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Welcome and Introductions
Greg Strong welcomed everyone and the participants introduced themselves and the entity they represent.  Mr. Strong stated that this meeting provides an opportunity to review the progress made in the last year through Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) efforts.  This is the time that we start seeing tangible results to the river.  The 2009 Annual Report has an impressive list of accomplishments for the first year including 12 completed projects in the freshwater section and 13 completed projects in the marine section, for approximately 80,000 pounds/year of reduction.  Mr. Strong noted that these efforts were all done with the backdrop of economic problems and he thanked the stakeholders who are responsible for making reductions for the St. Johns River.

Review and Comments on the August 26, 2009 Meeting Summary
Neil Aikenhead moved that the summary for the August 26, 2009 meeting be approved.  Ray Avery seconded the motion.  The motion carried with no objections.

Updates and Briefings
Numeric Nutrient Criteria Status and Effects on Existing Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs)
Daryll Joyner stated that this is a big week for the issue of numeric nutrient criteria because tomorrow (January 14th) the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) will be proposing criteria for streams and lakes in Florida.  This is in response to a lawsuit requiring EPA to propose criteria by January 14th and finalize the criteria by October 15, 2010.  EPA must also propose criteria for estuaries by January 14, 2011 and finalize those criteria by October 15, 2011.  An email should be sent once EPA has posted the criteria.  

The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) has not seen EPA’s criteria but they have verbally heard about parts of the criteria.  FDEP had been working on criteria for a long time and had a draft rule prepared before the lawsuit.  EPA used FDEP’s draft rule as a building block for their criteria.  The biggest difference is in the stream criteria.  FDEP used a reference approach in which they found unimpacted or good water quality sites to use as references.  The proposal was to use the 90th percentile of the reference sites as the criteria.  EPA was less selective when choosing their sites so they decided to use the 75th percentile for any water that passed the stream condition index (SCI).  Some of the EPA criteria are higher than FDEP’s criteria and some are lower.  EPA also added downstream protective numbers in which they determined the assimilative capacity of a waterbody and then back calculated for what is needed downstream.

For this part of the state, the EPA criteria for total nitrogen (TN) range from 0.3-0.7 mg/L.  Mr. Joyner encouraged everyone to look at the numbers and provide public comment to EPA.  Public meetings will be held February 16th – 18th.  EPA public workshops are very different than FDEP public workshops because EPA will likely take comments but provide no responses.  FDEP staff may attend all the public meetings to hear what the comments are on the criteria.

In terms of what the criteria mean for the Lower St. Johns River (LSJR) TMDL, FDEP’s proposal stated that wherever there is an adopted TMDL it would be considered a site-specific alternative criterion (SSAC) that would “trump” the statewide numeric criteria.  EPA did not include this in their proposal but they will acknowledge that a SSAC can be approved by the regional administrator.  Therefore, FDEP would still be allowed to submit the LSJR TMDL as a SSAC.   FDEP may initialize rulemaking for numeric nutrient criteria once they see what EPA proposes.

Ray Avery asked how the rule will be posted tomorrow.
Mr. Joyner responded that there is a distribution list that will be notified of the link to the proposed rule.
Mr. Avery asked what the definition of an estuary is.
Mr. Joyner responded that FDEP uses the definition of predominately marine as opposed to predominately fresh.
David Bolam noted that in September 2009 EPA proposed several nutrient TMDLs for the LSJR tributaries and he asked if these TMDLs will be treated as SSACs.
Mr. Joyner responded that he is not sure; however, FDEP did make good progress with EPA on the idea that TMDLs should be treated as SSACs.  EPA conceptually agrees with this idea but they want to review each TMDL on a case-by-case basis to ensure it meets SSAC requirements.
Ed Cordova asked if EPA has given any indication of what they will be looking for in these reviews to make a determination on the SSAC.
Mr. Joyner responded that the federal regulations provide some information.  A TMDL only has to address an impairment in the waterbody; however, in order to have criteria, the downstream waters must also be included.  Since EPA is making TMDLs act like criteria, the TMDLs should meet SSAC requirements.

