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Vashon-Maury Island

Groundwater Protection Committee Meeting

Draft Notes from January 25, 2012
Vashon Island Fire & Rescue  

Emergency Operations Center
10020 SW Bank Rd., Vashon Island 
Attendees:

	Members

	Jay Becker
	X
	John Gerstle
	X
	Yvonne Kuperberg
	X

	James Dam
	X
	Frank Jackson
	X
	Philip McCready
	X

	Laurie Geissinger
	X
	Donna Klemka
	X
	Bill Riley
	X

	Gib Dammann
	
	
	
	
	

	Staff

	Larry Stockton, KC 
	X
	Eric Ferguson, KC
	X
	
	

	Audience

	Robert Keeler
	X
	Susie Kalhorn
	X
	John Martinak
	X

	Tag Gornall
	X
	
	
	
	


1.
Call to order, Introductions and Agenda Review
Philip McCready called the meeting to order at 6:35. Under introductions Larry Stockton reported Gib Dammann’s appointment to represent the Chamber of Commerce on has now been confirmed by the County Council and he was unable to attend this meeting due to a schedule conflict. Philip McCready reviewed the agenda and there were no changes.

2.
Review Revised Draft Sustainability Indicator Reports for Water Quality – Sustainability Subcommittee and Eric Ferguson, KC WLRD Science Section
Philip McCready gave an overview of the revised water quality sustainability indicators advising the subcommittee recognized there was risk in presenting a finished package of all indicators if the full committee was not involved in reviewing the details so the goal is to review the indicators in draft as they are being developed.
Larry Stockton suggested a goal to review the draft indicators by section starting with introduction of the water quality indicators in January for adoption in April. The water quantity indicators could be introduced in April for adoption at the July meeting. He noted the draft water quality indicators have incorporated action triggers for trend changes from baseline consistent with the recommendations in the groundwater protection plan.

Frank Jackson noted the goal of the triggers was to identify changed conditions that would require further action. Donna Klemka advised she supported an objective to require action based on a change in an indicator. Doug Wood noted that DOH has action triggers for changes in water quality in relation to Maximum Contaminate Level (MCL) standards noting water quality can change as a result of non-point contaminates.  Jay Becker stated he did not see actionable best management practices based on the data reported in the draft water quality indicators. Doug Wood noted that Ecology had acted to require a study to find the source of the increased levels of nitrate in the Burton Water supply. 

Larry Stockton reiterated the draft water quality indicators would establish triggers to take further action based on what the data showed citing nitrogen management activities as an example. Eric Ferguson noted the individual indicator findings would be summarized in a report card format. 
Philip McCready noted the sustainability indicators provide a way to manage the monitoring data and the triggers help to define what the results mean and what actions the committee might take in response to the data. Bill Riley noted it would be up to the committee to define actions in response to triggers. Laurie Geissinger noted some discussion of responses can happen parallel to the indicator development process citing the ongoing process to work thru Quartermaster Harbor water quality issues. Doug Wood noted some response actions may be a technical staff study citing the Burton Water example. Frank Jackson questioned if Burton Water agreed with the study and Doug Wood noted that the Pollution Control Hearing Board did agree with the study, the point being the issue required further study. Laurie Geissinger noted the Burton Water study was an action that required time and money to complete.

Eric Ferguson noted the water quality indicators followed the format introduced in the October meeting. Since that time Jim Simmonds had provided input on the draft indicators which was now included by showing the current status on the report card and page one of the indicator, showing changes thru time on page two and providing technical notes to explain how we got the data. Eric Ferguson noted we have a trend for nitrate now and the option to collect historical groundwater quality data to create trends for the other indicators. Larry Stockton noted that none of the other MCL standards had been exceeded.   
Bill Riley suggested arsenic might be a good example to analyze further. Larry Stockton suggested a study could look at potential causes for arsenic in groundwater and correlate that with conditions in the affected wells. Frank Jackson agreed with the idea of further analysis and Laurie Geissinger suggested starting with nitrate or arsenic case studies. 
John Gerstle agreed with the study suggestion to look at case histories and potential solutions. Doug Wood noted that identifying sites of former land uses such as greenhouses or chicken farms would be helpful in a case study. Laurie Geissinger suggested starting with a case study on all three groundwater quality indicators. 

Philip McCready asked how the full committee felt about the three draft groundwater quality indicators. 

