
Columbia River Basin Restoration 
Program Working Group

Toxics Monitoring Subgroup Meeting 2
April 28, 2022

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg




Welcome
Proposed Toxics Monitoring Subgroup 
Recommended by CRBRP Working Group

Goal: Advance recommendations from the 2010 
Columbia River Toxics Reduction Action Plan and 
specifically, the June 2021 Monitoring Webinar
proposal to develop a steering committee to guide 
long-term monitoring.

Meeting Objective: Initiate the development of a 
strategy for coordination of long-term monitoring 
of toxics and sharing of resulting data at the 
Columbia River Basin scale.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Mary Lou will open with welcome message

Jen will mention March 2nd Meeting Themes:
Providing a forum to exchange toxics monitoring information, discuss challenges, and coordinate monitoring activities to complement existing CRBRP working group meetings. 
Developing a strategy for coordinated monitoring activities across tributaries, compatible with emerging mainstem monitoring and existing estuary monitoring efforts. 
Working to develop a shared data management system. 


https://www.epa.gov/columbiariver/columbia-river-basin-toxics-reduction-action-plan
https://gaftp.epa.gov/region10/columbiariver/TRWG/Meetings/2021June-Monitoring-Webinar/


Agenda
10:00    Welcome, Agenda Review, and Introductions Mary Lou 

Soscia (EPA), Jen Bayer (USGS), and Greg Frey (Council Oak)

10:30 Presentation: Overview of EPA WQX Dwane Young (EPA)

11:00 Interactive Discussion All

Topic #1: Continue discussion of the data sharing proposal (i.e., that 
toxics monitoring data be published to the EPA Exchange Network’s 
WQX data system and that we create a new dashboard to access CRB 
data from the WQX). 

Topic #2: Discuss holding an annual research and emerging concerns 
workshop. 

Topic #3: Review CRB Contaminants of Concern Framework (finalized 
August 2020) and discuss plan to revisit as needed. 

11:50 Next Steps Mary Lou Soscia, Jen Bayer, and Greg Frey
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Introduction to Microsoft Teams

Click to open chat function

Click to turn microphone 
off/on

Click to turn video 
camera off/on
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Welcome & 
Introductions

When called on, please introduce 
yourself and identify who you 
represent.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg

Becca: introduce Slido here as an icebreaker and to teach everyone how to use Slido 



Join at slido.com
#770895

ⓘ Start presenting to display the joining instructions on this slide.
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Becca
https://app.sli.do/event/qJ8MxTWjryW7Edx7E57Ngs



In one word what is your hobby? (i.e. 
reading, cinema, cooking, biking) 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Slido Polling Questions -
Data Management Background 
• Do you use data management plans for your toxics 

monitoring projects?
• How are your data currently stored/managed in-house?
• Are you familiar with the WQX?

Data Management Plan describes data that will be 
acquired or produced during research; how the data will 
be managed, described, and stored, what standards you 

will use, and how data will be handled and protected 
during and after the completion of the project.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Jen

To help us understand your existing practices, we have 3 short Slido questions for you

Data Management Plan (DMP) describes data that will be acquired or produced during research; how the data will be managed, described, and stored, what standards you will use, and how data will be handled and protected during and after the completion of the project. 



Do you use data management plans for 
your toxics monitoring projects?

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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How are your data currently 
stored/managed in-house? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Are you familiar with the EPA WQX and the 
Water Quality Portal? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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An Overview of EPA WQX
Presentation by Dwane Young

Chief, Water Data Integration Branch 
U.S. EPA Office of Water

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Jen will introduce Dwane

DWANE YOUNG will have a presentation –  this is just the transition slide

It is my pleasure to introduce Dwane Young, who is joining us from EPA’s headquarters in Washington DC, where he is the Chief of EPA’s Water Data Integration Branch, in the Office of Water. Prior to serving in this position, Dwane was the Chief of EPA’s Information Collection and Analysis Branch.  In these jobs, Dwane has engaged in data access work with EPA and partners since 2008. We are excited to connect to Dwane, as he and others in his office have led national efforts on data sharing such as water quality sampling data sharing through the Water Quality Portal (https://lnkd.in/d-48qGy), sensor data sharing, working with states and tribes on sharing information about water quality assessment decisions, working with other partners to develop consistent hydrographic frameworks like the National Hydrography Dataset Plus (NHDPlus), working across the water sector in promoting broader data sharing through initiatives like the Internet of Water (https://lnkd.in/dnjm7jw), and developing new communication platforms like How’s My Waterway (https://mywaterway.epa.gov). 

