Minutes of ESIP Call – April 23, 2008
Next Meeting:  May 8 at 8:30 AM EDT in Boston, Massachusetts
Participants
Anita Hamilton (DFO), Kathryn Parlee (EC), Charlie Strobel (EPA), Diane Gould (EPA), Jim Latimer (EPA), Gary Lines (EC), David Keeley (GOMC), Jennifer Hackett (DFO), Jawed Hameedi (NOAA), Paul Currier (UNH), and Marilyn ten Brink (EPA).
0.5  hour has  been added as in-kind for all participants.
Introductions

Christine Tilburg opened the meeting with a round of introductions. Due to Justin Huston taking on more active responsibilities associated with the GOMC Working Group, he requested that a replacement be found for the chair of the Coastal Development Subcommittee. Marilyn ten Brink (EPA) has stepped up to fill in as chair. Marilyn has previously been active in the Coastal Development Subcommittee along with the Aquatic Habitats, Climate Change, Contaminants, and Eutrophication Subcommittees.
May 2008 Meeting

Christine mentioned that she is in the process of finalizing plans for the May 8 meeting in Boston at the Mariner's House (scheduled from 8:30 AM - 2:30 PM). Christine needs to know the number of planned attendees (and any dietary restrictions) so that she can give these figures to the Mariner's House. 

In addition, it was suggested that a form be drafted for the subcommittee chairs to fill in. This information with then be consolidated and made available at the May meeting. Christine will send the form to the subcommittee chairs on April 28. David Keeley asked when the final agenda will be made available. Christine replied that she intended to send out the final agenda on May 5.
Action Needed: Please let Christine know your finalized plans regarding whether you'll be attending the Massachusetts meeting May 8.
Indicator Reporting Tool

Christine will meet with GoMOOS on April 30 to discuss long-term and short-term revisions to the ESIP Indicator Reporting Tool. There are two conference calls scheduled prior to April 30 for discussions of needed revisions. If you have suggestions and would like to join in these conversations, please let Christine know. The proposed calls are Friday April 23 (1:00 PM EDT)  and Monday April 28 (1:00 PM EDT). A survey was sent to the ESIP members via survey monkey. Responses received so far are included below:
1. Have you successfully used the ESIP Indicator Reporting Tool (www.gomoos.org/esip)? (Select answers that fit your experience)



62.5 % Tried tool just to see what it does.



12.5 % Looked at site, but did not try tool.



25 % Used tool to understand the options.


2. Why did you access the tool?



37.5 % For visual image.



37.5 % To retrieve information at a particular location or locations.



25 % Primarily to access the data.


3. How did the tool help you? (Select answers that fit your experience)



71.4 % I could see the map but not figure out what to do with the tools.



14.3 % It was easy to select parameters



14.3 % Directions were straight forward to make a PDF map.


4. What improvements would be particularly of use to you?



75.0 % Were you able to access the information you wanted quickly?



50.0 % Was the information in the format you required?



Comments:

1.Needs more user friendly instructions about what the tool's capabilities are.




 2.Explain how to select parameters ????


5. Do you use similar tools in other parts of your work? If so, please list good examples.



Comments: .I like the 2 countries, 1 forest site http://www.2c1forest.org/atlas/

Action Needed: Please let Christine know if you'd like to be included in the discussions on revisions to the ESIP Indicator Reporting Tool.

ILM Proposal

The ILM Proposal was successfully submitted April 11. The proposal went through two rounds of drafts with Ruth Waldick and Tony Turner (GeoConnex). Successful proposals will be notified on Friday April 25. Christine mentioned that one of the comments that she received from Ruth Waldick involved the proposal attempting to do too much. Ruth highly suggested that ESIP chose 2 pilot areas in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. Christine resisted (since this choice was to be done in Phase 3 of the proposal). However, Ruth stated that our proposal would be graded poorly unless some selections were made. Christine put in two pilot sites and left in a disclaimer that these sites would be officially chosen (or revised) during Phase 3.  David Keeley mentioned that he thought the proposal process was excellent for ESIP in that it solidified some of the interactions of the Coastal Development Subcommittee. He also feels that there will be some competition for the pilot areas. 
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