
 

Data, Information, and Procedures  
(DIP) Committee 

 

Meeting Summary 

Date:  April 16, 2014 

Location:  City of Walker 

Present: 

Wendy Ogilvie 
Bonnie Broadwater 
Amanda St. Amour 
Jim Beke 
Michael Ryskamp 
John Koches 
Michael Lunn 

Amanda St. Amour 
Roger Bellknap 
Molly Rippke 
Dana Strouse 
Kristine Bersche 
Aaron Vis 
Dan Tabor 

 

1. Welcome and Introduction 

2. Identification of Additional Partners/Interested Parties 

Both Erin Campbell of the GLRC and Sara Simonds of the Kent County Health Department were 
contacted and expressed interest in attending future meetings and participating in the 
committee’s work. 

3. Update on Existing Data  

a. Proposed DEQ Water Quality Monitoring Projects for 2014 – Dana Strouse & Molly 
Rippke 

Molly provided a detailed review of the 2014 Lower Grand River Water Quality 
Monitoring Plan including the map showing the proposed data collection sites. 
Permanent sites ar show in blue and were selected randomly.  These sites will collect 
limited chemistry data, macroinvertebrate community samples (DEQ), and some fish 
community sampling (DNR).  DEQ will be utilizing procedures for both wadeable 
(procedure no. 51) and nonwadeable (procedure no. 21) streams.  In addition E. coli 
monitoring will be done at targeted sites. Molly also provided several guidance 
documents on sampling procedure for grantees to aid in site selection, ensure reliable 
data collection, etc. This Water Quality Monitoring plan is structured in such a way that 
the entire state is evaluated at least once during every  

b. GRLC Information – Aaron Vis 

The GLRC didn’t have any new or additional data available at this time. 



c. USGS – Wendy   

Wendy brought a site map and data sheet for USGS river gauges.  The data was primarily 
related to river stage and flow rate, however, the group also discussed the potential to 
partner with USGS to take water quality data at the monitoring stations.   

4. Focus Detail Document Review (all) 

a. Potential parameters 

The group discussed the benefits of a singular Water Quality Index number vs. a multi-
variable profile.  Consensus was reached that a singular Index number was much more 
straight forward for the purposes of public education, interactions with elected officials 
and conveying the overall health of the river.   

b. Parameter screening 

Discussion continued with regard to the individual metrics to be compiled into the index 
include using E. coli vs fecal coliform. 

5. Lab Costs 

a. Existing GR Sampling (Dan) 

Dan provided an estimate of approximately $140/ sample which would include the costs 
to sample all parameters included in the current Grand Rapids water quality index. 

b. Other labs? (Aaron) 

Aaron had contacted a lab used by Wyoming for extra sampling.  This lab expressed in 
joining LGROW and supporting the sampling effort.  They had committed to providing 
some laboratory costs for water chemistry parameters but had not relayed the 
information yet.  Lab costs through Wyoming have not yet been determined. 

6. Next Steps (all) 

a. Invite DEQ, GLRC, other private laboratories, GR Stormwater samplers/analysts to 
educate ourselves 

b. Review/research to see what other watersheds in the US are doing Committee 
members are asked to review other watersheds in the US and determine what 
parameters they are tracking particularly those with an established water quality index 
and on the 303(d) with an established TMDL.  

c. John, Wendy and Aaron will meet before the next meeting to perform an initial gap 
analysis and present to the group as a whole at the next meeting. 

 

7. Adjourn -  Next meeting date and location:  June 18, 2014 at 1:00 PM 

 


