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	Members
	

	Attended  
	William Bowser, Esq. – Young, Conaway, Stargatt & Taylor, LLP 

	Attended  
	John C. Carney, Jr. – Lt. Governor, State of Delaware

	Did Not Attend
	Matt Denn – Insurance Commissioner, State of Delaware

	Attended 
	Christopher Frantz, MD – AI DuPont Hospital for Children



	Attended  
	Stephen Grubbs, MD – Medical Oncology Hematology Consultants, PA

	Attended  via telephone
	Bethany Hall-Long, RNC, PhD – University of Delaware / DE House of Representatives

	Attended  
	Patricia Hoge, PhD – American Cancer Society

	Attended
	John Hughes – DE Department of Natural Resources

	Attended 
	Meg Maley, RN, BSN

	Did Not Attend
	David McBride – Delaware Senate

	Did Not Attend
	Jeanne Mell – Delaware State Chamber of Commerce

	Attended  
	Karryl McManus  –  DE Department of Health and Social Services

	Attended 
	Nicholas Petrelli, MD – Helen F. Graham Cancer Center

	Attended  
	Liane Sorenson – Delaware Senate

	Attended 
	James Spellman, MD, FACS, FSSO – Beebe Hospital – Tunnel Cancer Center

	
	

	Public Attendees/Other
	

	Attended  
	Randall Chase – Associated Press

	Attended  
	Jeannie Chiquoine – American Cancer Society

	Attended
	Coley duPont – AB&C

	Attended
	Jill Morrison – Lt. Governor’s Office

	Attended
	Jim Raymer – RTI

	Attended
	Charles Rodes – RTI

	Attended
	Jim Shannon – RTI

	Attended
	Roy Whitmore – RTI


	Staff
	

	Attended  
	Lisa Henry – DE Division of Public Health

	Attended  
	Katie Hughes – DE Division of Public Health

	Attended  
	Amy Maracle – DE Division of Public Health

	Attended  
	Jill Rogers – DE Division of Public Health

	Attended  
	Paul Silverman – DE Division of Public Health

	Attended  
	James Werner – DNREC

	Attended
	Robert Zimmerman – DNREC



Council members approved the April 21, 2008 meeting minutes without changes.

Statewide Environmental Monitoring Proposal
Meg Maley introduced the staff from RTI (Jim Raymer, Charles Rodes, Jim Shannon and Roy Whitmore) who would be presenting the proposal to the Council. Ms. Maley stated that the proposal had evolved out of Environment Committee meetings over the past several months, and that it was a resurrected initiative from over a decade ago that, at the time, was supported but not funded. The general purpose of the study would be environmental monitoring with the added element of human testing to see what is actually showing up in citizens’ blood/urine/hair. Ms. Maley stated that the goal is to establish a platform for decision-making if toxins are found. Ms. Maley also added that RTI was the group involved the first time the State looked at this issue in 1996, and that the Environment Committee has had extensive public involvement in creating this study proposal.
Dr. Grubbs asked that at some point the group discuss the use of the term “cancer cluster” as it has recently been used in discussions and the local media. Bill Bowser stated that the discussion could occur at the end of the meeting, after RTI’s presentation. Representative Hall-Long stated that she would like to follow-up with Dr. Grubbs sometime after the meeting on this subject.
RTI staff then took the floor to present an overview of the proposed study design, stating that the proposal is for a pilot study which is different than what was proposed in 1996 (a pre-pilot study). A PowerPoint presentation was given for Council members and an executive summary and graphs were handed out, along with copies of the slides.
Secretary Hughes had to leave the meeting early for another appointment, but before departing commented that he doesn’t believe the study will produce the results needed in order to address high cancer rates in DE, but rather information of purely academic interest. He also stated, however, that he is willing to commit DNREC funds if the Council decides to move forward with the study.
The Q & A session regarding the presentation was then opened up to Council members. The first question was cost related. RTI responded that phase one (the pilot study) was estimated to be just shy of $1 million, while the second phase of the study was proposed at $1.6 million in the first year, comparable in the second year, and at least $5 million in the third year. RTI staff stressed that these figures would be based on how many samples are to be taken and how many toxins are to be screened for.
Bill Bowser asked that the executive summary of the study proposal be made available to all members of the Consortium. He then asked Meg Maley to tell the Council where the Environment Committee is at in regards to the study proposal. Ms. Maley reported that the committee has voted to approve phase one with the idea that they are ready to commit to the concept of phase two but not the details of it. Ms. Maley also stated that funding may be available from CDC for phase two, and that there had been much banter between the scientists on the committee, members of the public and RTI to make sure everyone’s concerns about the science of the study were heard.
Dr. Grubbs asked if once the study was completed the Consortium would be able to make the leap from what is found in the study to what is going on with the State’s cancer rates. Paul Silverman responded that the data can be used to model risk assessments, and RTI staff stated that the data will fill in the gap of what Delaware citizens’ actual exposure is – very different from an air or water study. Dr. Grubbs stated that one of the strengths of the proposal is that samples will be archived for later testing of different or new toxins.

