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SP CURE Board Meeting

Tuesday, April 15, 2008 – 9:00 am

Meeting Location:  Civic Center North, First Floor
480 S. Allison Pkwy
Lakewood, Colorado 80226

Host:  Alan Searcy, City of Lakewood
303-987-7579
April Meeting Summary

1.
March Minutes

Received comments from Jane Clary regarding the Big Dry Creek presentation.  She stated that the Big Dry Creek had positive interaction with the EPA, but they should have been involved earlier on in the process.  Sharon Henderson-Davis moved to approve the March meeting summary.  Paul Grundemann seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.
2.
Metro Wastewater Reclamation District Permit Negotiation Update

Amy Woodis discussed the permit submittal process that Metro recently went through.  She handed out hardcopies of a presentation on Metro’s permit and submittal process and walked us through each slide.  The following summarizes key statements from each slide as pointed out by Amy and are meant to help other dischargers with future permit applications.  Refer to the handout for more detail.


Metro found that the permit application submitted for the previous permit was not helpful when preparing the current permit application.  Metro used this experience to better document the permit application so it will be useful in future permit renewals.  A “team” of permit writers from the Division were assigned to Metro’s permit.  The primary writer was John Neeland.  As it was his first domestic wastewater permit, he received significant support from Eric Oppelt and Andrew Ross.  Metro provided one main contact person who was in frequent contact with the Division during the entire process.  This open dialogue helped smooth the process and limit surprises when the final permit was issued.  Bill Lewis did the water quality assessment for Metro.  At first, the Division did not like the water quality assessment but, after further discussions, the Division did accepted it.

The permit application was submitted July 2007.  Metro met with the Division to discuss the permit within 6 weeks of the initial submission date.  Metro received the draft permit for review one week before the public comment period.  The permit went into effect March 1, 2008 and is effective until 2013. 
Metro has compliance schedules for ammonia and nitrate.  There were many internal discussions with consultants with regard to the language that should go in to compliance schedules.  Expected ammonia limits for the next permit cycle were included in the current permit.  Metro received a temporary modification for ammonia for old standards through 2014.  After 2014 Metro will have 30-day and acute limits for every month, and 7-day average for summer months. The current acute standard for nitrate on Segment 15 of the South Platte is 10 ug/L.  With the help of CH2MHill, Metro evaluated the acute nitrate standard and EPA’s support documents for nitrate toxicity.  Based on work by CH2MHill and the TSD methodology, Metro received a 7-day average standard at 8.68 ug/L.  They needed this standard to provide operational flexibility.  
Metro was allowed to sample from either the two outfalls or the discharge to Burlington Canal. 

Since the permit became effective, Metro has had one violation for chlorine.
Sharon will email SPCURE “Additional Information on Influent and Effluent Quality.”  
One helpful hint/lesson learned - Refer to the monitoring policy. One can save a lot a frustration if you consult the monitoring policy early on in the process.
3.
Nonylphenol – Upcoming Regulations

Amy Woodis discussed the upcoming nonylphenol regulations and handed out the following handouts: copy of email from Amy Woodis, subject NP4; Metro Memo on Status of Sampling Plan Issues Related to Nonlyphenol; Letter from Metro to the Division; Division’s Strategic Plan; and Table 1, Proposed Agenda for Water Resources Review Committee.

The Commission adopted nonylphenol standards because EPA mandated them for the protection of aquatic life. The limits will be 28 ug/L one hour average for acute and 6.6 ug/L for chronic.  These nonylphenol standards will become effective in 2010.  The Commission is directing the Division to include nonlyphenol in permits before the standards become effective as a report only in order to collect data on nonylphenol in discharges.


The Division thinks that the majority of nonylphenol can be controlled if commercial laundry issues were controlled.  Dennis Stowe, Paul Grundemann, and Amy Woodis described sources of nonylphenols.  Nonylphenols are ubiquitous and come from industrial cleaners, household products, and surfactants.  They are a breakdown product. 


Currently, there is no EPA-approved analytical method for nonylphenol in a wastewater matrix.  The USGS has a method for analyzing nonylphenols, but it is not approved by the EPA.  The instrument required for analysis is extremely expensive, and many local labs are reluctant to buy it.  Typically, labs charge about $300/sample, but most labs cannot analyze down to the level of the proposed standard. 

A workgroup referred to as “NP 4,” consisting of L/E, Metro, Colorado Springs, and Boulder, made a commitment to look at sampling and monitoring issues for nonylphenol.  Metro is looking at how to measure nonylphenols and the NP 4 group is keeping the Division in on the discussion.  Colorado Industrial Pretreatment Coordinator Association (CIPCA) is also looking at issues related to nonlyphenols.  They are on a different track than the NP 4 group; however, no one is sure what they are doing.  Amy Woodis reiterates that this process needs to be transparent and include all parties.  Metro is sampling the influent, effluent, and stream.  From results so far they are finding values as high as 690 ug/L.  The NP 4 workgroup will be reporting their progress and results at the September Standards Framework meeting.  

Dennis Stowe stated that SP CURE should take a position on this issue; either as a standalone project or in collaboration with others.  Paul is reluctant to commit to anything; he is afraid that providing the Division with too much data will be less than helpful for the utilities.  If SP CURE were to join in on a project, he suggests a PQL study.  Contact Vic Hahn at Metro, (303) 286-3000, for sampling requirements.  It was decided that the members will think about this issue more before committing to anything and discuss it at the next meeting.  

