


ECOSYSTEM INTEGRATION AND ASSESSMENT PRIORITY ISSUE TEAM
MEETING NOTES
June 27, 2013 – Tampa, FL

Data Access and Acquisition: Jim Gibeaut – Harte Research Institute
Jim provided an update related to GOMAportal (gomaportal.org) and a recap of the completed NOAA 2008 grant and states’ role. HCRT SLAMM model data have been brought into GOMAportal; work will be done to bring in more GOMA PITs’ data. With the launch of EcoWatch, work with NCDDC to reduce duplication of efforts in; might or might not remove redundant federal data from GOMAportal since they are already discoverable through ECOWATCH; we might remove them in case we run into space issues. Adding more state-level data even if NOAA 2008 grant has ended; need to work to identify other state datasets.
High metadata standard: compliant but also the information has to be useful
Status: over 900 records in GOMAportal; the number might decrease when reducing duplicate data sets; ongoing maintenance to improve quality of existing records; purchased new hardware with 24 TB of storage capacity; GOMAportal only supports FGDC compliant metadata, will support ISO in future versions.
HRI is dedicated to keep GOMAportal up and running.
Next steps: expand holdings to include human use and infrastructure information needed for regional marine planning; expand to include Mexican and Cuban data starting with the data used to create Gulf 360; continue adding, updating, and making records available to other databases; expand map services (which are just snapshots of data images; currently a dozen such as oyster coverage for the state of Texas); start hosting large raster data sets via ArcGIS image services; new version still based on ESRI Geoportal Server; support ISO metadata standard; continue working to ensure interoperability with EcoWatch.
Value added activity for GOMAportal: data gap analysis that will take advantage of storing the actual datasets.

Data Access and Acquisition: Russ Beard – NOAA National Coastal data Development Center (NCDDC)
Russ provided an updated related to the Gulf of Mexico Data Atlas (gulfatlas.noaa.gov). There are currently 230 map plates in 80 subject areas. At time of release in 2011 there were 95 map plates in 30 subject areas. NCDDC continues to add new datasets and develop new partnerships, which include over 30 federal, state, international agencies, NGOs, and academia. 
Data submission standard: data must be publically releasable and accessible; data must come from a recognized federal, state, academic, NGO, or private source; data must be validated and/or compared to a national standard; data must be digital, in a standard format; QA/QC policies and procedures must be fully described; validated geospatial metadata must be provided.
New data sets include: living marine resources (fishes, sharks, invertebrates); environmental quality; CMECS water column component application; biotic (mangroves); jurisdictions (watersheds).
FY 2013: formation of International Atlas Subcommittee to engage with partners in Mexico, Caribbean, Central America; Gulf of Mexico data Atlas is now a member of the International Coastal Atlas Network (ICAN); regional supplements (or “mini atlases”).
Ocean Conservancy Atlas: built with data provided by NCDDC and others and made into a published version.
All SEAMAP data obtained from Tom Minello NMFS will be integrated slowly as moving along.
Nature Serve has available invasive species data that can be pulled into the Atlas.
What’s missing? Benthic characterization, decadal/historical data of physical parameters

Gulf of Mexico Master Mapping Plan: Jennifer Wozencraft – US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jennifer provided a recap of this action item from APII. The goal is to create a Gulf of Mexico Master Mapping Plan (goma.sam.usace.army.mil) that (1) captures all the requirements for spatial data and information products used by engineers, scientists, resource managers, planners, decision-makers, and emergency responders in the Gulf of Mexico Region; (2) identifies upcoming mapping activities by the breadth of federal, state, and local agencies, and academia collecting these types of data or generating these information products, leveraging the IWG-OCM; and (3) finds the gaps and develops a strategy to fill them in a resource- neutral or resource-depleted environment (it is not automatic to identify gaps; GIS capabilities are needed to pull in the data and identify gaps).
Help in needed in identifying mapping activities ongoing in the GoM.
The USACE has not received much feedback on Web site about requirements.
SeaSketch shows presently planned mapping activities and allows entering requirements for a specific region; up and available for the Northeast (built for Sandy recovery), free access to anyone but not done for the Gulf of Mexico.

Living Marine Resources: Dave Reed – Florida Institute of Oceanography
[bookmark: _GoBack]FWC/FWRI has obtained a 1 year no-cost extension to continue working on the EPA grant supporting this focus area. 
Brad Ennis was hired at FWC/FWRI to replace Cristina Mazza/Schoonard and is currently working on: database clean up; standardizing footprints; creating/entering metadata into the GAME Catalog for FIM data + revise and finish collection data (several hundred records).
Working with NCDDC to incorporate GAME data into EcoWatch

Emergent Wetlands status and Trends Report: Larry Handley – US Geological Survey
The report is scheduled to be completed by the end of December 2013. 
Chapters on the Web site (gom.usgs.gov/GOMEmWetStatusTrends.aspx) made available as soon as they became ready. The following are completed, peer reviewed, and approved for USGS publication: 
· Introduction
· Methods
· Study Area
· Literature Review
· Alabama State Chapter
· Mobile Bay vignette
· Mississippi State Chapter
· Mississippi Sound vignette
· Florida State Chapter
· Tampa Bay vignette
· Panhandle vignette
Texas chapter is in the hands of the state writers (the review process for this chapter should start in September and the chapter should be ready in November 2013).
Louisiana basic chapter is written by Kate Spear and Larry; the 2008 data that will be plugged in at later date. 
Consistent base was used across all chapters; no new data if they are not consistent; all NWI data.
Conclusion is being written by Kate, will include totals.
Larry and Kate are looking for an author that will provide a summation for the region. If you have someone in mind please contact Kate (speark@usgs.gov) or Larry (handleyl@usgs.gov). 
It is useful to give it out in pieces; the Alabama chapter was used during the spill and now for early restoration projects.

