NAWQA Principal Aquifer Circular Planning Committee
Meeting notes

April 4, 2007

Hamilton, Hancock, Gurdak, Paschke

Need common template with a list of questions to be answered. Group likes Hamilton’s recommendations in section A of CommunicationProduct.questions.objectives.issues.doc. 

Flexibility critical here and different PAs will be able to answer more questions than others. 
Suggestion: don’t use terminology like ‘source-transport-receptor’ but explain it
Theme: GW availability in terms of quality and quantity, which is particularly important in the west. This is a big issue with Bob Hirsch. 
Ex: Middle Rio Grande Circular 1222. Need to look at this circular in terms of what’s important to NAWQA program and QW. Group liked concluding chapter with remaining questions.
Look over Pesticide Circular 1291, chapter 19: next steps to continue understanding. External reviewers liked this chapter. Could highlight local issues in each PA circular here, which may/would be different from national PA issues. 

Organization: summarize foundation reports in lay-person terms. Slice it different ways. Previous work showed that organizing by contaminant class not efficient and hard to read. Other Suggestions: 
· Center chapters on key questions. 
· Similar to SU circulars from NAWQA Cycle I (?)
· Establish a conceptual hydrogeologic model grouping by NAWQA design and step through the ‘source-transport-receptor’ model. Organize it the way water moves through system keeping hydrogeology and lithology as controls/drivers. 
· Circular 1222 has a background section on GW QW – recommend a good way to start each PA circular. Discuss naturally occurring substances in GW that limit use and describe hydrogeology and natural processes.

Specific Organizational Suggestions:

· Length: similar to SU Cycle circulars, approx 28-48 pages, varying in length depending on amt and nature of content

· Cover: black, similar to SU Cycle I circulars

· Color Tab chapters with Table to Contents

· Key findings: 2-4 pages, put up front

· Text box: each section point reader to foundation report (link back to technical info) with reference info, ex: NECB and lower Tenn. Allows us to be succinct and direct.

· Highlight ACT and TANC findings in Text Boxes

· White space and text  boxes like Circular 1292 (general look and layout good)
· Objectives of report and national program- do like Circular 1225

· next steps to continue understanding do like Pesticide Circular 1291, chapter 19:
Questions: 

· What to do about standardized graphics particularly with the new enterprise publishing network? Use one centralized editorial staff like TANC or use WSC staff and try to be consistent where appropriate? 

· Censoring Levels? Rely on results from already published foundation reports – those reports should have already dealt with this issue. See Laura Becksfield for informal guidance. Do not bring new analyses into Circulars. 

Action Items:

· Review circulars: 1291, 1292, 1225, 1222, and SU Circulars
· Look at Circular 1222 in terms of what’s important to NAWQA program and QW
· Develop a draft list of Key Questions (some findings) and send out to PA planning group by May 2, this will eventually go to all PA leads for comment once we refine it
· Next conf call will be on May 4, 1 pm eastern time
· Plan to develop an outline (annotated design template) for PA Circulars by end of FY07

