EMAIL STRING DOCUMENTING THE NEED TO CHANGE THE NATURAL COMMUNITY FOR BOTH LAKE RIPLEY AND EAST ALASKA LAKE FROM DEEP SEEPAGE TO DEEP DRAINAGE.  MAKING THIS CHANGE MEANS THAT FOR 2012, NEITHER LAKE WILL BE LISTED AS IMPAIRED FOR TOTAL PHOSPHORUS, SINCE NEITHER EXCEEDS THE THRESHOLD FOR DEEP DRAINAGE LAKE (30 UG/L).  INITIALLY, WHEN THE PACKAGE WAS RUN WITH DEEP SEEPAGE, THESE TWO LAKES LOOKED LIKE THEY EXCEEDED THAT THRESHOLD (20 UG/L), SO THEY WERE SHOWN ON OUR FIRST DRAFT OF THE SUBCATEGORY 5P LIST.  THEY ARE BEING REMOVED FROM 5P AND WILL NOT BE LISTED AS IMPAIRED FOR TP FOR 2012.   –KRISTI MINAHAN, 3-27-2012

______________________________________________ 

From: 
Minahan, Kristi L - DNR  

Sent:
Tuesday, March 27, 2012 9:42 AM

To:
Garrison, Paul J - DNR; Asplund, Tim - DNR; Filbert, Jennifer M - DNR

Cc:
Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: TP Package Rpts for Ripley & E. Alaska

Aaron's here with me; we will take those two lakes off of the 5P list, and we'll attach the info provided below to document the change.  Jennifer, can you change the Natural Community for both Lake Ripley & East Alaska Lake from Deep Seepage to Deep Drainage?

Thanks everyone,

Kristi

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Garrison, Paul J - DNR  

Sent:
Tuesday, March 27, 2012 9:38 AM

To:
Minahan, Kristi L - DNR; Asplund, Tim - DNR

Cc:
Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: TP Package Rpts for Ripley & E. Alaska

The lake does have an outlet and an inlet so it is a drainage lake

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Minahan, Kristi L - DNR  

Sent:
Tuesday, March 27, 2012 9:26 AM

To:
Garrison, Paul J - DNR; Asplund, Tim - DNR

Cc:
Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
TP Package Rpts for Ripley & E. Alaska

Here are the TP Package Reports for Lake Ripley & East Alaska.  For Lake Ripley, none of the 3 years of data have an average above 30 (the threshold for Deep Drainage), so it should probably not be listed.  For East Alaska, one of the three years for which there are data in the past 5 years is over 30, so it would not be listed either IF you feel it should be classified as Deep Drainage.  Paul, I'm not sure from your most recent email below whether you're saying that E. Alaska should qualify as drainage or not…drainage refers to having an outlet, not an inlet, correct?

Kristi

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Garrison, Paul J - DNR  

Sent:
Tuesday, March 27, 2012 9:04 AM

To:
Asplund, Tim - DNR

Cc:
Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Minahan, Kristi L - DNR; Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: lakes exceeding TP standards

Mary correct me if I am wrong, but I believe West Alaska drains into East Alaska and there is an intermittent stream that drains a barnyard and farm fields on the north side of the lake. That is why a wildlife pond was put on this waterway before an alum trt was conducted

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Asplund, Tim - DNR  

Sent:
Monday, March 26, 2012 5:18 PM

To:
Garrison, Paul J - DNR

Cc:
Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Minahan, Kristi L - DNR; Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: lakes exceeding TP standards

Hi Paul - 

Thanks for looking this over.  You are right that Lake Ripley should probably be assessed as a drainage lake, even though it is listed as a seepage lake in the Lakes Book and in ROW.  Same possibly for East Alaska, though not sure if that qualifies (there is an intermittent outlet, but no stream inlets).   Not sure if that changes the listing or not.  Aaron or Kristi, can you access the TP:Chl a package results and see whether these lakes would still exceed the drainage lake criteria (30 ug/L)?  

For East Alaska, hopefully the alum treatment does help. We can then probably remove this from the 303(d) list in the future via an Environmental Accountability Project (EAP) process.

For the Manitowoc County lakes - WisCALM specifies June - Sept as the window for calculating TP exceedances, but July 15 - Sept 15 for chlorophyll.  So enough TP data should be collected via CLMN protocol over a 2 year period to make a listing decision on TP data alone (minimum of 2 years, and 6 samples - June, July, August). That's why we changed the assessment window for TP to June 1st.   For chloropyll, you are correct, it would take 3 years of data using the CLMN protocol since samples are typically only collected twice during the assessment period (in late July and late August).  That may no longer be an issue, since we are going to be listing based on TP exceedances alone.

If the County wanted to speed things up, they would need to find another source of funding to do more frequent TP and chlorophyll sampling.  But still need 2 years of data.

Tim

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Garrison, Paul J - DNR  

Sent:
Monday, March 26, 2012 03:56 PM

To:
Asplund, Tim - DNR

Subject:
RE: lakes exceeding TP standards

I looked at Ripley and E. Alaska. The problem is they are listed as deep seepage and they are really deep drainage. Also for E. Alaska since the alum trt was done in 2011 if it successful the TP values will be much lower.

I on a conference call with Mary Gansberg and Manitowoc Co. last Friday. The county is going to have CLM sample a number of lakes but the CLM schedule isn't sufficient to list a lake. This is because the sampling schedule for CLM is specified and there will only be 2 samples collected during the sample window that is specified in WISCALM. Are you aware of this and is there a way around this?

