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	Members
	

	Attended
	Deborah Brown, American Lung Association of DE

	Did Not Attend
	John A. Hughes, Secretary, DE Dept of Natural Resources and Environmental Control

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

	Did Not Attend
	Gilbert J. Marshall, P.G., Marshall GeoScience, Inc.

	Did Not Attend
	The Honorable Liane Sorenson, Delaware Senate

	Did Not Attend
	Laurel Standley, Watershed Solutions, LLC

	Did Not Attend
	Grier Stayton, DE Dept of Agriculture

	Attended
	Ann Tyndall, American Cancer Society

	Did Not Attend
	The Honorable Stephanie Ulbrich, Delaware House of Representatives


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


	Staff
	

	Attended
	Laura Mensch, DE Dept of Agriculture

	Attended
	Bill Leitzinger, DE Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Thom May, DE Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Ed Hallock, DE Division of Public Health

	Attended
	Gerald Llewellyn, DE Division of Public Health


	Public Attendees/Other
	Dr. Robert Frelick



Committee members approved the November 20, 2006 Environment Committee meeting minutes without changes. 


The meeting started at 12:36 p.m. 

Meeting started with everyone introducing themselves.

· Meg Maley starts the meeting by stating the goal of coming away with a consensus on what projects to tackle in the future.

· FY2007 Updates Bill Leitzinger (DPH)
· Fish Sampling – Continue annual monitoring at current funding level of $50,000.
· On-Site Fish Consumption Advisory – Could skip a year (up to the committee), but will become a “maintenance issue” in 2008.

· Water Supply Monitoring Data – Will publish an RFP with the following elements:

· Review the DGS data, identify gaps, provide health-risk assessment on the Columbia Aquifer, and address a portion of the original Cancer Task Force recommendation that was eliminated in the editing of recent cancer updates, i.e. – Screening of cancer causing substances not regulated by the U.S. EPA or State.

· Occupational Health 

· $200, 000 was allocated for FY06

· $105, 000 is targeted for training with the Dept. of Labor.

· Anticipate a significant effort towards a consulting contract to conduct a survey (which is currently underway).

· We could consider supporting an educational campaign (similar to the Healthy Homes effort) to raise awareness of environmental and occupational causes of cancer.

· DATAS report (Bob Zimmerman)

· DNREC distributed a written report recently.

· Modeling data, Phase II work characterizing chemical distribution – this information either at Public Health now, or will be by the end on January.

· There will be discussion between Public Health and DNREC on a timeline for PH to do “their part” (Risk Characterization).  Since this is a lot more information it’ll probably take a few months to do the risk characterization.

· Gerry Llewellyn adds that it’ll take a couple of months.  Presentation to the Committee projected to be during the May meeting (barring any problems).
· Meg asks what is counted on financially from this committee to keep things moving forward.

· Bob Z. answers that funding isn’t the holdup.  There has been a holdup in Risk Communication, such as delays getting contracts, and the Air Section was to hire a facilitator.

· Meg – Is this because of funding?

· Bob Z – Not sure, need to ask the Air Section.  They have received funding from the Committee, but haven’t spent it yet – again due to contracting issues.

· Meg – Is it Melanie’s responsibility to get contracts?

· Bob Z – It is Melanie’s responsibility to “light fires”.  Air Section staff is supposed to “carry the ball”, but have had conflicting priorities recently.

· Meg – is there anything the Committee can do to be helpful here?

· Bob Z – Ask for a schedule.  (He notes that Thom May has already asked for a schedule, which is committed to Thom by Feb 1
· Bob Z and Meg both state there should be an update on this at the next meeting.
· Meg – Items not mentioned on the list.

· Healthy Home Campaign: where do we want to take this, and how do we want to include Radon.

· Do we want to include food exposure to our warnings (beyond fish consumption)?

· Do we want to include tanning booth health issues?

· Meg notes that this may not be appropriate for this Committee.

· Is there a role for this Committee to help bridge institutional gaps (i.e. PH, DNREC) for better communication and coordination between agencies?

· Bob Z – Will there be a separate committee for Occupational Health?

· Bill – Do not have an answer for that, but the separate committee is designed to bring more employers into the process.  The budget request for Occupational Health should come from the Environmental Committee since the OH committee does not exist until July 1, 2007.

· A separate note: The first “group meeting” included about 20 employers; they stressed HR issues, not environmental issues.

· Meg - We should “shepherd” Occupational health until FY08.

· Bob Z – Who will be responsible for translating Batta survey recommendations into budget requests, the Environmental Committee?

· Bill – Yes, the Environmental Committee.

· Bob Z – Brings up the timeframe required for Batta to get recommendations to the committee in order to formulate a budget request.

· Bill – Notes that survey documents are completed, contact list is extensive (10,000 plus) and the calls have started.  Marketing and promotion items are being developed and the Governors support letter is in her office now.

