature. 
 
Kevin S. suggested the Administrator have a work plan subject to bi-annual revision.  Work items 
should be represented by dedicated “blocks” of time. 
UMRCC Executive Board Minutes, June 1 - 2, 2000.  Quite a bit of time was spent editing the PD a 
paragraph at a time.  Jon D. will compile the revisions and provide an edited PD in the near future.  
Jon will then draft a cover letter to John Blankenship to accompany the draft PD, Gordon F, 
suggested a second letter introducing the UMRCC to Charlie Wooley.   Kevin S. was going to call 
John Blankenship the following Monday asking if he wants to have the PD to consider before he 
leaves his present position. 
 
There was considerable discussion on setting priorities to meeting attendance, duties related to 
UMRBA meeting commitment, and whether the Administrator’s work plan should prioritize duties or 
just list percent of time to be spent on each item. 
 
The EB meeting was adjourned for the evening at 5:00 P.M. and reconvened the following morning 
at 8:34 AM. 
 
First item on the agenda was to set up the Administrator’s Work Plan for 2000 to 2002. Work Plan 
items were listed, then assigned a percentage of time the Administrator should work at that task.  
They are: 
 
1.  Work on strategies in the “Working River” report. Tasks include, but are not limited to, 

setting up presentations for the UMRBA meetings and Non-Governmental Organization 
meetings, making congressional contacts, and seeking opportunities to present the report in 
other forums. (30% of time) 

 
2.  Investigate contracting a marketing firm to promote the “Working River” report and forming 

a foundation to conform to tax laws and increase funding opportunities. (5% of time) 
 
3.  Represent UMR natural resource interests on major UMR issues.  These will include, but are 

not limited to, the UMR-IWW Navigation Feasibility Study, Section 7 Consultations, the 
Comprehensive Floodplain Study, the Environmental Management Program, and the Aquatic 
Nuisance Species issue. (30% of time) 

 
4.  Develop a stronger working relationship with Refuges. (5% of time) 
 
5.  Investigate a revision of the Newsletter distribution strategy and revision of the LTMRCC 

library. (5% of time) 
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6.  Administrative duties: (25% of time) 
-Assist with Technical Section Meetings, Annual Meetings, and Executive Board 
Meetings. 
-Coordination with other river organizations. 
-Communication with media and general public. 
-Keep EB and membership apprised of developing UMR issues/recommend actions. 
-Assist with special projects. 
-Keep web page up-to-date. 
-Write Newsletter. 
-Arrange for publication of Proceedings. 
-Organizational record keeping - River Rat awards, mailing lists, membership lists. 

 
Jon D. will keep an accounting of time related to the Work Plan to better define his time 
expenditures. 
 
Jon D. will draft a cover letter for the PD and Work Plan to send to ARD Blankenship. 
 
Second item on the agenda was that a “fact sheet” will be prepared by as read-ahead material for the 
UMRBA meetings, and the EB will assist in lining up speakers for each topic.  Jon suggested the 
UMRCC pay a stipend for speakers, if necessary. 
 
Kevin S. suggested using Strategy #3 for the August UMRBA meeting.  There was discussion of 
whom to invite as speaker(s).  Most felt the speaker should be someone who has put a plan into place.  
The suggestion was made that the state hosting the UMRBA meeting should arrange for the 
speaker(s).  There followed a discussion of potential speakers, especially for Strategy #3, floodplain 
connectivity. 
 
Gordon F. will make initial contacts for Strategy #3.  Jon D. and Holly Stoerker will make travel and 
lodging arrangements.  Bill B. or Kevin S. will introduce the speaker(s) in the Quad Cities. The next 
UMRBA meeting will feature Strategy #4, the flood pulse concept.  More planning will take place at 
the fall 2000 meeting of the EB, which will be November 8-9 in the Lake City, MN area. 
 
The third agenda item was discussion of the UMRCC letter to the Mississippi River Caucus urging 
them to sign on the FB 4013.  There are some shortcomings in the bill in that if fails to recognize 
existing programs and efforts of state agencies, but the UMRCC will support it. Jon D. had drafted a 
letter of support to Representative Kind (WI) and his co-sponsors.  A draft will be sent around for 
editing. 
 
The next agenda item covered: 
 
The UMRCC Newsletter will only be hard copy for a couple more issues.  Then, it will be mailed 
electronically, if feasible, Jon will check on what is necessary to do so.  The RIFO e-mail system will 
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not handle the UMRCC mailing list.  There was some discussion of the marketing firm, if the 
UMRCC gets one, handling the newsletter production.  Jon will check on cost and examples of other 
organizations using electronic mailings. 
 
The “Working River” report is now on the web page.  Objectives may be read without downloading.  
The whole report can be downloaded, but it takes about an hour because of the graphics. 
 
There will be a follow-up of our involvement in last summer’s public meetings. Attendees of those 
meetings will be notified of Habitat Needs Assessment Public Involvement Committee meeting dates 
and provided a report copy. 
 
Prioritization of the Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project selection process was put 
together by a small committee from state and federal agencies. The first two of four steps will be 
taken by a District Evaluation Team (DET) and System Evaluation Team (SET).  Kevin S. feels the 
UMRCC EB should be members of the SET. 
 
The contribution of $1,000 to the American Fisheries Society 130th Annual Meeting symposium 
entitled “The Mississippi River Basin: Ecology, Issues, and Management” was brought back up 
because meeting organizers did not want to earmark funds for symposia.  The contribution was 
approved again. 
 
The proposed agenda for the March 2001 annual meeting was passed out.  The meeting will be 
March 13 - 15, 2001 at the hotel adjacent to the Lady Luck Casino at Bettendorf, IA. 
 
Approval of the March 2000 and June 2000 EB meeting minutes will be made at the fall 2000 
meeting. 
 
Excess funds from the spring 2000 joint meeting will be used to help fund a youth leadership meeting 
at the University of New Orleans (UNO) this year; maybe in the Twin Cities next year.  A contract 
with UNO will be forwarded to Ken Brummett to sign and send a check for $1,000. 
 
More discussion of the function of the foundation, if it is formed, paralleled that of the spring 2000 
meeting.  Gordon F. proposed planning another joint meeting with the LMRCC in a few years.  There 
was some discussion and it was decided to present Dan McGuiness with a Special Recognition 
Award when the Audubon Ark makes its stop in the Quad Cities this fall. It will be a laser-engraved 
plaque. 
There were no more items for discussion and the meeting was adjourned at 1:00 P.M.  
Respectfully submitted, Ken Brummett, Secretary/Treasurer 
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Minutes of the UMIRCC Executive Board Meeting 
November 8 & 9, 2000 

 
The fall 2000 meeting of the Executive Board (EB) of the Upper Mississippi River Conservation 
Committee was called to order on November 8, 2000 by Chairperson Kevin Szcodronski at 1:05 P.M. 
at the Rock Island Field Office (RIFO).  In attendance were state delegates Mark Heywood (MN), 
Gordon Farabee (MO), Kevin Szcodronski (IA), Bill Bertrand (IL), and Ron Benjamin (WI); Butch 
Atwood (Chair, Fish Technical Section), Jon Duyvejonck (Coordinator), and Ken Brummett 
(Secretary/Treasurer).  Tom Boland and Bernie Schonhoff (IA) were present the first day to discuss 
plans for the spring 2001 annual meeting.  It was announced that Ron Benjamin will replace Mary 
Ellen Vollbrecht as the Wisconsin delegate to the EB. 
 
Jon D. handed out a packet containing the agenda, copies of draft minutes of the spring 2000 and 
summer 2000 supplemental EB meetings, results of the newsletter reader survey, a draft of  Jon’s 
work priorities and work plan, a draft Position Description, a draft Memorandum of Understanding, 
and a draft conflict of interest waiver for the Coordinator’s position.  A copy of a letter from a 
Missouri fish farmer to one of  MDC’s commissioners on the black carp issue was also included. 
 
Changes to the spring and summer 2000 meeting minutes were requested. References to the recently 
published joint UMRCC/Audubon report as the “McGuiness Report” were to be changed to identify 
it as the “River That Works and A Working River” report.  Bill B. made the motion and Mark H. 
seconded to approve the minutes once the change was made.  The vote was unanimous. 
 
The Treasurer’s Report was presented by Ken Brummett.  The UMRCC account balance as of 
October 31, 2000 was $32,172.02.  A detailed listing of deposits and withdrawals was included on 
the Report. Mark H. suggested listing outstanding commitments of funds somewhere on the report. 
Ken agreed to provide that information.  During the discussion, Jon D. informed the EB that it will 
cost approximately $600 to obtain 5Olc(3) status.  Discussion of that was deferred to the New 
Business portion of the meeting.  Gordon F. moved and Ron B. seconded to accept the Treasurer’s 
Report once outstanding commitments were included.  The vote was unanimous. 
 
Kevin S. asked Jon D. if any resolution of the backlog of annual meeting Proceedings was 
anticipated.  Jon replied that his obligations to the Navigation Study Coordination Act Report left 
little time to do any editing, and the lag time of some of the states (MO in particular) in reporting 
commercial fisheries statistics also caused delays.  Ken Brummett replied that the replacement for 
Jack Robinson may speed up Missouri’s data submission. 
 
Jon D. handed out a list of his accomplishments as Coordinator since the June 2000 meeting.  
Additional notes for that list included: contracting Jennie Sauer (UMESC) to edit the Fisheries 
Compendium update; learning the LMRCC did not renew their contract with Vision Creek because of 



 25 

poor work by that firm (UMRCC was considering using that agency); and that the UMRCC web page 
needs to be kept more current.  Butch Atwood gave the Fisheries Technical Section fall meeting 
report.  Highlights of that meeting were: 
 
• Flathead catfish otolith extraction and preparation for analysis. 
• Fish Passage Survey results (poor response) 
• Acquisition of the Emiquon tract on the Illinois River by The Nature Conservancy. 
• Correlation of selected data of the LTRM fisheries component and state fisheries survey data. 
• USFWS presentation on the status of Threatened and Endangered Species (Higgin’s Eye) and 

exotic species (round goby). 
• Evaluation of Pool 25 water level management by a graduate student from SIU. 
• Discussion of use of LTRM data sets by state agencies and need for current creel or public use 

surveys. 
 
Because of the valuable information contained in earlier surveys, and the need to obtain current 
information, the chairs of the Fish and Wildlife Technical Sections will be asked to poll their 
members at next spring’s meeting to see if there is any interest in repeating the surveys. Jon D. 
offered to contact Augustana College to see if there is any possibility of getting students to do a pilot 
survey. 
 
John Wetzel was absent and sent a written summary of the fall meeting of the Wildlife Technical 
Section.  It was handed out to the EB.  Regarding an action item in the meeting summary, Bill B. 
suggested that Sections or persons submitting a recommendation also include a possible source of 
funding for their request. 
 
John Sullivan was absent and sent a written summary of the fall meeting of the Water Quality 
Technical Section.  There were no action items. 
 
Law Enforcement Technical Section - no Chair at this time and no fall meeting. 
 
Recreational Technical Section - not currently active. 
 
Mussel Ad Hoc Committee - met during the fall FTS meeting and discussed status of the Higgins Eye 
Jeopardy Opinion and mussel relocation efforts. 
 
Education Ad Hoc Committee - currently working on the Big River CD (all), conducting one or two 
Teacher’s Workshops each year (WI, IA), coordinating a student’s writing contest (WI), and 
participating in Big River Days (MO). 
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Bernie S. and Tom B. gave the EB an update on the spring 2001 annual meeting.  Final plans are for 
it to be at the Isle of Capri casino complex in Bettendorf, IA, meeting dates to be March 13 to 15, 
2001.  Tom presented a proposed agenda, first as blocks, then the tentative program outline. 
 
The EB suggested some changes in speakers and content.  Scheduling the EB meeting as a 7 A.M. 
breakfast meeting was made.  Platform presentations will feature speakers who will cover the nine 
objectives found in the “River That Works...” report.  There was also discussion about the structure 
and content of the Thursday morning session. 
 
The meeting adjourned for the day at 5:07 P.M. 
 
The meeting re-convened at 7:46 A.M. on November 9, 2000. 
 
Agenda items were: 
 
• Old Business: 
 
Item 1) The EB response to Region 3 USFWS’s lack of action on supporting funding for the 
UMRCC Coordinator.  The draft MOU is to be signed by the Chair and forwarded to Region 3 for 
consideration.  At present, they are not acting on the coordinator issue, possibly due to the unknown 
results of the recent election.  Rock Island Field Office has not received additional funding for an 
additional FTE to work on the Navigation Study.  The EB suggested a possible solution would be to 
approach the Mississippi River Caucus to request the Service add funding for the Coordinator 
position to the Region 3 budget. 
 
There was a lot of discussion on the merits of using a foundation to fund the Coordinator’s position 
from non-Service money, the UMRCC’s relationship and obligations to Non- Government 
Organizations, losing sight of the UMRCC mission through attempts to fund the Coordinator’s 
position, the reasons for lack of support from the Service for the Coordinator position, and loss of 
interest of Refuge personnel in the UMRCC. 
 
Kevin S. and Gordon F. (chair-elect) will attempt to visit with Charlie Wooley (Region 3 Assistant 
Regional Director) about the Coordinator position at the upcoming UMRBA/EMP-CC meeting in St. 
Louis, and try to arrange a meeting with him in the Quad Cities or Twin Cities with the entire EB in 
the near future. 
 
Gordon F. suggested asking retired UMRCC members to write a letter of support for the Coordinator 
position to Region 3. 
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A response to an earlier call to Charlie Wooley came during a break.  He will meet with Rick Nelson 
(RJFO) and any EB members who can make it to the UMRBA/EMP-CC meeting in St. Louis next 
week. 
 
Item 2)  To define what the next steps were going to be to showcase the “River That Works...’ report.  
The presentations at scheduled UMRBA meetings have begun.  The first presentation on exotic 
species by Jay Rendall was a success.  The next meeting will feature Dr. David Galat who will 
discuss the importance and science of the natural hydrograph. Jon D. will introduce Dr. Galat to 
emphasize his responsibilities as Coordinator to Region 3 representatives at that meeting.  There was 
a little discussion about the next topic and what speaker to invite, and perhaps let the UMRBA chose 
future topics.  The revision of the annual meeting agenda will highlight the nine objectives of the 
“River That Works...” report in an attempt to share presentations to the UMRBA with the UMRCC 
membership. 
 
Item 3)  Rotation of annual meeting sites and technical section chairs.  Bill B. reminded the EB that 
the EB Chair makes technical section chair appointments.  Gordon F. will present a list of section 
chairs when he assumes duties at the 2001 annual meeting. Jon D. will work up a schedule based on 
past rotations so sections will know which state will provide a chairperson and have that person 
committed prior to the meeting.  At present, technical section chairpersons for the coming year will 
be Butch Atwood (Fish), Nick Gulden (Wildlife), and John Sullivan (Water Quality).  There is no 
Law Enforcement Technical Section chair at this time.  David Heath (WI) will assume the chair of 
the Mussel Ad Hoc Committee from Kurt Welke. 
 
