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June 15, 2006 
In attendance: 
Henry Abadin, ATSDR 

Mark Anderson, Stateside Associates
David Bell, Air Force Institute of Environmental Health 
Charlotte Bertrand, U.S. EPA 

Gary Campbell, Centers for Disease Control/Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry
David Cooper, U.S. EPA 
Shannon Cunniff, Department of Defense 
Jeff Edson, Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
Linda Fiedler, U.S. EPA FFRRO 

Lia Gaizick, Army Environmental Center 

Malcolm Garg, Army Environmental Directorate  

Andy Gillespie, U.S. EPA National Center for Environmental Assessment 
Dina Ginn, NAVFAC NW 
Carolyn Hanson, Environmental Council of the States 

Jake Hegeman, Stateside Associates

Katherine Kurtz, Navy Environmental Health Center 

LaRae Landers, Department of the Navy, BRAC PMO 

Jan Larkin, Department of Defense 

Trina Martynowicz, U.S. EPA 

Anita Meyer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, HTRW Center of Expertise 

Gary Moran, Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
Rick Moss, California Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Mike Murphy, Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 

Eric Noack, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection
Dave Olson, Office of the Chief of Naval Operations
Rick Raines, DoD Region 9 Regional Environmental Coordinators Office

Monsoor Rashid, National Guard Bureau 

Jennifer Roberts, Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 

Bruce Rodan, U.S. EPA 

Dania Rodriguez, Association of State and Territorial Waste Management Officials 
Neil Sass, Alabama Department of Public Health 

K Seiler, Washington Department of Ecology 

Tricia Underwood, Department of the Navy Facilities Engineering Command Southwest
Michael Wade, California Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Yvonne Walker, Navy Environmental Health Center 

Jim Woolford, U.S. EPA, FFRRO 
Paul Yaroschak, Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy 

Baha Zarah, AFCEE 

Meeting Summary

The Task Group co-chairs, Eric Noack (Nevada DEP) and Shannon Cunniff (DoD) welcomed the Group to Seattle and gave a brief overview of activities since the February meeting and explained that the work being discussed at the meeting was in response to the November 2005 Emerging Contaminants Forum.  The Forum identified priority Emerging Contaminant issues that the Task Group should address.  The top priorities are now being addressed through a state survey and four issue papers.  Pollution Prevention, an additional priority identified at the Forum, is being addressed as part of the upcoming Sustainability Forum being developed by the Compatible Use and Sustainability Task Group.  

Following the introduction, the Group proceeded to discuss the five work products currently under development: 
· State Survey on Emerging Contaminants 

· Goal: Survey is intended to identify specific state activities regarding Emerging Contaminants.  

· The Group reviewed a copy of the beta survey sent to 4 states and decided to remove the questions addressing pollution prevention as well as several other questions the beta testers felt were outside the survey’s intended scope.  Several minor clarifying revisions were also suggested.  
· Merge lists of potential ECs 

· Add Task Group’s definition of ECs used in the Resource Trigger Paper 
· Group noted that the survey should also be distributed to State Public Health Agencies.  

· Group decided to generate a cover letter to accompany the survey when distributed to the Commissioners at the ECOS Annual Meeting. 

· Stanley Rasmussen offered to draft the letter.  Jeff Edson agreed to review its content.  

· Timeline

· July 2006- revisions made 

· August 27-29- Survey released in hardcopy and online at ECOS Annual Meeting

· Late October: Survey responses due 
· DoD/State Communication for Emerging Contaminants Issue Paper

· Group reviewed the draft issue paper and compilation of fact sheets.  Group emphasized the utility of having the issue paper identify key principles of risk communication that Work Group members should abide by.  Part of this would be to develop a fact sheet template to promote uniformity in how the message is communicated.  These principles will ultimately serve as the basis for an ECOS resolution on improving State-DoD risk communication. 
· Next Steps

· Revise Issue Paper to focus on key communications principles and fact sheet template in time to release prior to ECOS Annual Meeting.  Anticipated release date: July 30.  

· Selection of Toxicity Values/Criteria for Risk Assessment in the Absence of IRIS Values Issue Paper

· Group reviewed the draft issue paper in anticipation of completing a final draft to be circulated to the ECOS Commissioners prior to the Annual Meeting.  The paper will be accompanied by a cover letter from Dave Paylor explaining the goals of the paper.  

· Group noted that some states such as CA and MA have statutory obligation to follow different hierarchies than OSRTI.  Group decided to add language addressing this issue. 

· Next Steps

· EPA and DoD are currently reviewing the paper internally with comments due July 21.  A conference call is expected July 27 to discuss comments and prepare the paper for distribution to the Commissioners in early August.   

· States will have an opportunity to comment on the paper following the ECOS meeting. 

· Comments will be compiled and a final draft released. 

· The paper’s recommendations are expected to be proposed for adoption as an ECOS resolution in spring 2007. 

· Initiation of Actions and Funding for Emerging Contaminants Issue Paper 

· Group identified a need for additional background material to provide greater context for the issue.  As such, the drafting team is now working to incorporate comments and develop a revised draft to be circulated to the ASTSWMO federal facilities subgroup.  

· Improving Consistency in Risk Assessment Issue Paper 

· Group recognized that this issue extends beyond emerging contaminants and discussed where within the Sustainability Work Group it might be best addressed. The co-chairs are currently identifying what next steps will be taken to address this.  

· Group also noted that among the issues raised in the paper, background concentrations were a priority for further Group work.  Vapor intrusion was also raised as a topic to be addressed. 
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