Pacific Arctic Group Meeting

Monday, March 19, 2007

9:00am to 5:00pm

Hanover, New Hampshire, USA

Arctic Science Summit Week

9:00 
Welcome - ASSW Committee
Introductions and review of agenda
Jackie: Results of the discussion during Common Day 2007 will help to form the basis for the focus of the 2008 meeting.  
John: Rep from PAG on International Committee to sit on the planning committee for 2008.  How can the PAG meeting improve for 2008 (overlap etc).  
Marty: Proposed that John Calder continue to support PAG for organizing the meetings.  Jackie Seconded.  John accepted
Vladimir: Planning for 2008 inSigdivkard in Kolyma Republic ???, Russia.  In April.  Guarantee of good weather.  5 local institutes with specialists in Northern and Arctic Research, Universities, High Schools with Indigenous People.  End of April, they will give full information to IASC secretariat on the plans for the meeting.  2 hours by plan, or 36 hours by train from Moscow.  3 to 4 flights per day from Moscow.  
Marty: John and Sandy should be working with the logistics/planning people (local committee) and they should be in contact.  We should ensure there is no overlap with other meetings that are important for other groups: AOSB, IASC council.  Can overlap with EPB and Nysmac.  May be some overlap with Nysmac. 

Jackie: May want to have PAG before IASC so that a report is available for the IASC session.   PAG should consider science in a poster session so that more people know about the science activities more broadly to the public, and a more effective poster session.  
Oksana idea: try to set up live recording or transmission of workshop – look into options.  

Sara: At common day, Sara will discuss the coordination of the agenda items and the timing.  Pag is on the international coodinating group. 
APPROVAL of AGENDA

9:10
Review of October 2006 workshop results

Shanghai, China October 2006.  Purpose of the meeting is on the slide.  10 themes were brought up on a slide – include them in these notes.  Focus of the themes is Marine Sciences. Issues or priorities were confirmed during that meeting.  3. coordinating through meetings or other means to bring together further collaborations.  Proposed so far: chief scientist and group leaders meeting in Fall in Ottawa, Canada.  Purpose is to plan for 2008 and beyond.  Lead will be Jackie Grebmeier and Chen Bo (descriptions of sampling, cruises, begin to agree on standard sites (this is all on Marty’s slide).  

2. Model Co-ordination meeting.  Dr. Jia Wang from IARC will lead this, and there is not a lot of details at the moment.  Issue: different countries to different things with data and modeling and collaboration is essential on this front.  

Discussion: John: model meeting: John hasn’t spoken to him and he has no money.  John would like reaffirmation and “guidance”, but we need to make some suggestions by email who would be good colleagues to participate in this activity.  ACTION: solicit modeling experts/reps from meetings, establish a deadline for input and some guidance for the expectations at the meeting (send this out today).  Modellers know eachother better than we do.  Tom:Marine science Symposium.  (Stellar Sea Lion Research – main focus, but it’s grown from there) Barents sea, North Pacific Research Board and Exxon Valdes committee, Beaufort and Chukchi, lost of contributors, large (several hundred people) focus is charismatic fauna, but a good group of people (money to be had).  ACTION: Tom to provide information about this group and the opportunity for this meeting (and money?).  Chief Sceintist Meeting: suggest to Jackie and Bo to do as much before the meeting.
9:20
North Pacific Marine Science Organization (PICES) - how can this work for PAG? - Marty Bergmann
North Marine Pacific Science Organization: established in 1992, (notes in Marty’s powerpoint).  Membership countries are similar.  Very extensive website.  16th meeting coming up in Victoria in 2007 in October/November.  Focus is on changing ecosystems, climate change and other.  Their research does not come near PAG sector, not past Bering Strait, but adjacent to the study area. 
Discussion:  JinPing is member of PICES in physical oceanography and climate, hasn’t gone to meetings in a few years.  Main focus is fisheries.  PICES has 7 committees, and would not have a strong link.  Jackie: not a part,  but some awareness of their program (BEST) ecosystem approach with fisheries components, but combines with North Pacific research forum.  Some similarities of programs and they may be more interested in taking a part in PAG (cross-pollinate).  Jackie will be showing the program study.  Savi brought it up: how does PAG and PICES relate.  With their focus being on fish, there is not enough overlap.  Sang Ho: Korean colleagues in PAG are not interested in North.  He thinks there are no common issues, so don’t want involvement.  John: Some intellectual overlap, but no focus on Arctic.  Dieter: only intensify contact if fisheries (biological) science becomes more of a focus.  Simon: at most, be aware of their research.  Symposium (global oceans), and other symposiums that relate to our business.  ACTION: investigate PICES (I think the secretiariat should keep an eye on this, and talk to Savi about the concept or ideas there).  Pat suggests to keep it more informal.  RAS no contact with PICES.  Zhangai: their research interests may help to input from PAG.  It may be good to know their reseach interests for priority setting of PAG activities (to be helpful to others).  There are two topics that may be interested in us: cc and ecological studes.  They publish yearly reports.  ACTION: Jin Ping a contact on this issue: keep him copied.  Perhaps send discussion point to PICES members around the room (Korea, Canada, China, US)
9:45
Proposed changes at IASC and the implications for PAG - Volker Rachold; AOSB decision synthesis
PAG is a regional group under IASC.  Review and Strategy group examined the IASC structure (membership on list).  4 overall recommendations: 1. adopt a new organizational structure to reflect integration 2. address science policy issues (and dm, communications outreach etc) 3. strengthen to arctic council, 4. reorganize ASSW as a x-disciplinary venue.  How can it be more effective and interesting for scientists.
Restructure along Working Groups: better publisicd procedures and transparency (Merge IASC/AOSB)