• New Business: 
 
Item 1)  Preparation for the 2001 annual meeting was discussed the previous day. 
 
Item 2)  MICRA met the first week of November, 2000 in St. Louis.  Because of the loss of Service 
funding for the MICRA Coordinator position, state representatives looked at three options to fund the 
position: 1)  Use of D-J monies, needing at least one state to commit to a large share; 2)  make a grant 
application to CARA; and 3)  increase each state’s dues from $1,500 to $5,000 for a two year period, 
then the Coordinator would need to secure funding. Representatives from IA, MO, and Chairman Bill 
Reeves will draft a letter polling member states about the possibility of a dues increase in the near 
future.  Other discussions at the November meeting were the possibility of asking the USFWS to 
become a dues-paying member, relocating the Coordinator, and keeping MICRA from becoming an 
employer.  It was noted that the absence of a MICRA Coordinator during the recent legislative 
session prevented getting funding language for the organization written into the Water Resources 
Development Act. 
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Item 3)  The results of the Newsletter reader survey were handed out earlier.  Based on the results of 
the responses, the EB directed Jon D. to convert the newsletter to an e-mail format ASAP, with one 
hard copy being mailed each year. 
 
Item 4)  There is currently no one capable of maintaining the UMRCC Web Site.  We are paying 
someone to do it.  There was some discussion about each state rotating a staff person to perform this 
duty, but most thought it would not be feasible.  Ron B. suggested contracting out web site 
maintenance, Gordon F. agreed. Ron B. moved the EB budget up to $1,500 per year to maintain and 
update the web site, seconded by Gordon F.  The vote was unanimous.  Jon was directed to let the EB 
know if more funding will be required.  Gordon F. asked Jon to make more effort to obtain current 
information from the membership for inclusion in the newsletter since it will become an electronic 
document. 
 
Item 5)  The problem of the backlog of annual meeting Proceedings was discussed.  There is a two-
year backlog at present.  Jon informed the EB that his Navigation Study assignment and Heidi 
Woeber’s change of status and duties have prevented resolution of this issue.  Gordon F. suggested 
that a request to bring the Proceedings up to date as soon as possible be made to Charlie Wooley the 
next week.  Requesting assignment of  Jerry Rasmussen to work on the Proceedings was also made. 
 
Item 6)  Because of the MICRA situation, the issue of using Service equipment and electronic 
facilities for UMRCC business was discussed.  After some discussion, Jon D. was directed to put 
together a proposal for a lap top computer, printer, separate phone line installation, e-mail 
transmission facilities, etc. soon. 
 
Item 7)  After a brief discussion of the merits of making application for 501c(3) nonprofit status, Ron 
B. moved and Bill B. seconded to have Jon D. to do so.  The vote was unanimous.  Jon had 
mentioned the costs of doing this earlier.  Jon was to check if there will be a problem with the states 
paying annual dues under this status.  It was felt there would not be a problem since the LMRCC 
collects dues and has this status. 
 
Item 8)  Once the status of the Coordinator position is decided, setting up a foundation will be 
investigated.  Because of their interest in assistance with it, some informal discussion will occur with 
the National Audubon Society. 
 
Other Items)  The UMRCC bank account has been reduced quite a bit in the past few months, but 
with state’s dues coming in soon, it will remain quite large.  Commitments to the lap top and 
associated costs and paying someone to compile the Fisheries Compendium will keep the balance 
down.  No action on the balance will be taken at this time. 
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Because of the sensitivity of federal employees’ conflict of interest issues, Jon may not be able to 
contact legislators on issues of concern to the membership in the future.  Bill B. suggested 
establishing a P.O. Box, but that issue was tabled for now. 
 
Lack of interest of Refuge personnel in the UMRCC maybe an issue.  Jon had contacted Jim Fisher 
and Dick Steinbach asking for issues to discuss at the EB meeting.  One that Dick mentioned was 
illegal barge fleeting on Refuge lands.  Some states (WI, IA, and possible MN) require a permit.  He 
would like to see a uniform policy for the UMR. Refuge personnel will be invited to the next EB 
meeting to discuss whether this is an issue for the UMRCC. 
 
 
There was a little discussion of having another joint meeting with the LMRCC and possibly the 
MRNRC sometime in the future.  No action was taken. 
 
Having no further new business to discuss, Gordon F. moved to adjourn the meeting.  The vote was 
unanimous. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Ken Brummett Secretary/Treasurer 
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UMRCC Executive Board Meeting Minutes 

Isle of Capri - Bettendorf, IA 
March 14, 2001 

 
The spring 2001 meeting of the UMRCC Executive Board (EB) was called to order at 7:05 AM by 
Chairman Kevin Szcodronski.  The following were present: Kevin Szcodronski (IA), Bill Bertrand 
(IL), Mark Heywood (MN), Ron Benjamin (WI), Gary Christoff (MO), Dick Steinbach (FWS), Jon 
Duyvejonck (Coordinator), Ken Brummett (Secretary/Treasurer), Tom Campbell (Law Enforcement), 
Butch Atwood (Fisheries), Nick Gulden (Wildlife), John Sullivan (Water Quality), Gordon Farabee, 
and Bernie Schonhoff 
 
Minutes of the fall 2000 EB meeting had been distributed prior to the meeting.  Mark Heywood 
moved, Bill Bertrand seconded, the minutes were approved by vote. 
 
Ken Brummett was asked to give the treasurer’s report.  An itemized list of deposits and withdrawals 
was handed out.  The account had a beginning balance of $47,707.93 on March 17, 2000. Deposits 
totaled $19,532.57 during the past year for a grand total of $67,240.50.  Withdrawals during the past 
year were $38,689.64, leaving an ending balance of $28,550.86 on March 14, 2001.  Obligated funds 
equaled $4,020 and anticipated income from state’s dues equaled $4,000.  Ron Benjamin moved, Bill 
Bertrand seconded, the treasurer’s report was approved by vote. 
 
Jon Duyvejonck was asked to present the Coordinator’s Report. 
 
• Perhaps as a result of EB members meeting with Charlie Wooley at the November EMPCC 

meeting, Region 3 USFWS has requested $100,000 in their budget for a full-time coordinator.  
The position is currently listed as halftime, but Jon had been assigned to work on the 
Navigation Study and had little time to do UMRCC coordination. 

• The draft Memorandum of Understanding for the coordinator’s position and duties has been 
circulated, but is not signed.  The Position Description for a full-time coordinator is still in 
draft form, also. 

• The ethics letter has been circulated and signed by all UMRCC agencies, it is now in the Region 3 
office. 

• When the Navigation Study issue is resolved, Jon will be assigned to work on it. 
• An application for the 501(c)3 tax exempt status for the UMRCC was passed around for all the EB 

to sign.  A check was sent to the attorney to initiate the process. 
• With the crowded conditions at the Rock Island Field Office, the UMRCC library may be moved to 

available space at Arsenal Island, with RIFO paying rent for the storage.  Jon passed around a 
letter from the University of Iowa asking him to sit on the advisory  board of their new river 
lab.  He will get more information on the position and decide whether to participate as a 
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Service employee or represent the UMRCC.  He will seek approval of the FB before 
committing to the position. 

• The UMRCC database will be operable next week.  There was some discussion of the merits of an 
electronic newsletter.  The reduction in. mailing costs will be offset a little by the cost of 
updating and maintaining the web page, but the electronic version will be more efficient, Hard 
copies will continue to be mailed to members and retirees who do not have e-mail 
capabilities.  The database will be capable of notifying members when the newsletter is on the 
web page. 

 
Bill Bertrand moved, Ron Benjamin seconded, and the Coordinator’s Report was accepted by vote.  
Kevin S. passed around a plaque made of wood from each state’s tree.  This particular award is to be 
presented to Bill Aspelmeier at the banquet.  Kevin asked if the EB would approve of having several 
of the plaques made up for special awards at future meetings.  The person who made them did not 
want any reimbursement for them, but the EB approved up to $300 to pay for up to six additional 
plaques. 
 
Technical Section Reports: 
 
Fisheries: Butch Atwood (IL) had no action items for the EB.  The spring meeting of the FTS was 
held the previous afternoon with 49 in attendance.  Rob Davinroy (St. Louis Corns) gave a 
presentation on the use of the table-top micro models to predict sediment transport consequences of 
proposed projects.  Gary Wege discussed the status of the Biological Opinion of Higgins’ Eye as it 
relates to the zebra mussel infestation and navigation system O&M. John Pitlo (Publications) 
reported the Compendium is in the edit stage and he hopes it will be finished by next year.  Tom 
Boland (Education) reported the Big River CD is still in the development stage and the producers 
were present to solicit comments from the group.  David Heath (Mussels) reported that their ad hoc 
committee is considering a Mussel Compendium.  The fall meeting of the FTS is being hosted by 
Missouri at Mark Twain Lake, September 25 - 27. 
 
Wildlife: Nick Gulden (MN) reported the WTS had met the previous afternoon with 40 in attendance.  
Agenda items were the reorganization of the ILDNR as it relates to HREPs, viewing the video on 
wild rice, adding replacements for departing official members from MO and WI, deciding IL will 
host the fall meeting, and discussing one action item.  That item is the Illinois River and Mississippi 
Floodplain Forest document.  The authors of the document want to have a draft for the Section to 
discuss at their fall meeting, with plans to produce a final draft by spring 2002.  The WTS is 
requesting $5,000 for editing and graphics, with Audubon matching it.  The EB asked what will be 
produced for the investment of funds.  There is no doubt a document of this type is needed.  Dan 
McGuiness (Audubon) was in attendance at the EB meeting to provide background on the document.  
Jon Duyvejonck will check on UMRCC publication procedures needed to get the document into final 
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form.  Ron Benjamin suggested passing the draft through agency foresters before making a decision. 
Mark Heywood asked how the report will be used. Action by the EB was to make no commitment of 
funds at this time.   The WTS needs to put together a more comprehensive cost estimate, and the EB 
will consider the funding at their fall meeting. 
 
Water Quality: John Sullivan (WI) had no action items for the EB.  They had met the previous 
afternoon with 20 in attendance.  Their top agenda item was discussing preparation of a water quality 
assessment report that will be put together soon.  Details of the report are available from John 
Sullivan.  Jon Duyvejonck will be drafting a letter to the Upper Mississippi River Basin Association 
(UMRBA) requesting a seat for the Water Quality Technical Section chair on their Water Quality 
Task Force.  The purpose of this request will be to prevent overlap of programs and to have better 
communication between the two entities.  Currently, no date has been set for the WQTS fall meeting 
date and location. 
 
Law Enforcement: Tom Campbell (IA) reported that the Law Enforcement Technical Section had 
met the previous afternoon with 15 in attendance.  Each state gave a brief up-date of their regulations 
for the Mississippi River.  The IL - MO joint regulations were presented and discussed.  Panfish limits 
on the IA - WI boundary were discussed.  The mussel harvest issue has nearly become a non-issue 
with the decline in demand and numbers of fishermen.  Two action items were presented by Tom: 1)  
Introduction of exotic species into the UMR system, the black carp and round goby in particular.  The 
LETS recommends that the UMRCC continue to support continued education about consequences of 
exotic species introductions and enforcement of regulations that inhibit their distribution. 2)  The 
expanding market for caviar from paddlefish and shovelnose sturgeon is a concern.  The LETS asked 
the EB to draft a letter to state resource agencies urging them to develop and impose means of better 
tracking caviar sales.  Gordon Farabee suggested Jon D. send a reply to LETS members expressing 
support for their concerns about exotic species.  Another suggestion from the EB was for Jon D. to 
draft a letter to each state’s LETS  representative expressing concerns about sturgeon harvest and 
asking them to devise a system of tracking and auditing sturgeon and paddlefish roe.  After their 
input, a final draft will be forwarded to the Director, Chief of Fisheries, and Chief of Law 
Enforcement of each state.  Tom Campbell will compile a summary of commercial harvest 
regulations from each state.  Mark Heywood suggested Law Enforcement and Fisheries Technical 
Sections work on the letter together. 
 
Dick Steinbach (USFWS) was asked to comment on Refuge concerns.  He expressed the need for the 
cooperative agreement on GP lands to be up-dated. He also informed the EB that the Comprehensive 
Conservation Plan is in preliminary draft and that the Service will be meeting with each state before 
going public with it.  The Mark Twain Refuge will be broken into individual refuges once the plan 
becomes operational. 
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A joint session of the FTS and WTS had been held the previous afternoon. Bill Aspelmeier (IA - 

Retired) and Mike Griffin (IA) made a presentation on the “down home monitoring” sediment sites 
that Bill had set up many years ago.  Mike will continue to monitor the sites.  Chuck Theiling 
(USGS) made a short presentation on the Habitat Needs Assessment. 
 
Old Business: 
The only old business on the agenda was the status of the 501(c)3 application and that was covered 
earlier. 
 
New Business: 
 
Jon D. presented a budget for the coming year and a couple of amendments were made to it; addition 
of $300 for award plaques, and addition of legal fees for processing the 50l(c)3 documents. Bill 
Bertrand moved to accept the amended budget, Mark Heywood seconded,  the amended budget was 
approved by vote. 
 
We have the “River That Works...” report, it is being showcased at the UMRBA, the next step is to 
present it to agency directors, possibly at a retreat.  More action on this at the fall EB meeting. 
 
Objective 4 in the “River That Works  report will be presented at the May15 UMRBA meeting in the 
Quad Cities.  Suggested speakers are Dr. Bob Sheehan and Gretchen Benjamin. 
 
Jon D. will look into the use of facilities at Arsenal Island for the UMRCC library and publication 
storage. 
 
Support for two events was requested and will likely be coordinated via e-mail: the Audubon Boat 
Trip will be on the UMR above the Twin Cities from May 18 through June 22; and the fall EMP 
Conference scheduled for St. Louis. 
 
Dan McGuiness discussed the advantages of having a foundation as a means to support targeted 
projects.  He talked about the St. Croix Watershed Foundation as a model.  He will send more 
information to the EB. Discussion of forming a foundation was tabled until the fall meeting. 
 
The date and location of the fall meeting of the EB will be set later. 
Ron Benjamin moved to adjourn, the vote was unanimous, the EB meeting adjourned at 9:47 AM. 
 
Respectfully submitted: 
 
Ken Brurnnett, Secretary/Treasurer 
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UMRCC Executive Administrator Work Plan for 2000-2001 
 
Issue Priorities 
1)  Arrange briefings for Upper Mississippi River Basin Association (UMRBA) quarterly meetings 
on UMRCC/Audubon report objectives. 
 
