
Trout River Basin Management Action Plan
Technical Meeting Summary
Tuesday, October 25, 2011
1:30 PM – 4:00 PM
Florida Department of Environmental Protection – Northeast District Office
Conference Rooms A and B
7825 Baymeadows Way, Suite B200, Jacksonville, FL 32256

Participants
	John Abendroth, FDEP
Errol Bos, ETM
Derek Busby, SJRWMD
Tiffany Busby, Wildwood Consulting
Jocelyn Croci, FDOT
Betsy Deuerling, COJ
Katie Hallas, FDEP
Janet Hearn, ATM
Tom Kallemeyn, FDEP
Karen Kohoutek-Luckin, FDOT
Mark Kuhn, FDOT
	Tom Mallet, COJ
Dana Morton, COJ 
Alan Obaigbena, FDOT
John Pappas, COJ
Sharon Piltz, FDEP
Marcy Policastro, Wildwood Consulting
Geoff Sample, SJRWMD
Vince Seibold, COJ
Lisa Sterling, CDM
Amy Tracy, ETM
Gary Weise, COJ



Action Items
1. Jody Lee will follow up on the property near the Upper Trout River northwestern branch to find out what activities are happening on site and what the past operations were.
2. Jody will check the site at the southern branch at Garden Street to determine if there are any agricultural uses.  
3. Jody will determine what equestrian uses are located on the site near Gulley Branch.
4. Katie Hallas will talk with Jody about the correlation of land use changes versus nutrients over time within the basin.
5. Katie will follow up with Pat O’Connor (FDEP NED) to talk about the habitat assessment.
6. Katie will contact the Division of Forestry to find out about gaining access to Cary State Forest to investigate the Middle Trout River headwaters.
7. FDEP will set up a call with COJ and Julie Espy to determine what information would be needed to delist Little Trout River as impaired.
8. FDEP will look into the septic tank estimates for the basin that were used in the TMDL.
9. FDEP will talk with FDACS about potential legacy loads from past dairies.
10. The stakeholders will provide additional project information to Marcy Policastro by November 14th (e.g., FDOT will provide information for street sweeping calculations and COJ will provide further information pertaining to the alternatives from the master plan).
11. Katie will prepare trend analyses for TN, TP, DO, and BOD in the basin.
12. Katie will look at the dates samples were collected at sites located in the same area to see if data were collected at different times.
13. The stakeholders will provide Katie with feedback on the monitoring table by November 14th. 
14. Marcy will determine if there are any USGS monitoring stations in the basin.
15. Katie will post the monitoring plan presentation on the FTP site for stakeholder comment. – Complete.

Welcome and Introductions (Tiffany Busby)
Tiffany Busby (Wildwood Consulting) welcomed everyone to the Trout River Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) technical meeting.  John Abendroth (FDEP) introduced Katie Hallas as the new Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) Basin Coordinator.  Katie worked for FDEP for several years in the Everglades Restoration Planning and Permitting Section.  She then worked for the City of Tallahassee on their Think About Personal Pollution (TAPP) public education program.  Katie will be the Basin Coordinator for the Trout River BMAP and future BMAPs in the Lower St. Johns River (LSJR) Basin, Nassau-St. Marys Basin, and the southeast coast.  Anita Nash (FDEP) will continue to coordinate the LSJR tributaries fecal coliform BMAPs, and John will keep the LSJR Main Stem BMAP.  The participants introduced themselves and the entity they represent.

BMAP Overview (Tiffany Busby)
Tiffany stated the Trout River is divided into three waterbody identification numbers (WBIDs): upper, middle, and lower.  The focus of this BMAP is the Middle Trout River (WBID 2203), which was verified as impaired for nutrients in both Cycle 1 and Cycle 2 of the FDEP assessment process.  Middle Trout River is impaired for dissolved oxygen (DO) with the cause of the impairment being total nitrogen (TN) and total phosphorus (TP).  Middle Trout River is also included in the LSJR Tributaries BMAP II for its fecal coliform impairment.

