Appendix K: Additional Comments

The Oneida Lake State of the Lake and Watershed Report (SOLWR) has been compiled as a
necessary component of the planning process for the Oneida Lake watershed. The intent of the
CNY Regional Planning and Development Board (CNY RPDB) was to compile a collection of
information about Oneida Lake and its watershed that can be used as a reference by key
stakeholders when goals are identified and prioritized and action plans are devel oped.

The Task Force Land Use Committee initially took a leading role in defining the topics to be
included in the SOLWR and in defining the GIS maps to be developed. Many authors eventually
contributed to the publication, either by granting permission to reprint published articles and
research papers, or by writing original text specifically for this document. CNY RPDB collected
the text from these authors, merged it with GIS maps supplied by the Herkimer-Oneida Counties
Comprehensive Planning Program (HOCCPP), and then filled in the gaps with in-house research
findings.

Beginning in April 2002, after CNY RPDB’s internal review of each section, the draft text was
sent to groups that had a specific interest in the subject matter. Once their editorial comments
were incorporated, the text was added to a SOLWR website and broader editorial review was
invited from primary watershed stakeholders. Homeowners and lake users had an opportunity to
review the publication during a public comment period from October 28 to December 13, 2002.
During that time, three public meetings were held throughout the watershed on November 14, 20
and 21 to solicit additional input from the Oneida L ake community.

Publicity about the public comment period was disseminated in various agency and organization
newsletters, and in press releases throughout the region. A mailing was also sent to 2,800 Oneida
Lake shoreline property owners. The draft SOLWR was made available for public review on the
Internet (http://www.cnyrpdb.org/oneidalake) and hard copies were distributed to more than 70
locations including public libraries, Oneida Lake shoreline town and municipal offices, planning
departments, health departments, Cooperative Extension offices, and other organizations
throughout the watershed.

Most of the editorial comments received over this nine-month period in 2002 were used to
produce the final “Oneida Lake State of the Lake and Watershed Report.” Appendix K contains
additional comments that will be considered when the “Management Strategy for Oneida Lake
and its Watershed” is devel oped.
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November 12, 2002

Ms. Sheila M. Myers,
Ms. Stephanie Harrington,

| reside on Oneida Lake in Lakeport, and am a member of the Town of Sullivan’s
Local Waterfront Revitalization Committee and Comprehensive Plan Advisory
Board, and also a member of the Oneida Lake Association.

After reading the Oneida Lake State of the Lake draft and watershed report, |
heartily agree with the multitude of concerns that are issued within it. Of particular
importance and priority to me are the following in-lake issues:

1. Improvement of the current fishery (walleye, yellow perch).

control of cormorants — studies have demonstrated that they
simply devour far too many walleyes and yellow perch

monitor and restriction of biological non-native species —
impacts of zebra mussels and increased threats from water
chestnuts, purple loosestrife, round gobies, etc.

water clarity and nutrient levels - zebra mussels have improved
water clarity tremendously, thus increasing the vuinerability of
young walleye and yellow perch and the abundance and depths
at which aquatic vegetation grows (then dies and washes
ashore). In addition, lowered phosphorous levels limits growth at
the bottom of the food chain, which is critical in maintaining the
ecosystem.

pollution impacts from jet skis — studies reveal that jet skis
pollute the environment enormously, much more that typical
boat motors and automobiles.

2. Pollution and sediment discharges from Canaseraga Creek and it
headwaters.

Lakeport bay has become shallower and its bottom has 6” — 10”
depths of muck from erosion of the creek banks. During spring
and storm runoffs, the discharge is readily observed through the
stained water flowing from the creek into the lake. Pesticides
and fertilizers from the muck lands are discharged at
unacceptable levels. These issues have not been examined
since 1969.

3. Management and regulation of lake levels

Although research and monitoring has contributed important
data in regard to spring run-offs and impending weather
conditions, it is evident in recent years that the lake levels
particularly in April and May are way too high (far exceeding the
rule curves), creating flood conditions. Understandably, there
are limitations within the system (i.e. downstream areas and
flow release capabilities at the Caughdenoy dam), however, |
don’t see this as rocket science. Given the accuracy of today’s



meteorological data, | would think that better regulation of
Oneida’s lake levels should be possible and even demanded.

| believe that the key initiative for Oneida Lake and its watershed
management plan is “balance”. The problems and issues that confront us are
both complex and numerous.

