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Topic List:
1. Nearshore Turbidity Update – Ken Taylor
2. Discussion of LTIMP Work Plan Items – Steve Patterson, Brent Wolfe

Topic Summaries:
These summaries are compiled from second-hand summaries of the meeting and may need updates for accuracy. -CP
Nearshore Turbidity Update – Ken Taylor
This work (funded by NDSL, Lahontan, and TRPA) used boat-mounted turbidity, chlorophyll, and temperature sensors to map the spatial and temporal variations in these parameters near the shore. Surveys around the entire lake shore, taken over several years and in multiple seasons, show the area from The Upper Truckee River along the southeast shore to the Casino district have elevated turbidity. More detained surveys were made every few weeks in a variety of meteorological conditions from June 2002 to August 2003 along the southeast shore. Mineral particles from the Upper Truckee River and Bijou Creek have a large adverse effect on near shore clarity. Turbidity levels in excess of the water quality 1 threshold were observed. The current water quality threshold for the shallow portions of Lake Tahoe are ambiguous and do not provide a meaningful level of protection for the lake. The current monitoring program for the shallow portions of lake does not produce useful data. A new threshold and monitoring plan should be developed for the shallow portions of the lake.
  Ken’s presentation and technical report are both available on-line at http://tahoenearshore.dri.edu under the presentations and reports link.
Discussion of LTIMP Work Plan Items – Steve Patterson, Brent Wolfe

The second topic of the meeting was a discussion of the work items in the new 2004 LTIMP Work Plan.  Thanks to Steve and Brent for leading this discussion!  I will summarize by item number:
1. Meetings- the group agreed that the monthly meeting is very important, that we should leave plenty of time to discuss topics/presentations at the meetings.  Members would like to focus on discussion of monitoring issues including turbidity vs. SSC, what to sample for, and methods of sampling.  People also want to know the who, what and where of monitoring in the basin.
2. LTIMP Relationship/Role – a very important issue.  The group seemed to feel that SAG and SWQIC are two of the most important groups to stay in touch with.  LTIMP should identify members who attend these groups and designate them as liaisons.  Another good idea was to hold joint meetings on an occasional basis.
3. R&M Inventories- The group does consider this a valuable resource and would like to integrate the information on the EIP R&M database, Lahontan Spreadsheet, and TIIMS website.  The group discussed creating a database of completed projects (monitoring or WQ/EC?), however there was uncertainty that this is a viable LTIMP task.
4. LTIMP “Review” Process- This discussion was led by Brent and is motivated by funders’ need for more formal monitoring project peer-review.  The group was uncertain if LTIMP is the best venue for official review, but that the group is a good pool of potential reviewers.  One of the bigger difficulties would be funding reviewers to take the time for a complete effort.  Since there is no mechanism for this funding through LTIMP, we have decided that LTIMP’s process should continue to be an informal review.  The purpose of this review would be to inform researchers of new projects, prevent duplications of effort, and offer rapid feedback (verbal questions) to strengthen the monitoring project’s methods.  One idea for the format would be a 15 minute presentation of new projects with 15 minutes for questions afterwards.  The LTIMP chair would select presentations of interest to the group.  These concepts may be integrated into the CTC funding guidelines in the future.
5. De-Icing Subgroup- this subgroup had a very successful first meeting and is under the capable guidance of Robert Erlich.  The DI&A subgroup will disseminate their findings more widely and plans to present findings to the full LTIMP by the end of the summer.

6. Science-Design Workshop- This item will help implementers/designers find out what researchers are discovering and also allow researchers/funders to hear about the questions of interest to implementers/designers.  The group discussed that this could take the place of the LTIMP meeting for the month and that members should provide topics, and issues that should be presented.  This item will create a working relationship with the SWQIC, which will most likely take the organizational lead after they complete their current FEA document.  Members:  LTIMP researchers will play a crucial role in the success of this effort.  Our effective participation will reflect positively on all monitoring efforts in the basin.  Funders will be looking to see if monitoring improves the design of water quality projects.  During the next month please consider how your work could contribute to this workshop.
7. Review & Comment on KMQs- The Chair (and group) has recognized that this is a hot issue and that we should be careful in addressing it.  The group is considering aiming its efforts at adding another level of specificity to the outline structure of the KMQs.  (eg take 1.1.1 to 1.1.1.1)  In any case, the focus on these questions will make more basin scientists aware of the KMQ updates and encourage discussion of the topics of concern.
8. Rank Monitoring Protocols – This task was interpreted/adjusted by the group to a review of the current LTIMP monitoring guidelines.  The best suggestion for update includes a section on autosampling vs. grabsampling.  The group thought a subgroup would be a good way to handle this kind of work.  The group also wanted to further define the relationship between the LTIMP, CalTrans, and TRG monitoring documents guidance documents.  Interested parties can find some commentary on the particular strengths of these documents in the Nov. 2003 LTIMP report
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The next meeting will take place in the TRPA conference room on Wednesday May 2, 2004 at 9 AM.  Meetings are normally held on the first Wednesday morning of every month.








Upper Truckee Report


Finalize “Review” Process


Discuss Research Symposium
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