including offering An Analysis of Water Data Systems to Inform the Open Water Data Initiative and WaDE: An Interoperable Data Exchange Network for Sharing Water Planning and Use DataWaDE: An Interoperable Data Exchange Network for Sharing Water Planning and Use Data
Journal of Contemporary Water Research and Education - University Council on Water Resources · Apr 1, 2014 – all of which have contributed to the development of the new Internet of Water




Topic #1: 
Data sharing 

via WQX

Continue discussion of the data sharing proposal that toxics 
monitoring data be published to the EPA Exchange Network’s 
WQX data system and that we create a new data dashboard to 
access CRB data from the WQX. 
We want to understand your current practices, familiarity with 

EPA’s WQX  and capacity to manage and share data
We will use a series of live polls via Slido
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Slido Polling Questions –
Data Publishing 

• Do you currently have capacity in your agency or Tribe to 
publish toxics data to the WQX?

• Would you be interested in training related to publishing 
data to the WQX? 

• Do you have reservations about using WQX for publishing 
these data? 

• If you publish data using other tools, what do you use? 
• Do you share or publish machine readable metadata in a 

standard format (FGDC, ISO, EML) with your data?
• If we were to build a CRB Toxics Data Dashboard to access 

and display data, what is the top question you would ask 
of the data? 

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
We will run each question and allow discussion after each one.



Would you be interested in training related 
to publishing data to the WQX?

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Do you have reservations about using WXQ 
for publishing these data? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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If you publish data using other tools, what 
do you use? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Do you share or publish machine readable metadata in a 
standard format (FGDC, ISO, EML) with your data? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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If we were to build a CRB Toxics Data Dashboard to access and 
display data, what is the top question you would ask of the data?   

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Topic #2: Discuss holding 
research and emerging 
concerns workshop 

Questions for Attendees: 
• How often should we conduct a 

research priorities and emerging 
concerns workshop?  

• What is the best time of year to conduct 
a research priorities and emerging 
concerns workshop?

• When we conduct a research priorities 
and emerging concerns workshop, who 
should attend?  

• What is the best format for the research 
priorities and emerging concerns 
workshop?
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How often should we conduct a research 
priorities and emerging concerns workshop?

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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What is the best time of year to conduct a research priorities and 
emerging concerns workshop? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg/Becca




When we conduct a research priorities and emerging 
concerns workshop, who should attend? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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What is the best format for the research priorities 
and emerging concerns workshop? 

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.
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Brief overview of 2020 Framework – David Gruen, Oregon 
Department of Environmental Quality
The CoC framework can be used to:
• Align basin-wide contaminants of concern with state priority toxic lists
• Help guide and prioritize monitoring, outreach, reduction, or clean-up 

projects
• Communicate to internal management, external organizations, and/or 

the public about key toxic pollutants and potential strategies to 
address them

• Facilitate collaboration between entities on toxics or pesticide 
reduction projects

• Compliment traditional restoration project considerations that could 
have co-benefits for toxics reduction

• Connect to Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) development and 
implementation efforts

