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Fish living near Bonneville Dam toxic

Resident fish are contaminated with PCBs
and mercury, but migratory fish are OK

By LYNNE TERRY
THE OREGONIAN

Fish that live year-round just above
Bonneville Dam are so chock-full of
contaminants that health authorities
on Monday advised the public notto
eat them at all.

They also urged the public to limit

the consumption of so-called resi-
dent fish in a 150-mile stretch up-
stream from Bonneville Dam.

The advisory does not affect migra-
tory fish, such as salmon, steelhead,
American shad and lamprey. But it
does include sturgeon and walleye,
two species popular with tribes.

Tests were done on Columbia
River fish collected in August 2011,
under the auspices of the U.S.-Army
Corps of Engineers. The Oregon
Health Authority got the results this
past May and then performed exten-
sive analysis.

The results were surprising. The
threshold for a health advisory for
polychlorinated biphenyls, or PCBs,
is 0.047 parts per million. The tests
turned up 183 parts per million.

“That’s higher than I've ever seen,”

said David Farrer, Oregon’s public
health toxicologist.

By comparison, tests on carp in
the Willamette River around Port-
land harbor, another contaminated
site, turned up 5 parts per million
of PCBs.

In the Columbia River, small-
mouth bass were tested near the
Bonneville Dam. They were col-
lected between the dam and Ruckle
Creek, a one-mile stretch.

Please see FISH, Page A3
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An Additional Challenge for
\Watershed Restoration
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Toxics are a Contemporary Issue
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PROTECT YOUR CHILDREN

Against Disease-Carrying Insects!/

Rimzoprfl 10XICS are

CHILDRENS Rogpy
WALLPAPER - ceiing

KILLS FLIES, MOSQUITOS, ANTS

... as well as moths, bedbugs, silverfish and other
household pests after contact!
MEDICAL SCIENCE KNOWS many common insects breed
in filth, live in filth and carry disease. Science also rec-
ognizes the dangers that are present when these disease-
carrying insects invade the home. Actual tests have
proved that one fly can carry as many as 6,600,000 bac-
teria! Imagine the health hazard — especially to chil-
dren—from flies seriously suspected of transmitting such
diseases as scarlet fever, measles, typhoid, diarrhe: e
even dread polio! Some types of mosquitos carry malaria
and yellow fever. And any mosquito bite is painful and
easily infected when scratched.
NON-HAZARDOUS to children or adults, to pets or clothes.
Certified to be absolutely safe for home use. Tested and
commended by Parents’ Magazine.
GUARANTEED effective against disease-carrying insects
for 1 year. Actual tests have proven the insect-killing
properties still effective after 2 years of use.
NO SPRAYS! NO LIQUIDS! NO POWDERS! So convenient,
s so safe because the DDT is fixed to the paper. It can’t
rub off!
COMMbSNDED BEAUTIFUL! “Jack and Jill” or “Disney Favorites”—gay
T CIINEM|  new patterns that protect as they beautify a child’s room.
MAGAZINE DDT CEILING PAPERS, TOO ! Extra protection for your chil- ~

f N A 5 3 R
h ‘?,.{v”.';:“ [, dren’s room —for every other room in the house. Choice
SUREAU g% of two tints.

READY-PASTED! Just Dip in Water and Hang!

Anyone can put Trimz Wallpaper up without help or previous
experience. Millions have done it—proved it’s quick, clean,
easy! Nothing to get ready —no tools, paste or muss. Just cut
strips to fit, dip in water and hang. It’s dry in 20 minutes!
Guaranteed to stick—guaranteed to please or money back. And
50 INEXPENSIVE! You can protect your child for $8 to $12—
depending on size of room.

Trimz DDT Children’s Room Wallpaper, Trimz DDT Cedar
Closet Wallpaper now available at Department, Chain, Hard-
Just Dip in Water ware, Paint, and Wallpaper stores everywhere.

d A
andApply Many beautiful new patterns also available in regular Trimz Ready-

Pasted Wallpaper at $1.98, $2.49, $2.99 per box.

