Leann Diehl, American Chemistry Council 
via email 3/4/09

My stakeholder priorities:
 
1`) The Stakeholder process must be robust, thoughtful and thorough.  As a stakeholder, my proirity is to ensure significant time and opportunity for a full discussion of the issues is created, including time for analysis, review and agreement on each provision of the draft rule.  The DEP's invitation to interested parties wherein the DEP asked stakeholders to limit comments to 2 paragraphs, and comments at the meetings to 2-3 minutes is totally unacceptable.   If the DEP wants to allow everyone who enters the room a seat at the table, fine.  But to then ask each person to be as brief as possible diminishes the whole purpose of convening a stakeholder group.  
 
2) A second priority is to hear from the DEP what process is being used to select chemicals of high concern and an update on where the DEP is in that selection process.
 
3)  A third priority is to review, analyze and come to agreement on each section of the draft rule. 
 
4)  A fourth priority is to require DEP to do extensive outreach to small business owners in Maine who may be affected by the final rule, in an effort to avoid the chaos of the recently delayed federal rule on banning lead in children's products.  Maine small businesses must be protected throughout this process.
 
5)  A fifth priority is to create meeting times that are practical.  Five hour meetings that include an hour for lunch do not accommodate those who travel long distances, or operate businesses, or must take time off from work to attend.  
 
Thank you,
Leann Diehl

Via email 2/27/09
Comments - concerns:
 
As a representative of the business community, I must say that setting aside 5 hours for a stakeholder process is very difficult.   And then to learn today that an hour of those 5 is just for lunch is frustrating.   It would be helpful to have meetings that are 3 hours, no lunch.  On March 6, I would like to have a discussion about times and duration of  meetings.   Personally, I find productivity in meetings erodes after 3 hours.
 
It feels like the process is being rushed.  We just learned about the meeting and now we have a March 4 deadline to provide the meat of the stakeholder process.   I will be advocating for slowing down so we can have a careful and thoughtful process.   Deadlines need to be expansive so that people have ample time to participate.   Having a March 4 date for deadline on comments on the two major activities of the stakeholder process is unrealistic.  Stakeholder concerns should be allowed until the April meeting.  I would hope we would have this first meeting, create a process that accommodates everyone's needs, develop a meeting schedule, establish goals and activities, and then determine a schedule for comments with deadlines.   
 
As the federal lead law so clearly pointed out, rushing on issues this complicated leads to serious unintended consequences.   I would like to avoid the federal mistake here in Maine and ensure we go slowly and with careful thought and deliberation.
 
Thank you,
Leann Diehl 