Expand functions

MOU AC, IASC mission statement, get rid of reginal board, outreach to global programs must be stronger, scar, iassa, human dimension, iPY mid term conference st. Petersburg 2008, include arctic indigeous people.
ASSW: major one every second year, organized by IASC, more led by northerners.  IASSA.  

Positioning IASC as THE focal point for arctic research (taking on more).  

Diagram (preliminary): standing committees and action groups.  

They have started working in this direction, but it will take time (strong goals for the year).  

Standing committees have to integrate within their focus sections: this will take sometime.  

WHERE TO THEY SEE PAG?  Pag is a regional group (like ISIRA).  Report will be published (Tom Pyle). The written response will only include acceptance of the suggestions but not an action plan.  Suggest that a written reponse to the committee, outlining the action plan for IASC.  Merge of IASC and AOSB was supported. Dieter: merge is not the right word: integration.  Zhanghai: how long?  TORs have to be approved by both groups at next ASSW.  Funcitonally will take a little longer.  Simon: periodic reviews are part of the regular business of IASC.  
Nature of MOU on IASC and Arctic Council: purpose is to strengthen the role of IASC more like SCAR which is a true advisor and not just an observer.  

Report is a set of recommendations, all will be considered, but there is no requirement to follow the recommendations.

PAG as an independent group: would like more connection to iASC rather than less: would like to be on the agenda to update IASC: this will be the plan (Volker) into the future and has been part of the plan.  

Dieter: IASC currently less than 30 persons: with the new membership, more people, more coordination and structure.  May be in the “marine group” – which groups?  May be a regional subgroup?  Where PAG fits has to be determined.  Standing Committees will be open.  National delegates are in the council.  Council may also expand in the number of delegates.  Standing groups will be scientists.  
Simon: open formal dialogue of organizations and how they fit into the IASC plans?  ACTION: Chair requests a schedule of when these discussions will take place: this is for interest and spirit of open transparency: not as a requirement but for interest in keeping.  Answer: communications will occur before October.  This will be discussed tomorrow.  

Dieter: suggests since Jackie is member of IASC executive committee and suggest she stayes in contact with PAG committee (update Jackie’s official role in her job description).  Also keep secretariat copied on things. 

Tom: Arctic Council has two groups (arctic and non arctic) IASC has a structure where non arctic countries have a strong standing.  Arctic council is a political body.  IASC role is other, and on a WG, other things…

Sara Bowden: AOSB – discussed IASC changes yesterday.  AOSB concluded that their should be a systems approach.  Marine is one part of the system (so defines the connection to IASC).  AOSB does not have a close association with the global systems which will be strengthened over the next few years.  Executive group will discover which groups are most closely aligned with AOSB.  ACTION: where partnerships with AOSB and a connection to broaden the interest in the AOSB community in the Western Arctic.  OOffical connection of president PAG on AOSB as ex officio.  Definite link.
President: Harold Loeng, vice chair Savi Narayanan.  (ACTION: Put on website, maybe connect from PAG site to AOSB etc.)Jin Ping: PAG science programs not fully highlighted at ASSW, and would like to see more visibility. Also combination and connectivity work between Arctic and Subarctic regions.   Sara: SBE and iAOOS links a lot of the arctic together.  Valid point. PAG may want to undertake an action item to address this issue.  John: modeling thing we’re planning will take this into account (so planning along this is underway).

10:30
BREAK

10:45
Sustained/Arctic Observing Network
Marty: Many members have influence on their home national monitoring plans that will operate in a sustained manner.   (eg. Canada: where sustained monitoring locations are being decided).  How can we organize to input to this?

Sung-Ho: Korea has one long term monitoring site.  Problems in ship time, limited research, connection between countries.  If connections and planning are good, then this is possible.  But problems still exist here.  If Korea and Russia can agree on a continuous line in one sector (Korea/Russia).  Need to discuss long-term planning.  