PASTED
TRIMZ ~5 rirex. =5
A

Another Product of TRIMZ CO., INC., Division of UNITED WALLPAPER

World's Leading Designer and Largest Manufocturer, Merchandise Mart, Chicago 54, lllinois © 1547, TRINZ €O, INC.


http://graphic-design.tjs-labs.com/show-picture?id=1225290969
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2002 EPA and CRITFC Fish
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 PCBs, dioxins, furans, arsenic, mercury, and
DDE, a breakdown product of DDT



Columbia River Toxics
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e | EPA 810-R-08-004 | January 2008
7 EPA

United States
Environmental Protection

Agency
Region 10

Columbia River Basin:
State of the River Report for Toxics

January 2009

www.epa.gov/regioni0/columbila




2009 Columbia River Basin State
ofithe River Report for Toxics
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Mercury — major source
regional sources

DDT — banned in 1972, sti persists

PCBs — manufacturing banned in 1979, still
widespread, learning about new sources

PBDEs — flame retardants are a growing concern
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Positive Action to Reduce ToxiGSs
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Implementation of Columbia River Basin Restoration Act
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How Section 123 Funds Can be Used
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— (i) eliminating or reducing p
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— (iv) monitoring to 'éValuate trends:
— (v) reducing runoff;

— (vi) protecting habitat; or

— (vii) promoting citizen engagement or knowledge.
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COIU mbla Rlver GAO COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN
mgmg htS Additional Federal Actions Would Benefit Restoration
REPONL e

Efforts
3 Recom mendat|0ns Why GAO Did This Study What GAO Found

The Basin is one of the nation's largest  Warious entities, including federal and state agencies and tribes, implemented

Infrastructure. House of Rnpresmtam-es

watersheds and extends mainly resioration efforts to improve water quality in the Columbia River Basin from
through four Westem states and into fiscal years 2010 through 2016, according to GAO survey results.
Canada. Activities such as power L . . .
& E P A d eV e| O v 9 y generation and agricultural practices Entities implemented a range of restoration efforts. Efforts included activities
p \J | 41 C have impaired water quality in some to improve surface water quality and restore and protect habitat. For example,
- ) areas, =0 that human health is at risk the Kootenai Tribe of Idaho implemented projects on the Kootenai River to
m an a e m e n t I an f 0 . and certain species, such as salmen, restore and maintain conditions that support all life stages of native fish.
g p are threatened or exfinct. In December g itios iged various collaborative approaches. Entities’ approaches to

B " - N "~ .
05, T e T e e collaboration for selected water quality-related efforts in the Basin varied. For

Implementing Columbia Rive i eaies EP A QM tlaby, | ©XATP he Enutnmenta Prolecton Agency (EPA) Slht varits crifes

TR e T e voluntary involvement to coordinate toxics reduction efforts in the Basin.

B aS I n R e S t O r a.tl O n PI an 3 S u b m the Basin. Total federal expenditures could not be determined. Entities reported using a
GAO was asked to review restoration mix of federal and nonfederal funding sources for restoration efforts in the Ba:
efforts in the Basin. This report hut total federal expenditures could not be determined, in part because there
to CO N g ress examines (1) efforts to improve water N0 federal funding dedicated to restoring the Basin.
B EPA and Office of Management and Budget (OMB) have not yet

0L hrough 2016 (2) approaches 1 implemented Section 123. According to EPA officials, the agency has not yet

. " taken steps to establish the Columbia River Basin Restoration Program, as
i‘:gda‘jﬁdf:; :‘::gﬁﬁ;ﬂ :::J required by the Clean Water Act Section 123. EPA officials told GAO they have

A 1 4) the extent to which EPA and OMB not received dedicated funding appropriated for this purpose; however, EPA has
O M B d evel O p an d p rOVI d e @ S sHent o W an not yet requested funding to implement the program or identified needed

have implemented Clean Water Act

4 Y Section 123. GAD reviewed resources. By developing a program management plan that identifies actions
d t f t documentation, including laws, and resources needed, EPA would have more reasonable assurance that it can
g U I an C e O n y p eS O p r OJ e C S policies, and budget information: establish the program in a fimely manner. Also, an inferagency crosscut budget
E I surveyed federal, state, tribal, and has not been submitted. According to OMB offici s, they have had internal
a.Ct VI t les -t h at S h ou | d b e nongovemnmental entifies that GAD conversations on the approach to develop the budget but have not requested
determined had participated in information from agencies. A crosscut budget would help ensure Ci ;s

restoration efforts; and conducted hetter informed as it considers funding for Basin restoration efforts.

included in agency reports e ==

What GAO Recommends

GAO is making three
recommendations, including that EPA

- OMB directs federal agencies to develp s progrns management par

for implementing the Columbia River

Columbia

submit an interagency cross cut [t

budget to OMB as part of S ey
President’s 2020 budget request it A i

United States Government Accountability Office



Action: Develop a Plan for
Implementingjthe CRBRA
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Action Plan.. .

« Draft plan by 12/31/18
 Volunteers?



Action' Convene Columbia River
asin Resteration \Working Group
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