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Tiffany Busby, Wildwood Consulting
Paul Davis, GRU
Jian Di, SJRWMD
Anthony Dennis, FDOH-Alachua County
Holly Edmund, FDACS
Robin Hallbourg, Alachua County
Dale Jones, FWC
Mark Kuhn, FDOT
Jody Lee, FDACS
Roy Lima, FFS
Gail Mowry, Marian County
Mary Paulic, FDEP 


Introductions
Everyone introduced themselves.  Mary Paulic [Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)] reviewed the agenda items she provided by email including the following:  Stakeholder involvement; Lake Wauberg delineation; and continued allocation discussion.  Mary noted that the stakeholder involvement item was discussed at the last in-person meeting.   Mary has reviewed the emails received and the lists she has on file, and she would like to get the contact list as accurate as possible based on input from everyone.

For Lake Wauberg, Anthony Dennis [Florida Department of Health (FDOH)-Alachua County] and Mary met with the University of Florida (UF) recreation area and the Paynes Prairie State Park representatives in April.  Further discussion on the watershed of Lake Wauberg is needed.

Mary noted that for the allocation item she will welcome any thoughts on allocations and will outline where she is going with lake nutrient budgets.  Also, we will need to set the next teleconference date and time.

Stakeholder Involvement
Mary provided a handout describing the known stakeholders in the various lake basins and asked for feedback on who is missing.   Based on the comments received at the March 31st meeting, Mary added St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD) to the lists, except for Lake Wauberg; she asked if there is a reason they should be added there.  No one had any comments.

Mark wants to be on record that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) believes they are de minimus in the Lake Lochloosa basin and should be removed as a stakeholder.   Mark stated that assertion is based on FDOT having an absence of any major outfalls in the basin, owning less than one percent of the property in the area, and usually their impervious area is less than 20% of their property.  Mark offered to send back up information and Mary said that information would be helpful.

Mary noted that Sierra Club, Audubon, and general environmental interests are included on the stakeholder lists.  Mary asked if there are other community groups that she should include.  There were no suggestions.

Mary commented that SJRWMD got left out originally because of shifting responsibilities within the District that has not left the Orange Creek Basin as a high priority area for SJRWMD.  However, there are other sections within SJRWMD that are important to the BMAP process such as engineering and the minimum flows and levels (MFL) group, so they have been added back in.  Mary suggested that if there is more than one section within an organization that she should be included on the stakeholder list(s), please let her know no later than May 28, 2015. 

Mary noted that she separated the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS)-Office of Agricultural Water Policy (OAWP) from the Florida Forest Service (FFS), even though they are both part of FDACS.  Mary asked for feedback.  Jody Lee (FDACS) said it is okay with him and Holly Edmund (FDACS) said it is okay with her.  Holly added that if there are any aquaculture operations, they should also be separated, as aquaculture is handled by a separate section of FDACS.  Mary asked how to find out if there are any registered operations in the Orange Creek Basin.  Holly replied that within the agricultural land use codes, there is code 2540 and you can look to see if there are any facilities based on the land use. Holly added that the land use codes are usually accurate in this respect.  Holly offered to look for aquaculture land uses in the Orange Creek basin and to follow up with Mary.

Roy Lima [Florida Forest Service (FFS)] noted you can remove Phil Gornicki as he retired from the Florida Forestry Association (FFA) at the end of April 2015.

Mary commented that she added Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU) to the Newnans Lake stakeholder list, as the watershed is part of the GRU service area.  Mary asked for feedback.  Paul Davis (GRU) concurred that GRU has infrastructure in part of the Newnans Lake basin.  Mary said that she is open to feedback if the service area she has is incorrect.  Paul confirmed that they have service area within some of the creeks that flow to Newnans Lake, but he is doubtful there are any water quality impacts to the waters based on that infrastructure.  Mary asked if there is any GRU service area in Orange Lake or Lake Lochloosa basins.  Paul said that they do not have service area in those basins.

