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Jeff Bergen, Sunstone Engineering, Inc.

Chuck Bernreuter, IIT

Errol Bos, ETM

Tiffany Busby, Wildwood Consulting

Fred Calder, FDEP

Barry Cotter, COJ/EQD

Betsy Deurling, COJ/EQD

Nam Huynh, COJ/EQD

Justin Levine, COJ

Melissa Long, FDEP

Dana Morton, COJ/EQD

Alan Obaigbena, FDOT

Vince Seibold, COJ/EQD

Steve Teske, Property Research Specialists/Entrepreneurs, Inc.

Mike Thomas, PBS&J

Amy Tracy, FDEP

Danny Turner, WSEA

Scott Turner, DOH

Cheryl Wapnick, PBS&J

Action Items

· Tiffany Busby will prepare a list of each group’s members for the next meeting.  
· Newcastle Creek comments are due to Cheryl Wapnick by November 20th, 2007.
· Ms. Busby will ensure JEA is reviewing the technical reports.
· Ms. Busby will provide list of BWG voting members and TWG members in advance of the December 14th, 2007 meeting.
· Dana Morton will sample the possible catchment basin on Newcastle Creek.
· Amy Tracy will send the Group 2 map GIS data to Scott Turner.
· Barry Cotter will send intensive sampling data to Ms. Wapnick.
· Mr. Turner will send proposed failure areas to interested agencies; include in failure report a summary of the assessment to Ms. Tracy and Ms. Wapnick for use in the technical reports.
· For tracking, Melissa Long will need data from Pat O’Connor and JEA data from Ms. Tracy and Ms. Busby.
Meeting purpose:  Update on TAT monitoring activities, review of voting membership of the Basin Working Group, review of the New Castle Creek technical report, and an update on data integration and tracking of projects/responses to identified problems. 
Welcome, Introductions & Agenda Review (Fred Calder and Vince Seibold)

Fred Calder thanked everyone for attending.  He reviewed the agenda and summarized what has to be done over the next few months.  Mr. Calder stated that he wants to be sure that the right people have been contacted about these meetings and are attending.  He said that the current process the group is undertaking keeps the effort from being aimless and confusing.  
Vince Seibold gave an update on the City’s legislative funding.  He said that the administrative process is moving forward with the St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) and within the City.  Mr. Seibold met yesterday on the possibility of conducting a nutrient study on the impacts of septic tank effluent in Duval County.  This would be funded separately from the current set of legislative projects.  Mr. Seibold anticipated that the nutrient project would commence in the late spring or early summer of 2008.  
Tiffany Busby asked if there were any comments or suggestions regarding the previous meeting minutes.  None were raised.  Amy Tracy has fixed the ftp site will be post the minutes there.  Group members are reminded to report back to Ms. Busby regarding Sunshine voting group membership if they have not done so already.  Mr. Seibold said that the decision was made to send only one member from the City of Jacksonville.  Scott Turner said that Dr. Aaron Hilliard will be the DOH representative.  Ms. Busby said that she has yet to hear back from JEA.  She asked the group members if they know of any organizations that are involved in sampling, bacteria, etc., that have not been engaged.  No suggestions were made.  Mr. Calder asked if a list of each group’s membership could be prepared for the next working group meeting.  Ms. Busby said she would prepare the list.  
Dana Morton asked if anyone had recently communicated with the Riverkeeper organization.  Ms. Busby said that they are on the working group distribution list, but she has not had any response from them.  Mr. Calder added that members should think about a potential solution in the event the group doesn’t get much participation; how do we get the BMAP actions and responsibilities into a broader venue?  He went on to say that when the tributary technical reports are completed, we should summarize the results and conduct a public meeting.  
Review of the New Castle Creek Technical Report (Cheryl Wapnick)

Ms. Busby introduced the Newcastle Creek technical report session.  There are plans to produce 54 individual reports.  Newcastle Creek is the first report and extra time should be taken for review and comment as this will be the prototype for the remaining reports.  Comments on the Newcastle Creek report were due to Cheryl Wapnick on November 14, 2007.   Mr. Calder said that the reports have been prioritized to work on tributaries on which we already have sufficient information.  The technical reports are necessary in order to organize the information collected.  They will assist in identifying sources and to determine where we need more information on how to best solve fecal coliform pollution issues in the tributary.  The group should review the reports and decide if they are giving the best information in the most concise manner.  
The implementation portion of the plan will be based on what is most appropriate and cost-effective.  The technical reports should be the staging ground for future management actions, so it is critical that they provide the best information available.  Mr. Morton added that not all reports will be entirely different.  Mr. Calder said that we cannot add a significant level of information and detail on each successive report as we have to stay in budget and on schedule.  Ms. Busby added that the purpose of the technical reports is to build a knowledge set to develop the appropriate implementation projects in the BMAP.
Ms. Wapnick said that she can extend the deadline for comments to Tuesday, November 20th; after that, the report will be finalized.  Alan Obaigbena suggested that instead of naming a specific number of PICs they should use generalities.  Mr. Morton indicated that he likes the specific numbers.  Ms. Wapnick said that each report will be qualified with specific dates (i.e., as of September 2006).  Within the scope of this project, she cannot continually update with new data.  Mr. Calder explained that the reports will be an analysis of a slice of time.  He asked if JEA had closely reviewed the report.  Mr. Morton pointed out that there is some JEA information contained within the report that only JEA can review.  Melissa Long suggested that JEA respond to the draft report, even if it is a “no comment” type of response just so we have on record that they actually reviewed the document.  Mr. Morton asked what level of review we need such as the numbers, graphs, logs, etc.  Mr. Calder said that Wayne Magley is reviewing this type of data.  
Ms. Wapnick said that 54 reports will be produced for WBIDs that are verified as impaired for fecal coliforms.  The main purpose of the reports is to identify sources of fecal coliform contamination.  Identification of sources is important as human sources generally pose a greater public health risk than animal or natural sources. The reports are divided into five chapters which discuss the background, data analysis, a summary of the most probable sources, and a discussion of management actions including a preliminary determination of sufficiency of effort.  In addition, there are eight appendices.  

