Contaminants Conference Call  December 15, 2009
Participants:

Adria Elskus (U Maine/USGS)


Diane Gould (EPA)

Jawed Hameedi (NOAA)


Steve Jones (UNH)

David Page (Bowdoin)

Marilyn ten Brink (EPA)


Peter Wells (Dalhousie)


John Wise (USM)
Feedback: Shellfish Sanitation Data
After introductions Christine Tilburg reminded the group that the purpose of this call is to discuss feedback that she has gotten from various managers and individuals at meetings or during discussions regarding ESIP. With respect to the shellfish data, Jeff Kennedy (Massachusetts) specifically stated that he is already collecting and using the data for his purposes. He wondered what benefit ESIP could bring to the table. Marilyn ten Brink stated that in this case, individuals might be looking for information at specific locales. Diane agreed that individual managers might be looking at specific locations, but gulf-wide data has value also. Steve Jones mentioned that an example involves the economic losses that occur when shellfish beds are closed. Monetary examples help put the issue into perspective. The group agreed that including a monetary example in the face sheet would be helpful.
David Page commented that the value of shellfish sanitation data is that it is a surrogate for a type of input that is not well understood. There are other contaminants that are associated with coliforms which represent a cumulative effect of nonpoint sources. Peter Wells commented that it is also one of the only indicators that is being measured system-wide. It should be one of the best indicators. Diane supported Peter's statement. Peter suggested Christine get in contact with Bob Gaudett (902-426-4141) for the Canadian data.  (Action to be taken: Christine will follow up with the Canadian data).
David thought that it was odd that Christine was having trouble getting the Maine data. Christine commented that she is in contact with Anna Bourakevsky. The issue is that both individuals in Maine and Massachusetts are resistant to putting data together. Steve wondered if it would be easier to compile the various classifications at the end of the year by opened/approved/restricted, etc. Steve commented that this summarized data might be more readily available. David wondered if it would be possible to simplify matters by defining a snapshot in time. He suggested that May-June might be appropriate. Steve disagreed because the most appropriate time period would be different for the various jurisdictions. For example, beds in New Hampshire are closed in the Summer. In contract, in Maine there is harvesting in the Summer.  Another example is oyster farming in Massachusetts. The Winter season would need to be included. Peter reminded the group that clams can be taken off beds throughout the year and then be taken through depuration.

The group thought that requesting information from Massachusetts and Maine regarding end of year classifications might be less daunting. Christine agreed to pass this request forward.  (Action to be taken: Christine will reconnect with Jeff and Anna on this request).

The group then discussed the possibility of looking at mean annual totals for fecals. It was restated that the data for this is overwhelming. David wondered if it could be lumped together for analysis. It was pointed out that looking at the types of classifications is one means of lumping. Adria Elskus also stated  that the managers are using the classifications. Steve brought up an example in Freeport where they are trying to reclassify beds. 

Feedback: Sediment Triad Data

Christine mentioned that a common feedback she's getting on the sediment triad indicators is that it is really complicated. Peter suggested that the group revisit some of Peter Chapman's work as he presents the triad in simplistic terms. Steve suggested that Phil Trowbridge (NH DES) has also presented triad data in an understandable fashion.

Jawed Hameedi pointed out that the sediment triad conveys and offers multiple lines of evidence. The issue is how to put all the information together into a figure. Jawed stated that in the past he has used triangles of various sizes to present the information. Adria commented that she has seen Jawed's work on this and likes the approach. Christine agreed to send Jawed's former write-up on this method of presentation with the call notes. (Action to be taken: Jawed's notes to the Steering Committee were sent with the call notes).

Jawed also mentioned that the State of California has been working intensely to identify ways of presenting sediment triad information for bureaucratic needs. They've produced a report that was recently approved by EPA. Jawed felt that it would be worthwhile to look at the report and agreed to send it to the group. 

Next Steps

Christine will continue to work on the shellfish sanitation data. It is hoped that in the beginning of the new year the group will be able to analyze the data in its entirety for this subcommittee.
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