Anthony asked about the Twin Lakes/Cross Creek area.  Paul said that GRU used to service that area but it is now a separate system.  GRU provides water in that area, but not the sewer.  Anthony noted that some drain fields out there are permitted by FDEP, not FDOH-Alachua County as most people presume.  For example, in Cross Creek there was a package plant that converted to a drainfield system, so it was permitted by FDEP.  There may be other systems like that are larger systems that are permitted by FDEP.  There is a little misperception that exists because people assume that if a system has a drainfield, then it is permitted by FDOH-Alachua County, and that is not always the case.

Mary asked for clarification on the rules that prescribe when FDOH-Alachua County issues the permit and when FDEP is the issuer.  Anthony responded that FDOH-Alachua County has authority to permit drainfield systems up to 5,000 gallons if they are residential systems and up to 10,000 gallons if they are commercial systems.  Some of the sites in question were package plants that converted to a drainfield at the end of the collection system.  Anthony explained that all of the FDOH-permitted tanks have FDOH certification numbers, but FDOH-Alachua County doesn’t permit those larger systems; those permits take a lot of engineering review, etc.  Also, FDOH-Alachua County doesn’t have records on those systems.   

Mary stated that it sounds like who issues the permit is more of a case-by-case evaluation, because FDEP does sometimes permit smaller systems.  Anthony agreed and said that there is also a waiver/variance process for larger systems, so sometimes the local FDOH office issues those permits, but Anthony is not aware of any in Alachua County.   Mary clarified that the prior package plant site under discussion is called “Cross Creek.”  Paul replied that it is a mobile home park where the wastewater goes to a drainfield and GRU provides potable water.  Anthony added that it is right next to Twin Lakes Fish Camp with waterfront property on Lake Lochloosa.

Mary noted that she participated in a tour of the Lake Lochloosa, but she did not see a lot near Cross Creek.   Anthony noted there is a restaurant there on a septic tank system.  The soils there are not good for septic systems and the lots are small.  It is very rare that FDOH-Alachua County gets a repair permit requests for that area.  FDOH is not sure how the systems out there are being repaired because they don’t get many repair permits.

Mary asked about the Town of Waldo in the Newnans Lake basin, but she noted Waldo is in the distant part of the watershed.  Mary asked if they should be included as a stakeholder.  Jody asked where they are in the basin.  Mary replied they are in the very northeast corner of the watershed.  Anthony stated that he believes that Waldo is connected to GRU, but they had a constructed wetland system that discharged eventually into Lake Santa Fe, so that’s a different watershed.  Jian said it is Lake Alto that is near Waldo, which is in the Suwannee River water Management District as Lake Alto is connected to Lake Santa Fe and the Santa Fe River system.  Jian also noted that there is a connection from Lake Alto under U.S. Highway 301, so it can flow to the Orange Creek system to Newnans Lake.  Jody asked Jian which one is the primary connection.  Jian responded that the primary connection is to the Lake Santa Fe.  Mary asked if it is an intermittent discharge to Newnans Lake that occurs from Lake Alto.  Jian replied, yes, it is an intermittent discharge.  Mary asked if U.S. Highway 301 is a barrier to flows from Lake Alto.  Jian responded that the Lake Alto area can be used as a water control regulation option because you can divert water the other way towards Newnans Lake to minimize flooding in the Lake Santa Fe area.  

Mary asked if there have been any studies on the recurrence interval for those kinds of events where water was redirected to Newnans Lake from Lake Alto.  Jian responded that not to his knowledge were there any studies.  Jody added that it may be a better question for the Suwannee River Water Management District (SRWMD).  Mary offered to follow up on this question about diversions from Lake Alto to Newnans Lake with Erich Marzolf (SRWMD).

Mary asked if there are any other communities that she missed.  Someone noted that there is a little town on the east side called “Lochloosa” and there is a post office there.   There was also discussion about another small place called Windsor.  Tiffany noted that the Florida League of Cities website indicates Lochloosa and Windsor are both unincorporated.   Mary added that she knows that she needs to engage the communities of Hawthorne, Micanopy, McIntosh, and Orange Heights will be followed up with.  Mary has names of contacts for most of these places; she will follow up with those communities.

