The EMS Experience is published quarterly and made available to the agencies and organizations
participating in the National Biosolids Partnership—a voluntary program endorsing the concept of
continuous improvement and facilitating the development of environmental management systems.
Back issues can be viewed by clicking on the above logo—Samuel J. Hadeed, Editor

July - September 2008 NBP EMS Update
Hope everyone had a great and restful summer. There were several biosolids news stories that
the AP reported on over the past few months, amicus briefs filed by WEF and NACWA in support
of the Kern County appellates, and the scheduled Senate briefing was cancelled after a
controversial letter surfaced. And, now the Center for Food Safety intends to file a lawsuit to sue
EPA over its 2003 refusal to put a moratorium on dumping biosolids on farmland. WEFTEC is just
around the corner in Chicago in mid-October with several biosolids activities, including an NBP
reception. NBP will also launch the Biosolids Best Practices Network at WEFTEC which will be a
second track to the EMS certification program for agencies interested in pursuing best biosolids
management practices without the third-party audit certification requirements. Several agencies
planning to undergo third-party audits later this year will have an opportunity to attend audit training
workshops in November. A 501 EMS certified agency workshop is also planned for February - SJH
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Louisville and Chicago Newest NBP EMS Certified Agencies

•

Agencies and Organizations Pursuing Certification in 2008

•

Two Auditor Training Workshops Planned in November by NBP

•

NBP Looking for EMS Agency to Host February 2009 Certified Agency Workshop

•

WEFTEC Biosolids Events

•

NBP EMS Reception Invitation

•

NBP to Introduce New Biosolids Best Practices Network

•

Upcoming Events and Reminders

Two New NBP EMS Certified Agencies
NBP congratulates the following two agencies for recently achieving certification of
its biosolids EMS program:
•
•

Louisville & Jefferson County MSD – Louisville, KY (July 31, 2008)
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago – Chicago,
IL (August 4, 2008)

Click on the NBP Seal of Approval logo for a complete listing of NBP EMS certified
agencies. All certified agencies have their EMS Success Stories posted on the NBP
web page:
http://www.biosolids.org/ems_main.asp?sectionid=48&pageid=199&pagename=Cer
tified%20Agency%20EMS%20Success%20Stories.
Chicago held its EMS celebration on September 18. Louisville will hold their
ceremony on September 30 and Alexandria on November 11.

Agencies and Organizations Pursuing Certification in 2008
Agency
Santa Rosa
Chattanooga
New England Organics
Richmond
Erving
Pima County
Soil Preparation, Inc.
Western Carolina
Wyoming
Larch Correction Center
Mechanic Falls

State
CA
TN
ME
VA
ME
AZ
ME
SC
MI
WA
ME

Estimated Audit Date
Oct-08
Aug-08
Nov-08
Nov-08
Nov-08
Oct-08
Nov-08
Nov-08
Nov-08
Dec-08
Nov-08

There currently are 100 organizations participating in the NBP. Twenty-two have received NBP
certification of their biosolids EMS program and continue to receive staff administrative support in
the form of contract preparation, negotiation and management. Fifteen wastewater agencies
achieved Platinum Level status in the NBP EMS Program. Eleven organizations are scheduled for
the initial Verification Audit post-September 2008. All of the certified agencies and organizations
scheduled for certification currently receive all requested technical and administrative support from
NBP staff. Also, there are several current NBP participating organizations (UOSA, VA;
Spartanburg, SC; Richmond, VA; Thorn Creek, IL; and Mankato, MN) that have asked to renew
their EMS development through technical support. NBP staff has offered to support.
Participating agencies receive different layers of services and benefits commensurate with their
accomplishments. See www.biosolids.org for a description of the benefits and services.

