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CGLI Comments Regarding IJC
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement
2009-2011 Priority Cycle Report on
Chemicals of Emerging Concern

The Council of Great Lakes Industries (CGLI) appreciates the thorough and methodical work that the IJC Science Advisory Board Workgroup on Chemicals of Emerging Concern has done on this Commission Priorities element.  CGLI has been involved in collaboration events hosted by the Workgroup and is pleased to see that many of the comments provided by experts assembled for these events have been included in the reports, conclusions, and recommendations of the Workgroup.  CGLI recommends that the following be added to the recommendations from the Workgroup.
· As the Parties work to implement Workgroup recommendations regarding assessment of exposure to and effects of toxic substances in the Great Lakes, they do so within a framework that includes collaboration and engagement of Basin stakeholders.   Processes similar to those utilized through the Great Lakes Binational Toxics Strategy should be used for advancing this work.

In regards to the portion of the Workgroup report that discusses work done by the Commission’s Health Professionals Task Force regarding human health impacts, the text includes a number of references to “a contractor,” “the contractor’s goals,” and “the contractor’s report.”  Since multiple contractor reports relating to the topic of chemicals of emerging concern can be found on the IJC website, the specific contractor and contractor’s report that relates to this Workgroup report should be identified and clearly referenced in the text.  
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Risks and Benefits of Fish Consumption

The Council of Great Lakes Industries (CGLI) appreciates the opportunity to provide the following comments on the 2009 – 2011 Priority Cycle Report on Risks and Benefits of Fish Consumption prepared by the Work Group on the risks and Benefits of Great Lakes Fish Consumption.
· The report text should make it clearer that sources of contaminants to which Great Lakes fish are exposed come from out-of-Basin sources and well as in-Basin sources.  In addition, there are multiple sources that need to be highlighted.  For example in the second paragraph of the Introduction the report reads “Contamination of Great Lakes waters by toxic chemicals derives from anthropomorphic activities, including industry and travel.”   This sentence would be more complete if it was reworded to read, “Contamination of Great Lakes Waters by toxic chemicals derives from anthropomorphic activities within and outside of the Great Lakes Basin, including industry, travel, municipal waste waters, air deposition, and a range of non-point sources.
· The third sentence in the second paragraph on page 2 states that “chemical pollutants,” identified elsewhere as coming from a variety of sources and “directly deposited as industrial waste.”  The words “as industrial wastes” should be removed from the sentence since, as the report previously acknowledges, they come from several different sources.
· The discussion on POPs on page 8 states, “’New’ POPs include polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs) and perfluorinated compounds.”  This wording is misleading for the following reasons:
· The only PBDE currently in production is deca-BDE.  Although heavily regulated, it has not been designated as a POP in European, Asian, or North American protocols.  Like other PBDE compounds (penta-BDE and octa-BDE) it is to be phased out of production, voluntarily. 
· The statement also suggests that a wide range of fluorinated chemicals are POPs subject to or under consideration by the parties to the Stockholm Convention.  "Perfluorinated compounds" is a broad and general term referring to fully fluorinated compounds.  Most fully fluorinated compounds do not fit the criteria for POPs under the Stockholm Convention.  In fact, the Stockholm POPs Convention web site (http://chm.pops.int/Convention/ThePOPs/tabid/673/Default.aspx) 
lists "perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, its salts and perfluorooctane sulfonyl fluoride" (i.e., PFOS and POSF) as the only fluorinated compounds currently listed or proposed for listing under the POPs convention.  CGLI recommends that IJC revise the wording on page 8 of the report to make it accurate by being specific to PFOS and POSF.
· The discussion of PCBs on page 8 includes the sentence “Ingestion of contaminated fice-bran oil also increases risk.”  CGLI is unaware that this exposure route is an on-going situation.  CGLI is only aware of the rice oil contamination issue that occurred many years ago in Japan.  If continuing exposures via this route are occurring, the report must cite a source or reference for this information. 

[image: msoD69EA]






[image: ]

Reply to:
Dale K. Phenicie
Environmental Affairs Consulting
402 Lighthouse Lane
Peachtree City, GA 30269
(770) 487-7585
 FAX (770) 631-7729
e-mail: dkphenicie@mindspring.com

October 31, 2011
CGLI Comments Regarding IJC
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement
2009-2011 Priority Cycle Report on
Nuisance and Harmful Algae
The Council of Great Lakes Industries is providing the following comment regarding the IJC Nuisance and Harmful Algae Work Group (NHAWG) report.  It is absolutely apparent that nuisance and harmful algae problems within the Great Lakes Basin, especially in the Western Basin of Lake Erie, are severe.  The NHAWG is to be commended for their extensive work to try and establish an understanding of the causes of and solutions to these problems.   However, the recommendations presented in the Workgroup report do not appear to track the needs spelled out in the report text.  Specifically:
· The primary action items called for in the report recommendations relate to implementation of a “no regrets” program directed towards agricultural practices.  While implementation of BMP practices within agricultural (and other) sectors regarding non-point source controls are needed, appropriate, and in many if not most cases already in place, a focus on this area as a primary response to the algae problem is not supported by the science evaluated by the Work Group.  Paragraph 4 that begins on page 2 of the report clearly states that “there appears to be a deficit of studies about the effects of ‘no-regrets’ management actions on algal blooms and their opportunity costs.”
· Stronger actions are needed in other areas discussed within the Work Group report.  These include:
· Enhanced research to improve the understanding of the role of invasive species, particularly mussels, in Basin phosphorus levels and dynamics.  Perhaps this is what is intended in recommendation number 1, but the need seems to be much stronger than the response implied by recommending an “observational study.”
· Enhanced public education programs that reach beyond “pilot testing” of the out-reach efforts described in recommendation number 5.
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