Gail noted the Town of Reddick, south of the lake, is also in the Orange Creek watershed.   Tiffany asked Mary if Geoff Sample (SJRWMD) would be a good source of contacts for Reddick and Orange Heights and Mary concurred.  Gail emailed the link to the Town of Reddick website that includes some contact information.  Jody needed to leave the meeting at this time.  Mary stated that she will review the stakeholders one more time at the June meeting, so please everyone should provide feedback by May 22nd.

Mary noted, especially to Roy that she had previously discussed with Robin Holland (FFS) the idea to engage Plum Creek and Rayonier landowners, as they were participants in the first BMAP phase.  Mary has contacts on her list for Plum Creek and Rayonier and she will reach out to them.  Roy confirmed with Mary the next meeting is June 4th.

Lake Wauberg Delineation
Mary noted that she and Anthony took at field visit to Lake Wauberg, the UF site, and Paynes Prairie State Park.  George’s Pond is on the west side of U.S. Highway 441 that was not included in the area during the Lake Wauberg total maximum daily load (TMDL) development; the watershed area stopped at U.S. Highway 441.  However, we know there are culverts under U.S. 441 and there is flow coming from George’s Pond to Lake Wauberg.  FDEP has also reviewed light detecting and ranging (LiDAR) data and those data indicate that there may be a larger watershed than indicated by the TMDL document.  Mary also noted that Lake Wauberg may also be naturally eutrophic.

Mary stated that she and Anthony are in discussions with the UF recreational facility on Lake Wauberg and the Paynes Prairie State Park.  Mary asked if dogs are allowed at these sites and noted that Alachua County has a pet waste ordinance in place.  Gail said that she wasn’t sure if dogs were allowed or not.  Mary said that maybe UF would be open to setting up a pet waste station at their facility.  Gail said that they probably would, as they have pet waste stations on campus.  Mary stated that she would find out from Bill James (UF) about the possibility of having pet waste station at the UF site and would also ask the State Park.

Mark stated based on various reports he has reviewed, atmospheric deposition is 55% of the overall load to Lake Wauberg and septic tanks is another 42% of the load.  Therefore, 97% of the load is hard to deal with.  Mary agreed, but also noted that the Department may not have modelled the correct watershed and it may be larger than we thought and therefore there may be more watershed sources.  Mary also noted that there are facilities with large drain fields and there are questions about whether they are sized correctly.  We need to understand better who permitted those facilities.

Mark added that when big percentages of the loads are uncontrollable, to figure out everyone’s fair share will be problematic.

Anthony noted that he now has correct usage data for the UF-Lake Wauberg and Paynes Prairie State Park and will send those data to Mary.

Mary added that there is a large, seasonal bird rookery near the UF site too; we are trying to get a handle on the potential wildlife contribution and importing loading in Lake Wauberg.   There is a large rookery of black vultures on the lake, and UF (Bill James) is working with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to relocate the rookery further form the lake, but they don’t have specific plans yet.

Mary added that in Paynes Prairie State Park there are arsenic issues within the preserve related to previous cattle dipping sites.  There is the possibility of subsurface water movement related to the steep gradients of the land surface and how water is getting to the lake.  Anthony stated that Bill James (UF) is also working with the Paynes Prairie staff.  Mary commented that the area was used for cattle for many decades, so there are legacy issues related to that.

Mary noted that she included Table 2 in the handout for government and community contacts.  Mary requested that everyone review the table and update it (add/remove) and also provide titles for the various contacts by May 22, 2015.  Mary added that it is a fairly extensive list.  Some consultants were included that assist the government agencies.  Also, some citizens are listed that have been fairly active.  This is not a list of anyone who has ever attended a meeting.  Mary will remove Phil Gornicki as previously suggested.


Allocation Discussion
Mary noted that there is not a handout related to this item, but she is interested in everyone’s reaction to the prior allocation discussion at the March 31st meeting.  Also, Mary would like to review what she is planning on in terms of lake nutrient budgets.  There were no immediate comments or suggestions on the allocation discussion.