Donna Kaluzniak asked since a TMDL could be approved by the regional administrator as a SSAC, if FDEP would submit the TMDL to EPA for approval or if the stakeholders would be required to do this.
Mr. Joyner responded that the TMDL would first have to go through the FDEP SSAC process to adopt it as a SSAC.  The adoption would require approval by the Environmental Regulation Commission (ERC) and then it would be sent to EPA for approval.
Steve Swann asked if the numeric nutrient criteria will be treated like end-of-pipe standards.
Mr. Joyner stated that he was not sure but there was some discussion about using a waterbody average.  If EPA wants to ensure that the criteria are met at all times in all places then it would be like end-of-pipe.  FDEP did ask EPA about mixing zones and they seemed willing to allow this for nutrients.

Vince Seibold asked if FDEP is going to take a position on the numbers in the criteria if they do not agree with them.
Mr. Joyner responded that FDEP has not taken any options off the table but it will be difficult for FDEP to challenge the criteria.  FDEP will share any information on which parts of the criteria they are not comfortable with.
Mr. Seibold asked how any challenges would affect the adoption of the criteria since this is a federal process. 
Mr. Joyner responded that the criteria EPA has finalized in October will go into effect even if they are challenged.
Kirby Green added that there is a difference between the state and federal challenge processes.  At the state level, any challenges based on scientific information can be considered and can be overturned.  At the federal level, the challenge is based on the record so there needs to be as much information put onto the record as possible since the record becomes the basis of any challenge.
Mr. Joyner noted that this is a good point and why FDEP wants to work with stakeholders to review the criteria and put comments on the record.  EPA’s approach was driven by making sure the criteria are protective and they did not necessarily need to find a balance between being protective and being implementable.  EPA thinks they will win in court as long as the criteria are protective but FDEP would like to see more of a balance.

Neil Aikenhead noted that in some places leaf litter alone will exceed the criteria and he asked if EPA will require that all point sources stop their discharges in order to meet the criteria.
Mr. Joyner responded that EPA is also working on a restoration target because they realize that the criteria are stringent and an intermediate goal is needed.  The criteria are designed to protect downstream estuaries.  EPA used a U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) model and they selected the midpoint of the current loads and no loads to determine the target.  The loads do not include atmospheric deposition or natural background.  Using this approach, even pristine waterbodies would be required to made reductions.  FDEP is not sure this is an appropriate method and the stakeholders are encouraged to review the model and provide comments.

Mr. Green asked what would happen if FDEP proposed a series of nutrient standards based on the type of waterbody that it may be applied to, such as a clear versus blackwater stream, since they assimilate in different ways.  The results are greatly different depending on the nature of the system.
Mr. Joyner responded that FDEP looked at several possibilities but determined it was best to establish criteria for lakes and streams and not based on their properties.  They looked at many different ways to analyze streams but did not see any consistent dose-response, which is very site-specific, so they will be dependent on SSACs.

Water Quality Credit Trading Program
Daryll Joyner stated that FDEP had a workshop in the fall on the rule for the water quality credit trading pilot program in the LSJR.  They did not receive any written comments, although they received some good verbal comments at the workshop.  The rule is ready for adoption, which should occur in the next few months.  The rule will be adopted by the Secretary and not the ERC.  The next hearing on the rule may be in Tallahassee since there were no public comments.  The rule narrows the scope for a trade to mainly between two point sources.  If a nonpoint source wants to trade, they will needed a permitted point source to trade with since the trade occurs through a permit action.  The report to the legislature on the pilot project is due two years after BMAP adoption so FDEP will send the report in October 2010.

Mr. Joyner noted that FDEP recently received a notice of a lawsuit challenging the basis for the SSAC for dissolved oxygen (DO) in the marine portion of the river.  FDEP is still preparing the paperwork but it looks like this will be a fairly straightforward case that will be taken care of through motions.  The main local petitioner is the Riverkeeper.  The basis for the challenge is that the petitioners do not think that FDEP has the statutory ability to create this rule.  FDEP does think they have the authority to develop standards, which would include the SSAC.
Paul Steinbrecher noted that the time period is too short for anyone to file to become an intervener in the case but they can see what happens later this month and then file, if necessary.

