SCBWMI

WATERSHED ASSESSMENT & MONITORING SUBGROUP (WAMS)

February 21, 2006
1:30 PM – 3:30 PM

San Jose Water Pollution Control Plant Administration Building, 

Conf. Room A (due to renovations in C & B)
1. Introductions:


Kristy McCumby-Hyland, City of Sunnyvale (Chair)


Mondy Lariz, SPCWC


James Downing, City of San Jose


Phil Bobel, City of Palo Alto

Brett Calhoun, SCVWD


Nancy Bernardi, GCRCD
Special Guest: Ben Livsey, RWQCB
2. Scribe: Kristy
3. Review Agenda and Time Allotments: no changes were made to the agenda for the day.  However, it was suggested that the Stormwater Municipal Regional Permits update be added to Section 8, Work Group Reports and Tracking Reports, as there may be some developments of interest to the group based on monitoring requirements that will be forthcoming.
4.  Approve Minutes: The January 17, 2006 minutes were approved with minor typographical edits to be made, as pointed out by Mondy...
5. Action Items:  Carry over to March meeting:
· Action item:  Since Larry was not able to attend the meeting, and Nancy wasn’t sure of all the issues related to the Guadalupe River fish passage concerns that were expressed at the November, 2005 meeting, this will be a carry-over for updating the group on outstanding issues the next time Larry Johmann is able to attend.

· Nancy did say that she didn’t believe sufficient water was present in the area of Guadalupe Creek below the fish ladder to allow for fish passage.  She said that by the time the water gets to the Almaden Expressway Bridge, it is gone, as it is being diverted to infiltration ponds.  Brett said he would check into it, but that he believed that water was deep enough in the pools, but may only be deep enough under high flow conditions in the riffle areas, which may be okay for fish migration in the area.  The consensus of the group was that this is something we should keep on the agenda for more detailed discussion, when all the parties concerned can be present.

6. Old Business

A.  WAMS Work Plan

· Kristy stated that the Core Group had approved the WAMS work plan as presented at the February Core Group meeting.  Kristy also indicated that there will need to be a small change in the timing for the Stream Studies Inventory.  Funding is not available for an SSI update this Fiscal Year.  The next minor update (Version 7.0) will start in July 2006, after the start of the new FY.  The next major update (Version 8.0) will not be scheduled until FY 07-08, based on the recently approved SCVURPPP budget, which helps to support the preparation of the SSI. 
7. New Business 

A.   Presentation on RWQCB Stream and Wetland Protection Policy by Ben Livsey
· Ben provided a hand-out from the Regional Board that described their upcoming stakeholder work shops regarding the proposed changes to the Stream and Wetland Protection policy.  
· Ben said that the RWQCB is currently compiling case studies with information on the physical integrity of watersheds and their support of beneficial uses.  Their plan is to develop policy alternatives and they want to come to their Board with Basin Plan Amendments.  They are looking at adding three new beneficial uses: 1) Flood peak attenuation; 2) Water Quality Enhancement; and 3) Wetlands habitats (for various species).
· The Board will be holding three workshops, one in Cupertino on May 9, one in Richmond, and one in Napa.  Further information on the workshops will be forthcoming.  A package of policy alternatives should be available by the May 9 meeting.
· They are also planning to have an outdoor workshop to visit restoration sites that show how a stream protection/flood protection policy should work.  
· There will be another follow-up workshop in the fall of 2006.
· We asked how the WMI could be involved.  The answer was to help publicize the workshop and connect with as many interested parties as possible in this part of our region.  Also, Ben said they were looking for case studies on water quality improvement that would provide information on costs and economic impacts.  They are particularly looking for studies that are representative and could be used as models elsewhere.
· There was a discussion on the Boards idea of Delegation of Authority if Performance Standards or Codes could be changed to support water quality enhancement.  Phil suggested a pilot activity around the delegation of authority might be a potential action for the WMI’s involvement.  Phil also suggested that the work that the Collaborative in the South Bay could be used a case study for how to implement water quality enhancements, flood peak flow attenuation, and wetland habitat enhancement.
· Ben said that he was available to come and do presentations to any groups that were interested in the RWQCBs Stream and Wetland Protection Policy as it develops.
B.  WAMS comments on Upper Penitencia Limiting Factors Analysis

Kristy prepared a brief e-mail to Paul Randall regarding the WAMS comments on Upper Pen LFA that were discussed at the January meeting.  Basically we had no comments other than good ones, and that we thought the table at the end with future actions was most helpful.
C.  Guadalupe Issues

See discussion under 5. Action Items above.


