AFhe Society of the ,G’,E',ij
o lastics Industry, Inc. . wl i

355 Lexington Avenue
New York, New York 10017
(212) 573 9400

February 23, 1976

Mr., Don R. Goodwin

Emission Standards & Engineering Division
Envirconmental Protection 2Zgerncy

Researcn Triangle Parkx, North Carolina 27711

Dear Mr. Goodwin:

Enclosed herewith, on behalf of the Vinyl Chlorice
anéd Polyvinyl Chloride Producers Group oI The Society of
the Plastics Industry, Inc. (SPI), are comments on the
Proposed Standard for Vinyl Chloride published in 40 Fed.
Reg. 59532 on December24, 1975. As we testificd at the
public hearing on the Proposed Standard on February 3,

1976, we commend the Agency for adopting an approach which
allowed an open exchange of information between the techni-
cal people of the Agency, the industry, and other interes:ted
parties. We also support the Agency's utilization cf a
Quantitative Risk Assessment Analvsis in determining the
appropriate control technology, although as I also testified
we believe the Agency did not weigh finely enough theé costs
against the benefits likely to be achieved in protecting

public health. -
: Although there is much with ¢ agree, there

are also a nurtrer o individuzl stazt nG assgroicns

in the Proposed Standaxd and suppoxt QTents which we

consider errorecus, The two documen ¢nclesing e

spell out our differcnces are as foil

1. Ccmments on the Stenda
documents prenarcd by e ”b"r:;:al
Vinyi Chlorice and Polyvinyl Chlorid

2. Coments by the tealth Subcommittee of the
vinyl Chloride and Polyvinyl Chlcricde Producers Greoup.
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We urge the Ac;nc" tc taxe these corments into

account before the final Stardard is promulgated; to
corrcct the errors noted in the attached statemcnts; and
to weigh more carefully some of the centrel reguirements
whose costs we believe far excecd any potential benefit,

There were four specific matters raised when the
EPA panel was questioning me during the public hearing
on February 3. To complete the record, the following
comments are respectiully S‘Eﬁitzed.

1. Ve were askeé Ly lr. Fermer {(Transcrizt of
Proceedings, hercinafter: "7r." nzge 68) to comment on
"...the uses of PVYC znd ther *he ncssible cuistituoczs for
PVC in all these end use applicetions." EPA's own repcris
on this guestion have alreadv cowvcred the widcsprzad and
diversified vzes of PVC in the medical, construciicn,
applicance, electrical, transportation, pacraging and
many cther incustries.

As to the concept iisell, we respectiully submit
that substitutability rer se¢ is not a valid isstve. TFirstk,
our legal research confirms Dr. ruzmack's observaticn
that there is no authority in the Cleean rir Act for EZPA
to ban selected uses cf PVC (Tr. 52). Secondly, under
the prcposed Standard, the level of VC!M emissions would
be reduced by 95 percent; at such low levels there is
no clearly established nealth risk andé, hence, no dancer
to the public health which must be Iurther obviated.
Finally, even given exhaustive investigation of guestiocns
inte*re"***g safety, costs, aveilebility of raw rateriels,
production and t:chnologlcal capability, capital investrment
arnd other related issues, &s a practical metter substituta-
pility remains an impecnderable, Thus, under the circum~
stances of this case, we €0 not belizve it wgould bhe Zruitciul
for EPA to explore these issucs further.

2. In response to Dr. ¥nelscn's gueztion (Tr. 71)
about dialvsis machines, the princizzl usacge ol 2VC Is
in the extensive tubing which circulazes the zazient's

blcod through the machine.
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3. 7To Dr. Marcus (Tr. 76) I promiscd to clarify
the dates ". . . when Malteoni first informed industry and
industry first informed EPR . . ." about the prelirln ry
results of lialtoni's inhalaticn studies with rats. In-
dustry was Iirst informed at & technical svmposium in
Bologna, Italy held from April 9 to ~pril 12, 1973, This
can be confirred by Dr. Saffiotti of XNIOSH who was in
the audience. The USx VCM/PVC industry represcntatives
did not rewcr:t to IEPZ; this Information was recorted to

NICOSH as reguired by regulations promulcated under €20
of the Occupational Safewy and Eealth Zct.

4. Dr. Marcus alsc asxed (Tr. 82) Zfor & rescense
on SPI'c position regarding texic substan ces legisleticn,
We generally support the moderate, responsible apprcach
of the McCollister Bill (E.R. 7664),

Finally, we want to re-emphasize cur zelief that
EPA lealership is needed to develop a vinvl chlorice
health research program under the joint soonsu:shlp o=
expert representatives from government, industry, labor
and other interested groups. A further reason for this
approach was provided on the very day of the EPA hearing
on the Vinyl Chloride Standardé by way 0 the sensaticnalized
disclosure of a new study relating to whether vinyl chleoride
is a potential mutagen. The resort in cguescion was not
availakle to any of the industry representatives wio testi-
fied at the hoarldg , nOor was 1t macde a part of the record.
Instead, it was released directly to the press by the
Health Research Gro p, under circumstances which did not
permit raticnal discussion c¢f the information or Informed
industry ccocrmment. We comment in mora detail on this
subject in the attacned Cemments. -

Thus, while the vinyl chleride and zolvvinvi
chloride producers obviously zelleve thac the concerns
raised in the study should me euplored further, they <o
not helieve that a press relcase prcovides the Dest neans
to evaluate the risks involved nor the further srecau-
ticas, if any, which shculd zo chserved.

The producers have eiugressced their willingness to
provice their £ull share of the costs of jointly-spenscred
research in the best interests of the gencral public and
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of the workers directly inveo
are too important to be deel
sensztionalized debate. Unf
indicates that until the gov
in bringing a2ll intecresteld o
too likely to seez more tire
eseg:"h and incomplete or e
scientific evidence.

In closing our writ
again want to cupress apdre
in which IEZPA s handling tha
We weulid be pleased To resic
vou micht have or wihlch migh
comments ¢f cthers,

[N

Frofo O b b

7
s

’

<

[@]

<

gy

e, ‘uc Gucstions

with by acrimonious
tu:atcly, recoent fl
nTent exerciszses lec
ties togethor, we &
. meney wasted on &
v biascd discussion

R
2

o

H

3
oo 43 [

[ R I

o i
O

»
.

bty {u W0
(OIS I
} i O

O

| ATR e}

[

SP1-16319



