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I believe we are at a point where we can achieve consensus on three of the priority issues that we submitted to the legislature in our December 1995 report.  These issues will be put to the PAC at the March 8 meeting.  For many of us this reflects movement from all talk and no action.  In reality, I think we have needed the time in order to achieve a common measure of understanding and to reach a point where consensus is possible.  We were directed by the legislature to operate on a consensus basis wherever possible.  The issues where I think we can achieve consensus now are as follows:


	The cleanup action level issue which is discussed at page 7 of the report to the legislature is a relatively easy but very important part of the cleanup program.  We should be able to move this along and proceed to a rule-writing effort without much further discussion.


	I believe we can make a threshold decision on ecologically based cleanup standards which will form a basis for us moving forward on this priority issue.  There will be a very important study session or work session the morning of March 8 and I urge you to be part of that informal, relatively unstructured session in which we will frame the first decision that the PAC can make with respect to ecological risks.


	The TPH issue has been discussed at a couple of our meetings and is specifically addressed on page 7 of our report to the legislature.  On the basis of further discussions that have occurred with other groups who are working on this issue and with the risk assessment committee, I anticipate that we will have a decision that can achieve consensus on March 8.


	We should also be able to reach a consensus with respect to the general approach to technical assistance by Ecology which is discussed at page 8 of our report to the legislature


Please note, that the precise question that will be put to the PAC at the March 8 meeting on each of the above three issues may be phrased differently from the way we phrased it to the legislature.  We will attempt to circulate the revised issue as soon as it is framed although, as you can see from the above, the ecological risk issue will be developed in the study session the morning of March 8.


Even an optimist like me realizes that with the decisions that we will make there will be follow-up work with many of the subjects.  For example, we may find that additional decisions with respect to TPH are required late summer or early fall.  Any decision we make with respect to ecological risks will no doubt require further decisions with respect to methodology.  Nevertheless, these will be important starts towards resolution on key priority issues.


If you haven't sensed it already, I want to alert you that there are a number of small group efforts that are proceeding on a variety of issues.  While we continue to work within our subcommittees for framing issues, a number of people are working very diligently putting in a considerable amount of time on specific issues.  There are many examples.  For example, Len Barson and Taryn McCain have been working on the technical assistance question along with Curtis Dahlgren of Ecology's staff.  I don't want to leave anyone out but that is just one example of a number of efforts that are proceeding, and are vital to our success.  


I encourage you to contact Pat Serie or me if you have any questions about discussions that are going on.  While I mentioned that a number of groups are working on issues, there is nothing secret about any of these discussions.  In fact, I am very encouraged by the problem solving attitude and approach that everybody seems to be taking.  Some of you have heard me use the example of how Loren Dunn advanced a position that he felt was important to Kevin Godbout at a recent subcommittee meeting.  That was done seriously and reflected a strong commitment by Loren to the consensus process.


I realize that for many there is still some confusion over the use of the case studies but I encourage you to bear with us.  At the March 8 meeting we will try to be as specific as possible as to how the case studies will be of assistance to us as we proceed through the risk assessment and remedy selection decisions that we posed to the legislature.  There will be a link between our report to the legislature and the case studies.  On the other hand, the case studies are not the exclusive vehicle for our decision making.  They are simply a useful tool and much effort has gone into them as a reality check for our decision making.


I look forward to seeing each of you on March 8 as we make some important decisions.


JDB:kme
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