Contaminants Conference Call  February 23, 2009
Participants:


Diane Gould (EPA)

Jawed Hameedi (NOAA)


Gareth Harding (BIO)


Jocelyne Hellou (BIO)

Steve Jones (UNH)

David Page (Bowdoin)

Charlie Strobel (EPA)


Marilyn ten Brink (EPA)


Christine Tilburg (GOMC)

Status of Data

Following the around-the-table greetings, Christine Tilburg suggested that the subcommittee discuss the updated data status table she originally attached to the agenda. It was decided that the subcommittee move forward with data analysis under the assumption that the data sets listed in the table are the extent of data available.

Shellfish Sanitation Dataset

 Steve Jones provided an update on the shellfish sanitation data analysis. He provided some background by explaining that New Hampshire Sea Grant had some money available that Steve is using to look at the sanitation data. He commented that there are several types of information available:

1. Acreage/area of shellfish available 

2. Fecal coliform data (electronic in some cases)

3. Frequency of closures.

Steve mentioned that the different States and Provinces provide data in various formats. For example, Maine measures approximately 42 sites on a monthly basis. In contrast, Massachusetts handles sites on a town by town basis. In addition, he stated that he has not been successful obtaining data from Environment Canada. Jocelyne Hellou stated that she could put Steve in contact with several individuals.

Jocelyne asked if the data are from mussel tissues. Steve said that all the data in question is water quality data. Jawed clarified that all the data are from shellfish growing areas. Steve agreed that these programs are set up to measure pathogens in water. Steve's group has done some studies looking at pathogens in the water and in shellfish tissue. Although there is a time lag, the relationship is fairly well established.
Dave Page stated that this discussion raises an important issue that the subcommittee needs to keep in mind. It is critical that we make certain that the data sets we compare are similar (apples to apples). For example, it would be problematic to compare wet weight data to dry weight data. 

Dave did state that the fecal coliform are the best indicator of water quality. If fecals are found in the water it is highly likely that other contaminants will also be present. In this way, fecals are like the canary in the coal mine. Steve agreed that fecal data are useful in this way. Using classification of growing areas can be difficult as some classifications are not due to water quality. Dave agreed and further stated that there are also differences in practices with respect to shellfish growing area management. Jocelyne wondered if temperature and time of year are related to the original regulation. Steve stated that only lately have the States started to look at temperature. Gareth Harding asked if an area is closed for an entire year. Steve stated that if an area is closed there is a specific procedure to have the area reopened.
Steve mentioned that the difficulty with the fecal data sets is due to the enormous volume of data. Christine wondered if there could be thousands of data points. Steve thought there might. Dave thought that although there will be a wealth of fecal data - most of the data will be null values. He suspected that there will be relatively few exceedances. Christine thought that it might be useful for Steve to start with one State and try to analyze the fecal data for that one State. Then the group can determine what effort will be needed to complete the other States and Provinces. The group decided to proceed with this plan and reconvene in April. 

Other Items
The members of the subcommittee then discussed an e-mail from Susan Shaw focused on utilizing Susan's data for seal tissue. The group thought that this might be a "low hanging fruit" that could be easily used. Jocelyne was concerned about how representative the seal data is of local effects due to the mobility of seals. Several members on the phone thought that one of the strengths of the data is how compelling it is to the reader. Christine reminded the group that the fact sheet for the contaminants indicators would contain one or more focus boxes. This data might be appropriate for one of the focus boxes as an example of another indicator that could be used. The group liked this idea and suggested that Christine request from Susan some information on methodology and results from the study.
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