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April Meeting Summary


1.	Discussion and Approval of March Meeting Summary

Christine Johnston moved to approve the March meeting summaries.  Al Baker seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.  


2.	BMW pH and DO TMDL

The group went through the pH TMDL, discussing the changes that the Division made.  There were not many changes, but the major change was the removal of language that described the “bookends” for implementing the TMDL into permits.  The original language identified the target maximum concentration of phosphorus at the reservoir at 100 mg/L.  The TMDL was revised such that all permittees, regardless of rated capacity, have a permit limit of 100 mg/L.  Allocations were not altered.  A number of BMW’s members were planning on submitting comments asking for extensions to the comment period for both the pH TMDL and the DO TMDL, generally to extend the comment period until end of July or August.  Others requested that the DO TMDL be removed altogether.  

· Sarah will check strike outs Metro did with hers and then send out a version with comments to group.

Barr Lake is not listed for DO although Milton is.  There is uncertainty as to why the Division decided to do a TMDL for an unlisted lake.  Milton and Barr data show that, at very low levels of chlorophyll, you can still violate DO.  However, the DO TMDL does not use data from either Barr or Milton to determine the appropriate target or allocations.

The fact that they didn’t provide the BMW with a warning that a DO TMDL was being developed raises concerns, as the BMW has been meeting as a stakeholder group for years.  Joni Nuttle will be presenting at the BMW meeting next week.  


3.	Nutrients Workgroup Discussion

At the last Nutrient Workgroup meeting, the USGS presented a revised SPARROW model.  Based on the monitoring stations used in the model (many stations in the urban South Platte River area and very few on the eastern plains) it makes sense that the data would show that most of the load comes from the urban areas.  

Data from fertilizer application for farming shows that only a small percentage of the fertilizer applied makes its way into the waterways.  However, for a Fruita Co-op, for instance, about one percent of fertilizer that is applied to crops means about 49,000 lbs nitrogen and 25,000 lbs of phosphates.  So as a percentage of application, agricultural fertilizer seems like a small contributor, but when that is translated into actual load, it is quite large.  The economic analysis being done for nutrients by CDM is not going to take into account agriculture and changes in agricultural practices.

What is the role of SP CURE?  Are we the basis of a watershed approach for our members?  Would we want to bring in other folks for this watershed approach?  What are the questions that we want to answer?  What is a reasonable path forward?  

In Barb Bigg’s discussions with Ephram King at EPA, Ephram has made it clear that the science is settled and that the focus is on identifying the resulting standards.

As a group, it seems like we should look at impairment of the use.  Maybe compare nutrient data and MMIs to see if the use is impacted.  At the other end, we are going to spend a lot on science and have not made any progress.  Makes sense to develop an approach that meets both needs – furthering the science and making progress, or identifying the road toward progress/improvements.

We have a model for BMW that could be used to look at N and P and we could expand the model to include data to the state line.  We already have money that will need to go into the Implementation Plan for the pH TMDL, so we could build upon this effort.  

What would we do?  Do we want the Monitoring Committee to review our data and make a presentation on what we have and what it shows us?  Where else should we be monitoring?  At the same time, do we want to look at our objectives?  Who do we include in this watershed approach?  We could articulate a framework/strategy to discuss at the rulemaking hearing (prehearing statement).  The group agreed that we should move forward on all these ideas. 

Who wants to be on group to develop framework?  Tim Grotheer, Amy Woodis, Laurie Rink, Sarah Reeves.


4.	Water 2012 Update

Xcel Foundation has given $10,000 to Water 2012 efforts.  Others will keep their ears open for what their agencies are doing.  Maybe we could do a celebration like we did at Ocean Journey.


5.	DSN 2010 Data Upload Funding

Brown and Caldwell developed a scope of work to complete the 2010 data upload for 6 agencies for a lump sum of $8,600.  It is uncertain whether we will have the funds to cover this effort in our budget for this year.  Tim Grotheer moved to approve the scope of work and revisit at the August meeting to determine how much we would need to assess from each of the members.  Al Baker seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.


6.	UDFCD Update

No report.


7.	Project Updates

a. Monitoring Committee – The Monitoring Committee met last week.  Continuing to collect temperature data in support of temperature temporary modifications for Segments 14 and 15.  Selenium sampling in Segment 14 (led by Xcel) will come to an end this month.  Determined that members would like Board to approve funds for Brown and Caldwell to upload the 2010 data to DSN.  Planning Round Robin in August 2011.

b. BMW – Cleanup event Saturday starting at Dartmouth.  L/E will provide breakfast for those who want to come before the cleanup.  BMW will have a meeting after the clean up.  Subgroups will be meeting to discuss plans for moving forward with different sections of the Implementation Plan for the pH TMDL.

c. DSN – Waiting to hear back on grant application.

d. Bioassessment – Aquatics Associates has completed the spring bioassessment on Segment 14.  Plan to invoice SP CURE at the end of this week.  They will have 2010 report completed by May/June 2011 and then will come to SP CURE Board meeting to present in June/July.


8.	New Business

None.


9.	Next Meeting Dates

June 21, 2011 – Denver WW

July 19, 2011 – Brighton Armory

August 16, 2011 - Aurora


Meeting summary was prepared by Sarah Reeves.

Approved by:



___________________________________                  ____________________
Christine Johnston, Secretary                                           Date Approved

SPCURE Board Meeting – May 17, 2011
Attendance Record

	Present
	Name
	Organization

	
	Linda Boyle
	Aurora

	
	Mary Dawson
	Aurora

	
	Randy Giffin
	Aurora

	X
	Jill Piatt Kemper
	Aurora

	X
	Ed Burke
	Brighton

	X
	Al Baker
	Centennial W&S District

	X
	Tim Grotheer
	Centennial W&S District

	
	Nick Tino
	Centennial W&S District

	
	Alan Polonsky
	City and County of Denver

	
	Jon Novick
	City and County of Denver

	
	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

	X
	Laurie Rink
	FRICO

	
	Anne Beierle
	Golden

	
	Mary Gardner
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	X
	Phil Russell
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	
	Dennis Stowe
	Littleton/Englewood WWTP

	
	Barbara Biggs
	Metro District

	X
	Amy Woodis
	Metro District

	X
	Jim Dorsch
	Metro District

	
	Michelle Ryerson
	Metro District

	
	Fred Linton
	Miller/Coors

	X
	Blair Corning
	South Adams County W&S

	
	Stephen Ellis
	South Adams County W&S

	
	JM Grebnec
	South Adams County W&S

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

	
	Vic Lucero
	Thornton

	
	Steve Materkowski
	UDFCD

	X
	Christine Johnston
	Xcel Energy

	X
	Sarah Reeves
	Coordinator - Brown and Caldwell
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