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             International Joint Commission                           Commission mixte internationale 

                  Canada and United States                                         Canada et États-Unis           
 
 
 

IJC Science Advisory Board – Science Priority Committee 
Eighth Meeting 

Meeting Summary 
 

Hilton Garden Inn Washington DC Downtown,  
815 14th Street NW, Washington DC 

 
April 20, 2016 8:30am to 12:30pm 

 

 
U.S. Members Canadian Members Commission Staff 

Carol Miller (Co-Chair) Jeff Ridal (Co-Chair) Matthew Child (Secretary) 

Dave Allan Bob Hecky Glenn Benoy (Canadian Liaison) 

Mike Murray Andrea Kirkwood Victor Serveiss (U.S. Liaison) 

Dale Phenicie John Livernois Li Wang 

Lucinda Johnston Clare Robinson (by phone) Ankita Mandelia 

Scott Sowa  Antonette Arvai 

  Mark Burrows 

  Cindy Warwick 

 
Regrets:  Christina Semeniuk, Joe DePinto, Henry Lickers 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions, and Approval of Draft Agenda (Carol Miller) 
 
The U.S. Co-Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting, and members introduced themselves.   
 
The draft agenda was approved, with the addition of review of a Red River nutrients report to item 
7(iv) (Ongoing Science Advice and Review) and updates on Areas of Concern, proposed changes to 
the SAB Directive, and the IJC microplastics workshop as part of 8 (Other Business). 

 
2. Review of the March 24, 2016 Meeting Record 

 
The meeting record action items were reviewed, and the meeting record was approved by 
consensus. 
 

3. Recap and Discussion of Commission Appearance 
 
Members discussed several aspects of the dialogue with Commissioners the previous day.  
Regarding the Information Coordination and Flow (ICF) project, members expressed caution about 
investing too much responsibility for data and information management in a single entity, and saw 



2 
 

value in existing models for both lake basins (e.g., Lake Erie Millennium Network) or topical areas 
(e.g., Great Lakes Fishery Commission).  The potential role of the Lakewide Action and Management 
Plans (LAMP) were discussed, particularly because each lake is unique and this needs to be captured 
in ongoing science and management actions.  The importance of more closely aligning the LAMPs 
and the Cooperative Science and Monitoring Initiative (CSMI) was raised, with acknowledgement 
that both Committees of SAB could play a role in improving LAMP and CSMI alignment. 
 
Regarding the Communication Indicators project, Commissioners’ support of the process and report 
was acknowledged.  The SPC discussed some next steps, which include posting the report to the IJC 
website, completion of the Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) and Chemicals of Mutual Concern (CMC) 
metrics prioritization, and careful staff consideration of the report’s recommendations and 
potentially the incorporation of some of the report’s recommendations into Triennial Assessment of 
Progress report.  The report co-author emphasized that the report found that data and information 
related to physical characteristics were the best developed, followed by chemical characteristics, 
with biological data and information the least developed; this finding should be carefully considered 
moving forward. 
 
The Fertilizer Application work plan seemed to interest Commissioners, and the Work Group Co-
Chairs had a productive discussion with Commissioner Moy following the appearance. 
 
Commissioners invited the Energy Work Group to provide a short writeup on each of the project 
options the Work Group considered. 
 
The SPC Co-Chairs thanked the Work Group Co-Chairs for their contributions to the Board 
appearance.  
 

4. Discussion of Full SAB Meeting 
 
Members discussed observations and outcomes from the prior day’s meeting with the Research 
Coordination Committee (RCC).  Some members found the discussion of Committee roles helpful, 
and noted the different agency/academic membership proportions of each Committee.  There was 
general agreement by SPC members that an in-person SAB meeting should be held at least once per 
year, with some members favoring two times/year.  SPC members were encouraged by 
opportunities for collaboration – examples include RCC involvement in the SPC’s Fertilizer 
Application project, and potentially SPC involvement in the RCC’s nascent proposal for adaptive 
management.  To facilitate cross-Committee collaboration, each Committee’s work plans should be 
shared, all SAB members should receive a link to both Committees’ meeting records, and SAB Co-
Chairs meetings should include a discussion on opportunities for collaboration. 
 
Action: SPC members can access RCC meeting records at http://ijc.org/en_/sab/Other_Documents 
 

5. Development of Advice on Annex 10 Science Priorities 
  
Further to the discussion on this agenda item at the previous day’s SAB meeting, the Secretaries will 
work with the Co-Chairs to communicate with the Annex 10 Co-Chairs on providing SAB advice on 
the Parties’ Annex 10 Science Priorities for the 2016-2019 triennial cycle. 

  

http://ijc.org/en_/sab/Other_Documents
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6. Triennial Assessment of Progress 
 
Staff reminded SPC members that an initial (incomplete) draft of the TAP report will be prepared in 
June, 2016 and it will be revised in early and late autumn, with a final draft ready for January 2017.  
SPC members have self-identified to serve as advisors to individual TAP chapters, and through that 
participation members will have opportunities to influence individual TAP chapters, and review 
complete drafts of the report. 
 

7. Work Group Updates and Work Plans 
 
i. Fertilizer Application Work Group 
 
The Work Group Co-Chair provided introductory remarks, noting that several SPC members are 
participating in the work group (including new members Joe DePinto and Andrea Kirkwood), and 
RCC members have also volunteered.  External experts are also expected to join the work group.  
The main elements of the Work Plan are sound, and will emphasize a science synthesis of the 
relative influence of the major sources of nutrients to the western basin of Lake Erie, including an 
analysis of modeling capability, monitoring programs, and nutrient management approaches.  The 
project will provide the science foundation for IJC’s Lake Erie Ecosystem Priority 2 (LEEP 2) effort.   
 