Mary noted that several lakes have an internal loading component based on the nutrient accumulation in the sediments.  The Department will try to portion out the internal loading and focus on allocating the watershed loads only.  Mary doesn’t want to ignore the internal loads entirely because they are important to water quality restoration, but in terms of allocations it doesn’t make sense to divvy that load out like watershed loads.  Mary stated that when the Department did the lake nutrient budgets they separated anthropogenic loads from other loads.  So sources such as watershed loads from natural lands and atmospheric loads are not allocated.  Mary summarized that those are our first thoughts and we plan to separate those out and present to you those numbers at a future meeting.

Mary noted that in terms of allocations, there are a number of different ways to allocation.  We can look at pounds of reduction and there are also areas of responsibility that we could consider.  Also, when there are few stakeholders, such as the two in Lake Wauberg, we may not allocate there on an entity-basis.

Newnans Lake is the most likely candidate for entity-specific allocations because of the number of entities involved.  Nothing is firmed up yet, so we will need to have more discussion about this and how to portion them out.  We are working on portioning out Lake Lochloosa now.  The TMDL will likely not be finalized until the June 2015 timeframe because of additional work needed related to Lake Weir which is in that same group of TMDLs being finalized.

Jian had a comment about internal versus watershed loads and dealing with those separately.  He agreed that it is confusing.  We know that the internal loading is important.  If we improve the watershed loading, the internal loads should also improve.  Overall, he agreed that it is a good idea to separate the internal loading from the watershed loading process.

Orange Creek BMAP Annual Report Process
Mary stated that she will be sending out the annual report materials shortly to each stakeholder who has projects or activities included in the BMAP.  Mary plans to send out the new projects and not all of the completed projects to cut down on the volume of material.  Mary asked everyone to please submit the updates back in a timely manner so that the report will be ready for the August 6th meeting.  Mark agreed to not clutter up the tables with old projects, but suggested that maybe Mary should list the prior project load reductions in the report and then specifically list out the new projects.  That would acknowledge the prior projects and provide the long term picture of the efforts and load reductions that have occurred.

Next Technical Teleconference
Mary stated that she would like to present draft lake nutrient budgets during the next conference call.  A Doodle poll has been set up for dates next week and we could extend the dates to include some days the week of May 26th.  Mary asked about everyone’s availability on Thursday, May 21st.  Mark was not available, but he noted that Alan Obaigbena or Karen Kohoutek-Luckin might be available to represent FDOT instead on that date.    Roy reported that Robin Holland (FFS) has a commitment on May 21st, but she may be able to work around it.  Roy noted that next Thursday is the Paynes Prairie official opening ceremony, so that may not be a good date.  Mary will send out the Doodle poll to check everyone’s availability for next week and will add some additional dates the following week to consider.  Then the date for the next conference call will be scheduled and announced.  The call should take place prior to the June 4th meeting.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 11:10 AM.

Action Items
1. Mary/Tiffany--Set the next teleconference date and time and update the Doodle poll with additional times on May 26th and May 28th. (Completed)
2. Mark stated that assertion is based on not having any major outfalls and less than one percent of the property in the area and usually their impervious area is less than 20% of their property.  Mark offered to send back up information about the minor amount of infrastructure FDOT has in the Lake Wauberg basin and Mary said that would be helpful.
3. Mary suggested that if there is more than one section within an organization that she should include, let her know. 
4. Holly offered to look for aquaculture land uses in the Orange Creek basin and to follow up with Mary.
5. Mary offered to follow up on this question about diversions from Lake Alto to Newnans Lake with Erich Marzolf (SRWMD).
6. Mary/Tiffany should follow up with Geoff Sample (SJRWMD) for contacts in Reddick and Orange Heights and review the Town of Reddick website provided by Gail. (Completed)
7. Mary stated that she will review the stakeholders one more time at the June in-person meeting, so please everyone should provide feedback by May 22nd.
8. Mary has contacts on her stakeholder list for Plum Creek and Rayonier and she will reach out to them.  
9. Mary stated that she would find out from Bill James (UF) about the possibility of having pet waste station at the UF site and would also ask the State Park.
10. Anthony noted that he now has correct usage data for UF-Lake Wauberg and Paynes Prairie State Park and will send those data to Mary.
11. Mary noted that she included Table 2 in the handout for government and community contacts.  Mary requested that everyone review the table and update it (add/remove) and also provide titles for the various contacts by May 22nd.
  





