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	Environment Committee Members

	Attended
	Meg Maley RN, BSN, Oncology Care Home Health Specialists, Inc.

	Attended
	David Pyne, Delaware Department of Agriculture

	Attended
	Kevin Eichinger, University of Delaware

	Attended
	Karen Tomic, University of Delaware/ Health Core

	Did Not Attend
	Collin O’Mara, Secretary, DE Dept of Natural Resources and Environmental Control

	Attended
	Deborah Brown, American Lung Association of DE

	Did Not Attend
	The Honorable Liane Sorenson, Delaware Senate


	Staff & Agency Liaisons
	

	Attended
	Jill Rogers, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Robert Zimmerman, DE Dept of Natural Resources and Environmental Control

	Attended
	Karen Nunley, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	William Leitzinger, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Paul Silverman, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Ed Hallock, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Sergio Huerta, DE Dept of Natural Resources and Environmental Control

	Attended
	Rita Landgraf, Secretary, Department of Health and Social Services

	Attended
	Jim Richardson, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Jimmy Porter, Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Kevin Cottman, Division of Public Health


	Public Attendees/Other
	

	Attended
	Bill Zak, Citizens for Clean Power

	Attended
	John Austin, Citizens for Clean Power

	Attended
	Kim Furtado, Citizens for Clean Power

	Attended
	Robert Frelick



Welcome & New Committee Member(s) and/or Staff Introductions

Ms. Maley invited all attending the meeting to sit at the table and participate in the discussion.  Introductions were made around the room with a special acknowledgement to Secretary Landgraf (DHSS).

Minuets from previous meeting (November 2009) were approved by Mr. David Pyne.

Indian River Community Level Survey (IRCLS): Project Update

Dr. Allison Shevock, DPH Cancer Epidemiologist, gave a final presentation of the IRCLS findings. After giving a brief background of the project, Dr. Shevock summarized the significance of the study being:

· Lung cancer rates are only elevated among males in the IR area (rates for females are equivalent to state rate)

· Residents who were current or ever smokers were more likely to develop  lung cancer than were non-smokers

· Residents with certain work histories (known exposures to lung carcinogens) were more likely to develop lung cancer than were those without work exposure

Mr. John Austin, Citizens for Clean Power, asked about the possibility of calculating lung cancer rates as a function of residential distance from power plant using Census Bureau’s LandView 6® application. Dr. Shevock explained that because the population estimate data available from LandView 6® is based on the 2000 census, recent population growth in Sussex County would not be accounted for, leading to artificially elevated rates for the area.

Mr. Austin then stated he wondered about the history of the ‘cluster’ (i.e., how long have rates been elevated for area) and that the assignment of the six zip codes defining IR was arbitrary. His second concern with the study was that it showed smokers in the IR area were at a higher risk for lung cancer than were smokers outside of the IR area.  He mentioned that tobacco smoke and exposure to arsenic increase the risk of lung cancer and the power plant is a known source of arsenic. Dr. Shevock acknowledged this fact, stating that the survey was designed to collect as much exposure data as is possible in a questionnaire format. Other types of studies (e.g., sample testing vs. questionnaire) would be necessary to measure arsenic in the environment, but it would not necessarily prove the power plant as source of the arsenic.

Mr. Bill Zak brought up the difference in incidence rates between sexes. He asked how DPH could say that the rates among women in IR were not significantly different from the state rate but the rate for IR males was significantly higher than the state rate. A discussion of statistic definitions and rate calculations ensued. 

Mr. Zak stated he was heartened by DPH’s statement that further studies would be needed to examine environmental contaminants in the Indian River area. He said he was not sure why DPH proceeded with a ‘smoking study’ in the first place. Dr. Shevock stated that DPH was following recommendations from CDC and NIH, that determining if tobacco smoke as the primary cause of lung cancer in the area was the first step. Mr. Zak said DPH had proceeded with the study against CCP wishes. 

