Water Quality Working Group

Lake Tahoe Interagency Monitoring Program (LTIMP) 

Subcommittee

Next LTIMP Meeting: 

WEDNESDAY November 4, 2002 

@ 9:00 am to 12:00 pm  

@ South Lake Tahoe City Council Chambers

Meeting Minutes – October 2, 2002

In Attendance (18 –13) affiliations):

Rita Whitney, TRPA* 



Alan Heyvaert, TRG*




Mahmood Azad, WRC


Kip Allander, USGS*



Kim Carr, CTC



Larry Benoit, TRPA

Russ Wigart, CSLT



Raph Townsend, TRG

Bruc Lee, ELDOT*



Ada Sue Johnson, USFS

Roger Jacobsen, DRI



Rick Susfalk, DRI*

Mark Palmer, High Sierra Lab/TRG

Robin Eppard, RCI

John Kobza, Sierra Environmental Lab
Robert Erlich, Lahontan

Kim Melody, TRCD*



Jack Landy, Lahontan

* - Attended previous meeting 
The meeting was called to order, introductions were made, and the agenda was reviewed.  A change had been made on the order of the first two agenda items, with the Angora SEZ project moved to 10 am. 

Round Robin—A brief discussion on the QE’s for monitoring applications coming to Rita for expedited review.  The issue of the property owner signature’s for the applicant as the authorizing agent has come up in some of the Placer TMDL applications.  Most of these applications are technically exempt from project permitting, either under an MOU with TRPA or simply under the cubic yardage of disturbance.  This process to require some different type of permitting specific to monitoring installations was initiated to provide several things:

· A means to document monitoring installations for database/coordination efforts;

· To address any potential complaints from nearby property owners, especially in SEZ’s; 

· To insure the least disturbance and scenic impacts as possible, (brown is better than green, thanks to Caltrans for repainting their shelters!);

· To better track exempt activites covered under our MOU’s;

· As a expedited permit process and to flag those that will require a permit very early in the planning process so that installations can be timely for data collection. 

Rita has scheduled a meeting with the Project Review division to assess and possibly refine and add additional criteria for this process.  As the permitting arm of TRPA, the Project Review division must stay informed and recognize this process for approval of these structures.  The refinement may include clear categories of applications that will definitely require a permit, as the time frame for QE’s and regular permits are quite different.  There will likely be some follow-up at the Nov. meeting.

The job announcement for the TRG monitoring position has been extended for several more weeks, the pool of applications was not as large as hoped for. 

Monitoring updates-- Heavenly Valley/USFS monitoring is being worked out as part of the Lahontan permitting, unfortunately Lahontan has no leverage on the Nevada side.  The USFS will be coordinating with the USGS on the Edgewood Tributary site below Boulder Lodge to insure comparable results, as that site will be dropped from the LTIMP network..  The USGS/TRPA LTIMP network  is once again short of funding from inflation costs applied for the first time since the last revision in 1991.  The major cuts have been to drop the ungaged miscellaneous sites with the exception of the newly added Rosewood Creek,  and not to take the fall Seepage Run this year.  This effort requires quite a bit of USGS personnel and it’s likely to be very similar to last years, given the same dry conditions.  The good news was the avoidance of having to drop another gaged site, the next one on the priority preference list (from the LTIMP last year would be the middle Incline, site of a potential expansion for the Sierra Nevada College.  If anyone would like a copy of the current contract with changes highlighted, see Rita or Kip.

Angora Creek SEZ Project-  Bruce Lee from El Dorado County Erosion Team gave an introduction to the Angora Creek SEZ Monitoring Plan prepared by Graham Matthews Ass.  Bruce handed out a cost spreadsheet, TRPA has since received the complete monitoring plan and applications for the monitoring stations, if anyone would like a copy, see Rita.  Graham went through the goals of the project, listed below from the plan document:

· Reduce Bed and Bank Erosion

· Restore Stream Function and Floodplain Connectivity

· Improve Riparian Habitat

· Restore Former Wet Meadow Hydrology

· Remove Fish Migration

· Enhance and Protect Previous Restoration Work in Watershed

The monitoring plan is 12 pages followed by 60 pages of the QA Plan.  The objectives are to see the project completeness and did it do what was intended?  The equipment lilst provided includes continuous flow and turbidity to according to protocols from the Redwood Science Labs Threshold Turbidity Sampling (TTS, Lews 1996, Lewis and Eads 1996, 1998, 2001)   Jennifer Quickel had a comment for  the guidelines including this reference.  Sample analysis was to include grab samples using USGS protocols for SSC, but no nutrient analysis was included.  A discussion on this point by the groups resulted in a question of whether the $8400 YSI Multi-Parameter Sonde would not be better spent on some nutrient chemistry.  

There are 11 groundwater wells upstream of View Circle and 4 downstream to provide information on the wet meadow hydrology, with 2 seasons of pre-project monitoring planned.  Ther was discussion of the channel profiles, history of fire and the subdivison causes increased slope and instability.  Longitudinal profiles will assist in placement of grade control structures in this area.  Monitoring installations are scheduled for November.

 EIP Research and Monitoring Working Group-   The role of LTIMP in relation to some of the new groups was discussed, in particular to SAG and the review of the Key Management questions.  The SAG has taken to task a review of these questions formulated a few years ago to guide programs and projects needed to address Tahoe Basin issues.  Alan H. encouraged in particular managers to take a hard look and comment on these questions, to hopefully bridge the gap of research to management decisions.  LTIMP’s role as a review and input to these types of efforts was still felt to be very valuable and should continue.  The chair has questioned if LTIMP should not meet for a few months to let these groups work through items and not cause lack of attendance from ‘over-meetingitis’.  It was decided some project presentations would be a good use of the next several meetings, anyone whop has or knows of a data collection effort that is ready and willing to present findings should contact the chair.

Fertilizer Management Plan—Larry Benoit handed out the latest draft of the fertilizer management language being drafted to comply with a 2001 Threshold Evaluation Recommendation.  The group had some comments;  in regard to some confusion on setbacks and the Shorezone recommend add some definitions for these terms; to add plant nurseries to existing uses; how important a public education effort this is, and how citizen involvement could help.
