Carolyn Terry’s comments

Ch. 1. 

There are no margins visible around the boxes on pp. 2, 10, 14. I guess that will be fixed when it is printed?

p. 5 – refers to land use plan. I don’t know whether the writing of a land use plan is part of the recommendations of the committee – I wasn’t part of the process at that time, but I am not seeing that term in our Plan Recs. Am I overlooking something in the Recs? Surely an updated land use plan accommodating stream protection should be recommended. 

p. 13. The caption to the photo might indicate that the distillery is no longer in operation. (“Abandoned”, “Old”, etc.)

p. 14. Construction photo – is this commercial, and if so, will it show good or “bad” practices?

Ch. 2.

I can’t resist pointing out a few grammar/spelling problems, although it may be too late for correction.

2.The pronoun does not agree with the noun. – “their” should be “his” in both instances. Or his/her if you prefer.

21. “Ordnance” refers to weapons. We want to say “ordinance”. 

34. “term”, not “terms”

37. How about dropping the double negatives? 

“It is important to base decisions on studies that have been reviewed by a board of peers.”

38. “educate” needs an object. How about “the public”?

40. A comma after “lost” would help.

44. “Emit” may not describe very well how chemicals run off into streams.  How about just saying “are lost to” or “drain into” or “run off into” ? This occurs three times on pp. 3 and 5.

Ch. 3. I suggest a Bibliography at the end of the chapter. Then the references in the text in parentheses could be superscripts. This would be less distracting for people not familiar with the concepts being discussed. 

Page 1

Line 5 – insert “of” at the beginning of the line

Page 10

Lines 34-35 – I’m having a little trouble with this partitioning into five factors. Does “habitat quality” refer only to the cleanliness of the streambed? Water quality seems to be part of this factor. 

Line 35 - Would “flow variability” or “flow variation” be a better term than “flow regime”, or is the latter term a usual technical  way of putting it? This term appears again on page 11, line 1.

Line 36 – Are the only biotic interactions those involving invasive species? Maybe “biotic” needs a qualifier. 

Page 11 

Line 1 – see above (“flow regime”)

Line 19  - “Periphyton”  is not a word in the general vocabulary. Nor perhaps is “biomass”. Maybe it would work better to say “… and quantity of plants and animals living on rocks in the stream (“periphyton biomass’). And put it in the glossary.

Lines 23-24. Is there no evidence for the sufficient width of a stream buffer? The term “likely” is unsettling. 

Lines 25-26. Ditto. Surely we could quote a reference demonstrating that unmitigated urban runoff adversely affects aquatic communities through increased pollution, etc. 

Line 33 – How about “to” instead of “with” at the end of the line?

Line 35 – “assemblage” needs to be traded for a more commonly used word that will render the term “fish assemblage health” instantly meaningful to the reader.

Lines 40-44 – These lines don’t seem general-reader-friendly. How about  using the common names of the organisms, and putting the Latin terms in the parentheses? 

“Taxon/taxa” demand definition or substitution, as does “order”, for non-biologists. Could “metric” simply be changed to “measurement” in both instances? Is it easily apparent where EPT comes from or does that need to be pointed out, perhaps by underlining the letters as they occur at the beginning of the respective words? 

Sticking MDNR in there adds to the alphabet soup. Is there a list of abbreviations at the beginning of this chapter, or the entire document?  

In line 44 I would add “of water quality” after “impairment”.

In short, this whole  section sounds as if it were lifted, relatively unchanged, from the scientific articles.  

Page 12

Line 16 – The sidebar isn’t there yet, right?

Line 18. – “Biomonitoring” is a technical term that might do better at the beginning of the sentence if it is defined (as well as being included in a glossary). Perhaps: “Biomonitoring” is an approach in which the presence and numbers of certain organisms in a stream are monitored. This method speaks volumes…”

Line 21 – Define “benthic” and include in glossary.

Line 22. I don’t know what this sentence means. Why “still”? Should it be “also”? What is meant by “directly”? Does it mean the water itself, as opposed to the organisms in it? Finally, does “various” refer to hydrologic, chemical, or other properties of the water? 

Line 23 – effect, not affect

Line 24 – ditto

Lines 29-30 – reference, please

Line 32 – also needs reference to Bibliography, as do all papers quoted

Line 37 – define “depauperate”

Page 13

Lines 3-4 – Is Devil’s Icebox Cave stream a spring, or is it a spring-fed stream? Should line 4 begin “spring-fed streams”?

Lines 7-8 – I’m actually not sure what stream is meant by Rock Bridge Creek. Maybe there should be an illustration/map defining the names of all these streams and streamlets referred to.

Page 14 

Line 10 – “Devil’s Icebox Cave Branch” – ditto. We know what we mean, but these names will be confusing to the general reader unless the terminology is consistent and (probably) a map or diagram is included. 

Page 15

Line 4 – omit the word “and”

Line 5 – insert the word “and” after the comma

Line 6 – change “extra” to “especially”

Line 16 – Don’t hyphenate dye trace. Better to say, “The results of this dye trace allowed us to add…”

Line 17 – Change “indicates” to “indicated” to keep the tense consistent.

Page 17

Line 6 – Should “sorption” be “adsorption” or “absorption” or does that stand-alone word need definition?

Page 21 –

Line 47 – Is “North Branch Little Bonne Femme” the same as Clear Creek? I need a map.

Page 22

Line 21 – perhaps we need to state at least once what “transitional fringe” is transitional from and to. 

Page 23

I think there may be some problem areas with this part of the chart.  I would check some boxes that aren’t checked, and add “Transitional fringe” and “Wooded” to the second column opposite “Localized land planning” .

The most controversial statement here may be “Remove farm fences obstructing channels”. For farmers with livestock, that means turning the animals loose on the neighbors! And/or losing or injuring the livestock. Doing away with the “water gap” is a huge and expensive undertaking, and we didn’t really go there. The idea brought a plainly spoken response at the public debate we had at the Tiger Hotel. We can’t just stick that in here unless we can suggest a fix for it, along with a fix for the ongoing expense of it. 

Page 24

Line 1 – How about “The BMP Manual would also guide the design of…”

Line 3 – define “dispersed” as used in this context, in parentheses

Line 5 – I’m confused. Can the “level of service method” be used only for predevelopment situations? (Probably not.) Did we define the “level of service method”? I can’t remember where.

Lines 11-12 – The phrase in quotes sounds like the title of a specific document. If so, there should be a reference here to the Bibliography. 

Line 19. Would “dwindling” be better than “scarce”?

Line 21. You could strike “the”.

All in all, a very informative but dense chapter, yet important for people to read. Therefore, it needs to be made readable. It underscores the need for the entire document to have a Bibliography, a Glossary and a list of Abbreviations. I am quite curious about the ten (or more?) appendices.

Ch. 4

p. 1 Under “Group 2” – would consideration do instead of considerate-ness? 

Ch. 5

P. 1 – Appendix X is referred to. Have we seen the appendices? What are all of them? I hope one is a glossary, esp. helpful for Ch. 3.