Aggregate Permits and SJRWMD Ad Valorem Credit Reservations
Melissa Long stated that all of the aggregate permits are issued.  For the ad valorem funding from the St. Johns River Water Management District (SJRWMD), FDEP has not yet taken into account that any credits for those funds will be set aside.  FDEP will be modifying the permits based on when the projects with ad valorem funding will be completed.  The permit will be opened and the allocation will be reduced by the appropriate amount of credit.  The factsheet will be very specific about what the actual allocation is and how much credit is associated with ad valorem money.  Some of the projects will not be completed until 2013 so FDEP will wait for the permit renewal.  Several of the permits are currently in-house and FDEP is modifying the permit now.  FDEP will also open the permits for the Clay County Utility Authority (CCUA) and Neptune Beach because those projects are being implemented fairly quickly.  This will not affect any entity’s BMAP compliance; only the amount of credits available to trade. SJRWMD has met with the entities that will be impacted.
Ed Cordova asked if this change will impact the interim allocations or just the final allocations.  Mr. Cordova also asked for the information used to determine the number of credits that will be set aside.  
Ms. Long responded that only the final allocations will be affected and JEA’s permit will not be modified until permit renewal.  Ms. Long will send Mr. Cordova the credit spreadsheet.

Detailed Main Stem Monitoring Plan
Tiffany Busby stated that the BMAP includes a chapter that describes the monitoring plan and FDEP and SJRWMD have also been working on a more detailed plan that is almost completed.  The detailed monitoring plan has not been sent to everyone yet but it will be made available and Ms. Busy will send the link to where it is posted.  A handout showing the table of contents for the monitoring plan was provided.

John Hendrickson stated that the stakeholders recognized a need for a monitoring plan to determine progress towards the TMDL.  The TMDL is based on ecosystem thresholds:  DO for the marine section and chlorophyll-a for the freshwater section.  These are intensity-duration criteria, which allow for natural fluctuations.

The monitoring plan includes monitoring point source effluents, nonpoint source runoff through indirect monitoring, and baseline river and tributaries monitoring.  The backbone of the plan is the long term monitoring in the river by SJRWMD, City of Jacksonville, and FDEP.  However, a more intense approach was needed to determine if the TMDL targets are being met. The worst case waterbody identification numbers (WBIDs) were identified for the marine and freshwater reaches and more intensive sampling was added in these WBIDs.  In the marine section, the existing USGS station was upgraded with a backup DO sonde to ensure that data could be continuously collected.  In addition, two new DO stations were added.  In the freshwater section, biweekly chlorophyll-a monitoring was established.  The two worst case WBIDs have a few long term stations and transect sampling was added to get a more accurate representation of the chlorophyll concentrations in the WBIDs.  This analysis was paid for by Georgia-Pacific and Seminole Electric and SJRWMD is looking at other methods to analyze the chlorophyll more efficiently.  In addition, stations were added to monitor the major tributaries to the river.  Part of this effort includes storm event sampling, in which samples are taken shortly after a qualifying rain even to provide information on the loads coming into the river.

Mr. Hendrickson presented some JEA trend data that shows TN loads from several of the wastewater treatment facilities (WWTFs) have declined.  The peak load occurred in 2002 and was 3,280 metric tons (MT)/year.  The current load is 2,510 MT/year, which is a substantial reduction from JEA.
Paul Steinbrecher noted that JEA’s baseline is 1,400 MT/year and the loading from all facilities last year was 800 MT/year.
[Editor’s note: After the meeting, Mr. Hendrickson revised his calculations and clarified that the maximum annual median load from JEA is 1,495 MT/year.  The difference between this maximum and the most current annual median is 578 MT/year.  This information is similar to the information provided by Mr. Steinbrecher during the meeting.]

Mr. Hendrickson noted that in the freshwater reach that Georgia-Pacific is a significant portion of the total load.  They have had major reductions due to various changes at the facility.  Both Georgia-Pacific and JEA are two success stories that have already been seen as part of the TMDL program.

Mr. Steinbrecher stated that usually the monitoring data are presented in a series of pie charts that show the loads and he asked if there is an update of those charts.
Mr. Hendrickson responded that some data are available and the update maybe something that can be done through the BMAP monitoring plan.
Mr. Steinbrecher noted that he was not sure if the charts were prepared by SJRWMD or FDEP but they were helpful in a lot of settings to help people understand where the loads are coming from.
Kirby Green asked how much work would be required to update the charts. 
Mr. Hendrickson responded that it would take some time but there are data. 
Greg Strong asked if the relative contributions from each of the sources really changed.
Ed Cordova responded that the contributions from WWTFs probably would have changed but maybe not the nonpoint sources.
Melissa Long noted that FDEP was thinking about including the charts in the annual report but there was not enough information.
Daryll Joyner stated that he really appreciated the work Mr. Hendrickson provided on both the monitoring plan and TMDL.