Jackie: agree.  Feels this group has the opportunity to do long-term time series collection because the ships have to go up there . The Asian ships (as long as we agree on the scientific themes and goals). This would solidify the purpose of PAG.  

Marty: issue of project-specific measurements can not fit in to longer term (holistic) planning.  The bits and pieces that fit into individual jurisdiction overall input to the interest of all nationally.  PAG must find a way to agree to certain key stations.  Early recongintion of vessel cooridnationa nd planning and commitments to vessel cruise and sampling plans.  Canada: monitoring is the key program.  Need to develop our national plan, but expand on international plans. 

Tom: idea of opportunistic sampling on vessels passing through Bering.

John: Canadian fund for Innovation (VENUS) long term cable observatories.  What are Canadian’s concept into VENUS.  Marty: concepts are in the works.  Cost is high and this is an issue.  Main focus will be cheaper ways: ships and community based sampling.  Long term objectives focus on this.  Eastern Artic idea was there, Bering Strait, DND in Lancaster sound.  
ACTION: keep issue on table.  

John: defining characteristics of sustained network and projects. The speed that the data becomes public: is the definer.  John2: data latency etc are issues all over and new ideas don’t need to come out of this group.  
What does this mean for PAG planning? - ALL

11:00
IPY Projects in the Pacific Arctic Sector - ALL; Jackie Grebmeier - discussion lead – post IPY synthesis
IPY funding decisions were slower than we would have liked, but we are starting and has lots of opportunities for legacy. Where are countries at with IPY projects? In Shanghai we had less certainty on the projects, so this is an update.  What opportunitites does this present for us and for others?  

Jackie:Presentaiton.

(PAG Data centres on website?)
BEST MAP – systems approach – 4 years on Healy Northern Bering Strait
Next Leg: PAG expedition: ecosystem based, Station 16 may to 18 June.  

Canada’s 3 Ocean: 10 year collaboration with US (red circles on Map), every 4 years occupy with 50 stations.  These have been selected as hot spots.  IPY for two years, but the vessels go every year.

Rusalka: a few sections in the PAG region of transect lines of gateways and margins.  Lots of ships inthis region in 2008 at this time.  Lines in the NABOS area, with Lief iPY, so they’ll need to dicuss this program.  

Xuelong: 2008 IPY funded and there are some possibilities to discover seasonality.  This program will occur in late June (want to know ice) and do scan of sea ice.  Pink area – they want to know more, so they want to collaborate with Russian icebreaker in order to go there, and they need to initiatie discussions. ACTION: assign this discussion to take place – points of contact for set programs as well as gaps.

Example of stuff for PAG website.  Presentations will be available on PAG website.  Little planning book or publication?  

Other gaps: Oshoro-Maru? Mirai 2008?  Russia (access)?  Others?

Zhanhai: Indentify vessels that may be better suited for different common objectives.  This concept will for a part of the next steps (Ottawa workshop etc).  This will be complicated, but must be part of the discussion.
Sung-Ho Kang – showing the reason why they are interested is in the linkages between south and north.  3 seas are great for southern closed model testing, understanding from south to north.  Biologists are interested in comparing high-latitude to mid-latitude.  

Moorings maintained in area that Zhang is interested in SW of St. Lawrence island.  NOAA maintains latitudinal moorings into the Bering Sea, 6 in bering strait, Koji has 6 in Bering Sea.  At least 12 right now as you move north.  Doing this cause they are expecting aquatic invasives.  

Sun Bo: Presesntation

ACTION: PAG projects should declare data management and modeling plans

China: large interest in Sea Ice mass balance, heavily instrumented.  
ACTION: purchasing through Canada – instruments in Mississauga: N-CAARE

Funding for China participants to work together with international colleagues. 
12:30
LUNCH 
Presentations: Japan Professor Kanda

JAMSTEC and Hakaido University

JAMSTEC: Mooring observations in the Chukchi Sea – map of moorings and hydrographic/oceanographic stations.  Open Ocean Polynya investigation in Southern Canada Basin.  Applying small robotic aircrafts to do sea ice observations.  Mirai 2008.  Maru is a satellite program.  Construction of new icebreaker.  
John: Post IPY reporting