Amy Woodis invited all interested parties to the upcoming NP 4 meeting.  It will be held on May 14th at Metro at 1:30 pm.  
4.
Project Updates

Monitoring Committee
Phil Russell spoke about the Monitoring Committee meeting that was held on April 8, 2008.  At Monitoring Committee meeting, Phil presented the results from the round robin sampling effort.  Three constituents were tested for – nitrate, selenium, and TDS.  Two types of samples were submitted to the laboratories, one was a realistic wastewater sample with unknown levels of each constituent and one was manufactured by ERA to have a known level of each constituent. The results for TDS, nitrates, and selenium looked good.  All results were within ±20% of the mean of the data.
CWQMC/DSN
Dennis Stowe spoke about the DSN.  He reiterated that SPCURE needs to make a strong effort to make sure the Division has accurate and useful water quality data.  Often times the permit writer and TMDL writers will not look at water quality data unless it is directly handed to them.

Currently, Brown and Caldwell is doing the invitations for the SWAPs for the Arkansas and Rio Grande Basins.  Brown and Caldwell is also helping organize the Pueblo meeting area and sending out additional invitations for this meeting on behalf of DSN.

Barr-Milton Watershed
Laurie spoke about the Barr-Milton Watershed.  At the last meeting, there was some discussion about membership dues, and SP CURE approved 10% increase for dues; this was consistent with what the Barr-Milton board was working towards.  In terms of modeling, ENSR is using SWAP to develop a watershed model.  The model is almost completely calibrated and useable.  The group made the decision to attach the WASP model to lakes and integrate with the SWAP model.  They hope that in the summer they will start getting results from the model.  
The BMW will be awarded first place for DRCOG’s Planning with Vision for Watershed Plan award at the end of this month.  
SP CURE members would like to hear more about the model after the WASP has produced results.  

Bio and Habitat Assessments

Aquatics Associates did the spring 2008 habitat assessment for Segments 6 and 14 on Friday, March 21.  The meeting with Aquatics to discuss possibly changing the fish sampling sites or sampling protocol is on hold until GEI submits the final version of the Expected Condition report.  GEI is still finalizing the report.

QAPP/SAP


The subcommittee is still working on revising the QAPP/SAP.
5.
New Business

Chatfield

What happens at Chatfield regarding nutrients is a potential indicator for the entire the state.  From Saunders’ model, the chlorophyll a goal would either remain the same or be lowered, depending on the chosen phosphorus standard.  Because Chatfield is maintaining a relatively low phosphorus level, it would be reasonable to assume that they could receive a lower standard, but it’s the Commission’s decision not the Division’s.  None of the participants in the recreation business at the lake have complained that the chlorophyll a is too high. 
When the new phosphorus load is calculated Saunders uses an annual median flow, which causes the wastewater load allocation to drop from 59,000 lbs to year to 21,000 lb to year.  Paul Grundemann is most concerned with the newly defined load and flow, since the current standard is based on a variable flow value to account for changes in flow from year to year.  
Bear Creek Watershed

Alan Searcy is having similar concerns with Bear Creek as Paul Grundemann is having with Chatfield.  A translator has not been developed and limits for phosphorus and chlorophyll a are currently being calculated in a black box.  Alan Searcy will be meeting Wednesday, April 16, 2008 with the Division, including Joni Nettle, Tammy Allen, and Jim Saunders.  He is expecting the same methodology that is being used for Chatfield to be applied to Bear Creek.  Alan was told that this year’s watershed annual report must include wastewater allocations for stormwater sources.  
SPCURE Award Nomination

Amy Woodis nominated SPCURE for an award at the South Platte Forum to be held in Longmont in September 2008.  

Segment 14

L/E is seeking use protection status for Segment 14; right now it’s not use protected and not pristine.  It has become a huge issue for both city councils because they do not want to spend money to do analysis needed to make this change.  The estimate of cost is $200K, and Littleton does not want to spend the money.  There is a Joint Council meeting next week to determine how to move forward.  L/E beleives that changing it to use-protected will still be protective of the segment.  

Segment 6

Centennial is going to propose a site-specific temperature standard or change in classification from cold water to warm water.  .

Chatfield and Bear Creek may push for reclassification from cold to warm as well. 
6.
Next Meeting Dates

May 20, 2008 – Centennial
June 17, 2008 - Coors (afternoon meeting – 2 p.m.) 
July 15, 2008 - TBD

Meeting summary was prepared by Emily Evans.

Approved by:

___________________________________                  ____________________

Christine Johnston, Secretary                                           Date Approved
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	Aurora

	X
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	Aurora

	
	Shelley Stanley
	Northglenn (BDCWA)

	
	David Carter
	Westminster (BDCWA)

	
	Ed Burke
	Brighton
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	Centennial W&S District

	X
	Paul Grundemann
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	Pat Nelson
	CH2MHill
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	Coors Brewing

	
	Fred Linton
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	City and County of Denver

	X
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	Denver Environmental Health

	
	Terry Baus
	Denver Wastewater
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	Kevin Lewis
	Denver Wastewater
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	East Cherry Creek Valley W&S
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	Tom Brennan
	City of Englewood
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	FRICO

	
	Anne Beierle
	Golden

	X
	Alan Searcy
	City of Lakewood
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	City of Littleton

	X
	Mary Gardner
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	Phil Russell
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	X
	Dennis Stowe
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	
	Barbara Biggs
	Metro District

	X
	Amy Woodis
	Metro District

	X
	Sharon Henderson Davis
	Metro District

	
	Todd Harris
	Metro District

	
	Jim Dorsch
	Metro District

	X
	Blair Corning
	South Adams County W&S

	
	JM Grebenc
	South Adams County W&S

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

	
	Vic Lucero
	Thornton
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	UDFCD

	
	Ken MacKenzie
	UDFCD

	X
	Christine Johnston
	Xcel Energy

	
	Sarah Reeves
	Coordinator - Brown and Caldwell

	X
	Emily Evans
	Assistant Coordinator - Brown and Caldwell
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