Upcoming Auditor Training Workshops
Dates have been set for two one-day Auditor Workshops offered to agencies and organizations
planning their initial verification audits in 2008. On November 5, Ann Thayer, Director of
Regulatory & Technical Services for New England Organics, has made available her office in
Saco, Maine, for the first Auditor Workshop. On November 7, Jerry Stewart, Director-Waste
Resources Division for the City of Chattanooga, TN, has offered his conference room and facilities
at the Moccasin Bend Wastewater Treatment Plant for Auditor Workshop redo. KEMA’s Jon
Shaver will be the principal presenter in Maine; Bill Hancuff in Tennessee.
The planned agenda for both workshops will include the following:
1.
2.

3.
4.

Introductions
Background (The NBP, its goals, the Biosolids EMS Program and the Verification Process.
Will introduce the concepts of systems standards, techniques used to test compliance with a
standard, and the intent of an auditor’s question)
Management System Basics (Discussion of what a management system is and how it is
intended to function; required scope, goals and functionality for Biosolids EMS
The NBP EMS Elements (Discussion of the EMS elements, process approach to
requirements & possible integration. This portion of the presentation will Include a short
class exercise to
• Identify critical control points
• Explain and describe public participation & external communication
• Describe requirements for controlling contractors
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5.
6.

7.

Documentation Requirements (Will include discussion of the simplified EMS Manual).
What to Expect in the Verification Audit (Discussion of purpose of audits, how they are
conducted, the nature of the questions, non-conformances and the corrective action
process).
Experience (Discussion will include the common deficiencies auditors are finding).

NBP Looking for EMS Agency to Host February 2009 Certified Agency Workshop
NBP Staff is seeking EMS certified agencies that would be interested in hosting the planned
February 2009 501 Workshop at their facility. If interested, please contact Gene DeMichele at:
edemichele@wef.org or call 703-684-2438. Thanks.

WEFTEC Biosolids Activities
For those of you attending WEFTEC 2008 in Chicago, IL, a complete listing of biosolids related
events can be viewed by visiting: http://www.biosolids.org/news_calendar.asp?id=2061.

NBP EMS Reception Invitation at WEFTEC
NBP Chairman Dick Lanyon invites you and your agency colleagues to a reception for NBPCertified Agencies at WEFTEC Chicago, on Tuesday, October 21, 5:30 p.m., at the Sheraton
Chicago Hotel and Towers. NBP EMS agencies attending WEFTEC are welcome to come and
enjoy a celebration of newly certified agencies and the hospitality of the Windy City. Please RSVP
by September 30. Send replies and names of attendees to: Sam Hadeed at shadeed@wef.org.
Thanks.

NBP to Introduce New Biosolids Best Practices Network (BBPN)
In July, a communication’s specialist and graphic designer were contacted to help with the
preparation of a brochure promoting the Biosolids Best Practices Network (BBPN)—the new
participatory track established by the Steering Committee to encourage organizations interested in
working toward the development of a management system but without the commitment to the
audit. The BBPN is a key element of the NBP designed to attract widespread agency support and
participation short of a commitment for full certification. It is intended to engage large numbers of
agencies in better biosolids management with minimal expense to the agencies and to WEF. A
draft of the brochure is being prepared and will be vetted by the three Partners with an anticipated
release at WEFTEC Chicago, October 18 – 22, 2008.
The new track promotion will include the following:
•
•
•
•

A finalized list of requirements, benefits and incentives for participation;
A sliding fee schedule for participation in the two tracks based on average daily flow or
tons produced;
A market plan to enroll 100 new organizations during 2009; and,
Partnerships with selected WEF MAs, regional associations and certified agencies
resulting in at least four webcasts or regional workshops.

A new banner head has been placed near the top of the NBP web page for the BBPN. A direct link
will be: http://www.biosolids.org/BiosolidsBestPracticesNework/.
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Upcoming Events and Reminders
Reminders
•

WEFTEC 2008 – WEFTEC .08 will be held at McCormick Place in Chicago, IL from
October 18 – 22. For more information, visit: http://www.weftec.org/home.htm.

•

Auditor Training Workshops –November 5 (Saco, ME) and November 7 (Chattanooga,
TN).

