Contaminants Conference Call  July 13, 2009
Participants:

Adria Elskus (U Maine/USGS)


Diane Gould (EPA)

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. Lengths of records for the various data sets were discussed. Gareth Harding mentioned that although shellfish sanitation data programs began in 1948, the sampling has waxed and waned over the years. Gareth wondered if the important information with respect to this indicator involves only data from the last ten years. He proposed that it doesn't matter what happened in the 1950s and 60s. Marilyn ten Brink disagreed stating that historical trends are important to have regardless of the condition of the data. Among other things long term trends are important in helping individuals to think about stretching history. Steve Jones mentioned that the nice thing about the shellfish sanitation data is that the methodology has not changed very much.
Christine Tilburg suggested that in an effort to improve the efficiency of the looking at the data it would be helpful to really focus down on the data for one indicator. She thought that the shellfish sanitation data might be a good beginning point as Steve has already been working on the New Hampshire data. Steve mentioned that the amount of concentration data for shellfish even in New Hampshire is enormous and daunting. He proposed that an index of areas closed would be easier and more helpful in the end. In his opinion there was a shift 6 to 10 years ago in which various jurisdictions looked at how evaluations were being used. Diane Gould agreed and stated that with respect to efforts in Casco Bay it was helpful to look at the extents of permanent closures. Marilyn added that she thinks shellfish is a good indicator to begin with due to the implications for human health.
Shellfish Sanitation Data 

Steve then provided information on his efforts with the NH data. He stated again that there is raw data available and then there is data which has been integrated and reflects days of closure. Adria asked if information on frequency of closure is also available. Steve thought that this information is available for certain states. Gareth asked if the closures can be separated due to phytoplankton versus E. coli. Steve replied that it could.

The group then discussed how this information might be presented in the fact sheet. A side bar might note how the indicator can be used (Action to be taken: Christine will need to revisit this idea when the fact sheet is being drafted). Christine then mentioned that she is literally swamped with data for various indicators that are in the works for ESIP. Some individuals from other subcommittees have stepped forward to provide more assistance and she asks that members of this subcommittee likewise assist more with the data. Steve stated that he'd be happy to get the interaction with Maine started. Diane  stated that she would follow up also.

Christine suggested that the subcommittee meet again for an August call to discuss the results from Steve's work before beginning with the Maine information. The group agreed that this was a valid next step. (Action to be taken: The subcommittee will regroup in August to discuss NH data).

18 Month Plan
The group then discussed updating the Terms of Reference for the subcommittee. The tentative work plan for the next 18 months would be to complete the Contaminants fact sheet by November or December 2010. 
Seals as Sentinels Data

The group then revisited previous discussions of using the MERI Seals as Sentinels data for a potential focus box on the fact sheet. Susan Shaw presented information on the data. She stated that harbor seal samples had been collected from approximately 1991 to 2006. Various chemicals were analyzed using both blubber and tissue from the deceased animals. Geographically the sampling population extended from Down East Maine to as far south as Long Island Sound. The bulk of the data was obtained from stranded animals that were classified using the NMFS system based on the rate of decomposition, etc. Although researchers knew the locations of the strandings it is not possible to state where the animals were exposed.
Steve asked if metals data is available. He suggested a potential connection between this dataset and the Gulfwatch/Mussel Watch data.  Gareth wondered if there is information available on the migration of harbor seals. Susan replied that the migratory range is considered to be from the border of Canada to the coast of New Jersey. However, not every animal moves through the entire geographic extent. The migratory patterns are not well understood or studied.

Susan did mention that the data gives a more integrated picture of what's happening due to the length of life for the animals (35-40 years) and the various accumulation patterns. 

Adria asked if any trends have been observed. Susan stated that they have not found any temporal trends. She suspects that the compounds are so persistent that they are recycling within the food web.
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