Donna Klemka asked about the mitigation section of the draft indicators noting she did not find it useful as described noting suggested actions might be costly.  She also questioned the increasing length of the draft indicators and suggested summarizing the repeated items. Philip McCready noted the indicators would be presented following the report card and each indicator was designed to be a stand-alone report. He noted the difficulty of developing the indicators at the subcommittee without input from the full committee. Donna Klemka suggested just eliminating the duplication of information on the indicators.            
Doug Wood stated the indicator form was the correct standard for a technical document. Eric Ferguson stated the initial thinking was a two page document for each indicator with a web link to additional information so info needed to be duplicated on each indicator. He stated improvements to the language would be helpful. 

Eric Ferguson introduced the stream water quality indicators reviewing the water quality data summary on page two and breakdown of the indicator components by stream on a third page. Laurie Geissinger noted the stream benthos indicator indicated the streams were more like urban streams. Eric Ferguson noted there were other examples of how to report the stream water quality such as the   Puget Sound “dashboard” indicators, the King County swim beach indicators, the Pierce County water quality report card and the Kitsap County stream water quality summary.  
Frank Jackson questioned if it would be helpful to show stream water quality separately or combine it with the benthos measure. Susie Kalhorn stated it would be confusing to combine the two indicators if you wanted to examine trends for each indicator. Frank Jackson noted combining the indicators could result in missing a trigger for an individual indicator and Donna Klemka advised she agreed with the suggestion to track the indicators separately. Laurie Geissinger asked why each stream was not tracked by separate indicator noting it could be motivational and Eric Ferguson advised it would be contrary to the goal to summarize the information. Larry Stockton noted the data for individual streams could be made available in an on-line appendix. 

Laurie Geissinger asked about using map instead of a table for the streams and Philip McCready noted you could not display a trend on map. Doug Wood suggested using a line graph and Philip McCready noted the objective was to show the data for all of the monitored streams for comparison. Laurie Geissinger noted that maybe a table did meet the comparison objective. Donna Klemka suggested that displaying the data seasonally might help to interpret influencing factors. Bill Riley observed the stream water quality discussion was a good example of how the issues needed to be broken down for each indicator. 

John Gerstle stated the Pierce County water quality indicator provided a good summary for a public audience and asked how their public reacted. Eric Ferguson advised Pierce County mailed the indicator to all watershed residents and provided a 34 page report to back-up their summary indicator. 

Philip McCready asked for feedback on the indicator development process. John Gerstle advised the draft indicators looked good to him and cautioned the committee to remember the differences in the public audience.  Jay Becker noted there were several unique audiences for the indicators and suggested the committee needed to think about the needs of the public audience. Frank Jackson noted the web offers the opportunity to present greater detail on the indicators and Doug Wood noted the web provides a good tool to dig into the data.
Donna Klemka noted she still questioned the water quality mitigation statements. Larry Stockton suggested committee members provide feedback to the committee via email and Frank Jackson asked if they could provide the input at the meeting.

Committee members stated water quality indicator 1A looks good now; suggested removing the mitigation measures; and, making the dots on the map bigger in the graphic design process. Jay Becker suggested explaining why nitrate in drinking water matters to human health and providing a similar explanation for all of the other water quality indicators. Similar comments were offered for indicators 1B and 1C.  
Laurie Geissinger suggested the indicators clarify when and how we get the indicator data. Donna Klemka asked if the goal was to reduce the indicators to two pages in length and Eric Ferguson advised they did not need to be limited to two pages.
Donna Klemka noted that water quality was described on the second page of the stream water quality indicator. Laurie Geissinger suggested explaining the linkage between stream water quality and benthic health to provide a cross reference. Donna Klemka suggested explaining factors influencing steam water quality. A question was raised about dropping the trend status in figure 2 and relying on table 1. It was suggested the figure might be reworked. 