2)  Explore desirability of contracting with a marketing firm to promote the UMRCC/Audubon 
report.  In addition, explore alternatives for forming an Upper Mississippi River Foundation similar 
to the one organized by the Lower Mississippi River Conservation Committee. Investigate UMRCC 
Newsletter options (e.g. electronic distribution) and UMRCC library maintenance alternatives. 
 
3)  Represent UMRCC views on UMR natural resource issues such as navigation, comprehensive 
floodplain planning, Environmental Management Program (habitat restoration planning, Habitat 
Needs Assessment, and long term resource monitoring), and US Fish and Wildlife Service Master 
Plan activities. 
 
4)  Seek ways to develop a stronger relationship with national wildlife refuges along UMR. 
 
Administrative Priorities 
5)  Assist technical sections and Executive Board as required. 
 
6)  Coordinate with other river organizations on projects and issues. 
 
7)  Provide information to communications media regarding UMRCC reports, views, meetings, etc. 
 
8)  Keep the UMRCC Executive Board and membership appraised of major and developing issues 
and recommend appropriate actions. 
 
9)  Assist the Executive Board and membership in special projects. 
 
10)  Complete other administrative duties as time permits 
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  Description of UMRCC Coordinator and RIFO Activities  
     May 2000 

 
I have attempted to provide a description of UMRCC activities performed by the Coordinator and 
staff at the Rock Island Field Office. I attempted to estimate the average time normally devoted to 
each item.  Over a year or more these tasks may take more or less time.  Probably the hardest activity 
to estimate time for is support for other organizations and special projects.  As you know many issues 
wax and wane over the years.  Depending upon what issues are most pressing at a given moment 
several weeks of effort may go into some activity.  This often depends upon time available after 
performing the routine administrative tasks.  If you add up the estimated time for each of the given 
activities below and subtract that from 26 weeks ½ time position) of time allowed for the Coordinator 
each year you get an idea how much time is left for discretionary work. 
 
UMRCC Work Items Listed More or Less in Order of Importance 
 
1. Correspondence (Congressional, News Releases, Positions, Advocacy, etc.) 
I estimate that we put out somewhere between 15 to 30 letters each year (A Congressional letter 
which goes to about 25 individual Congressional Representatives bordering the river counts as one).  
I may spend anywhere from ½ day to 1-1/2 days working on a letter before I give to Heidi or to her 
staff to finalize. This includes my time to coordinate it with all the EB members, draft it, revise it, etc.  
Letters to Congress are always sent with postage stamps as opposed to routine correspondence which 
is sent under the USFWS frank. 
 
In addition to correspondence to Congress or others, there are a considerable number of 
memorandums prepared as part of coordination and support to the Executive Board and the Technical 
Sections. Typically, when Tech. Chairs want to send something to their Section, they send it to me.  I 
review it or finalize it as needed, then give it to Heidi.  Heidi then prints a list of mailing labels from 
the mailing list database.  Lately we have been averaging 2-3 News Releases per year. I may spend ½ 
to a day coordinating and finalizing each one.  Sometimes there may be up to 1,000 addresses if we 
send them to the Newsletter mailing list plus other lists such as media organizations and Congress.  
Heidi or other staff may spend 2-4 hours copying, folding, and stamping them.  Each of these 
mailings costs about $350 in postage to the USFWS. 
 
2. Newsletter 
Newsletter preparation more or less goes on constantly.  Throughout the month I keep a file of 
information on issues I think will be of interest to the membership.  I then spend anywhere from 1 & 
½ to 3 days writing it.  It is then sent to the Chairperson for editing and is a Chairperson’s Letter.  
The newsletter is then finalized/formatted by Heidi or myself and taken to printer who delivers to 
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RIFO.  Currently there are about 700 names on the Newsletter list.  It typically runs about $450 to 
print it.  Postage costs average about $350 per edition.  At present, we are sending the Newsletter out 
under the USFWS franking privilege.  This saves the UMRCC over $2,000 per year since we 
normally have 6 newsletters per year. 

 
3. Annual Proceedings 
The UMRCC Annual Proceedings serve as the official administrative record for UMRCC.  In 
addition to a transcript or summary of meeting presentations, attendance list, Program awards list, it 
also contains: (1) minutes of all Executive Board and Technical Sections meetings the last year, (2) 
list of all correspondence, (3) budget and audit report, and (4) commercial fisheries statistics 
compiled for the 5 UMR states (Statistics are usually 2 years previous to year of proceedings).  For 
the last few years we have been fortunate to have volunteers from Wisconsin compile the statistics.  
In the past, the coordinator has done these on occasion.  This could take up to a week if one has to 
start from scratch.  If the meeting is presented as a transcript, it may take more than a week to 
compile because of the extensive editing required.  If presentation abstracts are used, the time is 
considerably shorter.  However, the abstracts submission rate for presenters is very poor.  I guess it is 
less than 25%.  Printing of proceedings usually runs from  $1,100 to $1,500.  We usually print about 
400 copies and mail them only to meeting attendees and another mailing list of libraries throughout 
the region.  It cost about $1 a piece for the Service to mail them.  This results in another savings of 
about $400 per year to the UMRCC. 
 
4. Publications 
The entire stock of UMRCC publications is stored at the Rock Island Field Office.  This stock of 
reports takes up quite bit of space (about 100 boxes) in the attic and in four 3’ X 6’cabinets used 
exclusively for UMRCC documents.  We also have 2 filing cabinets that house historic documents 
and records.  For example one cabinet contains all proceedings from the first annual meeting to 
present and supposedly 3 copies of all UMRCC publications ever printed.  
 
Time spent on publications is very sporadic.  Aside from the Annual Proceedings, the only 
publication printed annually is the Biologists Directory.  Aside from the recent “A Working River...” 
report the most recent publications included Proceedings from the Mussel Workshops (1993 & 1997), 
an update of the “Distribution and Relative Abundance of UMR Fishes (1995),” John Pitlo’s 
“Walleye and Sauger” (1992), “A Call to Action” (1993), and “Recreational Use Of Pool 24’ (1993).  
Until 1994 we annually published a summary of “Current Scientific Publications.”  The only 
publication in the pipeline at present is a revision of the “UMRCC Fishery Compendium”  All of 
these publications are completed by UMRCC biologists as their time permits.  The Coordinator 
functions primarily to secure approval for, and contracting of report printing and distribution.   Prior 
to my involvement, I believe the Coordinator took on the task of being editor/author for some 
publications. 
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5.  Web Page 

The UMRCC web page was developed by Tim Olson.   It is being served on the web by Ann Holmes 
and Associates in Davenport, Iowa.  We pay approximately $300/year for this Service.  This fee does 
not include any technical support for our page.  Since its initiation, we have posted some items 
ourselves (e.g. newsletter) we have a user manual and passwords that allow us to make simple 
changes.  If we wanted to make changes in our page structure we contracted with Tim on an hourly 
basis.  Tim has expressed a preference that we find someone else to maintain the page because of 
other priorities.  At present I have contacted for such Service from the web page host; Ann Holmes 
and Associates for $50/hour.  I have asked them to post our new report on the page suitable for 
downloading.  I do not believe we are using our web page (or e-mail capability) to its full advantage.  
For example, we should be posting all meeting minutes under the technical sections headers rather 
than mailing them. 

 
6.  UMRCC Library 

The UMRCC Library currently has about 4,000 citations.  It takes up considerable space in the Rock 
Island Field Office.  I am not sure how many of these documents are actually physically present there 
since no one has done an inventory that I can recall.  This would be a very time consuming effort.  
The holdings are all contained in a database posted on the web page in which you can do literature 
searches by key words.  UMRCC policy has been that we do not lend publications, however anyone 
is free to visit RIFO and use them.  The primary reason against lending is that keeping track of where 
books are lent is time consuming and so is re-shelving them.  Because there is no one to maintain the 
library, publications are sometimes mis-placed.  This causes problems when the next person looking 
for a publication cannot find it in the proper location.  Part of this is due to the classification system.  
Publications are organized by category rather than any standard library classification system.  For 
instance there may be an entire shelf of documents about mussels.  If you are looking for one 
particular publication, you must sort through the entire shelf in hopes of finding it.  New publications 
are entered into the database every so often by Heidi.  She will take the list of publications you see in 
the Newsletter and put them into the database under the category  which seems most appropriate.   At 
the same time the document itself is placed on the shelves. 
 
7. Information Requests 
Information requests come by phone, letter, and e-mail.  Sometimes these are UMRCC biologists 
looking for specific documents from the library or information on some issue  which might require a 
few minutes to an hour of time.  Most often, inquiries involve someone asking which UMR biologist  
can scientific information on some particular subject.  Reporters for radio and newspapers are 
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frequent callers.  I estimate that I spend 2-4 hours a week servicing these information requests.  
Requests for publications are include in this time. 
 
 
8. Support and Outreach to Other Organizations 
UMRCC is regularly asked to endorse, cosponsor, or provide some other service to other rivet 
organizations.  Sometimes this is a monetary donation or letter.  We also lend out the 5 poster boards 
to other organizations.  The Coordinator receives occasional requests to give talks to river groups.  
These are granted as time permits.  We also put up our rather old displays at selected:  river related 
events.  Presently, we have two table-top displays that are sorely in need of updating.  The photos and 
message are somewhat outdated. 

  
9.  Record Keeping (Meeting Minutes, etc.) 

In addition to including all meeting minutes in the Annual Proceedings, minutes are kept by the 
Coordinator as historical records.  All Technical Section Chairs are supposed to keep minutes of their 
Section in a traveling file that moves from chairperson to chairperson.  Meeting minutes are 
somewhat incomplete because I do not always receive minutes from the chairpersons.  Some 
chairpersons are very good about forwarding copies, while other have to be badgered at times. In 
addition to meeting minutes, I maintain a file of all UMRCC expenditures for past years.   I also have 
files for past News Releases, conservation awards, publication manuscripts, correspondence, and 
Newsletters.  There are also files on organizations such as MICRA, UMRBA, Isaac Walton League, 
Mississippi River Basin Alliance, etc. 
 

          10.  Mailing List database 
The UMRCC mailing list is in File Maker Pro.   The database is really just one big list of 1,200 
names, addresses and phone numbers.  These entries are sorted into groups such as Newsletter, 
Congressional, technical sections, and media, that can be merged or separated as needed.  The list is 
updated by Heidi as we receive change of addresses from members.  Once every year or two when 
we update the Biologists Directory, information forms requesting address updates are sent out in the 
Newsletter.  Gerry Bade provides technical support to Heidi when there are computer related 
problems maintaining the database.  The database is maintained as part of the Rock Island Field 
Office computer network.  Maintaining an accurate and up to date mailing list is critical to good 
communication within the UMRCC and its partners.  The UMRCC is also totally dependant on RIFO 
computer equipment and support.  All UMRCC computer files are on a USFWS computer.  The only 
computer related equipment owned by UMRCC is a black and white printer.  Copy machine costs, 
which can be very substantial at times, are also absorbed by RIFO.  Big jobs are taken to the Printers 
and paid by UMRCC, but everyday things such mailings to the membership are completed on RIFO 
equipment. 
 

       11.  River Rat Awards 
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Maintaining records for the River Rat awards can be troublesome.  I am totally dependant upon 
receiving accurate attendance lists from the annual meeting host and I attempt to keep track every 
single person who attends meetings over the years.  Every year there is someone who thinks they 
should get an award that is not on the list.  Up until two years ago these records were all maintained 
in a single log  book which required considerable time to enter names and dates of meeting 
attendance.  We now have the list of names on a computer spreadsheet so that it is much easier to 
determine when someone has achieved five years.  Awards are now costing us about $35 each.   
Heidi runs the certificates off on the computer and they are framed at a local gallery.  We have been 
averaging about 20 awards per year. 
 
12.  Planning for Fall EB Meeting. Annual Meeting. Fall Tech Section Meetings   Prior to the annual 
and fall Executive Board meetings, much of the Coordinator’s time is spent preparing agendas, 
writing the Coordinator’s Report, making meeting arrangements, etc. Time spent on this varies 
greatly.  I have spent as little as two days or more than a week on these preparations depending upon 
what is on the agenda and what related information may be needed. 
 
13.   Meetings and Coordination With Others 
Estimating the number of meetings attended as a UMRCC representative is difficult.  I make an effort 
to attend every quarterly UMRBA and EMPCC meeting and all other meeting events such as the 
Mississippi River Summits, A-Team Meetings, MRRC, River Resource Forums, COE meetings too 
numerous to count, etc.  Other meetings are attended as time allows.  Given all the natural resource 
related meetings being conducted in all three COE Districts, would possible to attend one or more 
every week.  Meetings can consume a large portion of available time.  For example, attending a two-
day UMRBA/EMPCC meeting and allowing one day’s travel time takes up more than a week (3 full 
days - 6 halftime Coordinator days) of the Coordinator’s scheduled time allowance. 
 
Coordination with other river organizations, in particular the Lower Mississippi River Conservation 
Committee (LMRCC), and Mississippi River Interstate Cooperative Resource Association (MICRA) 
is not as good as it should be.  The UMRCC has a seat on the MICRA Executive Committee  which 
is filled by the UMRCC Chair or their designee.  Bill Bertrand is presently serving in this capacity.   I 
believe we should increase the Coordinator’s support and attention to MICRA through direction of 
the UMRCC’s MICRA board member.  Issues such as black carp and other exotics are as much 
concern to us as MICRA.  Partnering with LMRCC is a good idea if we want to give more national 
exposure to Mississippi River issues.  I have attended MICRA and LMRCC meetings as time allows. 
 

14.  Special Projects - conferences, UMRCC Report, video 
Special projects that require Coordinator support arise irregularly.  Last year for example I spent a 
full month of time in support of the public meetings we jointly held with the Audubon Society.  RIFO 
staff contributed considerable time in preparing GIS maps, copying, and mailing meeting 
announcements.  I spent considerable time coordinating elements of the UMRCC report over the last 
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couple years.  Previous to that there was the UMRCC video, two ad hoc mussel workshop & a non-
game symposium, and teacher outreach workshops. 
 

 
 
15.  Travel Costs 

All travel costs for UMRCC activities are absorbed by the Rock Island Field Office.  This includes 
motels, vehicles, plane tickets, meals, etc. 
 

