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Reply to:
Dale K. Phenicie
Environmental Affairs Consulting
402 Lighthouse Lane
Peachtree City, GA 30269
(770) 487-7585
 FAX (770) 631-7729
e-mail: dkphenicie@mindspring.com

January 31, 2012

Ms. Nancy Stadler-Salt
Environment Canada
867 Lakeshore Blvd.
Burlington, Ontario
L7R 4A6
Email:  nancy.stadler-salt@ec.gc.ca

Mr. Paul Horvatin
U.S. EPA
Great Lakes National Program Office
77 W. Jackson Blvd. (G-9J)
Chicago, IL 60604-3590
email: horvatin.paul@epa.gov

Dear Nancy and Paul:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the SOLEC 2011 indicator reports.  CGLI has reviewed the reports and would like to provide a few comments regarding the presentation of this information.  But first, a note of congratulations on the presentation of the SOLEC 2011 state of the Lakes assessment.  We believe it was the “best ever” SOLEC event.  It is essential that these science based assessments of the state of the Lakes continue in order to provide direction and guidance to ongoing Great Lakes restoration and protection efforts.

New categorization of indicators helps to simplify assessment process:
The presentation of the detailed information necessary to provide the 2011 SOLEC assessment in ten categories, rather than one large block of indicators, is a huge improvement.  All of us who work to observe and track the state of the Great Lakes ecosystem find ourselves tempted to seek a single indicator that could be used to do so.  But, the fact is the Great Lakes ecosystem is complex.  Not only is it made up of many separate subsystems, but it is one in which the nature and make-up of subsystems varies widely across the Great Lakes Basin.  It is important to recognize the scope of science needed to monitor this vast array of subsystems. The appropriate data points must be obtained and indicators must be identified and built from these data points. Ecosystem status reports must include trends and the drivers of those trends in order to discern the cause of a decline in status, or identify factors responsible for improvements.

By placing the indicators in ten categories that are easily identified as important state of the Lakes factors; the organizers have put the SOLEC process on a track that simplifies the process while preserving the detailed science approach needed to support a holistic and credible scientific assessment.

CGLI believes it is important to continue this streamlining effort and would like to offer a few suggestions that may further improve the ecosystem status assessment process.

Addition of the water chemistry indicator facilitates remote sensing:
Meeting the challenge of maintaining or increasing state of the Lakes monitoring efforts in the face of scarce resources will require reliance on enhanced remote sensing technologies.  The data points included in the new “water chemistry” indicator are amendable to remote sensing by static and mobile instruments and can provide important perspectives regarding water quality trends.  In addition, data obtained through this instrumentation can easily be transmitted through cooperative data management systems such as the Great Lakes Observing System (GLOS).

Additional consolidation of indicators in each category should be considered:
In some cases, it appears that individual indicators relating to a specific species could potentially be consolidated into a single indicator relating to an assessment of species type.  For example, within the category Aquatic-Dependent Life, separate indicators titled Lake Sturgeon, Lake Trout, Walleye, and Preyfish Populations are listed.  Perhaps all of these should be combined into one indicator titled “Fish Species.”  Similarly, five separate indicators relate to various Coastal Wetland attributes.  These too might be combined into a single Coastal Wetland Status indicator that utilizes each attribute as separate supporting data sets.  It is important to note that we are not suggesting that the current separate indicators the report on each of the species be eliminated.  Instead we are suggesting that they be rolled into a single indicator of broader scope that utilizes the information now regarded as separate indicators as robust data points used to support the new broadened indicator.

Additional consolidation of indicator categories should also be considered:
The success of SOLEC 2011 has shown the benefits obtained so far from the effort to consolidate indicators into descriptive categories.  It may be possible to continue this effort, reduce the number of categories, but still maintain the essential peer review and scientific contribution elements that have always been the foundation of the SOLEC process.  For example, can the indicators under the category Human Impacts be moved to the Resource Use and Physical Stressors category?  Can the Fish and Wildlife Impacts indicators be moved into the Aquatic-Dependent Life category?  Can Economic and Social Drivers indicators be consolidated into the Resource Use and Physical Stressors category?  How about placing the Pollution and Nutrient indicators in the Restoration and Protection category?  This would result in just six categories.

SOLEC 2011 provided a great start – the work must continue:
Working towards a simple set of six or eight indicators, or bundles of indicators, that represent the assessment accomplished by the larger list of 85 SOLEC indicators should continue to be a priority.  While doing so, CGLI urges the SOLEC organizers to make certain that the resulting list of summary indicators or bundles truly represent all three aspects of sustainability assessments – the environmental, social, and economic status of the Great Lakes Basin.  Additional efforts are needed to firmly establish the principles of sustainable development and implement use of social and economic indicators.  These would appropriately fit within the Resource Use and Physical Stressor category.  CGLI is available to assist with this effort.

Data Management and Communications (DMAC) continues to be an essential need:
Finally, as good as the SOLEC 2011 program was, CGLI continues to believe that a primary need is the improvement in SOLEC indicator data availability and delivery.  We urge the Organizers to continue to seek opportunities to establish pilot efforts between SOLEC and the Great Lakes Observing System (GLOS) to display some of the SOLEC indicator information.  GLOS, through its new LimnoTech led DMAC team, provides a definitive protocol recognized and utilized both within North America and globally to display and disperse environmental data and ecosystem status information.  The Great Lakes Basin information is excellent, high quality, and relevant both within and beyond the Basin.  It needs to be made available via this coordinated interagency delivery system.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments.  CGLI looks forward to working with you to build on the success of SOLEC 2011 and seek additional opportunities to enhance state of the Great Lakes reporting.

							Sincerely,
     [image: msoD69EA]

							Dale K. Phenicie, Projects Director
3600 GREEN COURT, Suite 710  ANN ARBOR, MI 48105-1570  USA
Tel:  734-663-1944  Fax:  734-663-2424   Web:  www.cgli.org
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