Contaminants Conference Call December 18, 2012
Participants:

Adria Elskus (U Maine/USGS)

Gareth Harding (BIO)


Matt Liebman (EPA)


Wendy Leo (MWRA)


David Page (Bowdoin)


Alison Rogers (ORISE at EPA)


Christine Tilburg (GOMC)
Fact Sheet Outline
The call began with a request for volunteers to write specific sections of the contaminants fact sheet. Christine stated that the writing should not be arduous as three to four paragraphs are sufficient for the first draft. She stated that she provides an “author packet” with information on the writing subject from all twenty of the contaminants conference calls. The group then discussed the various sections. First drafts of all sections are due January 11, 2013.
Page 1:

· Why is it important to understand contaminants issues in the Gulf of Maine? Writer: Gareth Harding.

· Why use indicators? Writer: Christine Tilburg

Page 2:

· Gulfwatch/Mussel Watch: Writers suggested: Steve Jones & Peter Wells (perhaps C. Krahforst depending on need). (Christine will connect with Steve and Peter)
· Seals as Sentinels: Writer: Susan Shaw (Christine will connect with Susan)
Page 3:

· Sediment concentrations and toxicity: Writers: Christine Tilburg, Adria Elskus, Wendy Leo, and Matt Liebman

· Casco Bay Temporal Trends: Writer: Matt Liebman (with assistance from Curtis Bohlen, if needed).
Page 4:

· Shellfish Sanitation: Writer suggested: Steve Jones (Christine will connect with Steve)
· Indicator Reporting Tool: Writer: Christine Tilburg

· Bottom Banner: Why GOMC/ESIP? Writer: Christine Tilburg

Sediment 
The group then discussed some of the first version figures that Wendy Leo was kind enough to provide from the sediment NCA and NS&T data (thanks Wendy!). Matt Liebman wondered if the bins selected utilized public health thresholds? Gareth Harding stated that all values shown were significantly below public health concerns. There was some discussion of whether the data bins were selected as quartiles. Matt pointed out that the data is quite skewed. For the DDT map Gareth pointed out that the bins reflected quartiles and that all of the undetects are shown in the first quartile. The group also wondered about producing figures for PCBs as they are as much of a legacy contaminant as DDT. The group requested a figure of PCBs. (Action to be taken: Christine will run the analysis for PCBs). The group wondered how the NCA data analyzed the data. The group specifically discussed having the bins reflect the appropriate ERLs and ERMs. 
The group also discussed whether to aggregate samples by area to decrease the number of points on the figure. Members on the call thought that having the number of samples shown is helpful in understanding the scope of the monitoring. Christine wondered if having blow-ups from particular areas would help. The group asked for blow-ups of the three NEPs (Mass Bay, Great Bay, and Casco Bay) along with Passamaquoddy Bay.

GIS to-do:

· Remove stations outside of Gulf of Maine (below Cape Cod)
· Produce NCA and NS&T PCB figures

· Blow-ups for Mass Bay, Great Bay, Casco Bay, and Passamaquoddy Bay for NCA data for each figure analyzed (Mercury, DDT, and possibly PCBs).

· Revise bins for various figures to reflect ERLs and ERMs
Finally the group discussed whether separate figures should be used for NCA and NS&T. Christine stated that her preference is for separate figures. The group discussed how sample location selection is different between the two programs. It was agreed to keep them separate. Once all figures have been revised Christine will place them into slides so that comparison is easier. An e-mail conversation at that point can determine whether the data can be combined. (Action to be taken: Once GIS figures revised Christine will create slides for an e-mail discussion on combining NS&T and NCA data).
Timeline
Christine will have author packets available as soon as possible. First drafts of text and figures will be due to Christine January 11, 2013.
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