D.  Stream Studies Inventory Update for FY 2005-2006




As discussed in A. WAMS Work Plan above, there will be no SSI updated for FY 2005-2006.  Work on Version 7.0 will begin on July 1, 2006, after the start of the new FY.

· Action Item:  WAMS members to send information about any new stream studies they know about or updates to current study efforts by July 1, 2006.



E.  Bulletin 250


The Fish Passage Improvement Bulletin from the Department of Water Resources has been signed, but is not yet available on their website.  When it becomes available it can be found at http://www.watershedrestoration.water.ca.gov/fishpassage/b250/
· Action Item-  Trish to contact Gordon and determine his availability to attend a future WAMS meeting to discuss DWR efforts to help “revitalize” salmon and steelhead fisheries.
  8.  Work Group Reports and Tracking Reports

A. TMDL for Mercury in Guadalupe Watershed Update: 
· The full Staff Report is available on the state board website at http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay/guadaluperivermercurytmdl.htm
· James provided CD-ROMs of the report to those who wanted a copy at the meeting. 
· There has been some discussion as to whether the work group will bee to talk about the draft staff report before public workshops are held.  James thought that it would be beneficial to have the work group meet ahead of the public workshop to streamline the process.  However he thought that might not be likely due to staff time limitations by the Regional Board.  
· Kristy asked James if he thought that any WMI/WAMS support for the pre-workshop meeting would be appropriate.  How strongly was it felt that the technical discussions were needed before the workshop?  James indicated that he needed to talk to Dave Drury to see if it was something that WAMs should be involved in.
· Phil wanted to know if there was some consensus from the TMDL work group as to what the issues/stumbling blocks there are with the draft, and if the draft is something that the WMI should be supporting.  James indicated that he would talk to Dave and find out if there are comments on the draft that need to be made, especially from the WMI standpoint.
· Action item: James and Brett to contact Dave Drury prior to the April Core Group meeting to determine if a meeting of the work group prior to the Regional Board’s workshop should be advocated by the Core Group.  Also, James/Brett need to get back to Kristy and determine what the WAMS/Core Group responses to the draft should be in the future.  Is the draft something that the WMI can support, or are there reservations on some issues?
B. San Fransciquito Creek Sediment/ AHALFA update

· Phil was able to attend the meeting and provided a brief update to the group.  Comments are due soon and the LFA can be downloaded from the Regional Board’s website (don’t have the URL).  One of the Limiting Factor Outcomes for steel head was over-wintering habitat (which is what we are seeing in the other LFAs for creeks in the South Bay.  
· Phil said that, to quote Jerry Smith of San Jose State University, there are in reality three limiting factors affecting steelhead populations 1) spawning – basically getting up there to spawn and finding a place to do it in. 2) sufficient passage for fish during out-migration 3) and rearing habitat.  Of these three factors, modeling determined the most limiting factor, which was the over-wintering habitat...

· Limitations of this study were that the analysis was done on a relatively small portion of the Main Stem and Los Trancos creek.  Sediment may still be an issue or one of the limitations in other areas. 

· Phil indicated that the Regional Board was not interested in delisting the creek for sediment, even if sediment is not the limiting factor...

· If people are interested in getting a hard copy or CD of the report, they can contact Dale Jacques of the SCVWD.

9. Liaison Reports:  (postponed until next meeting due to lack of time)
A.
Bay M & M/Regulatory Sub Group 


B.
Communications (COS) –
C. Land Use Subgroup (LUS) –  
D. Sustainable Water Supply – 
E. Wetlands Advisory Group – 
F. 
Indicators Work Group:  –  
G.  Project Action Group (PAG) -
H. Community Capacity Building Subgroup (CCBS) – 
10. Announcements/Reminders:

11.
Issues/Issue bin
12.
ADJOURN 3:40 PM
Next meeting date: Tuesday, March 21, 2006 

Time: 1:30 – 3:30 PM

Location: San Jose Water Pollution Control Plant, Administration Building on Los Esteros Road.

