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DoD’s Assessment of Operational Ranges

DoD Instruction’s are process orientated guides that each branch of the Services must use to create a guidance document from. The DoDI  a “road map” or framework to all of the Services in how to do range assessments. The purpose behind this is to engage the daily operators so this becomes a part of their daily routine. It is still in draft form and DoD is asking for comments on the substance.  By request of the Task Group, the comment deadline has been extended and comments are now due to Jon Sandoval by the first week of March.  He will then prepare a comprehensive response from the States.  
Website Development 

Carolyn Hansen from ECOS made a presentation on password protected websites that the ECOS website can provide. Options for these sites include specific/general passwords, email lists, discussion groups, and places where draft/final documents can be viewed. 

September’s Emerging Constituents in Groundwater at Federal Facilities Forum

Conference layout, Proposed Panel Discussions, Invitees, Site Selection
Possible invitees that were discussed included: senior policy level at state and federal agencies, DoD range operators, environmental commissioners, program managers of water, groundwater, and water quality, and organizations such as ASTSWMO and NGA. 

Proposed panel discussions included:
· Lessons learned from…..collaborative approaches (other than with DoD) where state and industries dealt with environmental issues, regulatory vs. non-regulatory approach, how MTBE was handled, how each side (DoD and State) reacted to the percholrate issue

· In an uncertain environment, using new science to develop exposure levels and reference values. 

· Fulfilling environmental duties with budgetary and resource constraints. Understanding those constraints and adjusting expectations.

· Mechanisms to build better trust between DoD and the States. Shared goals and shared accountability. Areas for commonality and agreement. How to work towards consensus. 

· Nature of the relationship between regulated community and the management of DoD’s operational ranges/facilities. What is the “point of compliance”? What is the boundary of a range?

·  Moving beyond a compliance approach. Should DoD’s activities be regulated differently than private industries.

· What are emerging contaminants? Definition? Process when a new contaminant is discovered.

Forum Layout and Site Selection
The proposed layout for the Forum will include an Educational component with all attendees that address the major discussion points listed above. A breakout session will proceed where small groups discuss the issues and report back to the general forum. A multi-vote will then take place on the five most important issues. After the educational component, the discussion will turn towards how to move forward and address these issues. 

San Diego was the agreed upon site for the Forum with a field visit to the Marine base at Camp Pendleton.
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Information Exchange





Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) Roles in Emerging Contaminants and Health Assessments.





Bruce Fowler from ATSDR made a presentation about the emerging chemicals in water. On going work at the agency includes perclorates that change organ weights, nano-particles that alter chemical bioavailability, and semiconductor materials such as eWaste. Everyone usually focuses on just one emerging chemical, while ATSDR believes it’s a mixture of chemicals that should be of concern in the future.





Bill Cibulas from ATSDR made a presentation about the Agency’s role in health assessments. The Agency compiles environmental data, exposure data, community health concerns, and health effects date to create a public health site-specific assessment report. Emerging containments that they are currently working with are perchlorate, uranium, tungsten, resorcinol, 1,4-Dioxane, and trihalomethanses. The agency’s role in emerging contaminants is that they can develop Minimal Risk Levels, support exposure investigations and health studies, and develops biomarkers with NCEH.  In 2005, NCEH/ATSDR are focusing on a healthy water initiative to reduce the risk of waterborne disease associated with small drinking water systems and private wells. 





Creating State Regulations around draft reference numbers





DoD expressed concern that the States rushed to create state regulations and exposure levels for emerging contaminants, such as perchlorate, around draft reference dose numbers that were not federally approved and based on sound science. DoD believes some exposure levels, especially for explosives, is based on 30 year old standards and new science should be used when creating them. The States believe they have a responsibility to deal with imminent threats to public health and sometimes they are error on the side of caution when setting exposure levels.  The main issue is trust. States believe DoD is only concerned about money when challenging scientific figures and they do not appreciate the unique human health and water supply needs each State must deal with. 





California and DoD joint sampling priority protocol for perchlorate





The joint sampling protocol was an example of how DoD and a State (California) can work together on emerging contaminants.  The perchlorate protocol built trust between DoD and California because the State understood DoD’s resource issues when they jointly created this model. California realized that if they asked DoD to source test all 176 installations that they would stop remedial actions in state. They set up a work group to prioritize what installations were likely to be a potential trouble spot by using GPS maps, groundwater hydrology, and how close wells were to installations that use perchlorate.  They are still in the process of summarizing the data because the Project Mangers submitted information in different formats.








� EMBED MSPhotoEd.3  ���








_1028610906.bin