· Meg – How long for the polling and survey?

· Bill – Original deadline was EOM February but due to the late start it will be about another month beyond that to complete the information gathering.

· Meg – Any concerns abut getting survey results completed in time to request FY08 funds?

· Bob Z – Has concerns about turning survey results into budget requests in time for the Purple Book.  Asks when the “drop dead date for this is.

· Thom – We need to be ready to go with the Purple Book by late April or early May.

· Bill – We can have data to convert into a report for a budget request, but the data won’t be nearly as comprehensive as it would be if we started on time.

· Meg/Thom – We can discuss recommendations during the May meeting, but a “global” budget discussion should happen during the March meeting.

· Bill – We can anticipate at least some of the funding needed then.

· Bill also noted that we are hiring an Educator II (C/S) position.  This person will be highly involved in the planning process.

· Bill – We have funding for and are using another company to help with the “lead generation”, calling about 1000 employers, identifying key contacts, introducing the program and telling them Batta will contact them later.  This will really help Batta.

· Meg – Any new ideas?

· Bob Z – Suggested monitoring exposures and hazards, coordinating that for a longer term.  Stressed coordination/communication of all this between agencies.  Also stressed the better use of data gathered.

· Meg – Asked to have this suggestion turned into a more formal recommendation for the Purple Book.

· Meg/Deb Brown – Suggested removing the tanning booth issue from consideration in the Environmental Committee, but suggested that the issue be forwarded to the “Tobacco and other Risk Factors” Committee, as this is a lifestyle issue vs. an environmental issue.  Deb is a part of that committee, and can bring this up to them.  

· Meg – For Fish Consumption Education:  suggests the possibility of putting funding into an effort to get rid of toxins in the fish.

· Bob Z – Says this is going on now, but it is a slow process.  He feels there is nothing that can be accomplished by this committee toward “toxic cleanup” that isn’t already being done by several entities that are currently trying to identify sources an affect cleanup.

· Gerry – Suggests continued testing and advising, searching out new areas to test.  Also, recheck previously checked areas for improvement.

· Bob Z – Noted that many other sources are already funding cleanup and legal efforts against polluters.

· Other ideas brought up were:

· Drinking of bottled water vs. tap water (which means some people may not be getting proper amounts of fluoride).

· A recommendation that fish monitoring efforts continue as they are now.

· Meg - DATAS: Continue committee’s work the same as we are doing currently.

· Bob Z/Meg (and others) – Noted that “mobile sources” is a pollutant of concern, and asked if people are being educated about this, especially in prime pollution areas (near highways, etc).  Discussed if there was anything the committee can support or do concerning this type of pollution.  One thing noted: information could be disseminated about mobile source pollution, but it has little effect without viable alternatives.  To many, this pollution is not a priority because of this.

· Meg – Bob Z will brief where we are on mobile sources pollution later.

· Bill – Observed that Batta has found out that no other State is doing what Delaware is doing (concerning the HAZMAT survey).  So new ground is being broken by this.

· Meg – Healthy Home/Radon:  A B & C is collecting data to determine the impact of the initial marketing effort.  This will determine what direction to take next.  Also, there will be an interview with the News journal in April about the Healthy Homes Campaign.

· There was discussion on where and how far to branch out from here.  Meg cautioned about straying too far from carcinogens.  There was agreement to continue Healthy Homes.  A possible arena discussed was collecting data and warning about foods that are carcinogens.

· Bill cautions about branching out too broadly, stating a finite amount of funding.  Also expressed concerns about “muddying the water” by expanding Healthy Homes too far.  Meg does not feel this would happen.

· Gerry noted that sounding alarms (for food especially) in itself is not fully useful unless viable alternatives are also presented. (What else to eat, etc).  Also there is a “Catch 22” on fish.  On one hand, there are warnings to not eat fish because of too many pollutants, and another effort to get people to eat more fish for benefits such as Omega 3 fatty acids.

· Meg stated that Ming presented the findings of the Water Study, recommending that about 4200,000 be diverted toward a public awareness campaign to inform the population of these findings.  Other consortium members wanted to be sure the findings were validated first.  ACS is now doing a “peer review” of the report.

· Ed Hallock suggested future testing of water for pharmaceuticals, radon and radian 224.  he will convert this into a recommendation for the Purple Book.

· Testing for other things in the ground (arsenic, etc) was discussed.



The next Delaware Cancer Consortium Environment Committee meeting has been scheduled for March 19, 2007, 12:30 p.m. at Delaware Technical Community College, Dover, DE. 

Future Meeting(s)




















Old & New Business








Review of Previous Meeting Minutes





Attendees








Delaware Cancer Consortium�Environment Committee Meeting Minutes


January 16, 2007


Delaware Technical & Community College�Dover, DE