16.   Funding 
Each UMRCC state currently contributes dues of $2,000 annually.  At present, this amount is 
sufficient to cover our printing expenses for the newsletter and other miscellaneous items.  If any 
time UMRCC had to assume mailing cost, this would not be the case.  Because our fund balance has 
increased over the years, we appear to be making more donations to other organizations’ workshops 
and activities.  Word is getting around that we may be an easy mark if someone needs $1,000 for a 
river related item.  Although we have not been in need of funds cover administrative costs, we have 
not had the luxury to fund larger projects.  From time to time in the past we have discussed the 
desirability to seek grants for specific projects.  We hate avoided this primarily for two reasons: (1) 
the additional, time required by the Coordinator to administer/manage grants, and (2) the lack of a 
formal non-profit status with the IRS. Given a full-time coordinator, I would advocate we seek 
additional funds to fund UMRCC habitat objectives.  Another option to consider is establishing a 
UMRCC Foundation as the LMRCC has done with some success. 
 
 
UMRCC Property List 
Four metal storage cabinets 
Three filing cabinets 
Five poster boards (4’x8’) 
Two traveling displays 
One Hewlett Packard inkjet printer 
One Minolta camera 
One television VCR Combo 
Tape recorder & microphones 
Coffee pot 
Miscellaneous business supplies 
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UMRCC - Fall Water Quality Technical Section Meeting 
October 3-4, 2000 

Upper Midwest Environmental Sciences Center - East Campus 
Onalaska, Wisconsin 

 
Agenda 

 
Tuesday, October 3, 12:30 P.M. 
 

Opening Remarks — John Sullivan (WDNR).  Review any items from previous meeting and 
relevant UMRCC coordination items (Jon Duyvejonck will not be able to make it due to a 
conflict with the Fish Tech. Section). 

 
UMRS Sediment Database - Jim Wiener, Michelle Bartsch and Doug Olsen (USGS) will make a 
demonstration of the new visualization and query tool. 

 
Water Quality Assessment Report — Dave Stoltenburg (USEPA) and John Sullivan will provide 
status of assessment work with example figures planned to be included in the report. 

 
Break—2:30 

 
Region B Nutrient Criteria Status and Nutrient Load Estimates from Illinois Watersheds —  Matt 
Short (IEPA).  Topics are not directly related but Matt agreed to present what he knows about 
both issues. 

 
Nitrogen Dynamic Studies on the Upper River —   Dave Soballe (USGS) will provide an update on 
their nitrogen fate studies. 

 
Sediment Transport/Geomorphology Workshop —   Bob Gaugush (USGS) will provide a summary 
of an interagency work effort to evaluate these issues on the river. 

 
Adjourn by 8 P.M. 

 
 
Wednesday, October 4, 8 A. M.  
 

Modeling Tools using the LTRMP Database — Carl Korschgen, Jason Rohweder and Tim Fox 
(USGS) will provide a demonstration of GIS query tools being developed for habitat evaluations 
on the river and discuss their potential uses and limitations.  A question we should consider.  
Will these tools be useful in making receiving water Use Classifications or Use Attainment 
assessments required as part wastewater permitting or 305b reporting? 

 
Agency Reports/Activities —  All participants are encouraged to provide a summary of Mississippi 
River monitoring activities, water quality problems, and other water resource management 
activities that you wish to share (note: an outline would be helpful for minutes preparation). 

 
UMRBA Water Quality Task Force Activities —   Holly Stoerker or Barb Naramore 
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(UMRBA) will discuss the recent draft of the Water Quality Task Force’s Coordination 
Framework.  An important discussion will be the relationship of this activity to our Water 
Quality Technical Section. 

 
Sediment Management Issues —   Sediment evaluations, water quality limitations and monitoring 
requirements for dredging projects on the river.  Open discussion led by John Sullivan (WDNR).  
Agencies are asked to provide an overview of their current 
requirements/procedures. 

 
Other items? —  Adjourn by Noon 

 
 
Potential Lodging: 
 

Holiday Inn Express —9409 Hwy 16, Onalaska, 608-783-6555, Gov. Rate: $52/62 
(single/double) 

 
Days Inn —101 Sky Harbor Drive (south of 1-90 near exit 2), 783-1000, Gov. Rate: $52 

 
Comfort Inn — 1223 Crossing Meadows Drive, Onalaska, 781-7500, Gov. Rate: $52/57 
(single/double) 

 
Baymont Inns — 5377 N Kinney Rd Onalaska, 783-7191, (near 1-90 & Hwy 16, exit 5), Gov. 
Rate: $52 

 
Roadstar Inn —2622 Rose La Crosse (exit Hwy 53 S of 1-90), 781-3070, Gov. Rate: 
$39/45 (single/double) 

 
 
Please contact John Sullivan, WDNR-La Crosse (608-785-9995) if you have any questions or need 
additional information concerning the fall meeting. 
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Upper Mississippi River Conservation Committee 

Fall Water Quality Technical Section Meeting 
Upper Midwest Environmental Sciences Center 

Onalaska, Wisconsin 
October 3-4, 2000 

 
Summarized by John Sullivan, Section Chairman 

 
The fall meeting was held at UMESC-East Campus at Onalaska during the afternoon of October 3 
and morning of October 4. John Sullivan, WDNR —   LaCrosse, chaired the meeting. Agency 
representation included:  Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Minnesota DNR, Wisconsin DNR, 
Illinois EPA, Missouri Department of Conservation, USGS, EPA-Region 6 and the Upper 
Mississippi Basin Association. In total, about 25 people attended all or portions of the two-day 
meeting 
 
John Sullivan provided a brief coordinators report for Jon Duyvejonck, USFWS-Rock Island, who 
was attending the Fish Technical Section Meeting.  All USFWS-State coordinator positions are being 
reviewed by the USFWS.  The UMRCC executive board has prepared a draft position description and 
re-prioritized the coordinator’s duties.  The USFWS has not acted on the proposal pending their 
review of all the coordinator positions. 
 
The UMRCC newsletter will likely be distributed in an electronic format in the future based on a 
recent survey of UMRCC members. 
 
Presentations —  October 2 (12:304:30 P.M.) 
Water Quality Assessment Report - John Sullivan provided a brief review of the objectives and 
purpose of this report and progress made to date.  He then provided example figures of the fish 
contaminant data that will likely be included in the report.  Dave Stoltenburg, USEPA, provided a 
summary of water quality data that have been compiled and presented maps illustrating the spatial 
coverage of samples.  An example box plots was presented to show the planned layout for 
summarizing water quality data. The summary will include several water quality parameters and will 
be limited to the summer period.  Dave and John indicated they still need to determine how to define 
the reaches (segments) for combining data, Bob Gaugush, USGS, suggested we consider 
geomorphologic reaches described by Jim Knox, UW-Madison.  This approach and others will be 
evaluated.  A draft reported will be presented at the spring meeting. 
 
UMRBA Water Quality Task Force —   Holly Stoerker, UMRBA, provided a brief description of the 
Task Force and its new initiative —  Developing a Framework for Water Quality Coordination on the 
Upper Miss. River.  This has received support from member states and EPA.  The purpose of this 
effort is to facilitate coordination on important issues such as the development of 305(b) reports, 
303(d) listings and TMDL implementation) John Sullivan asked if some of this effort would be 
redundant to what already is occurring within the Water Quality Technical Section.  Holly suggested 
we contact our Basin Association representatives to share our concerns. 
 
Nutrient Load Estimates in Illinois —   Mall Short, ILEPA, provided a summary of a report he 
completed last year that involved the determination of nitrogen, phosphorus and sediment loads from 
Illinois watersheds.  He also described general trends with nitrate concentrations and problems 
associated with some of the historic data, Matt then presented information concerning nutrient criteria 
for streams based on his involvement: with the EPA’s Region 5 Nutrient Criteria Technical Advisory 
Group. 
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Nitrogen Dynamic Studies on the Upper River - Dave Soballe, USGS, provided an update on their 
nitrogen fate studies in the Upper Mississippi River and backwaters.  At the pool scale,  Nitrogen 
input seems to be equivalent to output. However, denitrification is an important process and 
contributes to low levels of inorganic nitrogen in backwaters. Its significance at influencing pool-
wide response may be limited due to nitrate limitation (limited inflows of higher nitrate containing 
main channel water into the backwaters). Watershed-level nitrogen control will still be an important 
management activity. 
 
Sediment Transport/Geomorphology Workshop -  Bob Gaugush, USGS, described the 
recommendations of an expert panel that convened for a workshop to address this issue a few years 
ago.  A meeting of some of the same experts and others was reconvened to review past 
recommendations, evaluate accomplishments and identify new or monitoring needs.  Funding for 
monitoring and research has been very limited.  Bob has completed sediment budget for Pool 13 and 
the La Grange Pool of the Illinois River.  Sediment trappings in these pools were different and likely 
related to differences in their morphometry.  Bob reported that UMESG and the Corps are 
considering a pilot study to use a new radar technology (LIDAR) to provide better resolution (1ft) of 
floodplain elevation. 
 
Presentations — October 3 (8:00-12:00 A.M.) 
 
Modeling Tools using the LTRM Database - Carl Korschgen, UMESC, had to cancel his presentation 
due to illness.  (Perhaps we can reschedule this for our spring meeting). 
  
UMRS Sediment Database -  Jim Wiener, UMESC, provided the history behind the database which 
several of our members helped formulate.  Michelle Bartsch, UMESC, provided an overview of the 
database structure.  The data is available from UMESC’s web site and will be available on a CD-
ROM.  A considerable increase in the number of sediment records occurred since version 1 due to the 
addition USCOE and Illinois State Water Survey data.  Now there are about 4000 records.  Jim 
recommended that sediment data be compiled annually with the database updated every two years.  
Jim suggested that future sediment contaminant work include objectives for submitting this data to 
UMESC in an appropriate electronic format.  Pete Redmon suggested it would be helpful to prepare 
an electronic form that would serve this purpose.  Doug Olsen, UMESC, provided and illustration of 
the draft Query Tool that can be used to display the data in a GIS format. The Query Tool is available 
as a Beta version (1.0).  He asked members to try it out and make recommendations, especially the 
identification of additional “fixed” queries which now are somewhat limited. 
 

Agency Reports 
 
John Sullivan indicated Wisconsin’s 305(b) report should be out by December.  The Department is 
proposing soil criteria for PCBs, which will influence land spreading of PCB-containing materials 
when implemented.  Proposed soil criteria for grazed and ungrazed land are 0.1 and 0.3 ppb (ng/g), 
respectively assuming l0 to the minus 7th  risk protection.  Long-term trend evaluations of 
Wisconsin’s STORET stations were completed this spring and are summarized in our 305(b) report.  
Wisconsin has been reviewing the final drafts of various River Phosphorus Study (Pools 14) reports 
being completed by or for the Metropolitan Council.  Wisconsin has been impressed with the quality 
of this work.  A zebra mussel control treatment using EVAC (amine salt of Endothall) at Prairie 
Island Nuclear Generating Station near Red Wing, Minnesota (Pool 3) resulted in a large fish kill in 
their discharge canal.  Wisconsin sent recommendations to MPCA suggesting how this problem may 
be avoided during future treatments.  Zebra mussel veliger sampling was again conducted in the river 
this summer but results are not available at this time.  A fall invertebrate survey was conducted in 
Pools 2 and 3 with assistance from MCPA and the MDNR. 
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Jim Wiener indicated he would be leaving UMESC in January.  He was awarded a Distinguished 
Professorship at UW-La Crosse.  He will continue to be involved with Mississippi River studies and 
contaminants in fish.  Jim indicated that he has enjoyed working with the WQ Technical Section and 
plans to stay involved in the future. 
 
Bill Franz, EPA Region 5, indicated EPA was working with the Corp’s Mississippi Valley Division 
economic analysis on environmental projects. 
 
Pete Redmon mentioned that EPA’s Office of Research and Development is beginning to plan an 
Environmental Monitoring and Assessment Program (EMAP) assessment of the Mississippi basin, or 
a large portion thereof.  A major research component of this project will be the determination of 
assessment procedures applicable to large and great rivers, something currently missing from the 
EMAP procedures.  Pete is coordinating a preliminary project-scoping workshop to be held in late 
November at St. Louis.  This session will be focused on getting all the federal agencies with current 
monitoring activities talking to each other on this subject. 
 
Matt Short indicated ILEPA has collected nine rounds of water quality samples from eight stations on 
the Illinois River in since October 1999.  Macroinvetebrate samples were also collected using plate 
samplers.  Results from these samples will be compared with those collected during 1989-90.  Fish 
tissue sampled were collected at six stations of the Illinois River. Four rounds of water quality 
monitoring were collected from eleven stations of the Mississippi River distributed from Dubuque, 
IA (LD 11) to Thebes, IL.  Several of the stations on the Mississippi River are new and greatly 
improve the longitudinal coverage.  The five-year basin rotation continued on schedule and includes 
Galena and Apple Rivers, tributaries to the Mississippi.  Matt provided a table summarizing the 2000 
cycle 305(b) assessments.  Less than full aquatic life use impairments were based on greater than 
10% exceedance of standards at ambient stations.  Fish consumption use was based on the presence 
of advisories, swimming on geometric mean exceeding standard, and drinking water on nitrate and 
triazine herbicide data in raw water supplies. 
 
Dave Bierl, COE-Rock Island, indicated that their District is conducting performance evaluation 
water quality monitoring at 9 EMP habitat projects (7 on Mississippi and 2 on Illinois River).  Pre-
project habitat monitoring is continuing for Pool 11 islands and will commence soon at the Smith 
Creek (Watershed project adjacent to Pool 13) and Pool 12 over-wintering projects.  The District has 
4 main channel water quality monitoring stations on the Mississippi (East Dubuque, Rock Island, 
Burlington and Hannibal) and two on the Illinois (Joliet and Henry).  These stations are typically 
sampled bimonthly from May through October.  Their Mississippi River monitoring program will be 
reviewed in response to the recent addition of several stations on the Mississippi River by the ILEPA.  
The District is currently designing a study that will address the movement of dredge material (sand) 
following placement on the bank line. The study will involve tracking dyed sand particle.   Pilot 
studies were conducted during the spring and summer of 2000.   Implementation is scheduled for the 
fall of 2001.  
 
Holly S. indicated UMRBA is discussing issues identified in the UMRCC’s strategy report, “A River 
that Works and a Working River” during quarterly meetings (one topic during each meeting).  The 
most recent issue discussed concerned exotic species.  She mentioned that they are continuing their 
coordination work associated with spill response.  She suggested that public water supply monitoring 
might be an additional source of water quality monitoring data to include for our Mississippi River 
water quality assessment work.  Holly briefly described the UMR Conservation Act that addresses 
nutrients and sediment control in the basin.  She expects this to be high on next year’s congressional 
agenda. They prepare a UMRBA newsletter called Update and is available electronically via e-mail. 
Contact Holly if you want to be included on the distribution list. 
 