The discussion then moved on to how the IRCLS findings could be tied in with a “bigger study” (the multi-media exposure study). 

Multi-Media Exposure and Biomonitoring Study (MMES): Update
Ms. Meg Maley affirmed that the committee wants to proceed with the MMES as well as stressed the need to find funding for the study. Mr. Bob Zimmerman, DNREC, confirmed that the MMES is a priority for DNREC. 
Ms. Jill Rogers, DPH, summarized that DPH did not receive either of the grants and was now looking for other sources of funding. Ms. Rogers said DPH was ready to get some preliminary preparatory work done by late spring. Ms. Karen Nunley, DPH, stated that determining which areas to target, and beginning participant recruitment, would be a first step. Ms. Rogers stated that while a plan is in place, it would not be prudent to begin if there is not an expectation of funding. She stated that the EC has about $500,000 that could go toward the MMES.

Ms. Karen Tomic asked about placing monitoring stations around the IR area. Mr. Bob Zimmerman, DNREC, said each station costs approximately $1M so we need to be selective with placement. In addition, the type of monitors used will depend on chemicals being collected, study design and other factors. Ms. Maley and Mr. Zimmerman agreed that DNREC and DPH need to iron out specifically what needs to be done and who will be responsible for those duties.

Mr. John Austin, CCP, mentioned that EPA regulations will require increased monitoring in rural areas and this will affect Sussex County.

Ms. Rogers reiterated the importance that the MMES remain an intact, comprehensive study. The study will lose its value somewhat if not done in its entirety. Ms. Maley stated this is a prospective study and we will not be able to make immediate conclusions about cancer.

Mr. Bill Zak, CCP, recommended that DNREC force the power plant to monitor uncovered ash piles and stated that the costs would be assumed by the power plant. Mr. Zimmerman said he thought this was already happening. Mr. Zak also asked if DNREC could do an in-depth environmental study of Burton Island and Indian Bay area. Mr. Zimmerman cannot promise this will happen, but said this could be somewhat addressed by the MMES.
Ms. Maley stressed the importance of planning the project before proceeding with any data collection in order to ensure that the study addresses topics of interest to all parties. Site selection, participant recruitment, survey design and sample archival were all mentioned as important factors to consider.

Ms. Maley asked Mr. Bill Leitzinger, DPH, to the table to discuss potential changes to the committee’s budget. She asked if needed, if approximately $50,000, marked for the office of occupational health and the healthy homes projects, could be redirected to the MMES project.  This money would help to lay the groundwork for data collection beginning next fiscal year. 

The discussion then returned to site selection and study design – statewide vs. Indian River (IR) area, sample collection and participant recruitment issues. Ms. Karen Tomic advocated for focusing on the IR area. Ms. Maley said we cannot make any decisions about the study until she knows how much money is available. Mr. Kevin Eichinger opposed taking money from any current projects. Mr. Leitzinger approved redirecting $40K – 50K from the Health Homes budget to the MMES project. Ms. Maley justified this by the fact that residents will respond to seeing chemicals are present in their bodies, that in this way, the MMES is closely linked to the Health Homes project.

Ms. Maley then asked for a series of proposals, comparing budgets of $50,000 and $100,000 at the state and the Indian River area levels. She stated that even if the project moves forward at this time, funding may change in fiscal year 2011; there may not be any money for the study as of July 1. Ms. Maley stated that if the EC allocates 20% of its annual budget to the study, perhaps other committees will do so as well.

Ms. Maley adjourned the meeting.

Along with the meeting agenda and minutes from the previous committee meeting, the following documents were provided at this meeting and are available upon request to Karen Nunley, Division of Public Health, at 302.744.1020, or via e-mail at karen.nunley@state.de.us:     

~ Indian River Community Level Survey Abstract

The next Delaware Cancer Consortium Environment Committee meeting is scheduled for 12:30 p.m., Monday, July 19, 2010 at Delaware Technical Community College Corporate Training Center located on the Terry Campus.
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