Albany, NY 12233-3500
AWV information @dec.ny gov

Dear Gwendaolyn,

mwriting on behalf of the Community Science Institute, a nonprofit organization based in
Ithaca, NY, whose mission is o inspire and empower communities 1o safeguand waler resources
by cultivating scicntific literacy through volunteer water quality monitoring, centified laboratory
analyses, and education, Our voll groups have been collecting siream and lake samples and
testing them through our ELAP aceredited lab (Lab ID# 117900 for over iwenty vears. Results
can be viewed by the public. via our database. As a long-standing monitor of total phosphons,
chlorophyll 4, and benthic macroinvenebrates, CS1 welcomes the opportunity to contribute to
this public commentary perind for NYSDEC's proposed changes lulhc TOGS 1.1.1 Nutricnt
Criteria. Our org ion hid the following questions and

1) Could you please clarify the methods used 1o derive the biological response variahles?
The ponded waters values scem to use a txa specific method that considers specific
responses 1o phosphorus enrich following Threshold Indicaor Taxa Analysis
(TITAN ). However, this does not seem to be the case for flowing waters. Could you
Tunther describe how the procedures in “Technical support document; Developmens of
numeric nutrient eriteria for Flovida lakes, spring vents and streams, in: Flortda
Deparment of Envivonmental Protection” (2012) were used 10 account for uncertaingy
berween TP and the BAP score?

2} For clarity, the wording for how the BAP score relates 1 the total phosphorns values
could be more consistent. The

New York State’s Regulation ufPlnmnlmm png smlﬂ BAP shall nu1 he kaus than or
equal o 57 however, the e

slates “<5 Biological Assessment Pmlu-e ‘=¢m mm fomu NYS Nmﬂenl
Ecoregions.™ These scem 1o be i bt it is wrdk d that if a
willerbody is determined 1o be impaired via BMI {BAP<S), this is considered alongside

the TP values.
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