BMAP Monitoring Activities
Daryll Joyner thanked Sharon Piltz for coordinating the BMAP monitoring activities.
Sharon Piltz stated that the BMAP monitoring includes ambient and transect sampling in the freshwater section, DO stations in the marine section, and ambient and storm event sampling for the nonpoint sources and tributaries.  The freshwater transect sampling includes 58 samples per event.  FDEP started this sampling over two days and has been able to get the sampling down to one long day.  SJRWMD is responsible for the ambient monitoring in the freshwater section.  In the marine section, FDEP set up the two new DO stations in August and JEA went out to change the DO sondes every two weeks.  For the tributaries monitoring, CCUA started their storm event sampling and SJRWMD conducted the ambient monitoring.

Ms. Piltz noted that there were several obstacles with implementing the monitoring plan.  The new DO stations went in a little late in the year and the three new sondes disappeared shortly after the stations were set up.  FDEP Tallahassee staff provided three new sondes and the condition of the sondes will be assessed and the stations set up again as quickly as possible.  There were also some issues with the equipment for the transect samples, including both the pump and fluorometer.  In the upcoming year, both the SJRWMD and City of Jacksonville high flow event sampling will start as soon as there is a qualifying rain event.
Melissa Long thanked Georgia-Pacific and Seminole Electric for funding the chlorophyll transect sampling.

BMAP Annual Report: Successes and Challenges
Tiffany Busby stated that the reporting year for the first annual BMAP report ended in October 2009 to correspond with the BMAP adoption date.  Ms. Busby thanked everyone who submitted information and provided feedback on the annual report process.  The information provided by the entities was used as submitted with only minor edits for continuity.  The level of detail provided by each stakeholder varied and some of the information may give other stakeholders ideas for reporting in future reports.  The annual report reviews the accomplishments for the year, issues encountered with BMAP implementation, and upcoming year activities.  The hardcopy report provided at the meeting is slightly modified from version that was emailed to the Executive Committee because additional information was received.

The WWTF accomplishments in the freshwater section include the Green Cove Springs design of their reuse project, completion of several Palatka reuse projects, and the completion of the selective catalytic reduction (SCR) installation by Seminole Electric.  Bar charts were included in the report to show progress towards TMDL.  The charts include the starting point loads from the BMAP, 2009 estimated load, and TMDL target.
Ed Cordova noted that the estimate of current loads is not based on monitoring but on the project load reduction estimates.

Ms. Busby reviewed the WWTF accomplishments in the marine section.  Atlantic Beach is working on their WWTF upgrade design.  Jacksonville Beach started construction on the WWTF upgrade, which is two years ahead of schedule.  Neptune Beach is working on the design of their WWTF upgrade.  CCUA implemented interlocal agreements with Clay County and Orange Park.  JEA completed improvements for two WWTFs, construction on one facility, design for a facility, phased out two plants and started the phase-out of a third, and added 18 miles of reuse lines.  Orange Park is working on the first phase of their WWTF upgrade, which will be completed at the end of January.   The Navy completed the reuse design at the Naval Air Station – Jacksonville WWTF.

In the freshwater section, Clay County completed their trade agreement with CCUA and are implementing education efforts for their municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) allocation.  Green Cove Springs completed the stormwater project at the Vystar Credit Union.  From a project basis, the MS4 freshwater TP reductions have been achieved.

For the marine MS4s, Atlantic Beach completed the Hopkins Creek stormwater treatment project; the City of Jacksonville is working on septic tank phase-outs, wet detention stormwater projects, and updates to the Master Stormwater Management Plan; the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) submitted a plan to meet the remainder of their reductions as required in the BMAP; the FDOT Beach Boulevard project in Jacksonville Beach is under construction; and St. Johns County has ongoing education efforts, they are working on an agreement with SJRWMD for the operation and maintenance (O&M) of the Deep Creek regional stormwater treatment (RST) facility, and they have a trade agreement with Hastings.

The freshwater non-MS4 efforts include the Clay County trade with CCUA, Hastings installation of a chemical feed system at their WWTF, Putnam County septic tank phase-outs as a replacement for one of their BMAP projects and their agreement with SJRWMD for O&M at the Dog Branch RST, and Welaka completed septic tank phase-outs instead of the Algal Initiative commitment.  The marine non-MS4 activities include Camp Blanding maintenance and repair of their swales and St. Johns County secured funding for the Masters RST.