The Middle Trout River total maximum daily load (TMDL) identified the sources of nutrients as the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) operated by the City of Jacksonville (COJ) and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), septic tanks, agricultural runoff, natural areas, and the contributing WBIDs of Upper Trout River and Gulley Branch.  The LSJR Main Stem TMDL required between a 30% and 50% reduction in TN for the marine section of the river, where Trout River is located.  The Middle Trout River TMDL model predicted that with a 30% reduction in TN, a 70% reduction in TP was needed to achieve a DO of 5.1 milligrams per liter (mg/L).  The focus of this BMAP is on the TP reductions because the TN reductions should be achieved through the projects submitted for the LSJR Main Stem BMAP.  The total urban required reductions for the BMAP are 3,160.68 pounds per year (lbs/yr) of TN and 1,503.68 lbs/yr of TP.  The total agricultural reductions are 2,332.88 lbs/yr of TN and 755.86 lbs/yr of TP.

Vince Seibold (COJ) asked how loads from the septic tanks were determined in the TMDL.  Tiffany responded that FDEP uses a standard procedure to estimate septic tank loading for the TMDLs.  Lisa Sterling (CDM) noted that this WBID does not include a septic tank failure area.  Tiffany responded that while septic tanks are part of the total estimated load, the stakeholders are not obligated to remove septic tanks as a project.  Lisa stated that the loads assigned to septic tanks do not make sense because septic tanks are more than half of the total urban TP load, but this is not a failure area.  Marcy Policastro (Wildwood Consulting) stated that the TMDL estimated the number of septic tanks in the WBID by using an estimate of 22% of the residences in Duval County connected to septic tanks.  This percentage was applied to the 2000 U.S. Census Bureau estimates for the watershed and resulted in 137 septic tanks in the basin.  Estimates of the gallons of wastewater per day per person and TN and TP concentrations in the septic tank drainfield resulted in a screening level estimate of the septic tank contributions.  Lisa noted that it would be helpful to estimate the real load from septic tanks as opposed to the calculated load.

Tiffany stated that the BMAP currently does not have detailed allocations.  There are only a few stakeholders in this basin, and FDEP asked for projects from these entities.  FDEP quantified the reductions from the projects received so far and additional projects are needed to achieve the TP reductions.  Lisa stated that there were discussions in past meetings about looking at the data collected during the Walk the WBID and existing monitoring data for the basin.  Marcy responded that samples were not collected as part of the walk, and there will be discussion later in the meeting about monitoring station locations.  Amy Tracy (ETM) stated that there were also discussions about a stream condition index (SCI) analysis, and she asked if this was completed yet.  Marcy responded that this will also be part of the monitoring plan discussion.  Amy asked if there was follow up on the facility at Garden Street.  Tom Kallemeyn (FDEP NED) responded that FDEP did follow up and determined that there was no discharge from this facility.  The facility is only used to store biosolids before they are shipped to other locations.

Dana Morton (COJ) asked about salinity impacts on the data.  The COJ monitoring sites at Old Kings Road and the boat ramp at U.S. 1 are brackish, but the WBID is designated as freshwater.  The salinity in these types of dark water systems can cause DO concentrations to decrease, and he asked if the WBID was incorrectly listed as impaired because the freshwater DO standard was used.  Tiffany responded that the current DO standard is 5.0 mg/L, whether the waterbody is marine or freshwater.  FDEP is in the process of revising the DO standards; however, there is currently only the one DO standard.  Dana asked what happened to discussions about creating site specific alternative criteria (SSAC) for Trout River because the conditions are likely natural.  Marcy responded that there were discussions about a SSAC for Trout River, but FDEP was concerned that it would be difficult to prove to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) that the DO is natural because TP is not meeting water quality standards.  Lisa asked where information was available on the designation of a WBID as marine or fresh.  John Abendroth responded that one of the Impaired Waters Rule (IWR) runs could be used, or Julie Espy (FDEP) could be contacted for this information.  Dana stated that he is concerned that the stakeholders are being asked to make reductions to address an impairment that does not exist.  He would like a level of comfort that this is a legitimate impairment.  Tiffany responded that FDEP cannot list a waterbody as impaired for DO without a causative pollutant.  FDEP did find a relationship between DO and nutrients but that does not mean that salinity is also not a factor.  John added that the sites that could be affected by salinity would need to be identified to determine what percentage of the data in the TMDL could be skewed by salinity results.

