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LTIMP Minutes 5-2001


Water Quality Working Group

Lake Tahoe Interagency Monitoring Program (LTIMP) 

Subcommittee

Next LTIMP Meeting: 

WEDNESDAY October 3, 2001 

@ 9:00 am to 1:00 pm  

@ City Council Chambers

Meeting Minutes – September 5, 2001

In Attendance (16 –12) affiliations):

Rita Whitney, TRPA* 



Kim Carr, CTC



Robert Erlich, Lahontan RWQCB * 

Andrea Buxton, TRG * 

Mark Palmer, TRG/High Sierra Lab*

Janel Gifford, EDOT

Stefan Schuster, CDM 


Clayton Chappell, EDOT

Cheryl Lee, CTC, AmeriCorp


Dave Zander, CTC
Vern Finney, NRCS*



Kip Allander, USGS
Jason Drew, NTCD*



Scott Hackley, TRG*




Rick Susfalk, DRI



Dave Prudic, USGS

* - Attended previous meeting 
Meeting was called to order and agenda was reviewed for changes or additions.

Pioneer III pre project Monitoring- Dave Prudic, USGS

Dave presented the preliminary results of the year long pre-project monitoring of the Cattleman’s erosion control detention basin.  The purpose of the study is to determine the fate of contaminants in surface runoff, sediments, and shallow ground water through the basin.  The rate and direction of ground water flow is essential to estimating the timing of nutrient transport and potential contaminant transport from the basin through the subsurface to Cold Creek.  A series of thirty wells were installed in October of 2000, 24 shallow 5-10 ft. in depth, and some deeper to 15 ft.  There was a distinct organic rich soil layer below the fill, and several stringers of coarse sand throughout.  Even though this has been a fairly dry year, the ground water elevation remained quite high, at the organic rich layer.  There is an upward gradient to this layer and flow is generally down valley.  The disturbing information related to the significant head relationship at the first meander bend of Cold Creek.  Ironically, the reconfiguration of the stream to a more sinuous pattern has posed a potential ground water discharge point. The water chemistry indicates high iron and NH4, consistent with a reducing environment.  More work will continue, particle size on the sediments, interaction of ground water to the stream, and sampling of the storm events and flow patterns, retention time of the basin, ect. 

USFS Erosion Funding, CURTEM- Sue Norman

Sue gave a brief overview of the August CURTEM meeting of the recipients of 2001 

Erosion Control funding.  One clear item from the review of the monitoring plans submitted was the wide range in list of constituents and detection limits.  One major purpose of this years grant process was to ensure data comparability between the projects within CURTEM and all the other project monitoring going on in Tahoe.  The result of this meeting led to agendas these items for the next LTIMP.

Detection Limits, Monitoring Constituents

 As explained above, the issue of consistent sample parameters and detection limits occupied the remainder of the meeting.   The list of constituents for most projects was fairly consistent, and the discussion was centered on what are the minimums and what can be optional.  I have included the write up from the review of this meeting:

………group agreed upon a list of constituents that should initially be analyzed for each sample collected, and those that may be sampled less frequently, depending on the individual project characteristics.  The group also determined minimum recommended detection limits for the various constituents.  

Constituents to be sampled every time:

	TP
	5 ug/l

	SRP/OP
	5 ug/l

	DP
	5 ug/l

	NO2/NO3
	10 ug/l

	TSS
	1 mg/l 

	
	


Constituents that may be sampled less frequently:

	NH4
	5 ug/l

	TKN
	50 ug/l

	TURB
	.2 NTU


In additional it was determined that each project should provide a summary of their QA/QC standards, so that these can be reviewed for adequacy and consistency.  

Kip from the USGS described the QA reference sampling program that is required fort he tributary program.   This is a blind sample reference sent twice a year to the lab for analysis, and the lab is ranked on accuracy.  The cost is $30 per sample.  

Next meeting will continue these discussions. 

Round Robin
Rita and Kip laid out the results of last June’s priority listing of the monitoring program (known as LTIMP) that TRPA and the USGS have been jointly funding since 1987.  The network as a whole was laid out by the various components, surface water gages, ground water network, seepage run, ect.  The responses from last June showed that the majority voted to keep as much of the network intact, and the most cost effective choice was to drop the middle gaged stations on Ward and Edgewood Creeks.  This was a painful decision process, and Kip appealed to the group to consider any funding source available to continue these two sites.  TRPA will ask for an increase to the baseline budget, but is tied to a two-year cycle because of the Nevada legislative structure.

There was a smaller meeting that afternoon to distribute the status of the monitoring database Steve Patterson and EDAW have been updating since last year.  The Upper Truckee pilot watershed was posted to the TRPA website, ftp.trpa.org. There have been problems with people using our ftp site for malicious purposes, so the user name and password will be changed monthly.  If you would like access, email gis@trpa.org for the current password.  
The issue of additions and changes to the database is still unresolved; please take a moment to look at what is listed to date, especially if you have monitoring stations in the Upper Truckee/Trout watershed.  This layer will only be useful is accurate.  The next step is to begin new watersheds, priority given to those with currently funded projects.  Some choices being Tahoe City and Incline areas.  
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