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LTIMP Minutes 5-2001


Water Quality Working Group

Lake Tahoe Interagency Monitoring Program (LTIMP) 

Subcommittee

Next LTIMP Meeting: 

WEDNESDAY November 7, 2001 

@ 9:00 am to 1:00 pm  

@ City Council Chambers

Meeting Minutes – October 3, 2001

In Attendance (22 –14) affiliations):

Rita Whitney, TRPA* 



Kim Carr, CTC*



Robert Erlich, Lahontan RWQCB * 

Andrea Buxton, TRG * 

Mark Palmer, TRG/High Sierra Lab*

Russ Wigart, CSLT*

Stefan Schuster, CDM* 


Clayton Chappell, EDOT*

Cheryl Lee, CTC, AmeriCorp*

Todd Mihevc, DRI
Roger Jacobson, DRI*


Kip Allander, USGS
Jason Drew, NTCD*



Terry Powers, STPUD




Rick Susfalk, DRI*



Bruce Warden, Lahontan

Larry Feinson, USGS


Lou Regenmorter, CDM (Caltrans)

Sue Norman, USFS*


Masoud Kayhanian, UCD, (Caltrans)

Michele Kramer, Acculabs


Lance Bell, Acculabs

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

Review of current Constituent parameters and detection limits
In trying to recap both the CURTEM meeting of August and the last LTIMP in September, following is a listing of some of the points for discussion:

· Constituent list-minimum list and optional list.

· Detection level

· Analytical methods

· Water samples vs. sediment or other media

· Sediment, particle size, TSS vs. SSC

· QA and Standard Reference sampling

· Sampling scenarios- storms, deicing, BMPs, ect. 

This list represents an attempt to recap what was covered at the Sept. meeting, and to further those not covered.  In particular project implementers were asked to bring the lab representative to iron out differences in analytical methods and detection limits.  There were enough chemists present to enable discussions, the analyte of concern centered on ammonia (NH4).  The detection limit of 5 micrograms, although the labs agreed it could be done, it will reflect in a confidence level.  After much back and forth debate on that limit, it was agreed to let it stand for now and allow those labs not easily able to meet that limits time to develop capability.  As NH4 is often either present or absent, and it is listed as a constituent that may be dropped if found to not be present, it’s detection limit may simply not be a problem.  The rest of the list stands, with explanation again on the importance of first year screening for all constituents for a site-specific parameter list to be developed.

Masoud from UCD brought attention to the Caltrans Stormwater Protocols, a direct result of trying to standardize their statewide monitoring efforts.  It was pointed out not to try and re-invent, and the standard parameter list was copied to review and modify for the Tahoe Basin.  It was discussed to use a % basis for detection, Caltrans polled those labs that could make 60% or higher for the minimum detection limit.  70 % of their contract labs could not and were released from contract.  There were also definitions of detection limit as opposed to reporting limits.  For the CURTEM purposes, Sue will go with the list below, other monitoring projects not currently funded with these dollars are strongly recommended to follow these guidelines.  They will be incorporated into the LTIMP Protocols, and CTC assures they will be adopted as part of their revised guidelines.  

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


The web site address for the blind sample reference program analysis, there was not formal decision at this time; labs should be looking into it.  

A brief discussion on the use of preservation for nutrients determined that it was not widely used in Tahoe; turn around time to the lab was the preferred choice.  Chilling of the samples was even more important, and this should be a standard practice for all samples.  

There was not enough time to even begin the sediment/particle size/TSS discussion, so this will be the top priority in November, as well as sampling scenarios, the use of automatic samplers and what protocols to agree on for these (composite, whole hydrograph, ect).

It is very important that those recently involved in automatic sample collection attend next LTIMP!  These are no need for every project to spend time and sampling budget to determine timing and frequency of sampling when we have some experience from current and past projects to guide us.  Some of the key points of discussion will be composite vs. single samples, and the time interval/flow weighted issues of sampling.

Round Robin
Rita outlined the proposed Qualified Exempt permitting for water quality installations now in project review for approval.  This will streamline the application procedure for those relatively small and simple monitoring projects that would normally require a full permit process.  The big issue for most installations is grading in the SEZ and the scenic impact of the structure.  One major divide for QE or full permit, is any in-channel work in a flowing stream or mechanical equipment used will require a permit.  This will also be any excellent source for tracking and imputing sites into the database.  Any questions to Rita, the plan is to have the application on our web site with all the other permits.  

_____________________________________________________________________

Next LTIMP Subcommittee Meeting:

  WEDNESDAY November 7, 2001 

                             @ 9:00 am to 12:30 pm

                 @ South Lake Tahoe City Council Chambers

1900 Lake Tahoe Blvd, South Lake Tahoe

Draft AGENDA 

9:00 am
Introductions-Minutes-Agenda Review

9:10 am
Caltrans/CDM- Results of Monitoring Data

10:00 am
Review of sediment sampling- TSS vs. SSC, particle size 
11:00 am
Automatic Samplers- Possible Protocols

12:15 pm 
Round Robin /Next Agenda

