
Meeting Minutes – States Alternatives Assessment Forum Wiki 
Conference Call – May 21, 2009 
 
On The Call:  Pam Eliason (MA), Phyllis Strong (MN), David Livengood (OR), Tim Morse (CT), 
Glenn Keith (MA), John James (ME), Alex Stone (WA), Greg Morose (MA), Yve Torrie (LCSP), 
Jessica Schifano (LCSP), Terri Goldberg (NEWMOA), Deanna Connors (OR), Rick Reibstein (MA), 
Carlos Montes (NY), Ida Potter (NY), Tom Hornshaw (IL) 
 
Today’s discussion focused on the first section of the alternatives assessment protocol:  
Identifying Chemicals of Concern 

States may have different reasons why chemicals may be identified as being of high concern.  
This point needs to be put into better context in the protocol.  Examples include the 
Massachusetts experience, where the legislature identified several chemicals of concerned 
based on stakeholder feedback (from a coalition of environmental, labor and public health 
advocacy organizations) and selected a subset of that group for assessment.  A second example 
would be that of Maine and Washington, where chemicals of concern are being identified 
based on their presence in products to which vulnerable populations (children) are routinely 
exposed.   

Specific impacts that affect the criteria for selection of chemicals of high concern should be 
presented in context up front in this section to provide guidance to states, rather than 
prescribing how to select chemicals of high concern.  These impact/considerations might 
include: 

• exposure to children,  
• aquatic toxicity,  
• other stakeholder concerns 
• legislative directives 
• need to prioritize limited resources 
• public concerns 
• etc. 

Content Leaders:  Alex Stone of Washington State Dept of Ecology volunteered to be the 
content leader for this section.  He will take responsibility for creating an outline of what this 
section should include, providing content, getting feedback and content from others and 
coordinating incorporation of that content into the wiki.  Pam Eliason will be the second 
content leader for this section and will work with Alex on this effort.  Our goal is to have this 
first section filled out more completely prior to the next conference call (scheduled for June 18, 
2009).  Pam suggested that Mark Rossi could be a content leader for the section of wiki that 
focuses on creating chemical profiles for chemicals of high concern. 

Prioritizing Chemicals for Assessment 
Indicators that could impact the prioritization process include: 



• biomonitoring data 
• indoor air/dust data 
• body burden data, etc 

Prioritization may occur by using these kinds of indicators, plus information such as focusing on 
high production volume chemicals, existing legislative restrictions, use information (front end 
considerations) and/or environmental consequences (back end consideration).  Existing 
regulatory drivers (e.g., global restrictions, company restrictions) are appropriate context for 
prioritization.  States should be aware that companies engaged in managing their chemicals 
choices will likely look to the state alternatives assessment protocol for guidance. 

There was some discussion about what a minimum data set should be to determine if we can 
assess a chemical for substitution.  In Maine, if no data is available they require that companies 
provide the data, including usage data, propensity of a chemical to escape it’s matrix, 
identification of potential routes of exposure, and what alternatives to the chemical of concern 
may have been considered as part of their design process. 

Some discussion was had about how to present information, including a suggestion that color 
coding with color saturation could indicate the concern level as well as the level of confidence 
in that concern level (i.e., high confidence in the data used to identify a level of concern would 
be expressed by a darker color than for a determination that was based on minimal data). 

Interstate Chemicals Clearinghouse 
Terri Goldberg presenting information to the group about the IC2, an emerging group of states 
that are forming a collaborative effort to share resources and data needed to implement state 
chemicals policies.  A number of states have signed on to a Memorandum of Agreement about 
the intent of the collaboration.  Many of those states are represented in the Alternatives 
Assessment Forum group.  A survey of the member state of the IC2 indicated that providing 
data for use in promoting safer alternatives was a primary goal of the members.  The group on 
this call agreed that our work fits well with the goals of the IC2, and could become part of their 
process, once the framework of the IC2 is finalized. 

Final Thoughts 
We need to be proactive in our engagement in the development of this protocol.  We will 
provide time for discussion of each section in conference calls, and expect people to take the 
initiative on their own time to provide pertinent content and/or discussion about sections as 
we move forward. 

If there are modifications made, people should do so in a different color font so that others can 
see what has been changed.  Pam will investigate whether there is a more automatic way of 
making modifications to the content visible to users. 

Each state involved in the IC2 should make a particular effort to participate in the creation of 
the protocol.  The Content Leaders are not expected to provide all the content, but rather 
coordinate the effort.  This is a group effort that really requires each state to participate as fully 
as possible (recognizing that we are all doing so as an added task to our already full work loads). 



Next Call: 
Thursday, June 18, 2009 
90-minutes in duration:  2:00 to 3:30 pm EST 
Call in number:  888-387-8686, conference ID # 5041821 
 
The agenda will be posted on the wiki.  Everyone is encouraged to look at the agenda and 
modify it as you feel appropriate prior to the call (modifications will not be accepted within 24 
hours of the scheduled call). 
 
Wiki Location:  http://turigreen.wetpaint.com 
 
 

http://turigreen.wetpaint.com/
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