Understandably, many people associate water clarity with water quality.
Unfortunately, they are unaware of the fact that crystal clear water does not best
serve Oneida Lake and its ecosystem. Let us balance the water quality for
resource sustainability and educate the citizenry.

County and town government’s interests appear primarily to be economic,
not only for current businesses but for increased development. How much can
the lake sustain? Let us balance economic and residential growth; promoting
environmentally friendly development and preserving what few open spaces and
wetlands that remain.

48% of all boats using Oneida Lake are non-fishing boats. If the state of
the fishery is not addressed, this percentage will increase, thereby significantly
increasing the problems of pollution, both environmental and biological. Let us
balance this by reestablishing and promoting the fishery, calling for stricter
environmental regulations on engines, implementing “flushing/ washing stations
(at all statewide launch sites) and educating the public.

In conclusion, | view Oneida Lake as a tremendous natural resource and
fishery but have genuine fears about its future. | grew up on the north shore of
Oneida Lake as a child and reside on the south shore today. | have sadly
observed the decline of a great fishery, seen cattails replaced by purple
loosestrife, the demise of the “eel fly” (although I thoroughly enjoyed a brief hatch
this past summer) and the tranquil ambience of lakefront living constantly
breached by the noise and proximity of jet skis. Although | realize that the “good
old days” are certainly past, I'd like to envision some hope for the future, not only
for myself, but for generations to come.

Sincerely,

Michael W. Carroll
8683 Lake Rd.
Chittenango, N.Y.
13037-9581
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August 23, 2002

Mrs. Sheila Myers

Onondaga County Cornell Cooperative Extension
220 Herald Place, 2™ Floor

Syracuse, New York 13202-1045

Re: Oneida Lake Watershed Municipal Survey
Mrs. Myers:

The purpose of this correspondence is to transmit a copy of the Oneida Lake
Watershed Municipal Survey completed by Onondaga County.

Upon reviewing this survey, please understand that this represents a compilation of
several County agency responses. Although the Watershed Management Plan may
not be able to address every position, | believe that the highest concerns and
priorities revolve around the following issues:

1. Lake water levels as they relate to management and regulation of water levels,
and their impact on flooding and recreation.

2. Stormwater runoff management as it relates to maintenance of roadside ditches
and streams.

3. In-lake issues related to the reduction of fish populations, the need for cormorant
management plans, and invasive aquatic plants and their impact on recreation.

4. Maintaining and enforcing water quality standards and the protection of natural
resources.

5. Economic development to enhance tourism and recreation.

Understanding that the local municipalies may have different priorities for the
watershed management plan, the survey includes several suggestions regarding
assistance and communications between participating agencies. In general, the
County’s role appears to be one of communication and assistance between State
and local government, while implementation of building code and stormwater control
issues involve Town and local level government.
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Should you have any questions or comments concerning this correspondence,
please contact me or Joseph J. Mastriano.

Sincerely,
DAVID COBURN
Director

cc w/ attach: Joseph J. Mastriano, OCDWEP
David Snyder, OCDWEP

!
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I represent the Atlantic Salmon - Fish Creek Club, a local not-for-profit group supporting the
reintroduction of Atlantic salmon in the Oswego River system and especially in our home waters
of Fish Creek, the largest single tributary to Oneida Léke. Fish Creek contributes more water and
less pollution than other tributaries to the lake and the Oswego River system. We send the

downstream areas good water. We’re asking that your report advocate sending back our fish.

Our group applauds the work of the Oneida Lake Watershed Advisory Council in assessing the
risks to a healthy lake system and in hopefully developing a watershed management plan
acceptable to those who have a stake in the area. 1 want to point out a need that I hope you will
address in order to create a healthy waterbody. There are no passages for fish on the Oswego

River System necessary for Atlantic salmon to thrive..

