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Indicators Discussion Highlights om marcn)

® High-level impairment statistic serves as a “report card” but doesn’t show
progress of work being implemented, changes over time, increased monitoring,
etc.

Need for standardized metric(s) across jurisdictions (and/or better communication
of differences) for tracking tools and indicator(s)

Value of a “clearinghouse” of information for cross-jurisdictional issues and tools
to aid local implementation

Suggestion of concentrating TCW convening to less frequent symposia rather
than monthly meetings

Attendance, captured in some form, can track information sharing towards the
target

See Canva Board and meeting minutes for all responses.



https://www.chesapeakebay.net/files/documents/TCW-Indicator-Discussion_Canva-Board_03.11.26.pdf
https://www.chesapeakebay.net/files/documents/TCW-March-2026-Meeting-Minutes_03.11.26.pdf
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https://data.chesapeakebay.net/pages/clean-water~9b0e5a17570249caa30b5862a0ca18c9
https://data.chesapeakebay.net/pages/clean-water~9b0e5a17570249caa30b5862a0ca18c9
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/PCBStorymap/
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/PCBStorymap/
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/PCBStorymap/
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/mercury/
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/mercury/
https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/mercury/
https://star.chesapeakebay.net/Need/ScientificNeeds
https://star.chesapeakebay.net/Need/ScientificNeeds

Discussion Questions

® Consider the content and utility/value of the “ideal” Indicator product:

O To what degree should it report:
Indicator Status (e.g., static periodic “Report Card”)?
Indicator Trends/Changes (statistical or otherwise)?
Incremental Progress toward toxics mitigation (e.g., monitoring efforts;
TMDL/IP changes, (de)listings)?
Actionable Information (e.g., research/monitoring/restoration priorities
by contaminant/waterbody/locale; management strategy
developments/successes)?

B Other?
O On what information/data/metrics should it focus?

O At what spatial/temporal resolution?



Discussion Questions (cont.)

® |n addition to the Indicator, what tools/resources should TCW offer?
O Consider: audience, purpose, content, sources, timing, effort needed to
create & maintain

® Generally, how can TCW as a Bay-wide group add value/perspective beyond
existing jurisdictional products?




	Slide 1: Toxic and Emerging Contaminants Refining Scope and Metrics
	Slide 3: Indicators Discussion Highlights (from March)
	Slide 4: Current TCW Tools
	Slide 5: Discussion Questions
	Slide 6: Discussion Questions (cont.)