Patricia Hoge asked if samples would be taken on all occupants of each residence. RTI responded that only one person in each residence, chosen randomly, would be used in the study. Ms. Hoge then questioned what the parameters were for who could participate. RTI responded that such parameters had not yet been determined – these would need to be set by the Council/Consortium in the design of the study. Ms. Hoge then asked if the study would be following people or households for the 5 years, and how RTI planned to control for movement. RTI responded that if a person stayed within DE they could still be followed, but that a portion of the sample would be new.
Dr. Frantz asked how RTI would differentiate between sources (i.e. IR power plant vs. household dust/water/air). RTI responded that they would be using EPA’s methodology, receptor modeling, which categorizes signatures from sources. This is technology that was not available in 1996. The methodology is also now available to distinguish exposure (and the fraction of that exposure) that comes from cigarettes on a personal level. It has been proposed not to allow smokers to participate in this study but to allow smoking households to participate.
Dr. Spellman stated that he feels the study allows for the presumption that increased cancer incidence definitely has something to do with environmental exposure rather than behavioral risk factors. Bill Bowser then asked if the Consortium would get anything at the end of a year that could be useful or if the pilot study was just a “dress rehearsal.” RTI responded that there could be potential indications after year one but that there wouldn’t be any statistical inferential.
Lt. Governor Carney asked how this study was going in other areas. RTI responded that this study is not being done anywhere else in regards to cancer, but is being done on conditions such as cardiovascular disease.

Meg Maley stated that the public perception so far has been that one merit of the study would be that there would be some data available potentially showing them that what they’re exposed to is coming from within their own home – citizens can be told this same message over and over but won’t believe it until they “see” it for themselves. Bill Bowser asked if from a public policy perspective it’s not just as important to get to the “no it’s not this” point as it is to the “yes it is this” point.
Patricia Hoge stated that she was in favor of moving ahead with the study as long as there was a scientifically sound plan as to “data here leads to implementation there.”

Meg Maley summarized that the study:  would provide a baseline; could be repeated over time to see if exposure is decreasing/increasing; would help confirm the current estimates of what contaminants citizens are exposed to and how much (even if it is coming from indoors); allow for follow-up if there are unexpectedly high (or even low) levels of contaminants detected; and would allow the Consortium to be able to make general statements about contaminant sources.

Dr. Grubbs asked what had happened with the results of the DATAS study – in particular, if the public was made aware of the conclusions. Bill Bowser stated that although public perception might not have changed as result of that study there were some policy changes that followed. Dr. Grubbs stated that he was in favor of moving ahead if the question could be answered whether a statewide survey showing toxicology exposure of DE residents could translate into cancer risks and then be translated into making modifications. Mr. Bowser tasked Public Health, RTI and the Environment Committee with answering the questions of where the data is headed and what the Consortium will get from it and bringing that back to the Council in two months so a final decision can be made at the next meeting.

The meeting ran long so Mr. Bowser postponed the other Environment Committee updates, the SB 235 update and the cancer cluster discussion until the next meeting. 

Meeting documentation is available on the DCC website (www.delawarecancerconsortium.org) or by contacting Lisa Henry (Lisa.Henry@state.de.us or 302-744-1077) or Amy Maracle (Amy.Maracle@state.de.us or 302-744-1000).
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