•

For all agencies, especially if you are new to the program, please remember to contact
your state/federal regulator to let him/her know that you are in the program. Discuss with
them that they are an interested party and will be receiving updates on your progress.
When scheduling audit activities, reach out to your regulator. Your state/federal regulator is
an important stakeholder to your biosolids program’s success!

•

The NBP Certification Program is a five-year commitment to continuous improvement.
Certified agencies in their first or third program-year will receive in February a tentative
schedule for their required Year 1 and Year 3 audits to be scheduled on or before their
certification date. Agencies in their 2nd or 4th program-year have an option to perform an
internal audit. Questions? Contact edemichele@wef.org.

Do you receive the NBP weekly e-newsletter? Stay current on latest biosolids
happenings and NBP updates. It’s easy to sign up – encourage your colleagues to
register on NBP’s webpage - www.biosolids.org.
To subscribe or to remove your name from our mailing list, please click here. Questions or comments?
Please contact Sam Hadeed, 703-684-2418.
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Week of September 22, 2008 - No. 598
To:

NBP Web Site Registrants and Visitors

From:

Sam Hadeed, NBP Office: 703-684-2418 or
shadeed@wef.org

Subject: Weekly Biosolids Update from NBP
How the NBP EMS Program Benefited Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of
Greater Chicago; NBP July-September 2008 EMS Program Update Available; EPA
Appoints New Head of Science Advisory Board; FDA Proposes Rule Require Source
Water Fecal Coliform Testing for Bottled Water Products; Sewage Sludge Stinks, But
Is It Dangerous?; Bedford County, VA Biosolids Permits Put Online; High Energy
Costs Prompt Farmers to Eye Treated Sewage for Fertilizer; $76M Biosolids Plant in
Comprehensive Tribunal Win; EPA Issues Draft Problem Formulation for Human
Health Risk Assessments of Pathogens in Land-Applied Biosolids.
From Sam Hadeed, shadeed@wef.org. How
the NBP EMS Program Benefited the
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of
Greater Chicago. The Metropolitan Water
Reclamation District of Greater Chicago’s EMS
celebration was held on September 18 in
Chicago, IL and included attendance by NBP
representatives from WEF, NACWA, and U.S.
EPA. As part of the ceremony, the NBP
certification plaque and flag were presented to
the District’s Board of Commissioners and was
followed by a luncheon ceremony.
Photo: (l to r, Back Row) Jim Hanlon EPA Office of Wastewater Management Director; Ken Kirk,
NACWA Executive Director: Dan Collins, MWRGC EMS Coordinator; Terry O’Brien, President
MWRGC Board of Commissioners; Tim Williams, WEF Government Affairs Managing Director; Bill
Bertera, WEF Executive Director; Dick Lanyon, MWRGC General Superintendent and NBP Chair
Front Row ( to r): District Commissioners - Barbara McGowan, Debra Shore, Patricia Young,
Patricia Horton, Kathleen Therese Meany, Gloria Allitto Majewski, Frank Avila