Ecosystem Services: David Yoskowitz – Harte Research Institute
David provided an overview and update of the Sea Grant consortium project: the survey instrument has been developed through focus groups and will be sent to 1200 households (stratified random sample) in the Gulf of Mexico; the focus is on 3 habitats: marsh, mangrove, oyster reef. The project will allow setting ecosystem service value baseline; however, the values are always changing based upon people’s preferences, income, …
Gulf 360: work with NCDDC to make the data available through the Gulf of Mexico Atlas.
Mustang Island project is nearing completion, funded by EPA Gulf of Mexico Program.
At the first Gulf of Mexico Ecosystem Services Workshop (2010), ecosystem services were linked to the Gulf of Mexico habitat types as defined in the Coastal and Marine Ecological Classification Standard (CMECS), recently endorsed as the first US standard for classifying coastal and marine ecosystems. Participants identified and classified the Gulf habitat types based on CMECS, linked ecosystem services to habitat types, and prioritized services using expert opinion. The research letter describing the activities and outputs of the workshop has recently been accepted for publication and made available online. Carollo, C , RJ Allee, and W Yoskowitz. 2013. Linking the Coastal and Marine Ecological Classification Standard (CMECS) to ecosystem services: an application to the US Gulf of Mexico. International Journal of Biodiversity Science, Ecosystem Services, and Management http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/21513732.2013.811701. 
About ready to sign MOU with INEGI
GecoServ II should be out any day now. The web site will have many more studies, be easier to update on the back end, and will separate out mangroves (currently part of wetlands).
CEQ’s Principles and Requirements updated after 30 years asks to explicitly incorporate ecosystem services in the decision making process and permitting; put out products to help this process (linked to RESTORE).

Community Ecosystem Modeling for the Gulf of Mexico: Steve Ashby – Northern Gulf Institute
Steve presented and summarized a series of ongoing efforts to gather data in the region (GOMAportal, Gulf of Mexico Atlas, GecoServ…), so what’s next? One answer is modeling (Atlantis, EwE, Sulis…)
DPSIR/DPSER approach where I of impact is replaced by E of ecosystem services
NGI/IEA project: drivers and pressures have been identified, now looking to identify and fill data gaps
To determine the scale of the model we need to identify the question being asked
Atlantis is a complex model that includes trophic structure, several submodels, biogeochemical cycles
Multiple models in the same area should be used to answer different questions; modeling approach using multiple models (no one model fits all approach)
More data needed: better bathymetry, socioeconomic impacts 
Moving beyond model and into decision making and management

EIA PIT next steps
Cristina Carollo (Harte Research Institute) updated the PIT on the APIII status. The AMT is currently not committed to creating the AP III. Each PIT should discuss needs and vision to move forward and modify their AP II work plan. AMT is committed to GOMA; however, State reps in PITS are dwindling.

Cristina also presented and discussed Jim Pahl’s document: proposal to submit to the RESTORE Council.
The Gulf of Mexico University Research Collaborative (GOMURC) mission includes: to enhance Gulf of Mexico coastal marine science, oceanography and related management programs through communications, education, research, and public outreach; to promote activities of educators, scientists, and agencies responding to state, regional, national, and international issues; and to advocate for Gulf science and education with policy-makers. GOMURC wants to work more closely with GOMA; maybe the EIA PIT could coordinate science-related activities in the Gulf as they pertain to RESTORE and facilitate this collaboration. 
Send message to the RESTORE Council to leverage resources: each PIT has unique roles and collectively so does GOMA. EIA PIT strength: data and tools. In the years we have lost funding but GOMA got things done no matter what.

We need to track RESTORE activities: who is doing what, where, funding amount,… We also need to figure out how all these projects add up ecologically.
Another option is to insert ourselves prior to the permitting phase; permitting for restoration is critical; some are data driven; GOMA can figure out requirements at the front-end and act as integration body across permitting agencies. What’s needed in terms of science data to obtain a permit?
We need funding to get the states involved. 
We don’t know when the RESTORE money will come and how much. 
Write something about who we are, identify the problem, propose how to solve it, and highlight what we can do since we are already organized, have a structure in place; the advantage is that GOMA is known and we have history and past accomplishments. Develop a strategy for things that are missing; let’s have a plan in place showing we are ready to go. Our audience is the Restoration Council.
Nobody is looking at projects in a regional perspective; each state is concerned only with their own projects; we need to look at efficiencies at the regional scale; that’s GOMA’s value added: look at the GoM as a whole; for example consistency of monitoring protocol.
What can we do that has immediate return? Keep doing what we are doing best (pull together info, data, …). But where is funding coming from? NFWF money is here already; could we use this money to get started?

ACTION ITEMS:
· Revise AP II activities: decide what items we want to continue working on and new activities
· Create a new plan for addressing RESTORE issues including state participation; how do we cross with RESTORE priorities?
· Permitting
· Science-based criteria to evaluate projects
· Frameworks (ES already created)
· List of expertise/additional expertise needed
· Bring structure
· Analysis of data/data integration
· Ecological goal setting
· Monitoring/measure of success
EIA PIT role could be that of science coordination
Value of GOMA: Cross Gulf network of experts including state agency resource managers that should be drawn upon
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