PRIORITIZATION OF TOXICS IN
THE COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN
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~ 2007 Ranking of Toxics - Columbia River Basin
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Subgroup Discussion

Questions:

Do we need to revisit this list? What would
be the benefit?

If there is interest in revisiting the list...
« What contaminants would you add or
remove?

« How would a new list impact work in the
Basin?

 What are helpful conceptual frameworks

ist?
for the updated list”~ ®
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Source: https://www.epa.gov/columbiariver /prioritization-toxics-columbia-river#documents \/ \



https://www.epa.gov/columbiariver/prioritization-toxics-columbia-river#documents

BENEFITS OF UPDATING THE COC LIST —

Purpose: An updated Contaminants of Concern (COCQC) list is intended to help The Columbia
River Basin Toxics Reduction Working Group guide collaboration and implementation of toxics
reduction efforts across the basin.
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Benefits:

» Help identify data gaps that need to be filled to understand magnitude of toxics

* Provide broader buy-in across the basin, including Montana, Tribes, and others

« More accurately reflect the current state of knowledge on toxics in the Columbia River Basin
Potential Impacts to Work in the Basin:

« ldentify short- and longer-term toxics remediation objectives ~
 Drive priority monitoring

 Inform local restoration, remediation and/or prevention priorities



FEEDBACK DISCUSSION

« How would you use an updated list of prioritized toxics?

« What impact could an updated list have on work in the Basin?
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REFERENCE MATERIALS TO CONASIDER



https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2019-06/documents/crtrwg-prioritization-of-toxics-2007.pdf

FEEDBACK DISCUSSION

 What comments do you have about the grouping of legacy, current use
and emerging COCs?

* Thoughts on how to connect the list to actions and prioritization factors?



NEXT STEPS

October 10: Solicit feedback from broader working group.

October 28: Meeting #3 -_ Incorporate feedback from the October 10" Working Group
meeting. Discuss the prioritization criteria and supplemental action narrative.

By November 14: Meeting #4 - Finalize prioritization criteria and structure of
supplemental action narrative.

By December 14: Meeting #5 - Develop draft CoC prioritization, criteria, and
supplemental action narrative.

December 2019 [TBD]: Get feedback from broader working group.

January 2020 [TBD]: Release final CoC list, criteria, and supplemental narrative on
actions. Confirm leads for any supplemental materials to be developed or updated.
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— THANKS FOR YOUR TIME AND ENGAGEMENT!

'

WE WELCOME YOUR FEEDBACK:

Jennifer Morace, COC Subgroup Co-lead, USGS, jImorace@usgs.goVv

Ashley Zanolli, COC Subgroup Co-lead, US EPA, zanolli.ashley@epa.gov

David Gruen, COC Subgroup Support, ORISE Fellow, gruen.david@epa.qgov
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