Contaminants Conference Call  May 27, 2008
Participants:


Adria Elskus (USGS and U Maine)

Warren Boothman (EPA)

Diane Gould (EPA)

Jawed Hameedi (NOAA)


Jocelyn Hellou (BIO)


Steve Jones (UNH)


David Page (Bowdoin College)


Richard Pruell (EPA)

Marilyn ten Brink (EPA)


Christine Tilburg (GOMC)

John Wise (USM)
Introductions
The call opened with members reintroducing themselves and their organizations. Christine Tilburg mentioned that as the group has not had a call since February 2008, there are quite a few "housekeeping" items on the agenda. 

Discussion of Results From May 8 Steering Committee Meeting
Christine discussed the May 8 Steering Committee  (including chairs of the various ESIP subcommittees) meeting that was held in Boston. She asked Adria Elskus to give an update regarding what occurred. Adria mentioned that the group grappled with how useful the indicators selected are for managers. In addition, the group discussed whether thresholds should be part of the work involved with interpretation of the indicators. The Steering Committee felt strongly that attempting to determine thresholds should not be something the subcommittees focus on. Thresholds are already available through state, provincial, and federal agencies. The Steering Committee felt that providing links to these thresholds would be of use for local managers. They would then be able to note the appropriate thresholds for their areas.
Local Use of Indicators

Adria then mentioned that there is some question of the local usefulness of indicators. According to the ESIP Strategy Document (http://www.gulfofmaine.org/esip/docs/esipstrategy.pdf), the two main management questions for contaminants are:


1. How are contaminants in the region changing?


2. What are the ecological effects of contaminants?

Adria feels that the indicators selected by the subcommittee do satisfy the above questions. However, she wonders about the usefulness of the sediment triad data due to its complexity. Christine mentioned that Jawed Hameedi put together a document prior to the May 8 meeting might be of use. She will send this document forward to the group. (Action to be taken: Christine will send Jawed Hameedi's document discussing sediment triad method to the subcommittee. Action completed May 28, 2008). 

Diane Gould mentioned that she is comfortable that the data and indicators selected are appropriate for management's questions. She mentioned a recently completed report that she was involved with for Casco Bay which used similar indicators. Adria wondered if the report presented data alone or included interpretation. Diane stated that the report did include some interpretation along the lines of trend analysis. Steve Jones added that the NH Estuaries Project also uses Gulfwatch and sediment triad data. Adria stated that in looking back to the Listening Sessions suggestions (http://www.gulfofmaine.org/esip/docs/esiplistening.pdf), there were many requests for case studies to be included with the case study focused on describing how to use and interpret data. Diane agreed that case studies are always helpful. Christine mentioned that it might be possible to include case studies focused on how one can use data presented.

Local Managers

Christine stated that there has been some discussion regarding bringing more local people into the subcommittee. Diane wondered if a good approach to determining if the indicators are appropriate would to bring together some good local contacts from within the subcommittee and ask questions regarding the indicators. Steve stated that the purpose of the subcommittee was to bring together people with expertise in the Region. It might not work to have local managers part of the subcommittee because the focus will be different. Christine wondered if it might be better to bring together a subset of people for a conference call to find out some of the questions they are addressing in their work. (Action to be taken: Christine will start gathering names of local managers to hold a separate conference call with.)
Also of interest to the Steering Committee was the question of better communicating with non-traditional audiences. The group wondered what "non-traditional audiences" might be. Christine stated ESIP's users are defined as coastal managers and lawmakers. The group thought that groups like NGOs might be part of a non-traditional audience that might have data of use or be participating in decisions being made. David Page mentioned some valuable groups would be Casco Bay Estuary Project and the various River Watch organizations. Adria agreed that some of these groups might be funded for obtaining data. David thought that connecting with these types of groups is a project into itself. He suggested that Christine connect with Susan Shaw (MERI). Adria suggested that for now, connecting with some of these groups through their websites might be a good approach.
ESIP Button

Christine mentioned that there an ESIP button that can be put on ESIP member's webpages to help spread information about the partnership. The button can be obtained at http://www.gulfofmaine.org/button/. Members are encouraged to put the button on their webpages.
Future Directions/Data

Christine stated that she has put a lot of effort into obtaining the sediment triad data that the group felt were potentially important. You can see the datasets on the Planning Site in the data folder (www.gulfofmaine.org/esippplanning). Adria asked how updating the datasets will work with the Indicator Reporting Tool. Christine replied that the Indicator Reporting Tool (available at www.gomoos.org/esip) has the capacity to automatically update data that is provided by the parent organization. However, for the purposes of the subcommittee - a static dataset will be used for interpretation and fact sheets. This static dataset will be held in a relational database. Christine mentioned that although she is collecting data - there are going to be a lot of questions the group is going to need to address prior to analysis. Jawed mentioned that several of the datasets don't contain all three legs of the triad. Christine agreed and mentioned that the group previously decided to include data whether or not all three legs were available. Adria wondered if the sediment triad data are going to be useful. She asked Diane if they used sediment triad data in the Casco Bay report. Diane replied that they used sediment toxicity. Steve mentioned that the NH Project did use triad data - but he cautioned that the toxicity measurements were found to be very conservative and not entirely correct. Steve is also pulling together mercury data from the NCA dataset and has found it to be difficult to work with. He hopes his current efforts inform this subcommittee's efforts. 
Diane mentioned that at least to her knowledge, NCA will be collecting data in Maine in 2010. Jawed brought up that the NCA data looks at sediment quality (toxicity) and a benthic index. However, the data aren't collected in a synoptic way. He cautioned that the group needs to be realistic about the data that are available. Diane stated that her reporting efforts looked at toxic concentrations in the sediment and the extent of contamination 10 years ago versus not. Adria wondered if it would be more realistic to just look at contaminants in sediments. Jawed though that reporting contaminants in sediments would not give you very much information. 

Next Steps

Christine proposed that the next steps be for her to continue her efforts to obtain the data. Concurrently, she will try to gather some local managers together for a separate conference call to go over questions that the subcommittee determines.
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