The District’s biosolids EMS was independently verified on August 4, 2008 by the audit
firm, NSF International. For the District, the most significant benefits of the NBP EMS
program development and implementation process include: increased public participation,
standardization of operational practices, capturing the knowledge of senior operators,
increased awareness of biosolids internally, improved coordination with contractors,
increased training opportunities and identification of long term operational needs. For more
information on Chicago’s Biosolids EMS program, please visit:
http://www.mwrd.org/MO/biosolids/default.htm. To view the District’s EMS Success Story,
visit:
http://www.biosolids.org/docs/Chicago_IL%20MWRDGC%20EMS%20Success%20Story_2
008.pdf.
From Sam Hadeed, shadeed@wef.org. NBP July-September 2008 EMS Program
Update Available. The July-September 2008 issue of the NBP EMS Update is now
available for viewing. This newsletter is sent quarterly to each of the NBP EMS participating
agencies, Steering Committee, Advisory and Appeals Board Committees, and to technical
assistance contractors and state regulators and other interested parties. This newsletter is
a supplement to the weekly e-newsletter that NBP sends to registered users of the
www.biosolids.org web page. To view the July-September 2008 issue, visit:
http://www.biosolids.org/docs/NBP_EMS_MonthlyUpdate_July_Sept2008.pdf. Back issues
of the EMS updates are also available by visiting the NBP EMS Program main directory at:
http://biosolids.org/ems_main.asp?sectionid=48&pageid=203.
#Top of the Document
From Dave Ryan, ryan.dave@epa.gov. EPA Appoints New Head of Science Advisory
Board. EPA Administrator Stephen L. Johnson announced on September 17 the
appointment of Dr. Deborah Swackhamer, an internationally recognized expert on toxic
chemicals in freshwater lakes and rivers, as chair of the EPA Science Advisory Board
(SAB). Dr. Swackhamer, Professor of Environmental Health Sciences and Co-Director of
the Water Resources Center at the University of Minnesota in Minneapolis-St. Paul, brings
to the job extensive research and experience applying science to environmental protection.
Her research interests focus on chemical and biological processes affecting the behavior
and fate of toxic organic contaminants such as PCBs, dioxins, and pesticides in the aquatic
environment, particularly bioaccumulation of persistent compounds in fish in the Great
Lakes.
The SAB is an independently chartered federal advisory committee composed of external
scientists and engineers. The SAB's principal mission includes reviewing the quality and
relevance of the scientific and technical information being used or proposed as the basis for
EPA regulations. Every year, EPA solicits nominations for members to serve on the SAB.
The chair will serve a two-year term beginning Oct. 1. For more Information about the SAB,
visit: http://www.epa.gov/sab.
#Top of the Document
From Sam Hadeed, shadeed@wef.org. FDA Proposes Rule Require Source Water
Fecal Coliform Testing for Bottled Water Products. The Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) announced in the September 17 Federal Register that it is proposing to amend its
bottled water regulations to require that source water, which is currently subject to weekly
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microbiological testing, be tested specifically for total coliform as is done for finished bottled
water products. Further, FDA is proposing that if any coliform organisms are detected in
source water or finished bottled water products, bottled water manufacturers would be
required to test for the bacterium Escherichia coli (E. coli), an indicator of fecal
contamination. FDA also is proposing to amend the adulteration provision of the bottled
water standard to reflect the possibility of adulteration caused by the presence of filth.
Bottled water containing E. coli would be considered adulterated, and source water
containing E. coli would not be considered to be of a safe, sanitary quality and would be
prohibited from use in the production of bottled water. In addition, this rule would require
bottlers to rectify or eliminate the source of E. coli contamination in source water and keep
records of such actions. Existing regulatory provisions would require bottled water
manufacturers to keep records of new testing required by this rule. FDA tentatively
concludes that this proposed rule, if finalized, will ensure that FDA's standards for the
minimum quality of bottled water, as affected by fecal contamination, will be no less
protective of the public health than those set by the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) for public drinking water. Submit written or electronic comments on the proposed rule
by November 17, 2008. Submit comments on information collection issues. To view the
Federal Register notice, visit: http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/EPAWATER/2008/September/Day-17/w21619.htm.
#Top of the Document
From Mobile, AL Press-Register, 9-19-08. Sewage Sludge Stinks, But Is It
Dangerous? The sewage sludge sprayed on farm fields in Grand Bay presents two issues
