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Water Quality Meeting Discussion- recap 

We collected 11 sheets from the tables at the water quality meeting. Two sheets said they came from 

group number three, and one did not have a table identifier. The following summarizes the comments 

made in writing. We attempted to transcribe information accurately and not interpret or change 

wording. A “catchall” item was added at the end to try to capture comments that did not fit into any 

of the questions or that were written in margins. 

1. What data appear to be the strongest? 

 Most important thing was that water quality was good and still at baseline conditions. Data 

supported the summary with all agencies 

 appreciated the comparison between the phosphate numbers in the Flathead River with those 

in the Missouri River. 

 Looks like there have been lots of groups monitoring and that the water quality is good 

 need to verify the data and compare data taken at the same times 

 the long-term USGS monitoring of flow and temperature was the best. Three publicly released 

evaluations were available. 

 Data on nutrient levels and the impacts of fires 

 nutrient load hasn’t changed 

 data from the USGS sites 

 information on how the geology contributes to water quality 

 appreciated the answer to the question about the fire and nutrients 

 would like to see actual data presented not just a summary. 

 

2. What data appear to be the weakest? 

 No data were presented, hard to measure best or worst 

 seem to be less data from the 2000’s and later 

 climate information: temperature, quantity, timing, snowpack 

 fecal coliform 

 no data regarding road dust impacts 

 reporting of information is too infrequent to accurately capture impacts and changes 

 complete study hasn’t really been done since the 1970s 

 would like to see the state’s (DEQ) data 

 observational or flawed data versus quantitative/qualitative data 

 insufficient baseline data for all of the North Fork related to Canadian influence 

 no oil monitoring and no plan for train oil spills, no data on the number of trains, materials 

being hauled, train maintenance and track maintenance 

 overall language and presentation of data was weak, there is a lack of baseline data. Start 

fresh in 2018 

 did not mention the number of users on river 

 an outhouse at Sanderson and Coal Creek (all forks) could improve water quality 

 would like to see information from river surveys that have been completed  

 no information on agricultural use/ runoff or dust 
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 baseline data was a little incomprehensible 

 would like to see the raw data and get a more complete picture of baseline 

 

3. What parts of the management direction does your group see a need for change? 

 

 Plan should address dust abatement 

 improve existing recreational facilities 

 about 5 miles on river have out houses and need to be maintained 

 oil spill response plan: oil will be in the Lake. Equipment for oil spill is stored miles away. 

Capture of oil is at the confluence. The railroad should be doing more preventative 

measures. 

 Better recreation management on the North Fork: concern with suspended haze in the 

air (dust?) 

 Greater enforcement of regulations related to human waste. Is it possible to get a scat 

machine at Blankenship? 

 better education about regulations at access points 

 difference between the horse and foot traffic 

 We think it would be helpful to incorporate how other ORVs impact each other and 

overlap. For instance how recreation use and fisheries impact water quality to paint a 

more broad picture. 

 Would like to see more monitoring sites (assume monitoring of water quality) 

 needs to address the effect of the railroad 

 would like to see more monitoring sites 

 concern about BNSF and the oil trains (not if, but when) 

 analysis of recreational impacts and influence on fecal coliform in the river 

 would like to see more specific data collection along the North Fork Rd. (not sure if this 

is related to dust or water quality of the river near the road) 

 

4. Brainstorm things that your group believes would be good indicators of water quality. These 

are things we can measure, understanding that budgets and people power may be limited. 

 

 Dust 

 culvert blockages and how they are cleared 

 sediment loads 

 nutrients 

 climate change 

 human use: ground disturbance 

 fish presence or absence 

 land use and land use changes even throughout the year (seasonally) 

 how the dust from North Fork Rd. affects sediment loads 

 the following answer focuses on trains specifically: extend the snow sheds, the speed of 

the trains, better monitoring of track conditions, sensors along the tracks, using drones, 
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each train has monitoring devices so good things are starting to happen. The railroad is 

the biggest concern BNSF should tell the public what they are doing. 

 Aquatic insects 

 fisheries 

 temperature 

 sediment (natural sources and road sources) 

 fisheries: size, number, species, diversity 

 real-time temperature monitors and more of them 

 fecal coliform and monitor dispersed recreation and septics 

 ground disturbance 

 quality of our life is related to the quality of our water. Suggest going forward that we 

tie wildlife back to the water quality. 

