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Interagency Committee on Chemical Management 
ICCM/Technical Team 

Meeting Minutes: May 9, 2018 
Winooski Room, 1 National Life Drive, Montpelier, VT 05620 

Facilitated by Peter Walke, ANR Deputy Secretary 
 

1. Welcome  
 

2. Review of March 14, March 28, and April 11, 2018 Meeting Minutes 
 

Motion by Meyer to approve the March 14, March 28, and April 11, 2018 minutes.  
Seconded by Herrick.  The Committee members voted to approve the March 14, March 
28, and April 11, 2018 minutes. 
 

3. Review and Discussion of CAP Comments  
 
The Committee received comments from five (5) CAP members and one (1) from 
interested stakeholders.  The Committee considered each in turn.  Where the commenter 
numbered or itemized their comments, the Committee’s response corresponds to that 
number, or are otherwise itemized for clarity: 

 
A. Martin Wolf, 7th Generation:  The Committee appreciates the comment and will 

continue forward with its work. 
 

B. Adam Rainville, Maple Landmark:  The Committee is supportive of providing clear 
information to the regulated community as to who will have access to information 
and how.  The form will be determined as the Committee continues to develop the 
reporting system. 

 
C. Barb Patterson, Stone Environmental:   

1. The Committee has identified that in some instances there will be some 
changes to existing databases, new databases created, or a front end client 
created to access the data in the forms database. 

2. The ICCM is currently working through cost estimates and will be including 
those in the final report. 

3. A phased process has been and may be considered as part of the project, but 
pieces remain to be determined as this process moves forward. 

4. The Kano analysis which the technical team utilized during the Lean Event 
has enabled the Committee to prioritize system features and functions. 

 
D. Deborah Hirtz, UVM:  In the proposed process, the ICCM would be the governing 

body.  The scientific advisory board would be akin to the ICCM’s technical team.  
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The stakeholders would be akin to the CAP.  In this process, the CAP would provide 
input and expertise, with the ICCM having final decision making authority. 
 

E. Jessica Wignall, ICF: The Committee took each of the three (3) documents submitted 
with its respective comments in turn: 
 

 ICCM Chemical Reporting System Outline: 
1. The Committee anticipates a pre-reporting page to be easily bypassed 

if the entity knows what to report. 
2. There are many potential ways to create the sign-in function, and the 

Committee will continue to evaluate them as the project moves 
forward. 

3. The Committee anticipates extensive beta testing. 
4. The goal of this effort is to improve system functionality for all users.  

This is one aspect that will help the regulated community to comply 
with applicable requirements. 

5. The goal of the system is to function for all users. 
6. See the Committee’s previous comment regarding beta testing in #3 

above. 
7. The Committee is supportive of citizen input, but including unverified 

information in the reporting system may not be an appropriate role for 
this system.  The Committee will consider ways to create opportunities 
for citizens to contact appropriate government entities to provide 
information. 

8. The Committee agrees the EPA data list may be useful and will look to 
leverage any comprehensive lists it finds useful. 

9. See the previous comment regarding the goal of functionality for all 
users in #5 above. 
 

User Stories: 
10. The Committee doesn’t believe there are or will be limitations to 

report beyond what is currently mandated by law. 
11. The Committee agrees. 
12. See the previous comment on citizen input in #3 above. 

 
ICCM Task 3 Proposed Recommendations: 

13. It would be the Committee Representative, who serves at the pleasure 
of their respective Agency, to speak on its behalf within the 
Committee.  The Committee sees the CAP as providing review and 
comment on the Committee’s work and recommendations, with 
individual members of the CAP having the opportunity to recommend 
consideration of certain chemicals as part of its role in providing input 
and expertise to the Committee. 
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14. As this is a dynamic process, the Committee does not feel it 
appropriate at this stage to develop or propose specific criteria.  The 
Committee sees the creation of the review structure as being 
paramount at this stage, with criteria to be developed at a later time. 
 

F. Ian Balcolm, Northern Vermont University – Lyndon: 
1. The Committee recommendations included here are consistent with the 

Executive Order that drives its work.  The federal laws and regulations that 
govern when a product can be brought to market are beyond the scope of the 
Committee’s authority. 

2. The recommendations reflect a program that can be administered effectively 
and provide significant value to the reduction of toxics.  The Committee 
believes the full infrastructure used in Massachusetts is not needed for 
Vermont’s program, given its scale, the use of existing resources, improved 
efficiencies, the increase from ½ to full time employee, and the 
implementation of the chemical reporting system. 

3. The Committee is following the direction of the Executive Order.  The work 
that occurs outside of it is beyond its control. 

4. The increase in staff is how the Committee views this issue now.  Following 
implementation of efficiency gains, further evaluation can be undertaken. 

5. The Committee’s role is to provide recommendations on how to create a 
reporting system and its cost.  Further discussion on implementation would 
occur after review and any approval of the recommendations. 

6. One of the goals of the reporting system is to improve chemical monitoring, in 
addition to providing enhanced communication and technical assistance. 

7. PFOA prompted the Executive Order and the work of the Committee, and 
largely led to the development of the reporting system recommendations.  The 
actions taken to establish PFOA thresholds are further along than many other 
emerging contaminants.  PFOA would have been first on the Committee’s list 
if this work were occurring two years ago. 

 
4. Discussion of process and tasks for drafting the report 

 
The Committee divided the drafting responsibilities by EO task and established a primary 
drafter for each section with assistance from designated volunteers.  Each section will be 
provided to Zaikowski and Walke by May 30 in order to compile into an initial draft 
report.  The draft will then be sent out to the ICCM for review prior to submitting it to the 
CAP on June 8. 

 
Committee Members in attendance:  
 
Dolan, Traci, Department of Health 
Telep, Peter, Agency of Digital Services  
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Meyer, Scott, Department of Labor 
Mock, Casey, Agency of Commerce and Community Development 
Walke, Peter, Agency of Natural Resources 
Christopher Herrick, Department of Emergency Management and Homeland Security 
 
Agency Staff in attendance:  
 
Gonda, Jordan, Agency of Natural Resources 
Parr Doering, Ellen, Agency of Natural Resources 
Wuestenberg, Tami, Agency of Natural Resources 
Eamon Twohig, Agency of Natural Resources 
Berschling, Jenny, Agency of Natural Resources 
 