• Identify current data/knowledge gaps

Topic #3: Contaminants of Concern 
Framework

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg introduce Topic and David

David Gruen will give brief overview of 2020 product
Scope: The toxic pollutants within the scope of this project include synthetic organic chemicals, metals and other inorganic chemicals, and relevant pesticide degradants based on existing data and knowledge. Other types of pollutants that may be considered toxic, such as fertilizers/nutrients, pH, temperature, microplastics, or other similar contaminants were not included in scope of the framework. 
Functionality and Practical Applications: The CoC framework is dynamic and should be considered a “living” document. The framework includes supplemental consideration factors and background data on each CoC. The consideration factors and columns in the supplemental background data spreadsheet can be used to consider whether contaminants should be added or removed from the framework as additional data and information becomes available; new contaminants are developed and enter the market; or the use of particular contaminants is expanded or restricted based on regulations, pollution prevention/green chemistry efforts, or through market-forces or voluntary choices. The consideration factors build upon criteria that was originally used to identify priority pollutants in the 2009 State of the River Report.  
The framework is structured to facilitate action by on-the-ground practitioners. Pollutants are grouped by different pathways into the environment (e.g., agriculture) and by the types of actions that could potentially be taken to address particular contaminants or classes of contaminants (e.g., keeping sediment in place). The framework does not prioritize contaminants based on ecological or human health risks. A contaminant may be listed in more than one pathway and may be addressed by more than one type of action. The actions provided are intended to connect to more specific best management practice (BMP) guides readily available through the governmental and non-governmental organizations. 
 
The CoC framework can be used to:
Align basin-wide contaminants of concern with state priority toxic lists
Help guide and prioritize monitoring, outreach, reduction, or clean-up projects
Communicate to internal management, external organizations, and/or the public about key toxic pollutants and potential strategies to address them
Facilitate collaboration between entities on toxics or pesticide reduction projects
Compliment traditional restoration project considerations that could have co-benefits for toxics reduction
Connect to Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) development and implementation efforts
Identify current data/knowledge gaps


Find it here
Lots of effort for 2020




Question for Attendees: 
• We propose to we revisit the Priority Contaminants of 

Concern List 5-10 years in the future.  Do you agree 
yes/no?

Topic #3: Contaminants of Concern 
Framework

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg introduce Topic and David

David Gruen will give brief overview of 2020 product
Scope: The toxic pollutants within the scope of this project include synthetic organic chemicals, metals and other inorganic chemicals, and relevant pesticide degradants based on existing data and knowledge. Other types of pollutants that may be considered toxic, such as fertilizers/nutrients, pH, temperature, microplastics, or other similar contaminants were not included in scope of the framework. 
Functionality and Practical Applications: The CoC framework is dynamic and should be considered a “living” document. The framework includes supplemental consideration factors and background data on each CoC. The consideration factors and columns in the supplemental background data spreadsheet can be used to consider whether contaminants should be added or removed from the framework as additional data and information becomes available; new contaminants are developed and enter the market; or the use of particular contaminants is expanded or restricted based on regulations, pollution prevention/green chemistry efforts, or through market-forces or voluntary choices. The consideration factors build upon criteria that was originally used to identify priority pollutants in the 2009 State of the River Report.  
The framework is structured to facilitate action by on-the-ground practitioners. Pollutants are grouped by different pathways into the environment (e.g., agriculture) and by the types of actions that could potentially be taken to address particular contaminants or classes of contaminants (e.g., keeping sediment in place). The framework does not prioritize contaminants based on ecological or human health risks. A contaminant may be listed in more than one pathway and may be addressed by more than one type of action. The actions provided are intended to connect to more specific best management practice (BMP) guides readily available through the governmental and non-governmental organizations. 
 
The CoC framework can be used to:
Align basin-wide contaminants of concern with state priority toxic lists
Help guide and prioritize monitoring, outreach, reduction, or clean-up projects
Communicate to internal management, external organizations, and/or the public about key toxic pollutants and potential strategies to address them
Facilitate collaboration between entities on toxics or pesticide reduction projects
Compliment traditional restoration project considerations that could have co-benefits for toxics reduction
Connect to Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) development and implementation efforts
Identify current data/knowledge gaps


Find it here
Lots of effort for 2020




We propose to we revisit the Priority 
Contaminants of Concern List in 5-10 years. 
Do you agree yes/no?  

ⓘ Start presenting to display the poll results on this slide.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg/Becca




Next Steps
• Actions from today

• Future meetings

• Are there other attendees that should be invited? 

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Greg/Jen/MaryLou

Next meeting agenda:
Circling back to some topics presented at Meeting 1
Providing a forum to exchange toxics monitoring information, discuss challenges, and coordinate monitoring activities to complement existing CRBRP working group meetings. 
Developing a strategy for coordinated monitoring activities across tributaries, compatible with emerging mainstem monitoring and existing estuary monitoring efforts. 
We plan to share some ideas, discuss, try to agree on a path forward

Date for next meeting?
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