for residents and customers of the Mobile, AL Area Water and Sewer Service (MAWSS).
First, is it safe? Second, is it a nuisance? The treated human waste (biosolids) is used as
fertilizer on farm fields under the authority of a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
program established in 1993. MAWSS officials say that its heaviest user, coffee executive
Leroy Hill, has saved customers $10 million to $15 million over the last 15 years.
Both MAWSS and EPA say the practice is legal and well-regulated, but in recent years it
has become controversial nationwide. Some critics claim that sewage fertilizer could
contaminate soil with everything from heavy metals such as mercury to viral pathogens.
The safety question was to have been the subject of a U.S. Senate committee hearing on
Sept. 11, but the hearing was abruptly canceled because of the involvement of some
scheduled participants in a Georgia lawsuit.
Grand Bay residents living near the fields and MAWSS officials do agree that the stuff
stinks. MAWSS maintains that the fields were being sprayed for years before subdivisions
sprang up around them, but some of the neighbors say they didn't know about the sludge
spraying when they moved in. Now they say they can't enjoy or sell their property because
of the smell. Some of them also complain of health problems they think are a result of the
spraying. MAWSS can't be faulted for following EPA regulations, essentially recycling
human waste rather than disposing of it in a landfill, and trying to save customers money.
But if the sludge proves to be more of a threat to public health than a boon to farmers, the
EPA may have to end the practice. And if the smell is too offensive, growth and
development in the Grand Bay area could be hindered.
Until the EPA or Congress decides whether or not the current regulations sufficiently
protect public health and the environment, MAWSS should consider upgrading its treatment
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of the sludge to what's known as "Class A" biosolids rather than the current "Class B" level.
Class A biosolids are those that have been more thoroughly treated to eliminate pathogens
and reduce the odor. MAWSS admits that with further growth in the county, it may have to
upgrade the treatment regardless. But that would cost an estimated $3 million to upgrade
the treatment system and another $1 million annually to operate it — costs that would have
to be passed on to customers in the form of higher sewer rates.
So resolving the problem sooner or later involves tradeoffs. But the overriding concern
must be public health, even if sewer service ends up costing more. If using treated human
waste as fertilizer endangers nearby residents or contaminates the soil in which crops are
grown for human or animal consumption, then either the treatment needs to be upgraded or
the practice needs to be stopped.
#Top of the Document
From Roanoke, VA Times, 9-19-08. Bedford County, VA Biosolids Permits Put
Online. Bedford County, VA Web site has a database of permit holders who can use the
debated sludge. Some call it sludge. Others prefer the term biosolids. Regardless of its
name, it's treated sewage sludge used in place of chemical fertilizers -- and if you live in
Bedford County there is a new tool to find out if your neighboring farm is a state-permitted
site to receive it. A database of about 130 permit holders was posted on the county's Web
site Thursday - www.co.bedford.va.us/biosolids.
County spokesman Bill Hoy said residents provided the data and the county will update it
as new permits are approved. However he cautioned that a permit does not mean the
product actually has been spread at every location. Just because "they have been granted
a permit ... they may never apply biosolids," Hoy said. Sludge was at the center of heated
debates in Bedford County in summer 2007 when the board of supervisors adopted an
ordinance to monitor the application and storage of the product in the county.
Some residents who spoke against the application of sludge said they feared it could cause
adverse health effects. But many farmers disagree. "I feel spreading biosolids is better
than putting chemicals on our land," said Jeff Powers, chairman of the county's Agricultural
Economic Development Advisory Board. He went on to say biosolids are "critical" for the
county's farmers because the cost of chemical fertilizer has skyrocketed. What used to cost
a couple of hundred dollars now exceeds $1,000, Powers said.
According to the county's Web site, municipal wastewater treatment plants pay companies
to dispose of biosolids. Those companies in turn give the product to farmers for free.
Officials in Bedford County began to examine the issue last year after it gained the
attention of the General Assembly in 2007.
A Texas-based company that recycles organic waste made an agreement with state Sen.
Steve Newman, R-Lynchburg, to close a sludge storage facility on Otterville Road in March
2007. The company, Synagro, also reportedly agreed not open a second storage facility on
Laughon Road between Bedford and Moneta. Permits to spread sludge are issued by the