Norm Senjem, MPCA, brought in today’s newspaper story from Rochester indicating zebra mussels 
have been found in Lake Zumbro (first inland siting in Minnesota). The next 305(b) assessment for 
the Mississippi River basin is due in 2004. They have established a citizen’s stream monitoring 
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program using transparency tubes.  A total of 322 volunteers are involved. Minnesota has contracted 
with Winona State University to assess the impact of TSS, turbidity and habitat on the invertebrate 
community of tributary streams.  They have been conducting 181 sampling in the St. Croix, 
Minnesota, “Upper” Mississippi and “Lower” Minnesota River basins. Norm presented a table 
summarizing the results of long-term water quality trend results in several.  BOD and ammonia are 
generally decreasing but nitrates seem to be increasing. Phosphorus, TSS and bacteria seem to be 
steady or decreasing.  They have started a TMDL process for the Vermillion River to address 
swimming use impairment due to excessive fecal coliform bacteria.  Basin plans are being prepared 
for the Minnesota River that will address sediments and phosphorus. 
 
Kent Johnson, Metropolitan Council Environmental Services, provided a handout showing titles of 
various studies that are part of the Lake Pepin Phosphorus Study (1994-98).  A finally summary 
report will be available soon.  They have repeated sediment bulk chemistry, pore water and benthic 
invertebrate monitoring as a follow-up to studies conducted during the 1980s.  They plan to use a 
sediment triad approach to assess the sediment quality in the St. Croix and Mississippi Rivers.  They 
are continuing their studies on the presence of endocrine disrupting chemicals in effluent from the 
Metro Plant and will be assessing fish population impacts.  Ken indicated they have greatly expanded 
stream water quality monitoring in the Metropolitan area using flow- activated automatic monitors.  
Additional studies are being done on the Minnesota River to assess sources of PCBs and Mercury.  
They have loaned an automated water quality collection system to Rob Burdis, MDNR Lake City, 
that will be used to conduct DO-Temperature profiling of the water column in lower Lake Pepin.  
The purpose of this monitoring is to better define periods of stratification, which greatly influences 
internal P loading. 
 
 
Jim Rogala, UMESC, reported that they have eliminated field bathymetric survey work in 2000 due 
to funding constraints.  Future surveys may be conducted by contracting with private parties. 
Bathymetric surveys have been compiled for 8 pools and the information is available in various 
formats on their Web site (www.umesc.usgs.gov). They have repeated sedimentation ranges at 
established transects in Pools 4, 8 and 13 this year (about 25 transects per pool).  Jim indicated 
sedimentation is quite variable and estimated a net accumulation of roughly 0.5 cm/yr.  Graphic 
representation of the sedimentation changes will be available on their web site in the future.  A report 
of this work is scheduled for 2002, after 5 years of data have been collected. 
 
 
Dave Soballe reported that a number of incremental water quality reports would be available for the 
LTRM field stations in the near future.  He indicated that nitrates, TSS and turbidity seem to be 
showing an increasing trend based on data through 1999.  They will be moving the LTRM chemistry 
lab to UMESC’s west campus soon.  Dave provided a demonstration of an electronic data capturing 
system he developed over the past several months. Field-ready PCs will be used to automatically 
record data from the Hydrolabs and other site information in a controlled fashion and recorded by the 
field PC5.  The system also assigns bar codes to water samples to facilitate lab handling.  This system 
is expected to greatly facilitate data handling and substantially reduce the number of errors that occur 
when filling out data sheets (they generate 5000-6000 sheets per year). 
 
Jim Fischer, WDNR- Onalaska RTA Field Station, reported that he is working on a summary report 
for 8 water quality monitoring.  He is also been very busy helping Dave Soballe in the lab move and 
coordination of water quality monitoring component with other field stations. 
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Meeting Attendance 
 
Name    Agency            Name   Agency 

 
Dennis M. Wasley USGS-UMESC  Jim Rogala   USGS-MESC 
Rob Burdis  MNDNR   Kent Johnson   MCES 
Norman Senjem MNPCA   Karen Bataille   MODOC 
Kevin Mauel  WIDNR   Kraig Hoff   WIDNR 
Kraig Hoff  WIDNR   Jim Fischer   WIDNR 
Matt Short  ILEPA    Holly Stoeker   UMRBA 
Bob Gaugush  USGS-UMESC  Douglas Hansen  MNPCA 
Elizabeth Brinsmade MNPCA   Dave Bierl   USCOE 
Dave Soballe  USGS-UMESC  Bill Franz   USEPA 5 
Simon Manoyan USEPA 5   Pete Redmon   USEPA 5 
Dave Stoltenberg USEPA 5   Jim Wiener            USGS-UMESC 
Michelle Bartsch USGS-UMESC 
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 WILDLIFE TECHNICAL SECTION 
      UMRCC MEETING MINUTES 
             GRANDVIEW, IOWA 
               SEPT. 26 —28, 2000 
 
 
The Wildlife Section’s fall meeting was scheduled for the Pool 18 area in order to review the range of 
forestry practices and other work that has been ongoing in this Pool as part of the Wildlife Section’s 
focus on Mississippi/Illinois River Forestry Resources.  The Section is working on a floodplain forest 
document that will strive to highlight floodplain forestry issues for River administrators.  This 
document is scheduled to be completed and presented to the UMRCC Board for their endorsement in 
the fall of 2001. 
 
The 2000 fall meeting was hosted by the Iowa DNR.  Arrangements were made to meet and bunk at 
Camp Langwood near Grandview.  We want to thank Mike Griffin and Bill Ohde for making the 
meeting arrangements and Gary Swenson for coordination of the Pool 18 field trip.  We also extend a 
warm, Thank You, to Mr. Bill Aspelmeir for hosting the evening cookout on the 27th  at his cottage 
on the banks of the Great River (a GREAT location) and helping out on the tour.  It was good to see 
Bill again and know there are good things to look forward to after retirement! 
 
The tour on Wednesday, September 27th  provided a review and lengthy discussion of the results of 
several clear-cut sites the COE has worked on over the past 10+ years and the regeneration that 
followed this work.  Regeneration depended on specific site characteristics plus length of time since 
cutting.  We also visited an old disposal site that was planted over 10 years ago to warm season 
grasses after having fines added.  The site was doing very well and free invasion was minimal.  Our 
final stop was the Burnt Pocket side-channel which has dramatically changed over the past 20-30 
years from an extensive shallow marsh complex to a heavily silted, single channel run.  To state the 
obvious, the wetland values that once attracted waterfowl to Brunt Pocket are now gone! 
 
Business Meeting — Thursday, September 28th : 
 

• Voles on Stoddard Islands — Lara Hill: In the spring of 2000 it was noticed that many of the 
trees that had been planted on the new Stoddard Islands in 1999 had been girdled by rodents. In 
order to find out species and abundance, Lara hill (FWS) and Eileen Kirsch (USGS) set 39 traps 
on July 5, 2000.  After only one trap night, meadow voles (Microtus pensylanicus) were caught 
in 22 traps for a 56.4 % success rate. Both adults and juveniles were caught indicating a large 
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breeding population is established on these islands.  Discussions are underway regarding how to 
protect trees from this robust rodent population. 

 2000 Vegetation Survey - Lara Hill:  Lara received a very good return of reports covering the 
pools on the Mississippi and Illinois Rivers.  Lara presented some graphs showing how pools 
were rated over the past 3 years as a supplement to prior reports that listed these rankings in a 
table.  There was a lengthy discussion of whether the new graphic approach would meet our 
needs better than the old approach which included more detail on individual species.  As these 
are currently subjective rankings based on year-to-year changes or lack thereof within each pool, 
several attendees recommended that this survey may need a density estimate of some kind.  The 
discussion was then tabled as this subject will need to be revisited at the Vegetation Ad Hoc 
Committee meeting in March. 
 
Mallard Nesting Studies on Pools 7 &  8 - John Wetzel: The 2000 data for these studies found 
that Pool 7 nesting islands again exceeded 200 nests (228) and the nest success rate again 
approached 70% as 155 nests hatched (68%).  For the third year in a row over 1000 ducklings 
were hatched on these islands (l,240).  Pool 8 islands had 12 nests and 8 (67%) hatched with 
about 64 ducklings produced.  It is also obvious that the Pool 8 islands being surveyed are no 
longer accurately reflecting the total number of nest attempts in this area of the pool as many 
additional acres of good nesting habitat has been added with the completion of Phase I and the 
Stoddard Islands.  We know that these two new island complexes are attracting nesting mallards, 
but because of their size, we are unable to adequately survey this larger area.  It will be a 
challenge to accurately determine the total number of mallards nesting in this area and their nest 
success rate in the future. 

 Coordinators Report  - Jon Duyvejonck: Jon brought the Section up to date on several items 
including the need to update the Web Page; Draft Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Report for 
the Navigation Study that includes impact findings and proposals plus mitigation 
recommendations; the status of the Coordinators position; and a reminder that the 2001 annual 
meeting will be held in Bettendorf, Iowa on March 13-15. 

  
    A Hydrologic Model for Reforestation on the Floodplains of the Upper Mississippi River 

System - Joe Wlosinski:  Joe discussed his study plan proposal to be used to guide reforestation 
projects by predicting frequency of flooding along the river and integrating flood tolerance /tree 
mortality estimates for various tree species.  See action items for the UMRCC Board. 

  
    FLOODPLAIN FOREST DOCUMENT - ALL: The Wildlife Section then discussed the above 

document in reference to the attached handout.  The handout was adopted as a draft working 
outline and tide for the Section’s efforts at developing further interest and information on the 
floodplain forest problems facing us on the Mississippi and Illinois Rivers and research and 
management options needed to preserve the floodplain forestry values into the future.  This 
document will highlight floodplain forestry issues for River administrators.  Hopefully, work on 
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our floodplain forests can also be integrated into both segments of the EMP program with special 
consideration for the HREP side of the Program.  Eric Nelson, Dan McGuiness, Gary Swenson 
and Randy Urich have agreed to lead this effort.  The final document will be sent to the UMRCC 
Board for their endorsement next fall. 

  
 Section Member’s Items: 

Eric Nelson -  Eric update us on a number of surveys conducted on the Upper 
Mississippi Refuge this past summer.  There were 86 active eagle nests and 17 
GBH/Egret Colonies with 4000 nests counted on the Refuge this year.  Other surveys 
run included the September fingernail clam (invertebrate) work in several pools 
(numbers were fairly low this year probably because of good vegetation cover), breeding birds 
and pelican surveys and banding.  Randy Urich - COE’s forest management funds have been 
used to stabilize various eroding banks on Corps properties.  Much of this work is completed and 
new project proposals are being solicited.  (Several ideas were proposed including keeping 
tertiary channels open and typing all forest stands on the River regardless of ownership.)  Ken 
Dalrymple - Ken suggested that a discussion on wild rice be an agenda item at the Wildlife 
Section meeting in March. 

 
 Wildlife Technical Section Chair: Nick Gulden assumed the Chair for a one-year term.  

Following next fall’s meeting (2001), the Chair will return to its normal two- year rotation with 
Iowa appointing the new Chair. 

  
 Wildlife Section Action Items for the UMRCC Board: The Wildlife Section will be sending 

two letters to the UMRCC Board.  Eric Nelson is developing a letter for the Board’s signature 
recommending that LTRMP/USGS fund and initiate Dr. Joe Wlosinski’s study proposal to 
develop a hydrologic model for reforestation on the floodplain.  Mike Griffin is developing a 
letter requesting assistance from LTRMP/USGS in developing a GIS time series for the Burnt 
Lake area of Pool 18 in order to assist managers with restoration efforts.  (Note: Both of the 
above letters will be sent to the Board sometime after the scheduled November [2000] meeting.)  
The Wildlife Section also wants to notify the Board that the document being prepared on the 
Mississippi/Illinois River Forestry Resources will be presented to the Board for their 
endorsement as a UMRCC document in 2001. 

 
Minutes Prepared By:  John Wetzel - Chair 
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UMRCC 

Wildlife Technical Section Meeting  
Agenda, 3/13/0 1 

 
 
1:00  Introductions/announcements - Nick Gulden. 
 
1:15  Status of Forest Plan Document - Lara Hill. 
 
1:30  Cliff Nesting Peregrine Falcons (Video) - Lowell Washburn. 
 
2:00  Implications of Illinois DNR Reorganization: 

 
  -On HREP’s - Scott Stuewe. 

 
                                                 ---On Illinois River Project - Mike Cochran. 
 
2:45  Status of Selected Wildlife Populations, UMRNW&FR - Eric Nelson. 
 
3:05  Wild Rice - A Discussion. 
 
3:30  Break - Reconvene with FTS After Break. 
 
3:45  Coordinators Report. 
 
4:00  Sedimentation in the Mississippi River - Bill Aspelmeier & Mike Griffin. 
 
4:45  HNA Update - Chuck Theiling. 
 
5:00  Adjourn. 
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UMRCC Wildlife Technical Section 
Meeting Minutes 

Bettendorf, Iowa - March 13, 2001 
 
Chairman Nick Gulden opened the meeting and had attendees introduce themselves. 
 
Randy Urich gave a report on the draft forest planning document titled ‘Upper Mississippi and 
Illinois River Floodplain Forests ‘ developed by a subcommittee of the Vegetation Ad Hoc 
Committee.  The plan format will be in a ‘general overview”.  It will be sent out for review to the 
entire Wildlife Technical Section (WTS) with return requested by 4/30/01.  Following discussion, 
Mike Griffin made a motion that the WTS recommended to UMRCC Executive Board that $5,000 be 
given to National Audubon Society for editing/graphics of the forest planning document. Dan 
McGuiness would conduct the review and he stated that Audubon could match UMRCC’S gift with 
an additional $5,000 - Motion passed. Later comment that a thorough review from the Illinois River 
perspective is needed. 
 
Tom Beissel gave an overview on the reorganization within Illinois Department of Conservation.  
“Divisions”, i.e. Wildlife, Fisheries, etc. have been eliminated.  Scott Stuewe, EMP Coordinator for 
Illinois DOC, described the 20:20 program with $20 million to be spent in Illinois over the next 20 
years.  $27.5 Million in projects have already been proposed over the next 5 years.  The $5 Million 
Horseshoe Lake project is scheduled to start this summer. 
 
Mike Cochran reported on the Illinois River Project.  $2.5 Million has been authorized for 20 years to 
address the following: 

- watershed and tributary restoration. 
- side channel and backwater restoration. 

  - water level management. 
  - floodplain restoration and protection. 
 
A handout from Eric Nelson on the status of selected wildlife populations on the Upper Mississippi 
River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge was distributed. Eric missed the meeting due to ill health.  
Participants were urged to contact him with questions/comments on the material. 
 
Terry Dukerschein led a discussion on wild rice.  She described Zizania nalusttis as the long-grained, 
commercial variety so well known in northern Wisconsin and Minnesota, and Zinnia aciuatica as the 
smaller-grained, Mississippi River variety. 
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Terry showed a 14-minutes video on wild rice and its role in Native American cultures.  A discussion 
followed regarding wild rice habitat and techniques for harvesting, handling seed and planting. 
           -  It can take up to 5-6 months for seed to break dormancy. 