3.
Review draft notes from October 26, 2011 and complete 2012 Financial Disclosure Forms
The draft notes from October 26, 2011were approved as written including track change edits provided in advance  of the meeting with the addition of Gib Dammann to list of committee members, correction of a typo on page 2 and a sentence phrasing on page 4. 
4. 
Draft 2012 Work Plan
Larry Stockton presented a work plan outlining the action to be undertaken by the committee in 2012. Major activities included completion of the sustainability monitoring analysis and report to the community; monitoring and supporting adoption of the policy recommendations to the 2012 comprehensive plan revision; preparing a report analyzing the findings of the water resource evaluation; continuing and enhancing public education activities; and monitoring and/or supporting select activities related to groundwater protection including implementation of the Marine Recovery Area implementation, the Quartermaster Harbor Nitrogen Loading Study; state agency water resource management activities and grant funding opportunities. 
Frank Jackson suggested edits to sustainability indicator work plan goals to include a preliminary report card, statements of triggers and actions and creation of a web based version of the indicators. Action on the draft 2012 work plan was held until the education subcommittee reported on the education components. 
Following the education subcommittee report, the 2012 work plan was approved with changes to include an on-line version of the sustainability indicators and clarify that a street of greens concept be incorporated into the Vashon solar tour. 

5.
Coordinated Education Project Update 
Donna Klemka reviewed the education activities proposed in the draft 2012 work program including: 
Develop a collaborative series of articles for the Beachcomber in coordination with other environmental organizations. Laurie Geissinger reported she had met with Leslie Brown at the Beachcomber and secured agreement to publish a series of articles to be prepared in coordination with other environmental organizations on the island. 

Assistance with water management concepts to be included in a "Home and Garden Tour" (Street of Greens) incorporated in theVashon Solar Tour. Susie Kalhorn advised it was currently uncertain if the solar tour would happen in 2012.  

Develop a "Water Well-ness" workshop for private well owners and group B water system owners/users incorporating the idea of a hydrology 101 lesson into the workshop. Donna Klemka noted the wellness workshop would require funding for consultant services to produce the event. 
Make "Liquid Assets" into an interactive document on the web. Donna Klemka asked the committee to provide written comments to Larry Stockton on the draft outline for the on-line version of the liquid assets publication introduced at the meeting.

Conduct public outreach to report the "Sustainability Indicators" and "Report Card”. Larry Stockton noted the outreach would need to be coordinated with the process to develop the sustainability indicators and Donna Klemka noted the outreach options were open. 

Work with the KC Library and KCDNR to make sure all documents pertinent to water quality/quantity on the Island are properly archived and accessible. Larry Stockton noted the subcommittee would need to identify and collect any items to be made accessible via the committee website.
Document all workshops and consider mechanisms to make workshops accessible to more people via the web. 
Upgrade groundwater website, post GWPC agendas and meeting notes, set up sign-up portal for interested parties to be added to a listserv email list.

Donna Klemka asked if the committee supported the proposed education work plan with consultant support to produce the wellness workshop. Committee members expressed support for the education work plan with consultant support for a wellness workshop and clarification that a “street of greens” concept be incorporated into the Vashon solar tour. 
Philip McCready asked how the committee felt about the overall work plan proposed for 2012.

Jim Dam noted the land trust was taking actions to protect water quality and suggested the committee should acknowledge their efforts. Donna Klemka suggested providing recognition to all of the local environmental organizations acting to protect groundwater and Laurie Geissinger suggested that could be the topic for one of the environmental articles.    

6.
 Related Activities Report

Larry Stockton reviewed a written update on groundwater protection related activities including:

· Marine Recovery Area – King County Health enforcement process and progress;
· Quartermaster Harbor Nitrogen Loading Study – study ongoing; 

· Pollution Identification and Correction Grant Application – grant application not awarded;
· Earth Justice letter to King County concerning permit exempt wells in closed basins following the 2011 Kittitas County case decided by the supreme court – discussions underway between County, Earth Justice and Ecology.

7.
Committee Business
Committee email accounts – Committee members have differing levels of familiarity with the new email accounts and procedures. Larry Stockton asked that committee member routinely copy their emails concerning committee business to their county email account to maintain a complete public record.     
Membership renewals and vacancies in 2011 and 2012 - Larry Stockton reported the terms of committee members John Gerstle representing sewer and water utility associations (position No. 1), Yvonne Kuperburg representing the unincorporated area council and Gibb Damon representative elect for the Chamber of commerce would expire on July 1, 2012. John Gerstle and Yvonne Kuperburg have advised they would not seek reappointment in 2012. Larry Stockton suggested developing a standard procedure to recruit new members. 
2012 Meeting Dates – The remaining scheduled meeting dates for 2012 include April 25th, July 25th and October 24th.

Potential Education Topics in 2012 – Committee members suggested future presentations on the permit exempt well issue and sustainability indicators developed for other communities. 
9.
Public Comment
There were no public comments at the end of the meeting.
10.
Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 9:15.
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