For the agriculture reductions, the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS) has been enrolling growers in vegetable and sod best management practices (BMPs).  The sod manual was adopted in December 2008 and this manual is big for this region of the state.  FDACS held workshops on the cow/calf manual and started enrollment in the BMPs.  They have also started to meet with nurseries.  Producers have the option to not implement BMPs and instead monitor to show they are not having an adverse impact on water quality; however, no growers are chosen to monitor.  There has been some resistance from potato growers on implementing BMPs but most potato growers are using BMPs to a significant extent.  SJRWMD is also looking for ways to meet the remainder of the agriculture reductions beyond just constructing RSTs.

There are also several special projects underway.  The septic tank study is important for entities using septic tank phase-out projects to meet a portion of their reductions.  The study will help determine how much load is coming from septic tanks in the Jacksonville area.  The first sampling event was in July 2009, the second was in December 2009, and two more sampling events will occur in 2010.  Algal Initiative efforts have started and SJRWMD has been monitoring the effectiveness of the two existing RSTs.  They are also looking at the feasibility of another RST which St. Johns County will cost share on.  As reported at the last Executive Committee meeting, SJRWMD has been doing a lot of work to refine the TMDL model based on needs identified in the BMAP.  These updates include extending the ocean boundary, extending the model boundary, and modifying the river channel profile.

Ms. Busby noted that the general issue encountered in BMAP implementation is that the economy has put stress on the entities; however, most entities are meeting the BMAP schedule.  On the WWTF side, Atlantic Beach has an agreement with a local golf course that has been put on hold due to economic conditions and the city is looking to meet their allocations just through WWTF upgrades.  JEA has had several phase-outs and upgrades postponed but they will still meet the BMAP schedule.  The upgrade to the Port Buena Vista WWTF in Putnam County is no longer occurring but the county will meet their allocation through septic tank phase-outs.  For the MS4s, FDOT submitted a plan to meet reductions mainly through fertilizer practice changes and they also have one project that has been delayed a few years.  For agriculture, there were large losses in potato crops due to the spring storms and land lost to development.  The chip potato growers are concerned about fertilizer application rates so a mitigating table was included in the BMP manual and BMAP.  FDACS is currently working SJRWMD and FDEP to update this table.

The next annual report timeline will be adjusted to follow the calendar year and the reporting period will be November 1, 2009 – December 31, 2009, with the annual meeting in February.  Any feedback on the annual report is welcome and stakeholders have also requested a reminder to provide more details on public education activities.  A one page handout was provided that shows the milestones for the 2010 report.
Melissa Long noted that the 2010 annual report will have more monitoring data.  In addition, FDEP will be more in contact with the entities to follow up deadlines.  For those entities doing the high flow event sampling, the data should be provided to FDEP as soon as possible.  All ambient sampling data should be uploaded to STORET. 

Daryll Joyner added that the BMAP process is a learning experience for FDEP and they are trying to get a better feel for schedules and milestones to make sure the projects stay on track.  They would also like feedback on what information should be included in future annual reports. 
Paul Steinbrecher stated that the pie charts would be good to include if there is enough data to update them.  In addition, upstream loads and the Lake George effect are big issues and it would interesting to hear updates on the science of understanding and what is being done to address the loads.
Mr. Joyner noted that full restoration is dependent on upstream efforts and asked if there are any efforts underway for BMAPs upstream.
John Abendroth stated that the Lake Jesup BMAP is almost complete and then FDEP hopes to work on a BMAP for the TMDLs adopted for other Middle St. Johns River Basin segments.  In addition, there are FDEP staff working on the Ocklawaha River and restoration associated with the dam, which should have downstream effects.

Jon Croci suggested placing more of an emphasis on BMPs when talking about reductions because these could help considering the economic climate.
Mr. Joyner noted that signing growers up for BMPs is key for the agricultural reductions and future reports could provide more details on the specific BMPs that were used.

Donna Kaluzniak stated that she did not realize that septic tank phase-outs could be used for credit.  Atlantic Beach has phased out approximately 200 tanks in the past few years.
Mr. Joyner responded that this option came up when FDEP was working with the City of Jacksonville as an alternative to buying credits.  Literature values were used to determine provisional credits, which will be revised based on the septic tank study results.  If the reductions were overestimated in the BMAP, then additional projects will need to be provided. 
Marcy Policastro added that credit was only given for septic tanks that were removed within 300 meters of surface waters and this distance will also be updated based on information from the septic tank study.
Tiffany Busby stated that it is expected that the study will show a smaller distance for credit.  FDEP can work with entities on estimates of credits. 