Thought to put a PAG report as a synthesis item for IPY.  It could be a PAG product, and an official IPY activity.  This would input to the upcoming meetings.  This will take organizing ourselves so that when the data is available it will be in a format for easy reporting.  No later than our meeting in October 2007.  For a nice report in 2010.  Organize a team who will spend some time on this.  Discuss at next ASSW. ACTION: John will produce a one pager for a background for discussion at the workshop.  Jackie has some nominees, and will get in contact with them soon.  Eg. Chinarc, or other journals for input (almost like a reporting/communications plan?)
Marty: discussion with IASC: Sara asked if PAG Chair be an ex-officio member of AOSB.  Opinions: Is it a good idea right now?  Dieter does not feel the timing is right at the moment.  Goal is to integrate AOSB into IASC structure.  Not sure if it is wise to bring in new activities into the “mess” of restructuring.  John: in the current timeframe, marine focus is of PAG.  At least, the two chairs should be in better communications.  The offer was made by AOSB.  The issue is that not all of the AOSB meetings are open – so this may just be a way to bridge this issue at the moment.  The purpose here is so that PAG has a voice and influence at AOSB.  Simon: functionally the overlap is there.  Simon says that this list should go to the ASCI group: communication flows should be much better than they are.  Secretariats should talk quarterly?  Marty: maybe PAG should provide a response to IASC on what they heard from Volker at the PAG meeting.  
What are the real advantages of being on AOSB?  For them, more direct discussions to be more of a “whole” arctic if PAG is involved.  

Formal Response: will be generated from the 6 core members.  ACTION: Marty prepare a formal response from this discussion and the reasons why.  

1:30
Vessel planning for 2008, 2009 and beyond – ALL

Table from Shanghai: Update!  ACTION: Sandy will send out the table and update it.  (for Japan send to Koji as well).  This table is more than IPY: and specific for our planning purposes.  Need to get more information from Sweden (Oden), Iceland and other countries?
2:00
PAG meeting reports and publications
Publishing and reporting on Information was discussed in Shanghai.  Chinarc journal should be used more effectively in the next few years in order to promote the activities in PAG.  Jackie and ChenBo generated a series of reports updating on Key activities in the region.  These reports will be published soon.  

Zhanghai: publication will happen in the first half of the year (before end of June).  Several articles have been in.  PAG news can be published in this journal.  It is a relatively new journal.  Distribution of journal can also help the journal.  ACTION: secretariat (or a connection in each of the countries) to act as a point person to distribute it.  
a. PAG-IPY 2008 Pre-planning - Incheon, Korea in 18-22 April, 2007 – Sung Ho Kang
PAG pre-planning meeting 2007.  Connected with the IPY Launch event. PAG meeting will be on April 20th.  Asian country collaboration.  They will talk about how to develop their own planning.  ACTION: Need to develop an agenda for the Korea Meeting.  

Green Shirt: most work in Southern Ocean and Antarctic, so Arctic is a relatively new venture. 
b. Website update – Sandy Shan
The new PAG website will be distributed to members through a password protected posting on April 1st.  Feedback will be solicited by members, but some preliminary comments are: 

· Ensure the PAG information on the first page is right – 10 themes instead of the existing themes (link to the 10 themes off the first page)

· Photos (inuit image) should be changed.  They have to be original and shared and can be used in the PAG context without ownership issues.  Please send your images to member countries.  

· Sort the memberships by countries (maybe a map).  Email links should be active.  

· Make sure AOSB is on the links: and IASC.  Not responsible for the links.  Review the list.  Antarctic ones?  Members have to take efforts to ensure it is complete.

· Executive committee should determine which sites are linked.  

· IASC logo must be on front page.  

· Logo should be good in black and white as well as colour.

· Translation into other languages may be an idea to be pursued in the future.  

· Logo – most people like the blue/white one but modified with ice/water incorporated.  Make movement for the ice.  

ACTION: Sandy will provide the password to the site, and members will have two weeks for comment.  Comments will be evaluated by the Executive Committee before actioned.  We would like to have the website live before the Korea Workshop.  

Discussion on Membership: We need to discuss the “official” membership of PAG.  Vlad and Sergienky, US: Kathy and Jackie.  Japan will decide when he gets back.  Marty: ensure you contact members who are not coming forward.

Appendix 1
Meeting Participants

Chair – Marty Bergmann

Vice Chair – Zhanghai Zhang Director PRIC, Chief Scientists IPY Program China
John Calder – NOAA, sponsor research in PAG area
Jackie Grebmeier, U Tennessee
Simon Stevenson – US NSF

John Faroe – US Arctic Research Commission

Sung-Ho Kang – Korea Polar Research Institute
Sang Lee – Young Scientists Korea, studies in Western Arctic Ocean

Kiyosi Kanda – Polar Research Japan

Vladimir Pavlenko – Russia delegate IASC
Grant Ingram – Canada, UBC
Sun Bo – China – PRIC ice geophysics
Iceland – no connection

Marianna Voyaotski – US/Russia science liaison office

Dieter Futterer – Wegner Polar RYesearch ,Germany, VP of IASC
Tom Newberry – DOInterier
?????

China Universtity

Volker Rachold

Sara Bowden

Pat Webber – 
Naya Milkessen
Sandy Shan Yanyan - Secretariat
Oksana Schimnowski

