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SP CURE Board Meeting

Tuesday, February 20, 2007 – 9:00 am

Meeting Location:  Coors Engineering Center
Coors Brewing Company, 13th and Ford, Golden


Press Control and Click to get map

Host:  Fred Linton

303-277-5701
February Meeting Summary

1.
January Minutes

Sharon Henderson Davis moved to approve the January meeting summary.  Christine Johnson seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.
2.
Junior Olympics Discussion

Sharon has provided information on this event to City of Golden. 
· Sarah to send along info to Boulder City and County.
It might be a good idea to have a presence at the Junior Olympics – maybe have H2O Joe there and provide public education on water quality.  Denver Environmental Health (DEH) is asking other kayak parks in Colorado to see if they have any similar issues or concerns to those at Confluence Park (water quality concerns and a lot of exposure).  DEH plans on doing some form of public education for this event.  DEH plans to work together with the organizers of the event - maybe hand out a questionnaire to people who participate to get their feedback on their experience and their impressions of aesthetics, etc.  DEH plans to step up the level of water quality monitoring during the event. 
· Sarah to ask Chris Weigand to send us flyers or something that we can give out and invite them back to another meeting.

3.
Expected Condition Presentation
Lee Bergstadt from GEI gave a presentation on the status of the Expected Condition project.  GEI started the project in August 2005 with a charge to figure out how to determine what the expected condition is for the South Platte River (Chatfield to Ft. Lupton).  First, they determined the effects of urbanization on the river and then determined the best condition that can be expected from an urbanized stream.  GEI collected existing data and new habitat, biological, and temperature data from the South Platte River.  Other complete databases were identified from rivers that share similar conditions to South Platte River, e.g,.,  Cache la Poudre (Fort Collins), Bighorn River (Wyoming), Fountain Creek (Pueblo), and Whitewood Creek (South Dakota).
GEI developed methods to define an expected condition that is not being covered in the WQCD biocriteria project.  GEI expected that the data analysis could be used in several ways:

· Allow us to back-calculate the expected condition.
· Point us in a direction to take forward to the WQCD.
· Determine that expected condition changes from reach to reach.
GEI’s approach was to look at large-scale stressors like flow modification, effluent dominance, and channelization as well as smaller scale stressors (water quality, habitat, temperature).    When they looked at the large-scale stressors over space, the data were not robust enough to see an impact.  Then they looked at the data distribution to see if there is a way to parse out the response to the large-scale stressors and they found that there was too much overlap between the highly urbanized streams and the relatively unimpacted regional streams.  
Overall along the South Platte River, the macroinvertebrates showed stress.  Based on all the macroinvertabrate analysis, flow modification had the largest influence on macroinvertebrate health.  Lack of data did not allow for the regional approach using other regional streams.  When GEI looked at the fish community in the South Platte, the community changed from sucker dominated to a minnow dominated community.  This shift could be the result of a habitat shift (suckers need pools).  Regionally, taxa richness should increase going down stream.  The taxa richness did increase downstream in all the other regional streams but varied up and down along the length of the urban South Platte.  GEI was not able to correlate water quality, habitat, and temperature to fish or macroinvertebrate response.  They found that it is easier to let the South Platte represent itself; regional streams used for comparison did not work well due to the lack of data.
Back-calculating the expected condition will likely not work because it will require consensus between parties about what fish and macroinvertebrates should be found in the South Platte River.  The approach that WQCD is taking is likely a good approach.  Chris Theel’s bioregion approach could be modified to include what we are doing.  Based on Chris’s approach, we would look at what is expected for the plains (from his study) and then include restraints on the expected condition based on what urbanization does to the stream and what cannot be changed.  This approach will also require consensus.  The most effective approach is likely to include a careful look at the stressors and not just look at presence/absence of the stressor (e.g., flow modification or no flow modification).  
GEI’s conclusion is that we need to look at the South Platte itself and tease out the response to the major stressors as well as the habitat and water quality stressors.  The larger regional approach does not work well.  Lee felt that we have enough data to parse out the stressors in the South Platte system.  
Was developing actual numbers for expected condition part of GEI’s scope?  No.  
What is WQCD coming up with?  They are using the Index of Biotic integrity approach which basically entails taking all the biological data you have and determining which sites are reference sites (using screening criteria).  Then you compare distributions between reference and impacted sites and score the impacted sites.  The scores tell you if your stream is healthy or not.  EPA agrees with Chris Theel’s approach and is asking for a periphyton assessment.
We need to determine the next step and try to explain what we are seeing in the data (e.g., the fish data on the South Platte River).  We don’t want to get too ahead of the Division or go in a different direction because it doesn’t seem to work well.  Maybe we could use the information we have when the Division comes up with their plains stream approach.  It appears that water quality is not the driving factor in the South Platte River system.
4. Project Updates
Monitoring Committee – Comments on biological and habitat assessment due to Sarah by February 28th.  Then it will be sent out to the possible bidders.  It would be a good idea to tie in temperature impacts since we are not sure how the temperature regulations will be implemented.  Have them tie in habitat and biology with temperature in their study.
CWQMC – Data Sharing Network is focusing on putting together the South Platte Basin data swap sessions.  We are looking for people to sponsor lunch or coffee breaks for the swaps in Golden, Longmont, and Fort Morgan.  Contact Sarah.  Paul Grundemann moved and Blair Corning seconded the motion for SP CURE to donate $250 to sponsor food for one of the Golden swaps.  The motion passed unanimously.
· Sarah to provide DSN with SP CURE logo.
Barr-Milton Watershed – Watershed plan is formally out and is being used.  It will be updated once a year.  ENSR is the consultant doing the reservoir modeling.  If you have not given BMW the 2004 to 2006 data update, please get it to them as soon as possible.  Also, please send in-kind summary for sampling to Sarah as soon as possible.
Segment 15 Modeling
· Sharon will check with Barb about finalizing the Segment 15 report and will have Barb send it to Sarah to put on the internal website.  (2/20/2007 update – Barb has only recently heard back from the state regarding the water quality model.  Updates to the report have not been made as of this date.  As soon as possible the report will be forwarded for posting on SP CURE’s website.)
5.
New Business
Becoming a Watershed Group - Last year we talked about incorporating other groups and other membership.  We would like to move forward to modify bylaws and dues to incorporate other groups.  Andrew Hawthorn was leading this effort.  Contact Sarah Reeves if there anyone interested in helping with this effort.  We hope to have something for the Board to review by September 2007.  
Dues are an important component - the dues structure need to be defined.  This issue will be on an upcoming agenda (in a few months), at which time the subgroup will report on progress and will solicit input.  We could ask Jane Cleary how they dealt with forming a watershed group for Big Dry Creek.  
Brown and Caldwell is working on a GIS map that would show watershed boundary.
Audit – An audit is usually performed every 2 to 3 years.  It has been 3 years since our last audit.  Christine Johnson moved to have SP CURE perform an audit, Jill Piatt-Kemper seconded it, and it passed unanimously.
Membrane Treatment Work Group Request – The Membrane Treatment Work Group is putting together a paper on the status of membrane treatment in Colorado to give to the WQCD in May.  They want to give an overview of TDS in the South Platte River.  Shonnie Cline asked to use SP CURE’s conductivity, chloride, and TDS data.  It will not be used to point out issues or particular dischargers, but will provide a general picture of what is happening in stream from an educational perspective.  The TDS issue started out as a coal bed methane problem and now is expanding into other venues (e.g., membrane reject).  The Board agreed that the use of SP CURE data by the Membrane Treatment Work Group was acceptable.  Sharon suggested that people visit the Water Quality Forum webpage to keep up to date on issues and work groups.
Other - Arapahoe Xcel is going through their permit renewal.  The Division has a concern with Xcel’s cooling tower, and is asking them to perform monitoring for E. coli.  Xcel does not have any domestic wastewater in their discharge.  Since they are now going to be required to monitor for E. coli, Xcel is hoping to be part of the E. coli TMDL.
South Adams County is doing a small assessment of biology, habitat, and water quality and would be happy to provide it to interested parties.