Robert Yarborough stated that it would be good to get an idea of how much money is being spent on achieving the reductions.
Ms. Busby responded that this was included in the BMAP and if the entities can provide cost information, the total cost can be calculated.

Mickheal Sulyman asked what monitoring results can be expected in the next annual report.  It would be good to look at the results of the data to determine if the TMDL needs to be revised.
Mr. Joyner stated that there have been discussions about whether or not the TMDL will need to be revised in five years.  It is likely that the TMDL will only be revised if all the project reductions have been achieved and the river has not responded.  However, there was a commitment made to looking at the model revisions suggested in the BMAP.  The monitoring efforts will be reported on in the annual reports and adjustments to the monitoring may be made as time goes on.  

Kirby Green stated that he knows FDACS is still evaluating the fertilizer regulations for chip potatoes and he asked if there needs to be a change in the application rate would additional projects from agriculture be required for the BMAP to make up for the change from current BMP application rates.
Jody Lee responded that FDACS will probably wait for the research to determine what the rates should be.  This change in rates is mainly for chip growers on sandy soils (about 10-15% of growers in the Tri-County Agricultural Area [TCAA]).  Even if there is a change in the application rates, there probably will not be much of change in the overall loading.
Neil Aikenhead asked since the growers are saying that the current rates are not enough for the crops, wouldn’t an increase in the application rate lead to an increase in uptake by the crops.
Mr. Lee responded that it is difficult to tell because different conditions lead to different amounts of leaching.  TCAA growers do use cover crops, which take up left over nutrients once the potato crop is removed.
Mr. Joyner noted that agriculture was given expected reductions in the BMAP.  FDACS took responsibility for the reductions and if BMPs are revised, which would increase loads from agriculture, then they would have to make up those loads.  There is enough flexibility that other things could occur or maybe other crops will take up the excess nutrients.  If for some reason the agricultural reductions are not met, then the allocations and BMAP would need to be revised.  FDEP does have to verify that BMPs are effective and if they are not effective, FDEP would work with FDACS to revise the BMPs.  The mitigating BMPs table allows for application under different conditions and there is some discussion on what these rates should be.
Ms. Busby stated that according to state law the growers are only required to implement adopted BMPs; therefore, if there is a change to the BMP manual then the growers are still in compliance.  The question is how FDACS can meet the reductions through other BMPs or other efforts. 
Mr. Joyner responded that growers are only required to implement BMPs.  In the BMAP, a lot of the reductions are met through losses of agricultural acres.  FDEP’s focus is on whether the reductions are meeting met and if the application rates increase, they will want to know how agriculture will make up the difference.

Neil Aikenhead stated that the bar charts are very clear and helpful and he asked what load reductions were accounted for in the charts.
Ms. Busby responded that all completed projects, including those from the starting point of 1997-1998 (shown in the BMAP as completed), were included in the 2009 loads.  The reductions from any projects in planning and design have not been included yet.
Mr. Aikenhead asked why the freshwater MS4s have met the TP TMDL but they still have so much more to do for TN.
Ms. Busby responded that it is generally easier to achieve TP reductions from stormwater projects and the MS4s are also depending on WWTF upgrades for TN reductions.
Mr. Green noted that a lot of fertilizers on hardware stores now have zero phosphorus, which also helps. 

Vince Seibold stated that it would be good in future meetings to have the stakeholders discuss local ordinances and public education efforts.  Also, presentations on the results of the septic tank study and studies on street sweeping and other stormwater controls would be beneficial.  Mr. Seibold asked when the report would be finalized and how it will be released. 
Ms. Busby responded that the report is basically final but FDEP was waiting for any feedback from this meeting.
Mr. Joyner stated that a big issue with numeric nutrient criteria is that some of the people who filed the lawsuit are showing pictures of algal blooms as a reason for needing the criteria.  Many of the pictures are from the LSJR Basin and this report would be a good way to show that there is a plan for addressing the problem. 
Greg Strong stated that he will take the lead releasing the report and will talk with the FDEP Tallahassee press office about sending out the information.
Mr. Seibold suggested a joint press release with the Tributaries BMAP and the City of Jacksonville would be willing to participate with FDEP. 
Athena Mann noted that it may be better to release the report next year when there is more information and actual data.  The report should also include information about the algal blooms.
Mr. Strong noted that the fact that these projects are being completed is an equally compelling story.

Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 11:35 AM.
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