Little Trout River (Marcy Policastro)
Marcy stated that there have been several discussions about including Little Trout River in the BMAP because it is also a contributing waterbody to Middle Trout River.  Little Trout River is WBID 2206, and the land uses in the watershed are predominately agriculture, low density residential, and wetlands.  There is some wastewater and stormwater infrastructure in the watershed.  The major roadways are U.S. 1 and Old Kings Road.  Little Trout River is impaired for DO with the causative pollutants being TP and biochemical oxygen demand (BOD).  A TMDL has not been drafted yet for Little Trout River.  If Little Trout River is included in the BMAP, this would provide a greater area for the stakeholders to implement projects to achieve the TP reductions.  Adding this area would not change the total required reductions for the BMAP.  Projects in the Little Trout River watershed would benefit both its TMDL and the Middle Trout River TMDL.  Including Little Trout River in the BMAP could make it eligible for listing in FDEP category 4e.  This category means that the waterbody is, “Impaired, but recently completed or ongoing restoration activities are underway to restore the designated uses of the waterbody.”  Little Trout River is currently on the verified impaired list as category 5, which means it is not achieving a designated use because of the DO impairment.  If Little Trout River is included in the BMAP, it could be moved to the delist list in category 4e because efforts are underway to address the impairment.  FDEP is scheduled to assess the Group 2 waterbodies, which includes the LSJR Basin, in 2013.  Little Trout River could be moved to category 4e at that time and then stakeholders would have another five years until the next assessment to implement projects to address the DO impairment.

Marcy stated that in order for FDEP to list Little Trout River as category 4e, the stakeholders must provide sufficient projects in the watershed.  These projects should not only include ongoing efforts, such as street sweeping and education, but also future projects that will occur over the next five years to reduce nutrients.  This information is important because FDEP must be able to justify to EPA why Little Trout River is being moved to category 4e.  Marcy noted that she and Katie spoke with all the stakeholders before this meeting and asked them to provide information about projects that will occur in the Little Trout River watershed.  The Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS) was not able to attend the meeting but Jody Lee (FDACS) had previously stated that they could sign up producers for best management practices (BMPs) if the Little Trout River watershed was included in the BMAP.

Lisa Sterling stated that COJ has three alternatives for the regional stormwater facility in the Trout River watershed, and Alt 1 is located in the Little Trout River watershed.  Marcy responded that Alt 1 has much lower reductions than Alt 2, which was provided for the BMAP project table.  Lisa stated that COJ was looking at groups of alternatives, and the selected project depends on feedback from Eric Livingston’s group at FDEP on the credit for managed aquatic plant systems (MAPS).  If MAPS receive reasonable credit, Alt 1 and Alt 2 could be constructed.  If MAPS are not feasible, Alt 1 and Alt 3 could be constructed.  Alan Obaigbena (FDOT) stated that FDOT is not a stakeholder in the Little Trout River watershed.  Old Kings Road is not a FDOT roadway and U.S. 1 is located outside the WBID boundary.  

Lisa asked what would occur if Little Trout River was not included in the BMAP.  Marcy responded that a TMDL would be developed for Little Trout River according to their TMDL development schedule.  John Abendroth added that once a waterbody is listed as impaired, FDEP has 10-12 years to develop a TMDL.  Marcy stated that FDEP started discussions on Little Trout River to provide a larger area to implement projects to meet the Middle Trout TMDL reductions.  If including this area is not helpful, it does not have to be added to the BMAP.  Tiffany suggested that the stakeholders could look at the Little Trout River area as part of the monitoring plan to determine if additional monitoring could be added to gather more information about this watershed.  Lisa stated that when looking at the Little Trout River watershed, it is not very developed and would not seem to be impaired.  Vince asked what the timeline would be to implement projects in this area.  Marcy responded that it would be about seven years because the next Group 2 listing is in 2013 and then the stakeholders would have five years until the next assessment cycle.  Lisa stated that there does not seem to be enough development in the Little Trout River watershed to justify the cost of projects in that area.  Lisa noted that she has a call into COJ Grounds and Maintenance about changes in fertilizer practices that could receive credit.  There would be no street sweeping in this area because it is not part of the core city.  Amy stated that she thought Tiffany’s idea of looking at the monitoring is a good one because there were discussions about one of the Little Trout River stations being located near a wetland.  This station’s location could be affecting the results, and gathering additional data could provide information for delisting.  Tom Kallemeyn stated that FDEP will start the Group 2 monitoring in January, but he has not yet received a list of WBIDs that need sampling.  Approximately 45-50 samples would be needed to delist a waterbody and FDEP Northeast District (NED) will take about 20 samples in the next year.  FDEP will set up a call with COJ and Julie Espy to determine what information would be needed to delist Little Trout River as impaired.  