state's Department of Environmental Quality, and localities have no power to regulate the
spreading but can monitor storage
#Top of the Document
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From U.S. News & World Report, 9-18-08
9-18-08.. High Energy Costs Prompt Farmers to Eye
Treated Sewage for Fertilizer. Advocates insist it's safe (and often free), but others worry
about health and environmental effects. Mineral, VA.—The impacts of high energy costs
and a bad economy are being widely felt—and smelled—around here, as local farmers
increasingly look to the creative, but controversial, use of treated human and industrial
waste as fertilizer. From the road, the smell isn't overwhelming, but it's certainly not
pleasant, and the only visible signs of something unusual are the orange flags planted
around the edge of someone's property. The flags might easily be overlooked by an
outsider, but they provide an alert that's well understood by locals: This field has been
fertilized with treated sewage.
The stuff's technical name is "biosolids," and it's been used by golf courses, parks, and
even some farms for decades. But partly because of rising energy costs, farmers here and
elsewhere in the United States have been more aggressively eyeing the processed waste
product as an alternative to pricey fertilizer. Farmers can get it for free in most places, and
many are saving hundreds of dollars per acre as a result.
But biosolids remain controversial, which isn't surprising given where they come from.
Environmentalists, consumer advocates, and flummoxed neighbors have expressed fear
and alarm over what they feel are the excessive health risks of applying biosolids to
farmland. Many view it as a dangerous source of toxins and disease-causing bacteria, and
in the past year there have been growing calls for the federal government to limit its use or,
at the very least, further examine its impact. Countering them are government officials and
some academics, who say that there's no real scientific evidence to back up those dire
claims.
Clearly the "sewage" component of biosolids is at the root of the controversy. Technically
speaking, biosolids aren't the same thing as sewage sludge, which is the solid remnant that
gets separated out of wastewater. Rather, they're a highly treated and modified form of
sludge—sludge that's been processed to remove the various pathogens, metals, toxins,
and other nasty things that get flushed down toilets or pushed out of industrial exhaust
pipes. The sewage, of course, has to go somewhere. Oceans and rivers are off-limits for
obvious environmental reasons. Landfills and incinerators are possibilities, but they're
costly. So spreading it on land—primarily as fertilizer—has become an attractive option,
both for waste water treatment plants and for farmers.
Compared with chemical fertilizers, biosolids still have a much smaller following. In Virginia,
which has about 8.5 million total acres of farmland, about 55,000 acres are treated with
biosolids. That's a small percentage, but it's significant. Nationally, about 7 million tons of
biosolids are produced annually, with more than half of it applied to land. In western
Virginia now, there is a five-year waiting list for farmers wanting to get in on the practice,
and the expectation there is that demand could grow. "I think there are a lot more farmers
who would like to get it than can get it," says Virginia Biosolids Council chairman Mike
McEvoy.
Given the discomforting nature of their contents, biosolids are heavily regulated—a point
that is touted by proponents as evidence of their safety. There are federal and state
restrictions on what elements they can and cannot contain and when and where they can
be applied. To prevent run-off into watersheds, minimum barriers or buffers have to be
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adopted. States, meanwhile, have inspectors to make sure guidelines are properly
followed.
These assurances do little to assuage critics, but they're not the only people who have
questions. Even officials who monitor biosolids and support the practice have expressed
some doubts. Right now, the most pressing one is: What's in this stuff? The Environmental
Protection Agency, over the past few decades, has done ample scientific research to try to
answer that question, but "there are those who question whether that research is
complete," says Neil Zahradka, head of the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality's
biosolids division.
In particular, many staples of American life—pharmaceutical drugs, cosmetics,
detergents—contain chemicals that seem to elude existing methods for filtering them out. In
February of this year, the U.S. Geological Survey released a study showing that
earthworms living in fields treated with biosolids were consuming small (but significant)
amounts of various disinfectants and antibiotics from the soil. All these unknowns have
made for a contentious and litigious fight. Lawsuits have broken out in several states
between farmers and local and federal officials. In Georgia, for example, farmers have