Ms. Wapnick summarized the Newcastle Creek report.  The most probable sources identified were human-related, such as: sewer, infrastructure, septic tanks, and stormwater.  Table 9 is a summary of probable sources and their locations based on site.  The most upstream station is DNC2.  Stations are located on a map on page 18.  It was identified that stormwater and septic tanks were the most probable sources in this area.  Human indicators were found during JEA MST testing.  Also, the Eggleston Heights Septic Tank Failure area is just upstream of DNC2.  A shopping center which forms the headwaters of Newcastle Creek is purported to contain an underground catchment basin with the potential for regrowth of bacteria.  Mr. Obaigbena asked how it was determined that stormwater was indicated as a contributor.  He explained that water could travel from a septic tank to a ditch, and could be attributed to stormwater.  Ms. Wapnick explained that even stormwater contains bacteria and can grow levels of bacteria consistent with contaminated water.  One of the management actions proposed is to sample the catchment basin at the shopping center and determine if bacteria is growing there or is coming from somewhere else.  Mr. Morton said that there may not even be a basin down there, but that is the most likely scenario.  Mr. Obaigbena asked if there was any sedimentation or erosion in that area.  Mr. Morton said that it is all concrete.  Ms. Wapnick said that is an episodic source that correlates with rainfall.  Mr. Morton asked if the underground catchment basin would have been permitted.  Ms. Wapnick said that Kehinde Adeshile had suggested that there might have been a vault there, but was not sure of permitting status.  
Sampling site NC3 indicates that the fecal coliform contamination is likely attributed to upstream sources.  At the station NC2 on Millcrest Drive, the indicators are more consistent with sewer sources rather than septic sources.  There were positive hits for human markers from MST testing and the levels are indicative of a chronic source; there have been multiple SSOs in this area.  DNC1 is located on a small tributary coming in from the west.  The counts so far at this site have been low.  NC1 is the most downstream site and correlates with the COJ site ARL6.  No human MST indicators were found at this site.  