Through discussion, several important considerations for the project were raised: 
 

 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) applications and permits contain a 
lot of useful information on confined animal feeding operations (CAFO). 

 Two special issues of the Journal of Great Lakes Research are forthcoming in early autumn – 
one on Annex 4 (Nutrients) modelling and one on agricultural non-point source pollution – 
that will provide useful contributions to the SPC work. 

 The 4R Nutrient Stewardship Council is an important resource, particularly for the nutrient 
management related aspects of the project. 

 
Action: Revise work plan to incorporate work group member input, and other input received. 
 
ii. Energy Work Group 
 
The Work Group Co-Chair noted that John Livernois has joined the work group, and provided an 
overview of the four project options that have been discussed by the SPC to date.  Further to 
Commissioners request at the SPC appearance, the Work Group Co-Chairs will prepare a short 
summary of each project option.  There was agreement that SPC members should be asked to rank 
each of the projects, and the overall SPC rankings should be forwarded to Commissioners with the 
SPC project summaries. 
 
Through discussion, several important considerations for the project were raised: 
 

 The petroleum spill risk assessment presentation from DFO at the October, 2015 SPC 
meeting provides useful information. 

 Nuclear energy issues include plant decommissioning and waste disposal. 

 Global risks to the Great Lakes may be greater than the risks within the basin. 
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There was additional discussion on the role of the SPC within the IJC.  Some members expressed 
disappointment with the current dynamic where much of the SPC’s work has resulted from 
Commission requests, while the priorities identified by the SPC in 2015 have not been resourced to 
the same extent.  There was general agreement that the SPC should be anticipatory and visionary, 
and focus on alerting the Commission to issues that they may not already be actively working on. 
 
Action: Work group to prepare summary of options for ranking by SPC members. 
 
iii. Information Coordination and Flow 
 
The Work Group Co-Chair provided an update on the ICF project, noting that an initial draft is 
expected from the contractor in early May that provides an inventory of efforts that address the 
sharing, integration and flow of data and information in the Great Lakes basin, and presents findings 
from the March 2/3, 2016 workshop that focused on gaining a better understanding of successes 
and challenges of these efforts.  SPC members will have an opportunity to comment on the report 
once the work group has reviewed it.  The next step of the project is to conduct a data and 
information flow assessment using two GLWQA general objectives as case studies (objective (ii) 
recreational waters and objective (vii) invasive species).  It was suggested that once the project is 
completed that the contractor provide a presentation to the SPC, and that the RCC and 
Commissioners should be invited. 
 
iv. Ongoing Science Advice and Review 
 
The following items were discuss as part of this agenda item: 
 

(i) It was clarified that retired SPC member Chris Metcalfe will continue to advise IJC staff on 
Areas of Concern, and Mike Murray will continue in that role as a current SPC member. 

(ii) It was clarified that the final Lake Superior Lakewide Action and Management Plan (LAMP) 
will be issued in the next couple of months, which will trigger the requirement for IJC to 
provide “advice and recommendations” under Annex 2 of the Agreement.  Later in 2016, the 
Lake Huron LAMP is expected to be issued, at least in draft form. 

(iii) In response to a request from staff that interested SPC members review a report on setting 
nutrient targets for the Red River, there was general agreement that the SPC should limit its 
focus to the Great Lakes.  However, two SPC members expressed their interest in receiving 
the draft report as individuals. 

 
Action:  Staff to circulate Red River nutrient targets report. 
 
v. Communication Indicators 
 
The Work Group Co-Chair reminded the SPC that the draft report has been completed and is 
presently undergoing formatting.  A separate process to identify top metrics for Chemicals of Mutual 
Concern (CMC) and Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) is being completed by an SAB work group, and will 
be the subject of a supplemental report.  The report was approved with thanks by Commissioners 
on April 19; staff clarified that the Executive Summary will need to be translated prior to the report 
being posted to the IJC website.   
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Actions: SAB Work Group to finalize the CMC and AIS report. 
Staff to post the Communication Indicators report to the website once it is translated. 

   
8. Other Business 

 
Three items were identified for discussion:  
 

(i) Adaptive management – the RCC Secretary explained that in autumn, 2015 the RCC 
identified a number of potential future priorities.  Two of those (adaptive management, and 
modelling) were discussed further at the April 18, 2016 RCC meeting; the adaptive 
management presentation that was prepared for the RCC meeting is attached.  SPC 
members commented that a number of agencies are working on their adaptive 
management approaches, that policies and procedures are required to ensure a successful 
adaptive management process, and a way of measuring success is required e.g., indicators. 

(ii) SAB Directive – staff outlined two suggested changes to the SAB Directive.  The first would 
remove the requirement for the SAB to meet at the IJC Semi-Annual meeting which should 
allow for more Commissioner and staff participation (under the proposed change the Board 
could still meet at Semi-Annual meetings, but it wouldn’t be required).  The second change 
would shift the presentation of work plans to the fall Semi-Annual meeting, which would 
better align Board funding requests with the IJC budget cycle.  Both changes were supported 
by consensus. 

(iii) Microplastics – staff reminded the Committee that a microplastics workshop is planned for 
April 26/27, 2016 and will be attended by three SAB members.  Objectives of the workshop 
are to review science, policy and program issues related to microplastics on a binational 
basis, and develop 5-10 recommendations that could be used by the Commission to provide 
advice to governments.  Participants will be from the academic, agency, non-government 
and industry sectors. 

 
9. Next Meeting 
 

A Doodle poll will be sent out for a conference call in mid- to late June, 2016. 
 

10. Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:30pm. 
 
 

Meeting record prepared by Matthew Child and reviewed by Carol Miller and Jeff Ridal.   
Please forward any errors or omissions to childm@windsor.ijc.org 

 


