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Wednesday, October 15, 2008    1:00 – 4:00 p.m. 

University of Washington, Tacoma Room GWP 320

Draft Summary 

of the Meeting’s Key Discussions, Decisions, and Agreements 

Attendees and the organizations or groups they represent: 

Pam Bennet-Cumming (Mason County), Local Governments; Bruce Crawford, NOAA Fisheries; Julie Hall (Seattle), Local Governments; Heather Kibbey (Everett), Local Governments; Bill Moore, Washington State Department of Ecology; Gary Turney, U.S. Geological Survey; Heather Trim (People for Puget Sound), the Environmental Caucus; Bruce Wulkan, Puget Sound Partnership; Karen Dinicola (Ecology), Project Manager; and Damon Diessner (Environmental Strategies in Action), Facilitator.

Core Group Discusses Approach for Prioritizing Assessment Questions

The group discussed how to define what type of monitoring and assessment prioritization criteria and process should be used and why. Priorities from the FY 2009 Cooperative Monitoring, Evaluation and Research Committee (CMER) Work Plan were considered. The Group discussed questions that could be posed, the answers to which could then help develop a monitoring strategy. Those questions included:

· Is there a stormwater management action or decision that can be made?

· Is there a stormwater management or other driver bringing a sense of urgency or timeliness to decision making?

· Does a logical sequencing of monitoring and analysis affect priorities or ranking?   

· What will have the biggest impact in removing an environmental threat?

· Where, when and to what does the threat occur? (Threats may change seasonally, with life stages, etc.)

· How much risk is there to the threatened resource?

· How important is the threatened resource?

· How certain are we of the scientific basis on which we are making management decisions?

· What resources are being allocated to activities affected by the management decisions being made?

· Would the cost of a study to answer the question be reasonable?  Is the assessment question posed at the appropriate scale and level of detail?

· Are there questions that need to be answered first, in order to answer others?

Between now and the November 12 Core Group meeting, Julie will develop some proposed criteria. Gary and Karen will help.

Core Group Refines the List of Assessment Questions

The Group considered how to distill the questions down to an appropriate, manageable level of detail and scale for developing study designs before proceeding with prioritization.  The Group refined the “Characterization” category of questions, and the new list is included at the end of this summary.  In refining the questions, the Group considered potential sub-categories of questions and in so doing considered whether there might be opportunities to combine sub-questions.

The Group discussed what, from individuals’ perspectives, are the biggest stormwater issues in PS and in general agreed that the biggest issues are likely: nutrients in Hood Canal; nutrients and pathogens in the south Sound; toxic chemicals in the central Sound; and in streams, on a scale of urbanization, flow to toxics.  Do the questions reflect these issues?  The Group also looked at several of the DPSIR (Driver/Pressure/State/ Impact/Response) risk assessment conceptual models developed by the indicators group of the Puget Sound Partnership to consider how they might inform priorities. 

From this summer’s brainstorming exercise, Karen has a list of questions that apply to all categories (i.e., “what can we build on?”) that might be helpful and will get those out to the Core Group with the refined questions.  

Between now and the November 12 Core Group meeting, Karen will refine the ambient status and trends questions. Gary will help.

Core Group will Propose a Definition of “Stormwater”

This group should offer a definition of stormwater to the Work Group.  To what level do we need to distinguish “urban and urbanizing” from “agriculture and forestry” runoff in defining “stormwater”? The focus of this effort is clearly on the urban/urbanizing areas; and further on “hardened surfaces.” Karen will forward the September email chain regarding a stormwater definition.  Anyone interested should propose a stormwater definition prior to the next Core Group meeting.

Next Steps

In preparing for the December 11 Stormwater Work Group meeting, the Core Group will further refine the assessment questions and come to agreement on a list of questions to guide the Stormwater Work Group in ranking and prioritizing the assessment questions.  All materials will be sent out to the Work Group members and interested parties no later than December 4th.

Upcoming Meetings

The next Core Group meeting is from 1:00 to 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday November 12 at the University of Washington, Tacoma Room GWP 320.  The meeting that had been scheduled for Wednesday December 10 will be tentatively rescheduled about a week earlier. 

The Stormwater Work Group will have its next meeting on Thursday December 11, 2008 from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. at the Rhodes Center in Tacoma.

Refined list for the second category of assessment questions in Appendix 1 of the SWG Work Plan

Stormwater Characterization Status and Trends

What are the relative contributions of stormwater to harm compared with other pathways in the Puget Sound basin?  How do these relative contributions vary geographically and how are they changing over time? 

[Note: This question is beyond the scope of the Stormwater Work Group; however we propose to contribute to the overall answer by answering the highest priority questions about stormwater.  The Focus of the Stormwater Work Group is on areas of urbanizing and urbanized land uses.]

· What are the concentrations of toxics, nutrients and pathogens entering Puget Sound and the food chain are via stormwater?  

· What are pollutant concentrations and loads from stormwater?  How do they vary based on geography, geology, climate, land use, and other conditions?  Where are the greatest loads?  Where do we need to be focusing our efforts?

· What proportions of the pollutants in stormwater are via: air deposition, specific land uses (commercial, residential, industrial, transportation), groundwater, spills, permitted point sources?

· Nutrients and pathogens

· Toxics

· How does land use influence pollutant concentrations and loadings?  What pollutants are coming from each land use type and what are the primary and secondary sources of those pollutants? What land uses or land use combinations are of greatest interest? 

· What is the variability in stormwater pollutant loads by land use or geographic area? What other variables influence the spatial and temporal distribution of pollutant loads?

· What pollutant loads, measured at small scales or upstream locations, do not "add up" to loads for the Puget Sound basin?

· What is the seasonal and annual variation in toxics loadings throughout the Puget Sound basin? 

· What factors affect fate and transport of stormwater pollutants?  How do differences in stormwater conveyance systems (infrastructure) affect pollutant loads from similar land uses?
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