Texas Department of Agriculture Comments on2nd Draft of the Bacteria TMDL Task Force Report 

1. PAGE \# "'Page: '#'
'"   Stakeholder involvement should be a priority from the initial sampling phase. Having landowners willing to provide multiple sampling locations that are representative of the watershed or stream segment is preferable to limiting sampling to public access points such as bridges or relying on literature values.  Stakeholders can provide insight that may not be apparent to someone from outside the watershed.

2 Acceptable uncertainty is adequately addressed at this point in the draft (pages 42-44). We need to make sure that the cost of this uncertainty is equally distributed amongst all potentially responsible parties, not just agriculture. Again, a different approach using tiers of water segments might be an option. First use the cheaper faster methods for all impaired watersheds, as this would be beneficial and cost effective. Move to higher tiers and the more complicated/expensive methods when there is too much uncertainty or difficulty.

 

3. We strongly believe that all point sources should be sampled at their outfall. Recent studies indicate that there are bacteria regrowth issues associated with current effluent disinfection systems.  Actual sampling of the effluent as it enters the stream segment will provide hard numbers that can be used in the load assessment and can be used to show stakeholders that “real numbers” are being used instead of permit limits or literature values. As seen at recent bacteria TMDL stakeholder meetings, stakeholders are reluctant to accept assumptions when actual data can easily be collected. 

 

4. We support the model and method matrix (toolbox approach, page 30) for options for particular TMDLs.  Each water segment and stakeholder group needs to be assessed on a case by case basis for maximum success.

 

5. This draft adequately discusses the survivability question for E.coli.  Some research needs to be done not on just the survivability of E.coli, but other major waterborne pathogens as well that may not survive as well or not as this indicator species, especially in estuarine or marine waters. We did not see this mentioned in the draft. 

6. The ERIC-PCR/KB-ARA tandem methods (pg 27), especially using the KB method alone (ease of use and inexpensive) with very initial screening and the combined method for more defined work.  Ultimately, the implementation plan needs to be based on the genotypic tests in which are more definitive.  I also would think if a sound endeavor to use the PFGE method (pg 25) as CDC and the food industry use this a lot.  The recent spinach and lettuce contaminations that have occurred indicates that it may be important in the future to relate TMDL info to possible epidemiological studies.  We also heavily support using previously used methods in Texas to allow for comparisons across watersheds and prudent use of previous expenditures.
7. The research need to accurately calculate livestock and wildlife, stoking rates pg 36) and their distribution in a watershed should be emphasized. 