The stakeholders determined that the best approach was to monitor Little Trout River and not include it in the BMAP.  The monitoring plan for Little Trout River may be included in the BMAP monitoring plan as a secondary objective.

BMAP Projects (Marcy Policastro)
Marcy stated that the projects received from the stakeholders so far are the COJ regional facility, COJ/FDOT education efforts, FDOT monthly street sweeping, FDOT catch basins, and FDOT elimination of fertilizer application.  The street sweeping and catch basin credit has not yet been quantified.  These calculations will be based on the Florida Stormwater Association (FSA) methodology, and FDOT is gathering information on the weight of material collected annually from street sweeping and catch basins.  The reductions from the other projects total 4,486.7 lbs/yr of TN and 1,038.42 lbs/yr of TP.  These reductions meet the 30% TN reductions for the urban areas.  An additional 465.26 lb/yr of TP reductions are still needed; however, a portion of this will be met through the catch basins and street sweeping.  FDEP has been talking with FDACS about the agricultural reductions, and the next conference call will be on November 1st.  FDACS is looking at the 2004 land use coverage from the TMDL to determine the acreage of active agricultural operations and the number of acres already signed up for notices of intent (NOIs).

Dana stated that there is a new subdivision going in south of Plummer Grant Road, which will be on septic tanks.  Dana asked if COJ should plan on sewering this area.  Marcy responded that since this is a new subdivision, the tanks should hopefully not be a load.  Vince noted that the TMDL is based on the total number of septic tanks, so this could be a new source.  Tiffany responded that our best understanding of functioning septic tank contributions, such as the septic tank model being developed by Florida State University (FSU), would likely not show these tanks as contributing to the load so removing these tanks would not help the DO concentration in Middle Trout River.  Janet Hearn (ATM) stated that since the required reductions were being applied to the entire urban load, the septic tank loads need to be examined more closely to determine what is reasonable.  Amy noted that this area had historic cattle and dairy farms, so there may be legacy loads in the sediments.

Tiffany asked if the BMAP has to show how all the reductions would be achieved or if some of the TP reductions could be left unaddressed while more monitoring occurred.  John responded that not all of the TP reductions had to be addressed in the first five-year iteration of the BMAP if the stakeholders want to add to the monitoring.  Another phase of the BMAP could be added if it is determined that additional reductions are needed.  Marcy noted that the first BMAP would have to extend for a ten-year period to match COJ’s master plan schedule.  Lisa stated that not all of the master plan projects are needed for the LSJR Main Stem BMAP, and the projects ranked lower may not be constructed.  The Trout River regional facility was one of the lower ranked projects.  Jocelyn Croci (FDOT) asked if implementing a ten-year BMAP could be an option.  Tiffany responded that FDEP typically tries to achieve the TMDL reductions in a 15-year period.  The LSJR Main Stem BMAP covered the entire 15-year period whereas other BMAPs have been done in five year increments.  John Abendroth stated that state statute does require that FDEP revisit the BMAP every five years; however, the BMAP project reduction timeline can be longer.

John Pappas (COJ) stated that one of COJ’s challenges for removing septic tanks is that although the tanks are a major component of the BMAP, until COJ is sure what impacts the tanks have on the waterbodies it is difficult to move forward.  There is limited funding for these projects.  Tiffany responded that FDEP is trying to balance wanting the stakeholders to use their resources well with the need for reductions to occur.  Marcy added that the LSJR Main Stem TMDL required a 30%-50% reduction in TN, and 30% was used in the modeling.  If a greater than 30% TN reduction occurs, the entire 70% reduction in TP may not be needed.

