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In Attendance (29 –24) affiliations):

Larry Benoit, TRPA* 



Cheryl Lee, CTC/TBAC




Roger Jacobson, DRI



Kip Allander, USGS

Rita Whitney, TRPA*



Kim Carr, CTC

Mike Brisbin, City of Sparks*


Jason Kuchnicki, NDEP 
Rick Susfalk, DRI*


 
Phillip Brozek, ACOE

Chris Ennes, NDOT



Teresa Jones, NDOT

Jennifer Quickel, ELDOT


Jason Drew, NTCD

Mark Palmer, High Sierra Lab/TRG

Kim Melody, TRCD*

Tom Swan, City of Sparks


Lance Bell, WetLAB

Michelle Kramer, WetLAB


Terry Powers, STPUD

Mary Horvath, WRC Nevada


Don Lafara, NSHD

Jack Ruckman, Nv Bureau of License 
Tamara Pelham, NDEP

Bruce Holmgren, NDEP


John Kobza, Sierra Environmental Lab

Russ Weigart, CSLT



Matt Weikel, AAL-Environmental

Robin Eppard, RCI

* - Attended previous meeting 
The meeting was called to order, introductions were made, and the agenda was reviewed.   

Discussion of Lab Issues— This topic was the majority of discussion on several different issues.  Detection and reporting limits/levels was a big issue, and the guidelines will be changed to reflect the intent of this category to reflect our need for low-level nutrient analysis.  The guidelines had both detection limit and reporting level, neither of which gets to our objective.  The chemist were very helpful to us on what these different lab measurement are intended to describe, and Jack Ruckman from Nevada Bureau of Licensing have followed up with a very succinct letter for inclusion in the guidelines.  Upon discussion of what the guidelines is intending, the detection limit column will be deleted and the reporting level, is actually the Reported Detection Level, and that is also known as the Practical Quantitation Limit.  Jack describes this as “the lower limit that it is practical to report a measured concentration”.  This limit is usually at least 2.5 times the method detection limit, which is the internal lab measurement related to instrumentation and methods.  The bottom line is confidence in methods and analysis that is repeatable, comparable and defensible.  Please refer to Appendix B of the guidelines for the tables and Jack’s letter.

Another topic was the state certification of a lab and the need or desire for such.  After a lively discussion where research projects and regulatory needs were compared, it is not clear how essential certification is, or if it is an issue.  When asked of the lab’s represented, how many had state certification, most raised their hands.   We also discussed the USGS Blind Sample Reference program, which was offered as a QA option last fall.  It was decided the guidelines recommends a lab be either state certified or enroll in the USGS program of review.  And it was stressed that along with any project some level of a QA plan be written and followed.
Monitoring Coordination--    Kim Carr from the CTC expressed some need for a more formalized feedback loop for the monitoring data to the future project designs.  We have the funding to do some water quality monitoring and effectiveness studies, the projects are engaged, how do we learn from them?  There is not in place a procedure to engage the researchers with the project design engineer’s to look at the very early design of the project to incorporate recent knowledge.  It was suggested a list be developed with scientists and researchers with of a variety of expertise to be solicited for future project design.  There was a discussion of the role of the new Storm water Design group, and the potential for influence in that realm.  This will be a topic of future ideas.

Water Quality Issues in the guidelines— The October 1998 Science Symposium resulted in the development of a list of water quality research needs and analysis questions.  The SAG and LTIMP worked up a draft, which was reviewed at the 1999 February Symposium.  LTIMP then took these 12 “issues”, and added a 13th and expanded and attempted to gain a status of the current state of knowledge on each issue.  This was turned back to the SAG, and the issues eventually became the basis for the Key Management questions and the Budget Change Proposal request from TRPA and Lahontan for additional funding from California.  IT was mentioned in the guidelines and a search was on for our original drafts.  If anyone has an electronic copy, please forward to the chair, thanks to Tim Rowe for faxes of two hard copies, and original and one with comments.  Copies will be distributed at the next meeting, it would be beneficial to relook at these issue to assess where the monitoring is and what is being accomplished.

Next LTIMP Subcommittee Meeting:

  WEDNESDAY July 3, 2002 

                             @ 9:00 am to 12:00 pm

            
@ South Lake Tahoe City Council Chambers

Draft AGENDA 

9:00 am
Introductions-Minutes-Agenda Review

9:15 am
 ACOE groundwater project-Meegan Nagy

10:00 am
 Lab additions to guidelines, general review
  

10:30 am
Monitoring Recap for 2003

11:00 am
TIIMS update/ Database entry/TRG spreadsheet

11:45 am
Next Agenda

