Appendix #1

Watershed Prioritization Meeting

Summary

When:


July 31, 2001

Where:

Tipton County Foundation Center

Participants: 

George Tebbe-
SWCD Supervisor
Kurt Fettig-

SWCD Supervisor

Judy Baird-

SWCD Staff

Gail Peas-

IDNR

Luther Cline-

Tipton County Surveyor

Nolan Pyke-

Tipton County Health Department

Keith Shoettmer-
Citizen at Large

Mark Raver-

First National Bank

Facilitator:

Randy Jones

Purpose:

Choose four 14-digit watersheds in Tipton County in which to conduct comprehensive watershed management planning.

Criteria:

Two watersheds must lie in the Wildcat Creek 8-digit watershed, and two watersheds must lie in the Upper White River 8-digit watershed.

Method:


Systematically discuss the 29 14-digit watersheds that are fully or partly contained within Tipton County and include or exclude based on resource issues identified by the participants.  The method relied heavily on knowledge of local issues and resources by the participants.   The list of resource issues or criteria was not prior conceived or limited to allow maximum flexibility and creativity by the participants.

Results:



1.  Cicero Creek- Bacon Prairie Creek/Buscher Ditch   
(Upper White River)

HUC#:  05120201080060

2. Cicero Creek- Buck Creek/Campbell Ditch

(Upper White River)
HUC#:  05120201080040

3. Turkey Creek- Askren/Round Prairie Ditch

(Wildcat Creek)
HUC#:  05120107010060

4. Mud Creek Headwaters




(Wildcat Creek)
HUC#:  05120107010030

	14-Digit Name
	Included  
	Reason

	Bear Creek- West Fork Bear Creek
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Cicero Creek- Bacon Prairie Cr/Buscher Dt
	YES
	Size, canning factory, heterogeneous topography, Town of Hobbs

	Cicero Creek- Buck Creek-Campbell Dt
	YES
	Industrial park, housing developments, Buck Creek fish kills, poultry, size

	Cicero Cr- Dixon Cr- Crum Dt
	No
	Few livestock operations, homogenous topography

	Cicero Cr- Tobin Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Cicero Cr- Weasel Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Cox Dt- Chrity/Kingin Dt
	No
	No towns, few livestock

	Duck Cr- Lamberson Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Duck Cr- Little Duck Cr
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Duck Cr- Polywog Cr
	No
	More diverse issues in Bacon Prairie Creek, TOUGH DECISION

	Duck Cr- Todd Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Kilmore Cr- Shanty Cr
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Kilmore Cr- Stump Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Kokomo Cr- Headwaters
	No
	Larger portion of watershed out of county, Good potential for Wildcat Group

	Kokomo Cr- Lower
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Little Cicero Cr- Bennett Dt-Taylor Cr
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Little Cicero Cr- Teter Br
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Little Wildcat Cr- East & West Forks
	No
	No towns, few livestock

	Little Wildcat Cr- Lower
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Middle Fork Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Mud Cr- Headwater
	YES
	Recent drainage reconstruction, Sharpsville, livestock, HEADWATER

	Mud Cr- North Cr
	No
	No towns

	Prairie Cr- Rearce/McKinzie Dt
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Sugar Cr- Mallot Dt
	No
	Not in Wildcat or Upper White river

	Swamp Cr
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Turkey Cr- Askren/Round Prairie Dt
	YES
	Windfall, livestock, recent drainage maintenance in upper, wooded corridor in lower reach, streambank erosion.

	Turkey Cr- Headwaters
	No
	No towns, few livestock

	Wildcat Cr- Honey Cr
	No
	Small size, small portion within county

	Wildcat Cr- Mud Cr-Irwin Cr
	No
	No towns, most of main stem out of county


NOTE:
Bolded watersheds had good merits and passed the initial cut.  Discussion focused mainly on subtle differences between these nine watersheds.