Monitoring Plan (Katie Hallas)
Katie stated that the purpose of the meeting was to start discussions on the monitoring plan.  A monitoring plan is required by the Florida Watershed Restoration Act (FWRA) to track BMAP progress.  When developing a monitoring plan, the stakeholders should consider the TMDL parameters (TN, TP, and DO), goals and objectives, allocations to sources, existing stations, and responsibilities.  Katie reviewed the steps in developing a monitoring plan and stated that the focus of the meeting would be on establishing the objectives and the monitoring design.  The other components of the plan will be discussed at future meetings.  The first step is to identify existing monitoring in the basin and a handout was provided with the stations that Katie was able to find from STORET.  The next step is to establish objectives.  Katie reviewed the proposed primary objective for the plan, which is “To track inputs and trends in TN and TP in the Middle Trout River and Little Trout River.”  The proposed secondary objective is, “To identify areas within the watershed with high loadings of nutrients to better focus management efforts.”  Marcy noted that Little Trout River should be removed from the primary objective.

Dana stated that the TMDL includes information about several reference streams that have similar TP values as Middle Trout River.  It does not seem that Middle Trout River should be impaired based on the reference streams.  Lisa suggested including something in the monitoring plan to determine natural background.  Amy noted that there have been many discussions on the role of wetlands and whether they are removing or contributing nutrients to the system.  John Abendroth responded that FDEP’s overall thought is that wetlands generally contribute loading to the system.  Derek Busby (SJRWMD) added that wetlands are very variable and trying to analyze the dynamics of individual wetlands would be difficult.  Lisa noted that the western part of the basin is state forest.  Amy stated that she did receive a contact for the state forest, so FDEP can look into access to the river.  Amy suggested looking at trends in water quality to see if changes in quality could be linked to changes in land uses.  Katie responded that she started to look at water quality trends using data from January 1, 1996 (the beginning of the Cycle 1 assessment period) through September 30, 2011.  She asked what trends would be helpful for the stakeholders other than TN, TP, and DO.  Amy responded that BOD would be useful, if available.  Katie mentioned that it may be hard to see trends in these parameters as they were not routinely collected at several of the monitoring locations.  Amy suggested talking with Jody Lee about changes in agricultural land uses.  Marcy responded that this is part of the discussion scheduled for November 1st.  Derek asked what happens if an area is shown as agriculture but is not in production.  John Abendroth responded that it is currently considered like a NOI for that area.  Marcy added that if an agricultural area is not in production for the BMAP period, this reduction in load is considered a credit for the BMAP period.  The land uses would be reviewed again in the next iteration of the BMAP, and reductions would be needed if the area is in agricultural production again.

Dana asked about the numeric nutrient criteria (NNC) for this area.  Lisa stated that a SCI could be useful here to show why Trout River is different than the reference streams in the TMDL.  Amy stated that she is concerned about using the SCI because the river may not pass.  Tom Kallemeyn stated that FDEP NED has not gone out yet to look for sites for the SCI.  The SCI is based on a number of taxa, and there does not need to be a high number present to achieve a passing score.  Marcy added that FDEP NED is looking for potential sites to ensure the conditions are appropriate.  There was discussion in past meetings about using the SCI score to establish the natural conditions for the waterbody.  John Abendroth noted that FDEP would need to be able to make a case to EPA for the natural conditions, and it would be difficult because the TP concentration is not meeting standards, and there are anthropogenic sources.  Lisa noted that if a SSAC is established for the Middle Trout River then the NNC would not apply.  Jocelyn asked if EPA approved creating SSACs.  Tiffany responded that this discussion is about a DO SSAC, and one was previously created for the LSJR Main Stem.  The BMAP could include a goal to gather more data for future refinement of the TMDL.  John Abendroth added that FDEP could not guarantee that it would change the TMDL but more information could be collected to see what impacts it has on the listing.  Marcy suggested adding an objective to gather data for potential future refinement of the TMDL and BMAP.

Katie asked if COJ wanted to add a secondary objective for the Little Trout River monitoring.  Vince responded that this would be fine as long as it is clear that this monitoring is not required.  Vince asked what “inputs” are being referenced in the primary objective.  Katie responded that the inputs are the different sources.  Marcy added that the inputs could also be the contributing tributaries.  Vince stated that if the inputs are sources then the monitoring may need to include storm event sampling.  Amy noted that modeling by CDM showed that Sixmile Creek could be contributing to Trout River, and there may be potential sources in that watershed.  Tom Mallett (COJ) asked if changes in land uses will be considered.  Marcy responded that the 2004 land use will be considered for now, and the land use would then be updated for the next iteration of the BMAP.  Credit can be assigned in the BMAP for changes to less intensive land uses. 