Atlantic salmon were once a dominant species in the Lake Ontario system and Fish Creek was a
first class feeder to Oneida Lake, the Oswego River and Lake Ontario but over fishing, water
quality and dams wiped them out. Dr. Robert Behnke, a national icon in salmonid biology and
management, (who incidentally has just published a definitive work on Trout and Salmon of North
America) told our club a few years ago that the salmon in Lake Ontario were a mixture of both
sea run stock that migrated into the North Atlantic to mature and landlocked strains that matured
in Lake Ontario before returning to Lake Ontario tributaries to spawn. Dwight A. Webster,
Professor of Fishery Science at Cornell University in his 1982 'monograph on the Early History of
Atlantic Salmon in New York quoted Hugh M. Smith of the U.S. Fish Commission in 1890 as
saying “The narration of the previous abundance of the salmon in Lake Ontario and its tributary
streams reads like a romance.” In his own words Webster said “Lake Ontario and certain lesser
lakes tributary to the St. Lawrence river represented the most striking worldwide example of
freshwater colonization by the Atlantic salmon. In New York, salmon invaded the interior waters
of the Oswego River system: Seneca, Cayuga, Oneida and Onondaga Lakes. But our legacy in
Atlantic salmon in New York State and the Province of Ontario disappeared well over a century

ago, and inevitable consequence of rapid settlement by the colonists of North America”



Atlantic salmon are spawned in rivers and spend their infancy in their natal stream. After the
passage of time, depending on their particular strain cﬁaracteristics, they experience a milestone in
the maturation process called smolting where they leave their natal stream and move downstream
in search of bigger water in which to mature. Upon reaching maturity, they return to the stream
where they were born to complete the cycle of spawning. Unlike most of the salmonid species in
the Lake Ontario system now, Atlantic salmon do not all die after spawning. Depending on the
rigors of the spawn, a percentage of these fish will live to spawn two or more times.
Unfortunately Oneida Lake provides limited water for the fish to mature but Lake Ontario

contains significant habitat to support growth to maturity.

Your report notes that Cornell researchers caught one Atlantic salmon in a net last year. The
number of Atlantic salmon resident in the system is greater than that. Over the past six years our
group has stocked a limited number of Atlantic salmon fry, about one inch in length, in Fish Creek
and its tributaries. Some of our work has been in conjunction with a doctoral candidate from the
SUNY College of Environmental Science and forestry. We have learned much from her and
from reports of anglers within the Creek and lake system. We know that our fish survive well in
Fish Creek. We have seen fish up to 18 inches long in Oneida Lake. We feel that our restoration
efforts would be greatly enhanced by fish passage on the Oswego River because this would at
least give the fish the option to range into Lake Ontario and eéxperience greater growth and health
and create the possibilities for evolutionary development of diverse populations and strains of fish
necessary for a healthy fishery. High quality nursery streams exists. The deep water habitat exists
in Lake Ontario with improving water quality. We need to make the connection of the two by
creating upstream and downstream passage for migration. We have found fish that could only be
from fry that we stocked in other areas. We have verified and reliable reports from the Oneida
River at Caughdenoy, two miles upstream from the lake in Canaseraga Creek, the mouth of Scriba
Creek, and numerous reports from both the east and west Branch of Fish Creek. By at least some

measures of success, salmon are doing well in the Oneida Lake system and we continue to



improve our knowledge of what might be needed to bring back this native species.

Watershed advocacy starts at the local level. Each stakeholder has a contribution to make as well
expectations for water quality that depend on others within the hydrologic system. Each
stakeholder looks upstream to see what their upstream neighbors are sending downstream. Our
group suggests that you need to incorporate a new approach to watershed managemént and its
impact on the biotic life in the system by looking downstream as well as upstream for the inputs
that contribute to a healthy ecosystem. If this study ignores the opportunity to advocate for fish
passage necessary for the return of this native and other possible positive impacts, you will miss
an opportunity that may not come again soon because we have scarce resources for work such as
yours. We understand and appreciate the complexity of what we suggest and the pressures to
Lake Ontario, Oneida Lake and elsewhere that influence success in our endeavors but change has

to start somewhere and your support could be an important first step.






| look forward to your response to the concerns | have raised, and to the County’s
continued participation in the Oneida Lake watershed planning process in the
future.

Sincerely,

Nicholas
County Executive

cC: Honorable James T. Walsh
Honorable Sherwood L. Boehlert



