Contaminants Conference Call: November 30, 2010
Participants:

Diane Gould (EPA)

Jawed Hameedi (NOAA)


Jocelyne Hellou (BIO)


Steve Jones (UNH)


Wendy Leo (MWRA)

David Page (Bowdoin)

Marilyn ten Brink (EPA)

* The conference call made use of slides sent out prior to the call.


Upcoming SETAC Meeting
Before starting the indicator portion of the conference call, the group discussed the upcoming SETAC meeting in Boston (November 2011). David Page wondered if it would be possible to have a Gulf of Maine session - perhaps focused on monitoring. He thought that both Peter Wells and Adria Elskus (chairs of this subcommittee) would be aware of the plans for SETAC. Marilyn ten Brink thought that an oral session with associated poster would be a good target. Diane Natcci (EPA) is the over-all chair of the meeting. 
Shellfish Sanitation Data

Christine Tilburg and Steve Jones have spent a significant amount of time looking for historical information for the shellfish sanitation indicator. She suggested that the slides 4 and 5 likely represent the most comprehensive data that we will likely be able to locate. Christine stated that she's disappointed with the lack of data for Massachusetts. David commented that ESIP can only present data that is made available. The figures should include qualifiers in the text explaining the origin of the data. As one last attempt to obtain information for Massachusetts, it was suggested that Christine connect with Jay Baker (head of the NEP).  (Action to be taken: Christine will send a message to Jay as a last effort of obtaining Massachusetts data for the figures. E-mail sent to J. Baker on 12/13/10).

There was some discussion of whether or not closed acreage should be presented instead of open acreage. Wendy Leo thought that "closed" doesn't necessarily mean polluted - it might mean that it isn't monitored. Regardless, the group agreed that presenting acres is preferred to presenting percentages. Jawed Hameedi asked if each State and Province uses the same four classifications. Christine stated that the classifications vary between four and five between the different States and Provinces. Jawed stated that the common classifications are for "approved" and "conditionally approved" which makes them the easiest to present. Diane Gould requested that the text cover temporal trends. Final result: figures will keep States and Provinces separated and present the data as acreages "approved" and "conditionally approved". The figures will be as in slide 4 and arranged North to South.
Gulfwatch Data

Christine then verified that the subcommittee members had received the draft conclusion that the Gulfwatch team has written up. The original text was forwarded by Gareth Harding (not on the call) after the subcommittee's last call. Jawed also followed up with an e-mail looking into several issues in the text (e-mail sent to the subcommittee on 11/29/10).  In particular, Jawed feels that the phrase "level of concern" isn't appropriate. The  85th percentile is a statistical descriptor of the dataset - not a specific level of concern which implies that the concentration of contaminant present may be a health risk. David Page stated that he feels Jawed's comments are extremely valuable. David thought that the Gulfwatch team felt a benchmark was needed. However, in the draft conclusion the text doesn't present the information appropriately. 

Diane brought up that she noted the conclusion didn't match data ESIP evaluated for Casco Bay as a separate project which noted that during the period of time between 2000 and 2010 there was a gradual decrease in metal concentrations, particularly for lead. Christine wondered if some of the changes in concentrations are due to modifications that have been made to laboratory methodology. David stated that there have definitely been changes at the labs. He also stated that the Gulfwatch program has had periodic reports written that will be made available along with the fact sheet.
Suggested approach:

· In terms of the discussion, the text will look at the last 10 years with all data made available in the figures, as appropriate.

· Christine will draft some figures for the next call which look at the six highest sites for metals and changes over the last 10 years (Marilyn thought mentioning aggressive clean-up campaigns would be good within the text).

· David stated that if DDT is included in the summary a discussion of the concentrations of legacy pollutants should be included.

· Diane requested that geographic differences be discussed. 

Marilyn thought a good way to approach the text would be to think about what the take-home messages should be. Her suggestions are:

· Patchiness occurs in the concentrations around the Gulf of various reasons

· Legacy pollutants continue to be present

· Aggressive mitigation has affected concentrations (particularly for metals)

· Other contaminants need to be included (Jawed stated that part of the problem for Mussel Watch and Gulfwatch with respect to emerging contaminants is that mussel tissue isn't the appropriate matrix for monitoring these parameters).
Jawed's follow-up e-mail stated:  "Also, it would be worthwhile to select a few toxic chemicals (being monitored under GulfWatch) to show differing temporal trends. Picking chemicals whose use has been curtailed (or banned) for decades is one such option; their continued presence in the environment is still the “news.” We should also consider some that are still widely used. Copper could be a good one, since it has many point and non-point sources and in many – but not all -- coastal bays its concentration has shown increases in sediment and mussel tissues (Jamaica Bay, Newport Bay, Narragansett Bay, Boston Harbor, etc.)."
Next Steps

David asked Christine to arrange a call between various Gulfwatch members and Jawed to discuss some of Jawed's concerns for their future reports. Christine agreed to follow-up on this issue. In addition, Christine will try to create some of the figures discussed above for discussion during the next conference call (tentatively February 2011). In addition, a demonstration of the Indicator Reporting Tool will be included during  the next call. 
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