 

5. What are your group’s concerns for water quality? Do you have ideas for things that would be 

linked to your “need to change” in the management plan (#3) above? 

 

 Data need to be verified 

 concern for oil and other things that are transported along the corridor (trains and 

trucks) 

 recreational use has an impact on macro invertebrates 

 Lake trout are as far up the river as Polebridge 

 River temperature is warmer every year 

 more algae (rocks snot) fewer clean rocks 

 has there been a decrease in stonefly and other macroinvertebrates?  

 Number one concern is that there are more floaters and more human waste. 

 Would like to know what exactly is going on in Canada 

 additional or increased river use human waste and garbage 

 does the road surface have a role with water quality (DEQ, highway department) do 

they use sand, chemicals, or deicer as well as dust abatement chemicals and how do 

these affect water quality? 

 tremendous increase in recreation 

 the river needs more parking, and more enforcement of groovers (human waste 

containers) 

 the river aesthetics are at risk 

 increase in moss and algae 

 concern for BNSF jurisdictional issues such as oil and chlorine 

 concern for specific land uses (timber for example) 

 increasing recreational use 

 oil transport along the Middle Fork 

 human waste disposal 

 

6. List areas of concern for your group. 

 Is the right data being collected? 

 Section 404 and 401 Clean Water Act compliance with road maintenance (on the county road) 
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 USFS closed roads possible culvert failures and erosion would like to see sediment data from 

roads 

 impact of recreation on water quality, specifically fecal coliform 

 oil trains-BNSF 

 climate 

 fires/climate change 

 railroad 

 population/usage increases 

 dust- especially during tourist season 

 lack of integration of different ORV’s in order to grasp a more complete picture of the current 

state of the three forks 

 adequate resources (funding and people power) for the CRMP implementation 

 enforcement of existing regulations (related to human waste) 

 updating data, especially baseline concerns 

 human waste. Containment of human waste should be mandatory at check-in require a groover 

(container) and a fire pan. 

 Aquatic invasive species are not being monitored need an inspection station 

 Put-ins and take-outs need to have facilities, need to have adequate toilets and toilets need to 

be pumped more frequently 

 would like more information on the rules for outfitters on the river specific to human waste. 

Better information on the rules for general public. Signs or outreach. 

 Would like to see data on river use that may affect water quality. 

 What is the potential with water temperatures increasing? 

 Would like to see information from the larger fires what were the short term impacts and long-

term impacts? 

 How did the flood event in 1995 on the North Fork change water quality? 

 Need additional outhouses at Sanderson 

 need a study of dust abatement treatments and effects of these chemicals on fish and water 

quality. 

 Future regulations on private landowners 

 Moss and algae on rocks below West Glacier. 

 Concern that golf course is adding nutrients through fertilizers. Need to monitor this. 

 Size and number of game fish appear to be decreasing (especially bull trout and westslope 

cutthroat trout) 

 how does CSKT agreement impact water quantity? 

 Need to look at the ratio between phosphorus and nitrogen. This affects algae blooms. 

 

7. Are you aware of any groups who monitor water quality in the Three Forks of the Flathead 

River that we did not mention/discuss in the presentation? Does your group have ideas for 

new technologies, methods, or partners for monitoring?  

 Six tables left this item blank or said no. 

 Should collect information from the general public and regular river users (public and 

outfitters 
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 whitefish high school: free flow 

 could use of citizen scientists or ask guiding companies to take samples and monitor 

 Whitefish Lake Institute 

 Montana chapter of backcountry hunters and anglers 

 

8. Do you have any additional questions or topics your group would like to see covered in the 

next meeting? (Wildlife- June 20th) 

 five tables left this blank 

  impact of road dust on the North Fork in magnesium chloride 

 connect information from the water quality meeting and how it might be impacting fisheries 

specifically 

 Bull Trout successfully breeding in the tributaries (for the fishery session) 

 impact of development on wildlife in the river corridor 

 What species of concern (T&E) are known to be using the river corridor? Are any of these 

semiaquatic species? 

 