· Blair to send report to Sarah and she will post it on the website.
6.
Meeting Schedule

March 20, 2007 – Big Dry Creek at Thornton

April 17, 2007 – Xcel
May 15, 2007 – South Adams County
Meeting summary was prepared by Sarah Reeves.
Approved by:

___________________________________                  ____________________

Christine Johnston, Secretary                                           Date Approved

SPCURE Board Meeting – February 20, 2007
Attendance Record
	Present
	Name
	Organization

	
	Claudia Cummins
	Aurora

	
	Randy Giffin
	Aurora

	X
	Jill Piatt Kemper
	Aurora

	
	Shelley Stanley
	Northglenn (BDCWA)

	
	David Carter
	Westminster (BDCWA)

	
	Ed Burke
	Brighton

	X
	Shonnie Cline
	Brighton

	X
	Jim Kaufman
	Brighton

	X
	Paul Grundemann
	Centennial W&S District

	X
	Pat Nelson
	CH2MHill

	
	Tom Bueb
	Coors Brewing

	X
	Fred Linton
	Coors Brewing

	X
	Alan Polonsky
	City and County of Denver

	X
	Jon Novick
	Denver Environmental Health

	
	Terry Baus
	Denver Wastewater

	
	Kevin Lewis
	Denver Wastewater

	
	Dave Kaunisto
	East Cherry Creek Valley W&S

	
	Kipp Scott
	East Cherry Creek Valley W&S

	
	Tom Brennan
	City of Englewood

	
	Laurie Rink
	FRICO

	
	Andrew Hawthorn
	Glendale

	
	Ann Beierle
	Golden

	
	Fred Bromberger
	City of Littleton

	
	Mary Gardner
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	X
	Phil Russell
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	X
	Dennis Stowe
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	
	Barbara Biggs
	Metro District

	
	Amy Woodis
	Metro District

	X
	Sharon Davis
	Metro District

	X
	Blair Corning
	South Adams County W&S

	
	JM Grebenc
	South Adams County W&S

	X
	Tony Congram
	Suncor Energy (U.S.A.)

	
	Vic Lucero
	Thornton

	
	Ben Urbonas
	UDFCD

	
	Ken MacKenzie
	UDFCD

	X
	Christine Johnston
	Xcel Energy

	X
	Sarah Reeves
	Coordinator - Brown and Caldwell

	X
	Grant DeJong
	GEI Consultants

	X
	Lee Bergstadt
	GEI Consultants


Coalition for Urban River Evaluation                              


1697 Cole Blvd., Ste 200, Golden, Colorado 80401 ● Ph:  (303) 239-5411 ● Fax: (303) 239-5454








_1162187087.doc
[image: image1.png]






