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SP CURE Board Meeting

Tuesday, March 17, 2009 – 9:00 a.m.
Meeting Location: Thornton Wes Brown Water Treatment Plant
3651 E. 86th Ave. Thornton, Colorado
Host:  Vic Lucero

(303) 255-7771
March Meeting Summary

1.
Discussion and Approval of January Meeting Summary
Christine Johnston moved to approve the January meeting summary.  Blair Corning seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.
2.
Update on Barr/Milton Watershed Association
Laurie Rink, Chair of the Barr-Milton Watershed Association (BMW), gave a presentation on the status of modeling being performed by AECOM.  The PowerPoint presentation is attached to this meeting summary and is posted on the SP CURE website.  The presentation generally covered the modeling scenarios and resulting possible load allocations. 

AECOM has linked the watershed and in-lake models and has run scenarios using these models with different inputs and withdrawls.  BMW is close to beginning Phase 3 of the project, which is actually developing the TMDL for pH.  Note that the Division wants to have the TMDL for pH by September 2009. 
For the Regulation 38 Triennial Review Hearing, the Division has proposed a Type iii Temporary Modification for pH based on uncertainty regarding the ultimate pH standard.  
3.
Discussion of GEI Copper Report

GEI submitted their technical memorandum on copper entitled “Analyses, preliminary findings, and questions pertaining to the EPA/HydroQual calculation of BLM fixed benchmarks for copper at selected sites in Colorado relevant to SP CURE” for review by SP CURE.  Comments have been received from the City and County of Denver Department of Environmental Health, which were shared with the group via email. 

GEI performed work on this project that was outside of the original scope because the state’s approach to copper changed in the fall of 2008 when the Water Quality Control Division (Division) presented the Fixed Monitoring Benchmark (FMB) approach as a new way of applying the Biotic Ligand Model (BLM) to standards.  As a result, GEI spent considerable time trying to calculate FMB numbers for SP CURE dischargers.  In particular, GEI was not able to recreate some of the numbers that EPA’s consultant (Hydroqual) had calculated using the FMB approach.  This additional effort caused GEI to go over the original budget of $27,020.  They have asked SP CURE to pay an additional $5,000, which is a portion of the total overage.  Paul Grundemann moved to approve the additional $5,000.  Blair Corning seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.  
The FMB basically takes the BLM numbers and applies a statistical method to determine a site-specific instream standard that would be protective based on the range of BLM results at that site.  The Division has proposed a temporary modification for copper with the underlying standard set as the Table Value Standard (TVS).  The temporary modification would allow dischargers to maintain their existing Water Effects Ratio (WER) 
Each discharger needs to look at the FMB below their discharge and compare it to the current instream standard below their facility to determine whether the FMB will be advantageous to them in permitting for copper.  There are several outstanding questions on this topic:

· How will this be applied since the FMB varies within each segment?  
· Is this going to be dealt with in standards or permits?

The issue still remains that, during the WER studies, GEI were not able to measure an impact on the test species at the levels of copper that were being tested.  GEI had to dose the test species well above the TVS copper concentration before they began to see a lethal effect.  Do we want to oppose the concept of the temporary modification and support the WER that exists?  We can decide whether to submit a responsive prehearing statement once we see the Division’s prehearing statement.  
· Paul Grundemann and Dennis Stowe will draft a letter in preparation for response to the Division’s prehearing statement.
· Sarah Reeves will provide GEI costs for WER work to Dennis Stowe.
Are we going to give the technical memorandum to the Division?  If so, we need to make some things more clear.  Sarah Johnson asked for comments on the FMB.  This report could be submitted in response to this request or we could send a letter listing the issues (Z statistic, unable to reproduce numbers, etc.).  The group decided that a letter listing the issues would be sufficient for now.  

· Sarah Reeves will draft letter to Sarah Johnson listing the issues that GEI had with calculating FMBs using SP CURE data.
4.
Draft Bioassessment Report from Aquatics Associates
A draft bioassessment report was sent to the bioassessment funders for their initial review.  They will review the bioassessment and then it will be sent out to the rest of the group.  The payers agreed to the additional scope and associated costs presented by Aquatics Associates.
5.
Project Updates

a. CWQMC/DSN

There will be invitations coming out to meet Lynn Padget and Jeff Litteral, the new coordinators for the DSN.
6.
New Business

· Vic Lucero commented that the Standley Lake cities are proposing a 5 µg/L chlorophyll a limit to protect the lake from degradation.   

· Paul Grundemann reported that it looks like Segment 6c will be combined with Segment 14 in the June 2009 Regulation 38 hearing.  
· The Division used to collect data at the 19th Street gage and SP CURE identified this location as a point that was covered by the Division and, therefore, did not need to be sampled by SP CURE.  The Division recently stopped sampling at the 19th Street gage.  Are there enough data collected upstream and downstream of this site such that it doesn’t need to be sampled?  The Monitoring Council will take a look at this issue and report back.  Thornton may currently be taking samples at this location.

7.
Next Meeting Dates

April 21, 2009 – SACWSD
May 19, 2009 – Metro WRD

June 16, 2009 - Centennial
Meeting summary was prepared by Sarah Reeves.

Approved by:

___________________________________                  ____________________

Christine Johnston, Secretary                                           Date Approved
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Attendance Record

	Present
	Name
	Organization

	
	Linda Boyle
	Aurora

	
	Mary Dawson
	Aurora

	
	Randy Giffin
	Aurora

	X
	Jill Piatt Kemper
	Aurora

	
	Shelley Stanley
	Northglenn (BDCWA)

	
	David Carter
	Westminster (BDCWA)

	X
	Ed Burke
	Brighton

	
	Al Baker
	Centennial W&S District

	X
	Paul Grundemann
	Centennial W&S District

	
	Pat Nelson
	CH2MHill

	
	Alan Polonsky
	City and County of Denver

	X
	Jon Novick
	Denver Environmental Health

	
	Terry Baus
	Denver Wastewater

	X
	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

	X
	Laurie Rink
	FRICO

	
	Anne Beierle
	Golden

	
	Alan Searcy
	City of Lakewood

	
	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
	Jim Dorsch
	Metro District

	
	Matt Cook
	Miller/Coors

	X
	Fred Linton
	Miller/Coors

	X
	Blair Corning
	South Adams County W&S

	
	JM Grebenc
	South Adams County W&S

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

	X
	Joan Chavez
	Thornton

	X
	Vic Lucero
	Thornton

	
	Hope Dalton
	Tri-County Health Department

	
	Ken MacKenzie
	UDFCD

	X
	Christine Johnston
	Xcel Energy

	
	Keith Pass
	CCoD Denver International Airport

	X
	Sarah Reeves
	Coordinator - Brown and Caldwell
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