 -  Seed should be kept moist after it is collected. 
 - Storage in a refrigerator at 350 may be best to break dormancy. 
 - Storage of rice seed frozen in water and kept in a freezer just below freezing is reliable for 
long-term storage. 

 
 
  -    Good habitat requires muck bottom with some sand. 
  -    Input from springs had been shown to improve growth. 

-  Water level fluctuations outside growing season can be good but during growing  season, 
particularly during “floating leaf stage” of growth can be bad. 
-    Earlier research by John Moyle in Minnesota that water chemistry could affect growth of 
wild rice. Chlorides and calcium was important but high sulfate levels were detrimental. 

 
Nick Gulden offered to take folks out on the McCarthy Lake WMA near Kellogg, MN to collect wild 
rice seed next summer, if there is a decent crop. 
 
Randy Urich, high-lighted the work that Joe Wlosinski (who incidentally is recuperating from hip 
replacement surgery) has done on hydrologic monitoring for reforestation on the Mississippi River.  
Joe has developed a draft model for Pool 7, copies of which were available as handouts.  A short 
discussion on connectivity followed.  Mike Griffin talked about the Burnt Pocket project where flow 
was introduced into a back-water to flush out sediment; instead, more sedimentation occurred. 
 
Sean Cleary will be replacing Ken Dalrymple as the WTS representative from Missouri following 
Ken’s employment with the Corps.  Wisconsin will be designating a replacement for John Wetzel, 
who is retiring at the end of March. Nick Gulden plans to retire in January 2002, but has agreed to 
serve as WTS chairman though the 2002 UMRCC annual meeting, which will be in Minnesota. 
 
It’s Illinois’s turn to host the fall WTS meeting.  Tom Beissel will let us all know when a date and 
location have been determined. 
 
Meeting reconvened at 3:30 PM for a joint session with the Fish Technical Section.  A scheduled 
Coordinator’s report was not given because of illness. Bill Aspelmeier and Mike Griffin reported on 
the results of their Mississippi River sedimentation rates study, and Chuck Theiling gave a Habit 
Needs Assessment (HNA) update. 
 

 
Minutes prepared by Bob Drieslein and Nick Gulden. 
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List of Meeting Attendees 
 

Name                 Agency 
   Charlene Carmack     RICOE   
   Erika Mark      RICOE    
  Randy Urich      RICOE 

Ken Dalrymple     SLCOE  
  T. Miller      SLCOE    

Keith Beseke      USFWS 
Bob Drieslein      USFWS 
Lara Hill      USFWS    
John Lindell      USFWS 
Tom Cox      USFWS 
Dick Steinbach     USFWS 
Karen Westphall     USFWS   
Dave Ellis      USFWS 
Bob Clevenstine     USFWS 
Sean Cleary      MDC 
Kevin Oller      ILDNR 
Norman Emerick     ILDNR 
Scott Stuewe       ILDNR  
Tom Beissel      ILDNR 
Mike Cochran      ILDNR    
Bill Aspelmeier     IADNR 
Bill Ohde      IADNR 
Mike Griffin      IADNR 
Donald Pfeiffer     IADNR 
Bob Kurtt      IADNR 
Bob Sheets      IADNR 
John S. Nelson     WIDNR 
John Wetzel      WIDNR 
Heidi Langrehr     WIDNR 
Terry Dukerschein     WIDNR  
Nick Gulden      MNDNR 
Megan Moore       MNDNR 

   Gary Swenson      RICOE   
   Joe Lundh      RICOE 

Casey Kohrt      RICOE    
Ed Britton      USFWS 

   Rick Frietsche      USFWS 
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Minutes of the UMRCC Mussel Ad Hoc 
Isle of Capri, Benttendorf, IA. 13 March, 2001 

 
 
Iowa has an aquatic nuisance species coordinator.  The Minnesota exotics program is viewed 
as a prototype and example by other states.  Wisconsin’s final state budge may include 
substantial money for an exotics control program. 
Action Item:  It was recommended that the ad hoc chair recommend to the Exec. Brd a 
letter supporting exotics control efforts by WI. and offer to WI. UMRCC services which 
may include advice or information. 
 
Compendium:  Ken Lubinski is willing to coordinate a compendium update next fiscal year 

(after Oct., 01).  The Ad Hoc needs to decide on an outline.  The chair will assemble an 
outline, send out for member review, and meet about it at the fall Ad Hoc meeting.  The 
compendium should include commercial harvest statistics.  Ken already has a good start on 
the outline.  It was suggested to the chair that he talk to John Pitlo who has been working 
on the fish compendium.  John suggested drafting an outline, assigning chapter writing to 
volunteers and hiring a professional writer to assemble and integrate the contributions.  He 
also plans to post on secure web site for author review having authors review their chapter 
and one other they did not write. 

Action Items:  Chair will assemble compendium outline using Ken’s draft and 
will mail to members for review.  Ken will plan for time after 1 Oct. to coordinate 
assembly of compendium.  Chair will schedule final compendium outline review at 
fall ad hoc meeting in MO at which time volunteers will be assigned to different parts 
of the document 

 
Commercial Mussel Harvest. 

WI: Michelle reported very low mussel harvest.  If MN closes, WI could more      
easily follow. 
MN: Anticipate total closure soon.  There was no harvest permits let in 2000. 
IA: One sheller applied but did not shell.  No harvest reported but managers concerned 

about ongoing illegal harvest. 
 
Permitting & Survey Guidelines (fleeting, etc.) 
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Mussel resources not being considered in Pool 14 permits.  Need for review and 
survey guidelines.  Chair agreed to see what progress the Freshwater Mussel Conservation 
Society committee has made on this issue. 

 Action Item:  Chair will contact Heidi Dunn and find out committee goats and                     
anticipated product.  Will also try to get presentation abstracts to ad hoc members. 

    State of the Mussels in the UMRCC periodic summary report.  Attending members decided 
to pursue an approximately annual summary report describing recent statewide mussel 
activities and investigation results from member states and cooperating agencies.  The 
purposes of this brief annual report would be to relay information on mussel conservation 
and research activities in the states, and to attempt to summarize population trends in these 
states with emphasis on the Mississippi R. mainstem.  Information from these annual 
summaries would be used to periodically update the UMRCC Mussel Compendium.  A 
number of people volunteered to write sections for their respective states/agencies. 
Action Items: D. Heath will assemble annual report.  The following people will submit 
reports to David: Ken Lubinski (USGS), Pam Thiel (with Phil Delphy & Nick Rowse) 
(FWS), Travis Moore (MO), Scoff Gritters (IA). Butch Atwood and Dan Sallee (IL), Mike 
Davis (MN). 

 
USGS Upper Midwest Environmental Sciences Center Mussel Science Strategy briefing 

(Lubinski). 
USGS is developing a draft research protocol directed at the following problems: mussel 
declines, harvesting and zebs, federally endangered species, better information to 
managers regarding status and controlling factors (biological opinion), inadequacy of 
traditional habitat models and variable identification.  The 5-year protocols objectives are: 
develop GIS framework to explore causal relationships, evaluate effectiveness of acoustic 
technology to map beds, evaluate importance of simple and complex hydraulic variables. 

 
Black Carp. 

MO is moving toward in interim solution.  The state will raise triploid fish for sale at 
cost, to aquaculturists with hopes of eventual ban on black carp once an alternative 
solution appears for controlling snails.  Present stocks have been directed to be destroyed. 
FWS will soon be announcing its decision on black carp.  The Federal Register review 
period is now closed. 
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Attendees: UMRCC Spring 2001 Mussel Ad Hoc Mtg. 

 
Butch Atwood - ILDNR 
Karen Batille - MDC 
Ron Benjamin - WDNR 
Mark Endris - WDNR 
Scott Gritters - IADNR 
David Heath- WDNR 
Brian Johnson - COE, St. Louis 
Dennis Kirschbaum - WDNR 
Eric Laux - COE, St. Louis 
Ken Lubinski - USGS 
Michelle Marron - WDNR 
Dave Moeller - IADNR 
Travis Moore - MDC, Hannibal 
Dan Sallee - ILDNR 
Tim Schlagenhaft - MNDNR 
Elliot Stefanik - COE 
Mike Steuck - IADNR 
John Sullivan - WDNR 
Pam Thiel -  FWS 
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Vegetation Ad Hoc Meeting Minutes 
13 March, 2001 

 
30 people signed in for the Veg Ad Hoc meeting on 3/13/2001 in Bettendorf, IA. 
 
Randy Urlch led the discussion on the Draft Forest Document.  He handed out hard copies for 
everyone and also sent them out on email.  Everyone agreed that the document was on the right track, 
but some sections needed a little more work. 
 
It was decided that we would need to get comments for the next draft by April 30, 2001. A copy of 
the document was given to the UMRCC board members that day to review before the board meeting 
where we would ask for money to edit and print the report.  Dan McGuiness offered to do the work 
through Audubon for a donation of $5,000.  A goal was set to get the final internal editing done by 
the 2001 Fall Technical Section Meeting, get a copy of this version to the EMPCC for final approval 
before printing, and get the final printed document out by 2002 Spring UMRCC meeting. 
 
(It was decided later at the UMRCC board meeting to table the discussion of getting the $5,000 until 
the document was nearer to final draft, and we were able to get more peer reviews.  So the goals 
listed above may have to be pushed back now). 
 
I have attached the Draft #2 again, in case anyone does not have it.   Please get your reviews to 
Randy Urich by April 30. 
 
The rest of the meeting was spent discussing the Veg Ad Hoc Vegetation Survey. 
 
Initially the survey was created to get more information on the health of the aquatic vegetation, 
especially in the non-key Pools.  Also, to get the information out quickly, so that it can be used by 
waterfowl managers during the fall migration and hunting season.  The survey was designed to be 
“quick and dirty”, so that you don’t have to be a vegetation specialist doing monitoring work to 
answer it. 
 
The survey has been modified 3 times since it started in 1997, to try and improve the clarity of the 
answers.  The problem has been that the surveys, while they give good anecdotal information, are not 
comparable between years or between pools.  I decided to address this problem to the group at the 
2000 Fall Tech.  Section Meeting, where it was decided to table any decisions until the spring Veg 
Ad Hoc meeting. 
 
My questions were: 
1)  Do we want to have some sort of frequency rating? Ex. none - very abundant? 
2)  Do we want to keep with the current rating? Ex. decreasing - stable . increasing? 

3) Do we want to develop something more qualitative and comparable? And at what price to are 
we willing to give up the ease of filling out the survey? 

 



 60 

 
Dan Dieterman came prepared with an excellent example of an Aquatic Habitat Quality Index 
method to survey and rate the health of the aquatic system in an area.  (Thanks Dan)  We discussed 
this method at length, and everyone seemed to be in agreement that this method was a good one, it 
just needed a few tweaks to work in the lower pools. 

 
We discussed that in order to make this index system work, we were going to have to change 
implementation strategies.  Instead of trying to get as many people to fill out the surveys as 
possible, we need to get someone in each Pool to pick 4-5 important backwater areas to be rated.  
Then we would need to find someone to actually go out and do these surveys in each of these areas 
for each Pool.  The reach coordinators from last year offered to help find people in their reaches to 
accomplish this goal. 

 
Dan Dieterman offered to tweak his index according to the suggestions made at the meeting, and the 
newest version of the index is attached below.  Please return any comments on this method to me by 
May 1.  The reach coordinators will then have to meet to discuss how to get this done this summer.  
I will look into having a telephone conference.  Anyone wishing to participate in this 
teleconference, please let me know or more importantly, anyone who would be willing to go out on 
the Pools and collect this information this summer- sign up now 

 
If anyone has any additions or corrections to these notes, please contact me and I will edit them. 

 
 

Lara Hill 
Wildlife Biologist 
Upper Miss. Refuge 
La Crosse District 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
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 UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER CONSERVATION COMMITTEE 
 COORDINATOR=S REPORT 
 March 13, 2001 
 
 
The past year has continued to be somewhat frustrating in finding time to work on UMRCC issues 
and administrative items.   Although time demands are not as severe as last year at this time, work on 
the Upper Mississippi River System Navigation Study still prevents me from catching up on 
unfinished administrative work.   The last Annual Proceedings published was the 54th Annual 
Meeting held in 1998. If navigation study demands do not intensify again, I hope to complete at least 
one of the Proceedings backlog this spring or summer.   Conversion of the UMRCC Coordinator to a 
full-time position would speed this up dramatically. 
 
With respect to a full-time Coordinator position, there has been no change since the Service=s 
Regional Office promised to convert it last year.   That promise was contingent upon receiving 
additional funds to replace the 2 staff positions that would be lost to the Rock Island Field Office.  
Based on the overall budget picture for Region 3, it is uncertain if discretionary funds will allow a 
staffing increase this year.   The USFWS Regional Office still assures us that they are committed to 
making the UMRCC Coordinator a full-time position.   The position description for the Coordinator 
is yet to be finalized. 
 
Finalization of a new memorandum of understanding between the Service and UMRCC is delayed 
because of the requirement to obtain an authorization from the Service’s Director in Washington, 
D.C. which allows the Service to fund the Coordinator position.   We have been working on this 
request for the last two years.   I think there is some reluctance to revise any agreements between the 
Service and UMRCC until this exemption is obtained.   I do not have any indication of how long it 
may take to obtain once it is submitted, especially since the Service does not yet have a new Director.   
The request has been signed by me, the UMRCC Chairperson, and the RIFO Supervisor.   After 
approval by the USFWS Regional Office, it will be sent to the Director in Washington, D.C. 
 
Administrative Items 
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My first priority has been the development of a UMRCC e-mail database.   This will make 
possible the conversion of the current hard copy newsletter format to a digital one.   We have 
contracted with our web page service provider, Ann Holmes and Associates of Davenport, Iowa 
to develop the database. When completed, the revisions will greatly improve our 
communications to the membership and UMRCC supporters, and reduce administrative cost in 
maintaining the membership list.   The UMRCC will have one database for both e-mail and 
street addresses.   In addition, people will be able to sign up directly on the UMRCC web page to 
join a technical section and/or receive the newsletter.   In addition to the newsletter, we will have 
the capability to instantly communicate with the entire membership through e-mail instead of 
relying upon hard copy mailings.   However, when we desire traditional mailings, database 
addresses will be exportable to a word processing format that can print labels.  With appropriate 
passwords, the Executive Board will also have the ability to access the database and send 
messages without relying on the Coordinator to do so.   I do not have completion date for this 
project, but I anticipate that it will be operational by this spring. 
 
