Stormwater Work Group

Wednesday, March 10, 2010    9:00 AM – 3:00 PM 

USGS Conference Room
934 Broadway, Tacoma
Draft Summary

of the Meeting’s Key Discussions, Decisions and Agreements  

Attendees:

Work Group Members and Alternates, and the organizations or groups they represent:  Neil Aaland (Washington Association of Counties), Local Governments; Alison Chamberlain (Mason Co.), Local Governments; Mindy Fohn (Kitsap Co.), Local Governments; Jonathan Frodge (Seattle), Local Governments; Dick Gersib (WSDOT), State Agencies; Heather Kibbey (Everett), Local Governments; DeeAnn Kirkpatrick (National Marine Fisheries Service), Federal Agencies; Bill Moore (WA Dept. of Ecology), State Agencies; Kit Paulsen (Bellevue), Local Governments; Tony Paulson (USGS), Federal Agencies; Tom Putnam (Puget Soundkeeper Alliance), Environmental Groups; Jim Simmonds (King Co.), Local Governments and the Work Group’s Chair; Carol Smith (WA Conservation Commission), Agriculture; Heather Trim (People for Puget Sound), Environmental Groups; and Bruce Wulkan (Puget Sound Partnership), State Agencies. 
Work Group Staff: Karen Dinicola (Ecology), Project Manager; Leska Fore (Statistical Design), Facilitator
Others in Attendance: Mark Biever, Thurston County; Scott Collyard, WA Dept. of Ecology; Julie Lowe, WA Dept. of Ecology.

Work Group Striving to Complete Draft Strategy Documents Before End of April
The implementation plan chapter leads for the three categories of monitoring accepted the responsibility for editing the corresponding sections of the scientific framework.  Karen Dinicola will do the remaining editing necessary to implement the work group’s decisions that resulted from discussions of the comments on the scientific framework.

The work group spent the morning in small groups discussing major decisions that need to be made, focusing on finalizing the study designs for the three categories of monitoring in the scientific framework and recommending an approach for completing and implementing those study designs.  The work group agreed to create a succinct implementation plan document that recommends roles and responsibilities, and a scientific framework that provides sufficient detail to support and explain the next steps recommended in the implementation plan.

The work group agreed to try to meet the following schedule for completing and releasing the draft strategy documents: 
March 24: make all major decisions needed to guide writing teams, focus on 3 categories of monitoring
April 7: draft documents due to work group
April 14: SWG meeting to discuss the draft documents and the process ahead
April 19: all revised chapters to Karen Dinicola
April 21: Karen sends compiled documents to work group
April 28: SWG does fatal flaw review of both documents
April 29 or 30: document out to public for review and comment period through May 26

Work Group Begins Discussions on Status & Trends, Source Identification, and Effectiveness

The work group discussed the hypotheses proposed by the status-and-trends and effectiveness monitoring chapter writing teams and the approach proposed by the source identification and effectiveness chapter writing teams.  Each chapter writing team is at different stage in revising the scientific framework and recommending roles and responsibilities for implementation of these three categories of monitoring.  The strategy framework for all three is broader than the NPDES municipal stormwater permit requirements.  
For Status-and-Trends Monitoring: In the draft scientific framework released in November, the hypotheses did not match the study designs.  This team is working with the initial hypotheses and adding hypotheses to test whether bioaccumulation of toxics and impairment of primary contact and drinking water, due to stormwater effects, are decreasing.  At our next meeting the team will have specific proposals for the monitoring indicators and study designs and recommendations for next steps and roles and responsibilities.  The team wants work group agreement on the overall strategy and scales.
For Source Identification Monitoring: The purpose of this monitoring is to provide a consistent, iterative approach for diagnosing stressors that cause impairment and assessing the progress of ongoing education and source control practices; the team proposes an approach that improves consistency and cost-effectiveness of current practices.  The team wants work group agreement on prioritization of categories of threats and tracking recommendations.  They are asking for feedback on the level of detail provided.
For Effectiveness Monitoring: The team proposes a combined effort by many entities. They are working with the same categories of hypotheses that were in the draft scientific framework (plus the two categories the work group added) and hope to quantify the improvements in water quality that are gained by specific practices.  The team wants work group agreement on the hypotheses, the scale of effectiveness monitoring (basin or subbasin) and the proposed level of effort for NPDES municipal stormwater permittees.  They also need feedback on level of detail.
Each chapter lead will work with Karen Dinicola and Jonathan Frodge to coordinate data quality objectives and standard methods and protocols that will be needed across the three categories of monitoring.  Two summary chapters (Roles and Responsibilities, and Costs) will come from recommendations in other chapters.

Work Group Assigns Chair and Staff to Begin Planning May 19 Public Workshop

The work group members, feeling pressed to successfully complete the writing assignments discussed above, assigned Chair Jim Simmonds and Project Manager Karen Dinicola to work with Facilitator Margaret Norton Arnold to develop a straw agenda for the workshop, which will be held at the Renton Community Center.  The work group liked the previous workshop design and agrees that participants will be interested both in learning how their comments were addressed in changes to the scientific framework and in giving feedback on the proposed implementation plan.  The introduction to the workshop should provide context: how the Partnership will move forward with developing its ecosystem indicators and monitoring program; how Ecology will use the documents to inform the permits (can Ted Sturdevant give the keynote?); and how the regional program we propose builds on what is happening now.  We need to set clear expectations about what we can manage in June and that therefore we are looking for “fatal flaws” at this time; other comments will be considered by the work group after delivering the living documents to Ecology and the Partnership in early July 2010.


The Work Group’s Next Scheduled Meetings Are: 
Wednesday, March 24th from 9am-3pm at the USGS Office in Tacoma (brown bag lunch) 
Wednesday, April 14th from 9am-3pm at the USGS Office in Tacoma (brown bag lunch) 
Wednesday, April 28th from 9am-3pm at the USGS Office in Tacoma (brown bag lunch)
Our third Public Workshop will be:

Wednesday, May 19th from 9am-3pm at the Renton Community Center
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