Ms. Wapnick then described the section of the report detailing the management actions.  The management actions address the three main sources of contamination: sewer, septic, and stormwater.  There were many county-wide efforts undertaken by JEA that were identified to address sewer infrastructure, but detail was given on those actions that were specific to Newcastle Creek.  This includes the TAT-directed reconnaissance done by JEA, as well as the monitoring by COJ and FDEP.   In terms of septic tank contamination, there are also county-wide improvement efforts in addition to work on the identified failure area of Eggleston Heights.   To improve stormwater, it is suggested that sediment loads be decreased as much as possible, and continue to tweak the MS4 permit monitoring program.  Mr. Obaigbena said that a new MS4 permit may have new monitoring requirements.  Mr. Morton said that ARL6 will likely be maintained even if there is additional upstream sampling.  Ms. Wapnick said that there are no current Public Works stormwater improvement projects identified within the WBID.  As of September 2006, only three PICs were identified in Newcastle Creek; one has already been removed.  The majority of COJ projects are directed towards flood control.  It is suggested that monitoring efforts be focused in the headwaters.  This includes the suspected underground catchment basin at the shopping center, including sampling pre- and post- rain events.  It is also recommended that MST be performed at the headwaters.  Mr. Morton asked if any of the ponds are city-owned since the city is getting no credit.  Ms. Wapnick said that she would check.  Nam Huynh asked if the PIC investigation was of open conveyance systems only.  Errol Bos said that there has been no direct inspection of closed conveyances beyond JEA’s routine inspections.  Mr. Morton asked what the difference is between ditches and stormwater systems.  Mr. Bos said that all MS4 ditches were supposed to have been walked but some may have been missed.  He added that in some areas it is difficult to discern where the MS4 ends and the tributary begins.  He said that no tributaries checked for PICs.  Mr. Obaigbena said that occasionally an intermittent creek is part of an MS4.  Mr. Morton said that 1100 PICs were identified as being in the MS4, rather than in a “tributary”.  As there has not been a definite demarcation between the two in all areas, it is difficult to determine the hydrology of some of the PICs.  Ms. Busby said that the feedback on the report is good and reminded the group of the extended deadline for comments of Tuesday, November 20th 2007.  
TAT Update (Pat O’Connor, Dana Morton, Scott Turner, TAT Members)
Scott Turner said that the Newcastle Creek report was reviewed by DOH scientist Eberhard Roeder in Tallahassee.   Dr. Aaron Hilliard will be a voting member on the Basin Working Group and Mr. Turner will likely be an alternate for him.  He said that he and Amy Tracy have collaborated on Phase 1 data.  He has since designated new clusters of septic tank failure areas; DOH will likely add about 10 new sites.  Mr. Turner said that they will look at high priority WBIDs as a factor in determining the new areas, along with the standard eight-point criteria.  DOH will then do door-to-door surveys.  Mr. Morton asked if they were clustered by repair permits.  Mr. Turner said they use the last five years of permits to identify patterns.  It has been suggested that the old failure areas could be modified based on repair permit patterns.  Mr. Turner said they will produce a zoomed-in map with an overall map and include the assessed state criteria for each set of polygons.  Mr. Calder suggested the Technical Working Group could assist with the development and conclusions in the technical reports; it can help us represent the information more accurately.  Danny Turner asked if there was a particular reason that the failure areas change.  Scott Turner said that the JEA sanitary service area changes, as does the flooding criteria.  A large factor is whether it is a high impact flood area or not.  The other criteria seem to remain static, such as lot size and drinking water wells.  However, he pointed out that a jump of one point in ranking can make a big difference.   
Mr. Morton said that COJ is performing col-alert testing in Hogan, Deep Bottom, and Craig Creek.  They are finding elevated numbers, especially in Deep Bottom Creek (5,000-10,000 CFU).  No fecal coliform work has been done by COJ in the past few months, including Newcastle Creek.  The City’s purchasing system has been an obstacle to their laboratory blanket order.  He added that the Water Quality Branch has been reorganized to include more monitoring personnel.  

Update on Data Integration and Tracking (Amy Tracy)
· Information provided since the October meeting

· Proposed Subcommittee meeting date

· Additional information needs to prepare for Subcommittee meeting

Ms. Tracy said that FDEP has a database indicating the location of SSOs and boil water advisory events.  She said that there is currently an issue of not being able to correlate data with a specific WBID; most data have not been assigned spatial coordinates.  Ms. Long indicated that Pat O’Connor has some of this information.  Mr. Bos asked what the purpose of gathering all of this information is.  Ms. Tracy replied that the primary purpose is to follow up on incidents such as SSOs and PICs.  It will also assemble follow-up information in one place and in one format.  Ms. Busby agreed that the group defines the purpose so we can provide the most appropriate data.  This task is beyond just collecting data; it applies to the follow up efforts being done and documenting those.  The purpose of the subcommittee meeting will be to identify the type of data needed.  Mr. Calder said that this should be discussed in greater depth by this group.  He said that we will likely need to focus so we don’t get buried in too many details.  Mr. Bos pointed out that major entities have processes of collecting data and that all of this will have to be consistent to merge together in a usable format to use in the BMAP.  Mr. Seibold said that we don’t want to lose sight of the group’s mission as this can develop into a BMAP “determination of compliance” database.   Mr. Calder suggested the group form a Data Integration and Tracking subcommittee.  The first meeting will be December 13th 2007, 10:00 am at the FDEP Northeast District office.  TAT-intensive data should be used to steer this effort.  Ms. Wapnick said that the main purpose will be taking the data to the next step, thereby implementing follow-through after an event.  Mr. Seibold said that this effort is to capture all of the data and actions performed.  Mr. Calder said that this is different from a nutrient BMAP as this is a more episodic based issue rather than a chronic issue although some chronic issues do exist.  Mr. Morton said it seems to be more of a restoration action tracker.  Ms. Wapnick said it is both to see how they relate; the subcommittee meeting will refine what data to collect and track. 
Ms. Busby said that the next working group meeting will be on December 14, 2007 at the Ed Ball Building.  Steve Teske asked if the group has a series of flow charts indicating one condition going to one particular action.  It puts forth a logical set of steps of who is responsible and what needs to happen.  Mr. Obaigbena said that it is not practical for stormwater.  Mr. Calder said that some kind of picture of the “critical path” will be helpful.  
WBID Reference Sheet Updates (Amy Tracy)
Ms. Tracy described the shapefile of boat ramps on located on tributaries (those not on the main stem).  She said she hopes to have geometric means completed by the next meeting.  Geometric means are derived from IWR data.  The purpose is to try and get a sense of public contact; this is the reason for using boat ramps.  She added that she doesn’t have any information for the Goodby’s Creek boat ramp as it is new.  It is near the main stem, but still located on the creek.  

Public comment, review and wrap-up (Tiffany Busby)

Ms. Busby asked if there were any additional announcements or comments.  None were raised.  

The meeting was adjourned at 11:55 a.m.
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