Tax Exempt Application 
Last year the Executive Board directed the Coordinator to move ahead on obtaining a tax  
exempt status from the Internal Revenue Service.  Attorney Robert Ruud of Moline, Illinois was 
contacted to begin preparing the necessary forms to seek the 501(c)3 tax status of a non-profit 
organization.   Such a status will allow the UMRCC to apply for grants and other monetary 
supports.   The formal application for tax exempt status will be available for signature at the 
March 2001 Annual Meeting. 
 
UMRCC Library & Publications 
There has been no change in the status of the UMRCC Library.   It continues to be a somewhat 
neglected asset.   We continue to add publications to the database on our web page.   The 
database itself is undoubtedly more widely used than the publications themselves.  In the next 
year or so, the Rock Island Field Office will be remodeling its office space.  We should be 
prepared to consider alternatives to the present location of holdings, since there is a chance the 
current space may be required for biologists= offices.   You may recall that I previously inquired 
about a local university taking on library management, but was unsuccessful.   The next step may 
be expanding our inquiry to other nearby cities.   One possibility may be the University of Iowa 
field station that will be built near Fairport, Iowa or the new Mississippi River Learning Center 
in Dubuque, Iowa. 
 
We may have a solution for the storage of publications and other materials.   For a nominal fee, 
storage space is available at the Rock Island Arsenal for federal entities.   If RIFO can obtain 
space there, the UMRCC could most likely store publications there. 
 
Accomplishments (March 2000 to March 2001) 
Last year, the Executive Board developed a list of six work priorities for the Coordinator which 
included the following: 1) Promote Objectives in A Working River report (30%),  2) Represent 
UMR Natural Resource Concerns on Major Issues (30%),  3) Administrative Duties (25%), 4) 
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Investigate Marketing Firm to Promote A Working River Report (5%),  5) Develop a Stronger 
Relationship With Refuges (5%), and 6) Explore Changes to Newsletter Format (5%). 
 
In spite of ongoing time commitments to the Corps Navigation Study, progress was made on 
several items related to these priorities.  The third of a series of  A Working River briefings was 
given at the February 27th quarterly meeting of the Upper Mississippi River Basin Association 
(UMRBA).  Dr. Alex Haro of the USGS S.O. Conte Fish Research Center in Massachusetts gave 
a presentation on fish passage. I will investigate speakers for future briefings as well. Although 
time my ability to address other report related activities may be limited, the Executive Board and 
UMRCC membership need to do some brainstorming and develop a list of action items to further 
promote our report objectives. 
 
The second Coordinator priority was to represent the UMRCC on major natural resource issues. 
During the past year, we have done this on some issues such as navigation, floodplain 
development, black carp and exotics.   For some issues not addressed in our report, EMP for 
example, we are lacking a UMRCC position.   The Executive Board may want to consider 
developing a UMRCC policy position on some of these issues so when the opportunity presents 
itself, our position can be made known.   It is somewhat difficult for the Coordinator to promote 
UMRCC perspectives on river issues when there is no coordinated policy or position.   In 
addressing these issues there are an endless series of meetings, workshops, and forums.   It 
would be helpful for the coordinator to establish a priority list of meetings where the UMRCC 
should be represented.  The Executive Board has already indicated some priorities here such as 
UMRBA, EMP Analysis Team, and EMPCC meetings.  Should the Coordinator get involved 
with COE District Navigation O&M forums and the various Habitat Needs Assessment 
meetings, and pool planning projects? 
 
The third item, administrative duties has not suffered to badly with the exception of the Annual 
Proceedings.   Aside from the lack of Coordinator=s time devoted to this, we have lost a large 
share of assistance from RIFO clerical staff.   In the past, RIFO staff compiled the draft 
proceedings and the Coordinator did the final edits.    Staff changes in the past couple years have 
reduced clerical support to UMRCC such that I may have to compile the entire proceedings. 
 
Other than some fact finding discussions with the McKnight Foundation, Audubon Society, and 
the Lower Mississippi River Conservation Committee, there has been little progress on this item; 
although obtaining our 501(c)3 tax exemption will be a first step in positioning the UMRCC to 
get involved with a Mississippi River foundation of some kind.  Further discussion on this item 
is needed to determine what the Executive Board wants done here. 
 
The fifth priority seeks to develop a stronger relationship with UMR USFWS refuges.   I believe 
the most effective way to do this is to encourage refuge representation at our Executive Board 
meetings.   Refuge participation has fallen off in recent years.   The reasons for this are varied, 
but mostly I believe that the refuges see little UMRCC support for their issues.   This is 
unfortunate because most of the UMRCC activities benefit on-refuge fish and wildlife resources 
as well as those off-refuge.   Possible we need to talk with refuge managers and agree on one or 
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two projects where the UMRCC and refuges could collaborate toward some mutual objective. 
One such issue that was offered by a refuge manager was advocating for the development of a 
barge fleeting plan for the UMR. 
 
The sixth priority was to explore desired changes to the UMRCC Newsletter format.    A 
newsletter survey that was conducted last year indicated a strong preference for a digital format.  
Readers indicated that they would be more likely to read the newsletter if it was available by e-
mail rather than hard copy.  Although there are probably still some details to be discussed, we 
should have the capability to send an electronic newsletter by spring or summer. 
 
Other UMRCC Accomplishments 
 

 Prepared and coordinated draft position description for UMRCC Coordinator 
 Provided administrative support to Fish and Wildlife Technical Section meetings 
 Assisted the Mississippi River Audubon Campaign boat trip for a second year 
 Prepared contract for editing of UMRCC Fish Compendium 
 Assisted in grant donations to Mussel conference and student scholarship at University 

of New Orleans 
 
List of Correspondence, News Releases, etc. 
March 6, 2000 - Letter from UMRCC and Audubon distributing the A Working  River report 
 
March 8, 2000 - News Release issued on A Working River Report 
 
March 27, 2000 - News Release issued regarding Concern over black carp stocking and the 

spread of other exotic species. 
 
April 11, 2000 - Letter to USFWS Director Jamie Clark regarding the spread of exotic species 

throughout the UMR basin 
 
June 13, 2000 - Letter sent to John Blankenship of USFWS Region 3 regarding support for the 

UMRCC Coordinator position 
 
June 13, 2000 - Letter sent to Congressman Ron Kind in support of The Upper Mississippi River 

Basin Conservation Act 
 
June 19, 2000 - Letter sent to attendees at 1999 UMRCC and Audubon workshops regarding 

UMR habitat needs 
 
August 25, 2000 - Letter of thanks to National Audubon Society for assistance from Dan 

McGuiness in preparing A Working River report 
 
August 30, 2000 - Letter to Senator Richard Durbin in support of the Conservation and 

Reinvestment Act (CARA) 
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August 30, 2000 - Letter to Jay Rendall of Minnesota DNR in appreciation of his presentation on 

exotic species before the Upper Mississippi River Basin Association (UMRBA) 
 
September 15, 2000 - Letter to USFWS Region 3 Director William Hartwig concerning  

coordination between the Service and MICRA 
 
December 7, 2000 - Letter to Robert Whiting of the St. Paul Corps of Engineers in support of 
 Lampsilis higginsi recovery work 
 
January 2, 2001 - Letter to Dr. Stephen Rideout of the SO Conte Research Center requesting 

participation in a fish passage presentation to the UMRBA 
 
January 17, 2001 - Letter to Dr. Leslie Holland of the Upper Mississippi Science Center 

requesting assistance on two UMRCC related projects; a forest hydrology model and 
Burnt Pocket analysis 

 
July 27, 2000 - Letter to USFWS Director Jamie Clark advocating the listing of black carp as an 

injurious species 
 
 
 
 
Submitted March 14, 2001 
 
UMRCC Coordinator  
Jon Duyvejonck 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 67 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

River Rat Awards 
Given at the 57th Annual UMRCC Meeting 

Dubuque, Iowa   
2001 

             
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
30-Year 

Gordon Farabee - MO 
 

20-Year 
John Pitlo - IADNR 

 
15-Year 

Carl Korschgen - USFWS 
Butch Atwood - ILDNR 

 
10-Year 

Dan Dieterman - MNDNR 
Bob Drieslein - USFWS 
Mark Endris - WIDNR 

 
5-Year 

David Busse - COE 
Rick Freitsche - USFWS 

Mark Haas - MO 
Bob Hrabik - MO 
T. Miller - COE 

Lee Redmond - MO 
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Pete  Redmon - USEPA 
Dick Steinback - USFWS 

 

 
 
 
 

UMRCC Conservation Award 
Awarded to 

 
Bill Aspelmeier 

 
57th Annual Meeting  

 March 14, 2001 
Bettendorf, Iowa 
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UMRCC CORRESPONDENCE  
 

AND DOCUMENTS 
 

MARCH, 2000 – MARCH, 2001 
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            January 17, 2001 
4469 48 Ave Ct. 
Rock Island, 1161201 

 
 

Telephone 309/793-5800 
 
 
Dr. Leslie Holland-Bartels 
Upper Midwest Environmental Sciences Center 
US Geological Survey 
2630 Fanta Reed Road 
La Crosse Wisconsin 54603 
 
Dear Dr. Holland-Bartels, 
 
The UMRCC Wildlife Technical Section is working on two projects that would benefit from 
UMESC assistance.  One of these projects concerns the quantification of land cover changes 
related to a habitat project performed under GREAT II.   The other project concerns the 
development of a hydrologic model to assist managers in floodplain forestry management. 
 
In approximately 1980, a Pool 18 backwater, known as Burnt Pocket was connected to the main 
channel border by means of an artificially dredged channel.  This was a cooperative effort of the 
GREAT II process which involved the US Fish and Wildlife Service, State Natural Resource 
agencies, and the Corps of Engineers.  The area was a shallow lake/marsh system at that time.   It 
was thought that if flow were introduced into the backwater complex, sediment would be 
mobilized and the complex would be deepened. Instead, sediments from the main channel 
quickly filled the lake.   At that time, the project appeared to be a failure in meeting its initial 
goals.  The inlet was left open and habitat has changed in the ensuing 20 years. 
 
Based on recent observations, some river managers and biologists believe that we may have been 
too hasty in our admission of failure; maybe our time-frame of evaluation was too short.   
Because of UMESC expertise in GlS, the UMRCC Wildlife Technical Section is requesting that 
your center create a time series of bathymetric and land-cover images for the area so river 
managers can quantify the habitat changes have occurred in the area. 

 
A.  The area should include from RM 421.6 - RM 423.  Bounded on the West by the 
main channel and the East by Campbell Chute. 
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B.  Coverage would be before the navigation project (1891), pre project/post inundation 
(1975), 1989, and any other recent data sets you have available. 

 
C.  Product would consist of large land/cover maps and a digitized data set. 

 
We believe that a habitat analysis of the Burnt Pocket area would provide valuable insight into 
future habitat project planning.   To assist in this project, the US Fish and Wildlife Service, Rock 
Island Field Office has obtained the original bathymetric data set collected prior to the Burnt 
Project construction (Contact Robert Clevenstine, telephone 309/793-5800, ext 521). 
 
We are also asking for your assistance in the development of a forestry management tool.    The 
Section requests that the Upper Midwest Environmental Sciences Center help us develop a 
hydrologic model that will assist managers in selecting suitable areas for planting trees on the 
Mississippi River floodplain.   The advantages of this model were discussed at our Fall Section 
meeting held on September 26-28, 2000 in Grandview Iowa. 
 
Maintaining and restoring floodplain forests on the UMR is a top priority with wildlife 
managers.  Water levels and flooding play a huge role in forest regeneration.  For this reason, we 
are interested in some preliminary work by UMESC ecologist Dr. Joe Wlosinski.   His idea to 
develop a model that will predict flood frequencies at prospective tree planting sites is extremely 
attractive.   Such a model will put hydrologic data into a readily available format which could 
also be used for other management applications. 
 
The UMRCC Wildlife Technical Section is anxious to work with the UMESC on these two 
projects.   In order to facilitate these two requests the following two people are willing to serve 
as UMRCC points of contacts; For Burnt Pocket, Mr. Dan Sallee, Illinois DNR, Box 149, Aledo, 
Illinois 61231 (telephone 309/582- 5611) and for the forestry hydrologic model, Randall R. 
Urich, St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mississippi River Natural Resource 
Project, 1114 So. Oak St., La Crescent, MN 55947-1560  Ph:  507-895-6341. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 

Kevin Szcodronski, Chairman 
CC: UMRCC EB 

Randy Urich 
Joe Wlosinski 
Mike Griffin 
Bob Clevenstine 
Dan Sallee 
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 CONSTITUTION OF THE UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER 

 CONSERVATION COMMITTEE 

 

 (Revised, January 1996) 

 

Preamble 

 

The Upper Mississippi River Conservation Committee was organized in 1943 and 

sponsored by the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa and Missouri with the 

encouragement of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  

The objectives of the Committee were to provide a framework for facilitating cooperation 

between the states for studies of the natural resources of the river, exchange of 

information about the river and its problems at regular meetings, and promotion of 

cooperation in resource management of interstate water including development of more 

uniform laws and regulations affecting use of natural resources of the river.  From its 

beginning as primarily an interstate organization, the Committee has worked closely with 

and had much cooperation from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Army Corps 

of Engineers, and the U.S. Public Health Service. 

 

The Committee began its formal existence with an Agreement of Organization, dated 

December 15, 1943.  As the activities of the Committee expanded, became more complex, 

and to a certain extent changed its approaches, need for a constitution became evident; 

especially to clarify and define the role, responsibilities and prerogatives of the state and 

cooperating agencies, both federal and local, in policy-making decisions.  The original 

constitution was adopted in 1969 and is hereby revised to read as follows: 

 

ARTICLE I 
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Name, Objectives and Purposes, Meetings 

 

1. The name of the organization shall be the Upper Mississippi River 

Conservation Committee, hereinafter referred to as the Committee or 

U.M.R.C.C. 

 

2. The objectives and purposes of the Committee shall be: 

 

a. To promote the preservation, development, and wise utilization of the 

natural and recreational resources of the Upper Mississippi River 

bordering the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois and 

Missouri. 

 

b. To formulate policies, plans, and programs for carrying on cooperative 

surveys and studies for the above-stated purposes. 

 

c. To keep necessary records, publish and distribute reports. 

 

d. To make recommendations to the governing state bodies in the 

furtherance of the objectives of the Committee. 

 

3. Meetings 

 

a. Annual - The Committee shall hold an annual meeting at a time and 

place determined at the previous annual meeting. 
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b. Special - A special meeting shall be called by the Chairman at the 

request of three or more official members. 