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Asplund, Tim - DNR  

Sent:
Friday, March 23, 2012 11:46 AM

To:
Garrison, Paul J - DNR; Sorge, Patrick W - DNR; Kreitlow, James D - DNR; Graham, Susan - DNR; Bunk, Heidi J - DNR; Gauthier Sr, Kevin J - DNR; Toshner, Pamela J - DNR; Roesler, Craig P - DNR; Schaal, Carroll - DNR; Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Johnson, Ted M - DNR

Subject:
RE: lakes exceeding TP standards

Sorry - if you sort or filter on column M, (category "8"), you will get the watch water medium lakes, which are exceeding TP but not chlorophyll.  These are also color coded in a tan color in column B and L.  The purple lakes (Yahara Chain) were reanalyzed with LTER data.  Not sure what their status is at this point.

I thought this file actually had the data included, but it doesn't.  Would need to enter waterbody ID into SWIMS or WATERS database to get to the data.  

Tim

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Garrison, Paul J - DNR  

Sent:
Friday, March 23, 2012 08:15 AM

To:
Asplund, Tim - DNR; Sorge, Patrick W - DNR; Kreitlow, James D - DNR; Graham, Susan - DNR; Bunk, Heidi J - DNR; Gauthier Sr, Kevin J - DNR; Toshner, Pamela J - DNR; Roesler, Craig P - DNR; Schaal, Carroll - DNR; Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Johnson, Ted M - DNR

Subject:
RE: lakes exceeding TP standards

this file has way more than 21 lakes. Which are the 21 we should look at?

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Asplund, Tim - DNR  

Sent:
Friday, March 23, 2012 7:19 AM

To:
Sorge, Patrick W - DNR; Kreitlow, James D - DNR; Graham, Susan - DNR; Garrison, Paul J - DNR; Bunk, Heidi J - DNR; Gauthier Sr, Kevin J - DNR; Toshner, Pamela J - DNR; Roesler, Craig P - DNR; Schaal, Carroll - DNR; Gansberg, Mary K - DNR; Johnson, Ted M - DNR

Subject:
FW: lakes exceeding TP standards

Hi everyone -

As we discussed on Wednesday, we are being asked by EPA to list watch waters that are exceeding the TP criteria based on our WisCALM methodology (at least 2 years of data from 2006-2010, minimum of 6 samples, deep hole, summer index period) regardless of whether there is biological data (chlorophyll a) to confirm the listing.  There are about 21 lakes in this category.  Please take a moment to review the list to make sure that there are no errors in the raw data that was used to calculate the TP exceedance.  I reviewed a few that were surprising to me, but they appear to be accurate.  If you find any problems or have questions, please let me know.  Remember that there are different criteria for different lake types:

Deep Seepage = 20 ug/L

Deep Drainage = 30 ug/L

Shallow lakes = 40 ug/L

Thanks!

Tim

______________________________________________ 

From: 
Larson, Aaron M - DNR  

Sent:
Thursday, March 22, 2012 05:11 PM

To:
Asplund, Tim - DNR

Subject:
RE: for tomorrow morning's meeting

Tim,

Here is the spreadsheet with our assessment summaries (\\central\watershed\2012_IR_Project\Datasets\TP_Chla_Lakes_Final_Dataset\TP_CHLA_LAKES_2012_Version3.xls); the raw data is in SWIMS and the TP/chl package results with the annual averages are attached to the listings in the WATERS database.  Let me know if you need any help retrieving this data.

Aaron

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Asplund, Tim - DNR  

Sent:
Thursday, March 22, 2012 09:49 AM

To:
Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: for tomorrow morning's meeting

We can review the data - has it been compiled, or is there a master spreadsheet that would have the annual averages already computed using our methodology? Tim

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Larson, Aaron M - DNR  

Sent:
Wednesday, March 21, 2012 07:44 PM

To:
Asplund, Tim - DNR

Subject:
RE: for tomorrow morning's meeting

Tim, I do not have anyone reviewing the lake TP data for the category 5P waters.  Can you or someone in your section (maybe Jen?) review these and let me know if any changes are needed?  

Aaron

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Asplund, Tim - DNR  

Sent:
Wednesday, March 21, 2012 09:55 AM

To:
Larson, Aaron M - DNR

Subject:
RE: for tomorrow morning's meeting

Aaron - Do you have anyone reviewing the lake data on this list to make sure these are clearly exceeding the TP criteria?  Just want to make sure we don't add something by accident (like bottom samples).  Couple of lakes are surprising to me (Ripley, Red Cedar, Lower Spring).

Tim

_____________________________________________ 

From: 
Larson, Aaron M - DNR  

Sent:
Monday, March 12, 2012 10:24 AM

To:
Searle, Greg - DNR; Clayton, Nicole L - DNR; Freihoefer, Adam T - DNR; Asplund, Tim - DNR; Masnado, Robert G - DNR; Amrhein, James F - DNR; Sorge, Michael J - DNR; Hazuga, Mark J - DNR

Subject:
RE: for tomorrow morning's meeting

During our meeting last week, I said that I would send out a list of the 121 phosphorus "watch waters" that EPA wants us to list.  The file is saved at the file is saved at the file share link below.  Let me know if you have any questions about the list of waters.

<\\central\watershed\2012_IR_Project\Datasets\TP_EXCEED_WATERS\TP Watch Waters.xls>

Aaron M. Larson
Impaired Waters Coordinator

Bureau of Water Quality

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
() phone:
(608) 264-6129

() fax: 
(608) 267-2800

() e-mail:
AaronM.Larson@wisconsin.gov
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