Eutrophication Subcommittee Embayments Webinar - June 15, 2009
Participants:

John Brawley (Saquish Scientific LLC)


Chris Deacutis (URI)

Jim Latimer (US EPA)

Richard Moore (USGS)


Marilyn ten Brink (EPA)


Christine Tilburg (GOMC - ESIP)


Phil Trowbridge (NH DES)

1.5 hours in-kind added for all participants.

The purpose of this webinar is to go through the embayments that have been delineated through EPA's GIS team. Each embayment is listed in these notes along with comments from the subcommittee members.
1.  Boston Harbor: As this was the first embayment discussed some time was spent on differences between the shoreline and embayment layers. Most of the estuary layers came from National Coastal Assessment boundaries. Phil Trowbridge asked about the process. Once the estuary boundaries are set the terrestrial boundaries will then be clear. The Charles River was discussed in particular as it was believed to have been separated by a tidal dam. Marilyn ten Brink mentioned that the USGS has completed a major project on this area. She felt that there is some hydrologic connection but the water movement is very restricted. Phil thought that if you are most interested in the Northern and Southern most points, you don't want to include areas that will affect the calculations. Will be kept as is.
2.  Plymouth Harbor and Kingston Bay: Initially this embayment only contained Plymouth Harbor. However, John Brawley suggested that it would be very difficult to separate Plymouth Harbor from Kingston Bay and suggested that the Bay be added in. Chris Deacutis wondered what the inputs to the area might be. John replied that the northern area is salt marsh with very little freshwater. John also mentioned that the area is macrotidal and much of the system dries out during low tide. It was suggested that Brian Howes and Sanimi Roland be contacted as they might have the watershed mapped (Jim Latimer will connect with Brian and/or Sanimi - response from 6/18 from Roland - wetland delineation has not been completed by their project). It was also suggested that the Massachusetts Coastal Zone webpage be checked with respect to this system. (Christine will check on). Embayment completion will wait for above two items.

3.  Gloucester Harbor: It was noted that there is a hydrologic connection to the Northwest. The group decided to keep this Harbor in the process despite the perceived difficulties. Will be kept as is.
4.  Salem Sound: It was noted that this sound is pretty straight forward. Marilyn wondered if there is a "Friends of Salem Sound" or other volunteer group in the area. Phil believed he might have the appropriate contact information. It was thought that this group might have a watershed boundary determined. Will try to use the boundaries determined by the Friends of Salem Sound or Massachusetts Bays program. Does look like Salem Sound group has the watershed boundaries identified. Website available at: http://www.salemsound.org/. Jim (or someone on the GIS team) is going to try to connect with them. 6/16/09.
5.  Plum Island: The group discussed the use of this site as a LTER location. It was thought that there should be data associated with the LTER team. Jim briefly wondered if the group should be determining if areas are river dominated or not. Phil thought that all of the embayments/systems will lie on a continuum and that once we run the numbers it will be easier to see the break points. It was felt that the Merrimack River should be included with the Plum Island system. (Christine will try to connect with individuals associated with this site). Will try to locate boundary information from LTER.

6.  Hampton Harbor: Phil felt that the boundary should not include the beach areas. He also felt that the salt marsh area should be separated. He agreed to send his boundary information. (Phil will send information). Will try to use boundary information from Phil.

7.  Great Bay: Phil agreed to provide information on Great Bay (Phil will send information). Will try to use boundary information from Phil.

8.  Casco Bay: Although Mike Doan had tried to connect onto the call his cell phone would not work properly. The group hoped that Mike would be able to provide watershed boundary information. Marilyn asked that Christine connect with Mike and Diane Gould on this topic. (Christine will e-mail Mike and Diane - received database (Access) from Mike on 6/19.). Will try to use boundary information from the NEP project.

9.   Kennebec River: It was thought that someone at Bowdoin might have information on this system. It was also suggested that Peter Larson be contacted.  (Christine will try Peter. If she doesn't obtain information she will search the Bowdoin wepages). Will try to use information from Larson or another individual.

10.   Sheepscot Bay: Marilyn suggested that the EPA website be utilized to find watershed groups in the area  (Christine will try to locate a "friends of..." group in the area). Will try to find information from EPA link.
11.   Damariscotta Bay: The group agreed with the boundaries. Will be kept as is.
12.   Muscongus Bay: It was discussed that the Bay appears to be influenced by two rivers. Marilyn suggested using the EPA site to locate an organization familiar with the area.  (Christine will try to locate a "friends of..." group in the area). Will try to find information from EPA link.

13.   Penobscot Bay: John noted that this bay is being utilized for a project with Maine DEP. It was suggested that Dave Courtemanche might have some information available. Marilyn felt that the seaward boundary for this and other systems might be influenced by the bathymetry. Jim agreed to look through the bathymetry for all systems. (Christine will try to connect with Dave C. Jim will write up a work order requesting that the bathymetry layer be added to this project). Will try to utilize information from Dave C.

14.   Blue Hill Bay: John noted that this bay is also being utilized for a project with Maine DEP. It was suggested that Dave Courtemanche might have some information available. (Christine will try to connect with Dave C.). Will try to utilize information from Dave C.

15.   Frenchmans Bay: The group noted that Frenchmans Bay connects  to Blue Hill through a shallow portion. Otherwise the system looked good. Minor correction with respect to Blue Hill Bay...otherwise keep.

16.   Gouldsboro Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is.
17.   Narraguagus Bay: Again it was suggested to utilize the EPA webpage to locate a "friends of..." group.  This was another bay that had potential for change once bathymetry brought in.  (Christine will try to locate a "friends of..." group in the area). Will try to find information from EPA link.

18.   Pleasant Bay: Another of the systems that the group thought the bathymetry might need to be added in. For any system for which there is a question based on the bathymetery, Joe Kelly (jtkelley@maine.maine.edu ) might be consulted. (Needs to be verified with respect to bathymetry). Might be redrawn after bathymetry brought it.

19.   Englishmans Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is - unless bathymetry necessitates a change.
20.   Machias Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is - unless bathymetry necessitates a change.
21.   Cobscook  Bay: There was some discussion about moving the boundaries with respect to certain islands. Christine remembered a journal dedicated to Cobscook and thinks there might be information in there. (Needs to be verified with journal). Might be OK with tentative change. Will need to be verified with respect to bathymetry.

22.   Passamaquoddy  Bay: There was some confusion as to where Cobscook ends and Passamaquoddy begins. Also, this system needs to include St. Croix River (Needs to be verified with journal or perhaps Lee Sochasky with St. Croix international watershed group). Will need to be verified with one of the mentioned individuals.

23.    Musquash Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is.
24.    St. John River: The group wondered why the river itself isn't depicted on the map. The river needs to be included. Most likely OK once river brought in.
25.    Chignecto  Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is.
26.    Minas Bay: The group agreed that this system is pretty straight-forward. Will be kept as is.
27. Annapolis Basin: The group wanted to verify the boundaries with Andy Sharpe from CARP. (Christine will connect with Andy). Will try to utilize information from Andy (CARP).

28. Grand Manin: To be removed as discussed previously.
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