Jocelyn stated that if the monitoring stations are moved, then it is as if there are no data because the new data cannot be correlated to the historical data.  John Abendroth responded that this is not true because all the data will still be collected within the WBID, which is how FDEP analyzes the information.  Amy added that some stations are fixed, such as the COJ stations for the MS4 permit, and will not be moved.  Some stations may be located in the wrong location and should be moved as part of the monitoring plan.  However, further discussion amongst the group would need to take place before stations are moved.  Jocelyn asked if a station is moved if the previous data would drop out of the analysis.  Tiffany responded that FDEP uses a rolling period for analysis, so the older data would eventually fall out.  Lisa noted that she is concerned that all of the stations are located in the urban areas and are not really representative of the entire basin.  Jocelyn stated that she is concerned that if a project is implemented and then the station is moved, the associated improvement may not be shown.  Tiffany responded that the focus of the monitoring is on the total ambient conditions so improvements from projects should still be shown.  Derek suggested adding an objective to assess the long-term trend in the WBIDs.  Tom Kallemeyn stated that this could be difficult to determine because there is likely no nutrient data since 2006.  Katie noted that there is some nutrient sampling since 2006 but not much.  She asked Tom Kallemeyn to take a look at the monitoring spreadsheet once it has been posted on the FTP site.  Tom Mallett asked if there is a standard practice for dropping a sampled based on variance.  Tiffany responded that all data in STORET are supposed to meet quality assurance/quality control requirements.  The data also go through a screening process when they are pulled from STORET into the IWR.  If the stakeholders can provide information on why data should not be used, FDEP can consider this information.  Otherwise, data are not discarded.

Dana stated that some of the data may inadvertently be non-ambient, such as if the sampling point is located near agriculture.  Tom Kallemeyn stated that the purpose of the TMDL is to identify and address sources.  If there are a lot of cattle inputs, then the associated load should be determined.  Most of the monitoring is in the eastern part of the basin because there are access issues in the western portion.  Dana noted that FDACS may be able to help with access.  Marcy suggested that sites be identified, and these can be brought up with FDACS on the November 1st call.

Katie stated that she pulled monitoring information for Middle Trout River, Upper Trout River, and Little Trout River.  There are no monitoring stations in Gulley Branch.  She pointed out that not all of the stations located in STORET had Geographic Information Systems (GIS) data [e.g., SJB-SL1013 (SJRWMD), 14805 (FDEP), and 39326 (FDEP)], so they are not located on the map that was shown during the presentation.  She asked if any of the stakeholders had GIS information for these locations, but no one had any further information.  In addition, she noted that not all of the sites used in the derivation of the TMDL are still be sampled, so they were not necessarily included in her data pull.  Lisa noted that many locations have multiple stations, and she asked if these were being used to fill in gaps.  Katie noted that she can look into this.  Katie stated that there are only three stations in Middle Trout River that were sampled in 2011.  FDEP NED is picking up three stations for the LSJR Tributaries BMAP II in Middle Trout River, and Pat O’Connor (FDEP) stated that samples could also be collected for the nutrient BMAP.  He stated that station 20030123 will be sampled quarterly, while stations 20030753 and 20030047 will be sampled monthly.  They will be sampled for suite A parameters as well as TN and TP.  Jocelyn noted that one of the FDEP stations is located near a dairy and this may not be a good location.  Tom Kallemeyn responded that this station was set up in the 1970s, and there is no longer a dairy in this area.  Jocelyn stated that there are data from the Everglades that show TP loads on cattle farms, and this could be a legacy load in the Middle Trout River.

Katie asked for the stakeholders to provide feedback on the monitoring table by Monday, November 14th.  Lisa asked if there any U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) stations in the basin.  Marcy responded that she will check on this.  Katie stated that the parameters for the monitoring plan will be discussed at the next meeting, and this presentation will be posted to the FTP site if the stakeholders want to start providing comments.  The focus of the next meeting will be on the monitoring plan.

Public Comment, Review, and Wrap-up (Tiffany Busby)	
The next technical meeting will tentatively be held on Thursday, February 9, 2012 at 1:30 PM.

Adjournment (Tiffany Busby) 
The meeting was adjourned at 4:07 PM.
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