claimed that biosolids have killed their dairy cows.
Biosolids proponents acknowledge that they have a PR problem. "People have this phobia
because it's human waste," says Sam Hadeed of the National Biosolids Partnership. But
they also say there are benefits that are usually overlooked. Run-off from chemical fertilizer
has been responsible, in large part, for the growing aquatic wastelands that now sit off the
cost of the Gulf of Mexico and the Chesapeake Bay. Biosolids largely avoid that problem
because they are organic and release their chemicals more slowly. Chemical fertilizer is
also a huge natural-gas hog, whereas biosolids can actually be used as a biofuel for energy
in addition to its use as fertilizer.
How rapidly farmers choose to adopt biosolids will depend upon a number of things, among
them fertilizer prices, new research findings, and political support, as well as the amount of
biosolids produced by treatment plants. In Virginia, a committee is reviewing the state's
policies and is expected to report its findings to the legislature in January.
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From Australian Star - Pakenham, Victoria, Australia, 9-22-08. $76m Biosolids Plant
in Comprehensive Tribunal Win. A $76 million plant to dry sewage sludge at Black Rock
has won approval at the state’s planning tribunal. Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal brushed aside the objections of Thirteenth Beach Coast Watch and Clean Ocean
Foundation to approve the project. A company will operate the plant at Barwon Water’s
Black Rock sewage farm to produce “biosolids” pellets, which can be used as fertilizer or
fuel. The plant will free Barwon Water from its existing process of trucking the by-product
away from Black Rock for dispersal or processing elsewhere.
The tribunal ruled that the objectors’ bid to stop the plant failed “comprehensively…on a
number of grounds”. Their representative based arguments against the plant on
“hypothetical” arguments about possible rather than definite impacts on neighboring
properties and the environment, the tribunal said. The representative was also unable to
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answer “straightforward questions” and her only formal evidence was from someone “who
could best be described as from the field of environmental economics.” “On any objective
assessment, there can be no possible finding that the interests of either the Clean Ocean
Foundation or Thirteenth Beach Coast Watch are unreasonably and adversely affected,”
the tribunal said.
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From Sam Hadeed
Hadeed,, shadeed@wef.org. EPA Issues Draft Problem Formulation for
Human Health Risk Assessments of Pathogens in Land-Applied Biosolids. EPA
announced in the September 19 Federal Register that it is releasing is announcing the
release of a pre-dissemination, external review draft titled, ``Problem Formulation for
Human Health Risk Assessments of Pathogens in Land-applied Biosolids'' (EPA/600/R08/035A), for both public comment and external peer review. The public comment period
will span 45 days. Eastern Research Group (ERG), under contract with EPA, will convene
an independent panel of experts and organize and conduct an external peer-review
workshop to review the draft document. Both the U.S. EPA and ERG invite the public to
register to attend this workshop. Additional information regarding both submissions and
registration is provided in the remainder of the document. The public comment period and
the external peer-review workshop are separate processes that provide opportunities for all
interested parties to comment on the document. In addition to consideration by EPA, all
public comments submitted in accordance with this notice will also be forwarded to the
external peer-review panel for review prior to the workshop. EPA is releasing this draft
document solely for the purpose of pre-dissemination peer review under applicable
information quality guidelines. This document has not been formally disseminated by EPA.
It does not represent and should not be construed to represent any Agency policy or
determination.
The 45-day public comment period will begin September 19, 2008 and end November 3,
2008. Technical comments should be provided in writing and must be received by the U.S.
EPA by November 3, 2008. Comments received after this date will only be considered if
time permits and might not be included for discussion at the external peer-review
workshop. The external peer-review workshop will be held on November 19, 2008, starting
at 8:30 a.m. and adjourning by 5 p.m. The external peer-review workshop will be held at
U.S. EPA's Andrew W. Briedenbach Environmental Research Center (AWBERC), Rooms
120-126, 26 W. Martin Luther King Drive, Cincinnati, Ohio 45268. ERG is organizing,
convening, and conducting the peer-review workshop. Registration to attend the external
review workshop must be completed prior to November 12, 2008. To view the Federal
Register notice, visit: http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/EPA-RESEARCH/2008/September/Day19/r21959.htm.
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