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General Framework to Assess General Framework to Assess 
Management of Management of 

GLBTS Level 1 Substances:  GLBTS Level 1 Substances:  
A RefresherA Refresher
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Draft Level 1 AssessmentsDraft Level 1 Assessments

Draft assessments follow the general 
framework 
Drafts presented today:  HCB, B(a)P, 
PCBs, Mercury, Dioxins/Furans, 
Alkyl-lead, Pesticides
These are early drafts, in some cases 
too preliminary to share with the 
workgroup
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