 

ARTICLE II 

 

Membership and Dues 

 

1. The membership of the Committee shall be the following classes: 

 

a. Official members and delegates - The official members (five) shall 

be:  (1) Minnesota Department of Natural Resources; (2) Wisconsin 

Department of Natural Resources; (3) Iowa Department of Natural 

Resources; (4) Illinois Department of Conservation; and (5) Missouri 

Department of Conservation.  The appointed delegates shall constitute 

the Committee.  Each official member shall be represented by a 

delegate appointed by the responsible administrator (director or 

commissioner) of the said agency.  This delegate shall be a person 

having knowledge of and interest in the resources of the Mississippi 

River and shall be a person of responsible administrative authority 

who can make decisions on behalf of his agency provided the same 

are not contradictory to policies of his organization and do not exceed 

the financial limitations of his organization. 

 

b. Cooperating Agencies - Other governmental agencies as well as 

private organizations having an interest in the various resources of 

the Upper Mississippi River may serve as cooperating agencies with 

the approval of the Committee.  Such approved agencies may appoint 
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such members of the staffs as they may deem necessary and proper 

to aid the work of the Committee. 

 

3. Dues 

 

a. Official member - The dues of the official members shall be $2000 

per state per year and shall be payable each January to the 

Secretary-Treasurer. 

 

b. Cooperating Agencies - There shall be no dues for cooperating 

agencies.  However, the cooperating agencies may make financial 

and material contributions to the Committee. 

 

ARTICLE III 

 

Officer and Committees 

 

1. The elected officers of the UMRCC shall be the Chairman, the Chairman-

Elect, and the Secretary-Treasurer.  The Chairman shall serve a one-year 

term.  The Chairman-Elect shall be elected, serve a one-year term and 

succeed to the Chairmanship without further election.  The Secretary-

Treasurer shall serve for a two-year period.  Only the Secretary-Treasurer 

may be re-elected for not more than two additional consecutive terms.  In 

the event of the resignation of an officer that member (Agency) represented 

by him shall appoint a replacement for the unexpired term.  Only delegates 

or standing committee chairman shall be eligible to serve in elective offices. 

 



 

 105 

2. The Committee may appoint a Coordinator to devote full time to forwarding 

its objectives. 

 

3. Committees - Executive Board, sections, sessional and ad hoc committees. 

 

a. Executive Board 

 

The Chairman, Chairman-Elect, Secretary-Treasurer, the official 

delegate of the delegation from each state not represented by an 

officer, and the chairman of each standing committee shall constitute 

the Executive Board.  Each state will have one vote (the state 

designee) on issues where a vote is required. 

 

b. Standing committees are continuous committees which shall 

investigate their assigned subject and present a report at the annual 

meeting.  Standing committees shall be referred to as Technical 

Sections of the UMRCC, namely: 

 

(1) Fisheries Technical Section 

(2) Wildlife Technical Section 

(3) Law Enforcement Technical Section 

(4) Recreation and Water Use Technical Section 

(5) Water Quality Technical Section 

 

The Chairman of the Executive Board shall appoint a Technical 

Section Chairman for each of the five sections.  Prior to the annual 

meeting, each member state delegate shall designate a "technical 

section delegate" for each of the five Sections.  The technical section 
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delegate shall be the official voting representative for matters in the 

Technical Section.  Cooperating agencies may also designate a non-

voting representative if that agency desires.  All other non-voting 

participants involved in UMRCC functions shall be referred to as 

"general members." 

 

c. Sessional committees - The Chairman is authorized to appoint the 

following sessional committees of five members each prior to each 

annual meeting for the necessary conduct of the meeting: 

 

(1) Time and place 

(2) Nominating 

(3) Audit 

 

d. Ad Hoc committees - The Chairman shall have the authority to 

appoint ad hoc committees for special assignments.  An ad hoc 

committee shall be considered as a temporary committee given a 

short-term assignment and shall be terminated upon the presentation 

and acceptance of their report. 

 

ARTICLE IV 

 

Motions, Seconds, Voting and Quorum 

 

1. Motions and seconds may be made by the official state delegate or his 

designee or any section member. 
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2. Each official member shall be entitled to only one vote.  The chair shall give 

each official member a reasonable period of time to poll its representatives 

before calling for the final vote. 

 

3. The presence of four of the five official members shall constitute a quorum 

and three affirmative votes will be necessary to pass a motion. 

 

 BYLAWS 

 

1. Duties of Officers 

 

a. Chairman - The Chairman is responsible for the business of the UMRCC, 

makes appointments to the various sections and sub-committees, and 

exercises such other functions as may be determined from time to time by 

action of the members.  He shall preside at the annual meeting, at special 

meetings and at meetings of the Executive Board. 

 

b. Chairman-Elect - The Chairman-Elect shall assume the duties of the 

Chairman in his absence or inability to act.  He shall be prepared to take 

over the duties of the Chairmanship and shall have a full slate of committee 

appointments ready to be made when he becomes Chairman. 

 

c. Secretary-Treasurer - Secretary-Treasurer in his capacity of secretary is 

responsible for maintaining the official records of the Committee including the 

Proceedings of each annual meeting and special meetings.  The form of the 

Proceedings shall be determined by the members.  He shall notify members 

and cooperating agencies of the time and place of annual meetings at least 

one month in advance.  The Secretary-Treasurer in his capacity as treasurer 
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shall receive and collect all dues, fees, accounts receivable, and other 

income of the committee and shall have custody of its funds.  He shall pay 

all accounts payable and other claims which have been duly authorized and 

approved.  The Secretary-Treasurer shall present an annual report to the 

Committee. 

 

d. Coordinator - The Coordinator shall devote full time to furthering the 

objectives of the UMRCC.  He shall coordinate its activities and promote 

harmony among the member agencies.  He shall assist the Chairman and 

the Secretary-Treasurer insuch manner as they may desire, especially by 

acting as custodian of the Committee's records and publications, and in the 

preparation of the Proceedings of the annual meeting.  He shall assist in the 

preparation of such other publications and publicity materials as the 

Committee may direct.  He may, at the request of the Chairman, represent 

the UMRCC at interstate meetings and conferences, but any statement he 

may present at a legislative hearing must have been cleared by the 

Executive Board. 

 

2. Cooperating Agencies 

 

Representatives of cooperating agencies are encouraged to assist the Committee in 

coordinating activities and in supplying such service and information as may assist 

the Committee to achieve its objectives.  The representatives of the cooperating 

agencies are eligible to serve as members or Chairman of any Section or ad hoc 

committee.  They may present reports and participate in the discussion at annual 

and special meetings. 

 

3. Responsibilities of Executive Board, Sections and Committees 
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a. Executive Board - The Executive Board shall act for the UMRCC in the 

period between annual meetings, but only in matters of such urgency that 

action cannot be deferred until the next annual meeting.  Such action may 

be taken only on unanimous vote of the representatives of all five states, 

and a full report of all such actions shall be included in the Chairman's 

report at the next annual meeting.  The Executive Board may call on the 

Coordinator, Section Chairmen, Members, and cooperating agencies for 

assistance. 

 

b. Sections - The sections shall be responsible for surveillance of changes and 

developments on the river and for coordinating all work pertaining to their 

respective areas of responsibility.  They may recommend action by the 

UMRCC in areas of their responsibilities and present action 

recommendations through the proper channels.  The Chairman of each 

Section shall strive to hold one or more meetings of his Section in addition 

to the meeting held in concurrence with the annual meeting of the UMRCC.  

He shall prepare a written report of the activities of the Section for inclusion 

in the Proceedings and shall present an oral resume of his report at the 

annual meeting of the UMRCC. 

 

c. Sessional Committees - The Sessional Committees shall be appointed three 

months prior to the annual meeting for the necessary conduct of the 

meeting.  Their duties are as follows: 

(1) Time and Place - Select the time and place of the next year's 

meeting so that full details can be announced. 
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(2) Nominating - Present a slate of nominees for office, all of whom have 

consented to serve if elected. 

 

(3) Audit - Audit the accounts of the Secretary-Treasurer. 

 

4. Order of Business - The order of business at the annual meeting of the Committee 

shall include, but shall not necessarily be limited to the following. 

 

a. Call to order by the Chairman. 

b. Roll call and determination that a quorum is present. 

c. Approval of minutes of the previous meeting. 

d. Report of Chairman on actions of Executive Board. 

e. Report to Secretary-Treasurer 

f. Report of Coordinator. 

g. Reports of Section Chairmen.  Included will be the necessary action 

recommendations to the Committee for late consideration. 

 

(1) Fisheries Section 

(2) Wildlife Section 

(3) Law Enforcement Section 

(4) Recreation and Water Use Section 

(5) Water Quality Section 

 

h. Reports of Ad Hoc Committees. 

i. Other business. 

j. Announcement of membership on Sessional Committees. 

k. Reports of Sessional Committees. 
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(1) Audit Committee 

(2) Time and Place Committee 

(3) Nominating Committee 

 

l. Election of officials. 

m. Installation of newly-elected officers. 

n. Appointment of committees. 

o. New business. 

p. Adjournment. 

 

 

5. Amendments to Constitution and Bylaws. 

 

The constitution and bylaws may be amended at any annual or special meeting by 

a unanimous vote of the five official members. 
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 COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 

 BETWEEN 

 THE BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE 

 AND 

 THE UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER CONSERVATION COMMITTEE 

 

This agreement is entered into between the Upper Mississippi River Conservation 

Committee, an organization of the conservation agencies of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, 

Illinois, and Missouri, hereinafter referred to as the Committee and the Bureau of Sport 

Fisheries and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, Hereinafter 

referred to as the Bureau.  For the purposes of this agreement, the Upper Mississippi 

River is defined as the area of land and water within the floodplain of the Mississippi River 

between the Ohio River on the south and the St. Croix River on the north. 

 

WHEREAS: 

 

1. The Committee has been organized under the sponsorship of the states of 

Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri under a Constitution dated 

January 1969 for the purpose and objectives of promoting the preservation, 

development and wise utilization of the natural and recreational resources, 

including fish and wildlife resources of the Upper Mississippi River bordering 

the five member states; 

 

2. The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of March 10, 1934 (48 Stat. 401) as 

amended (16 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.), hereinafter referred to as the Act, states 

as one of its purposes: 
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"...that wildlife conservation shall receive equal consideration and be 

coordinated with other features of water-resource development programs 

through the effectual and harmonious planning, development, maintenance, 

and coordination of wildlife conservation and rehabilitation..." 

 

The Bureau, through delegation from the Secretary of the Interior, is 

authorized: 

 

"...to provide assistance to, and cooperate with, Federal, State, and public 

or private agencies and organizations in the development, protection...of all 

species of wildlife, resources thereof and their habitat...to make surveys and 

investigations of the wildlife of the public domain...and...to 

accept...contributions of funds in furtherance of the purposes of this Act." 

 

3. The Bureau has, for a number of years, cooperated with the Committee, 

operating in the capacity of a cooperating agency defined in Article II, 

Section 1(b) of the Constitution of the Committee as a governmental agency 

or private organization "having an interest in the various resources of the 

Upper Mississippi River."  In addition, the Bureau has interests along the 

Upper Mississippi River that transcend state boundaries.  Extensive Bureau 

lands are involved in Mark Twain and Upper Mississippi River Fish and 

Wildlife Refuges.  Fish hatchery and fishery research programs of regional 

interest are based at Genoa, Wisconsin; Muscatine, Iowa; and LaCrosse, 

Wisconsin. 

 

4. Article II, Section 2(b) of the Constitution provides that cooperating agencies 

pay no dues but may make financial or material contributions to the 

Committee.  Paragraph 2 of the Committee by-laws encourages cooperating 



 

 114 

agencies to provide assistance in coordinating Committee activities and in 

supplying services and information toward achieving mutual goals. 

 

5. The Committee has requested the Bureau to assist it by providing a 

Coordinator to carry out such duties and functions as shall hereinafter be 

agreed upon. 

 

6. The Committee has also requested the Bureau to provide office space, 

supplies, equipment, printing services, and such service and maintenance as 

may be necessary for the Coordinator to carry on his duties and functions in 

an efficient manner. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, it is mutually agreed by the Bureau and the Committee, in furtherance 

of the purposes and objectives both of the Committee and of the Bureau under the 

mandate of the Act, as follows: 

 

1. The Bureau shall assist the Committee by providing a Coordinator to serve upon 

the following terms and conditions and to perform the following duties: 

 

a. The Coordinator of the UMRCC shall be a regularly salaried employee of the 

Bureau and shall serve an indefinite term.  The Chairman of the UMRCC 

shall be advised in advance when it is necessary to appoint a new 

Coordinator. 

 

b. The Coordinator's duties shall be to coordinate activities of the Committee 

and to serve as liaison between the Bureau and the Committee. 
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(1) He shall act as custodian of the Committee's records and 

publications. 

 

(2) He shall be responsible for preparation of the proceedings of the 

annual meeting and shall assist the UMRCC in the development of 

other publications as the Committee may require. 

 

(3) He shall assist the Executive Board, the Chairman, and the 

Secretary-Treasurer in the performance of their duties. 

 

(4) He may, at the request of the Chairman, attend meetings, 

conferences, and hearings; however, presentation of any statement of 

the UMRCC is not the responsibility of the Coordinator.  UMRCC 

policy and the position statements shall be signed by the Chairman. 

 

2. The Committee shall contribute funds to the Bureau each year in an amount to be 

determined by mutual consent of the Bureau and the Committee at the annual 

meeting of the Committee.  Contributed funds are to be utilized by the Bureau to 

defray the expenses of employing a secretary and for other miscellaneous expenses 

through provision of assistance to the Committee. 

 

3. This agreement may be modified or amended at any time by either party thereto by 

giving the other party 30 days advance notice in writing. 

 

4. Upon execution, this agreement shall be of full and binding force and effect as set 

forth unless and until modified or abrogated by the parties or unless existing 

authority of either the Bureau or the Committee to carry out its terms is modified or 

withdrawn. 
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5. The Committee agrees to comply with the requirements of Executive Order No. 

11246 and to 43 CFR 17*, both of which are incorporated into this agreement by 

reference. 

 
* Executive Order No. 11246 is the Federal Government's policy on equal 

employment opportunity. 

 
* 43 CFR 17 effectuates the provisions of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and sets forth 

the non-discrimination policy in Federally assisted programs. 
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 

 

August 29, 1973    /s/ Anthony T. Dean 

______________________________ __________________________________ 

Date      Director 

 

 

IOWA CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

 

 

September 5, 1973    /s/ Fred A. Priewert 

______________________________ __________________________________ 

Date      Director 

 

 

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

 

 

September 21, 1973    /s/ Robert L. Herbst 

______________________________ ___________________________________ 

Date      Commissioner 

 

 

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 

 

 

October 4, 1973    /s/ Carl R. Noren 

______________________________ ____________________________________ 

Date      Director 
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WISONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

 

 

October 24, 1973    /s/ L.P. Voight 

______________________________ ___________________________________ 

Date      Secretary 

 

 

BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE 

 

 

June 19, 1973    /s/ Charles A. Hughlett 

______________________________ ___________________________________ 

Date      Acting Regional Director 
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