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Biographical Sketch of Facilitator

Jerry Diamond is a Director of Tetra Tech’s Owings Mills, MD office and has served as an EPA contractor to the
Methods Board for several years where he helped formulate a comparability framework for biological methods.
All of the presenters in this workshop have been actively involved in the issues of comparing bioassessment
methods and data for a variety of purposes such as developing local, regional or national assessments. Many of
the presenters have also dealt with the problem of identifying performance and data quality of different
bioassessment methods.

Workshop Description

This workshop will summarize current studies evaluating performance of bioassessment methods, quality of
data produced, and comparability of methods, data, and assessments. Emphasis will be placed on the tools or
methods used to compare methods and data, what strategies appear to work for comparing methods, and the
level at which comparability can be evaluated. Participants will work with actual situations in which
comparability issues are at stake and discuss what is needed in terms of data quality and performance
information, data quality objectives for various programs and monitoring purposes. This workshop will strive
to determine how, and on what level(s) comparability of biological assessment methods is feasible. Next steps
in terms of bioassessment comparability guidance will be identified.
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