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I believe the question of the presence of tetra- 
chlorodibenzo dioxin in the chlorophenols .and*Santophen I 
is of very high importance to the continuation of the^pro-. 
duct line. Any dioxins present in Sap.tophen I mav be suf- 
HiicieJlt To discourage a customer even though it does noi 
"present any health hazard.

During the sampling and analytical work that is 
being done, it would be appropriate for you and your group 
to work with Dave Metherd and Dallas Armstrong to modify 
the chlorophenol process in such a way as to not make 
dioxins if possible. Eliminating the caustic sounds‘like 
an easy solution, but it must be accompanied by the total* 
elimination of water, which may not be so easy.

Even if you are totally successful .in reducing 
dioxin to a non-detectable level, it still doesn't leave 
us in a totally comfortable position. First, as’far as I 
know, we haven't decided what level we can tolerate, le­
gally, without notifying the EPA and our customers. Second, 
with analytical techniques continually improving, how long 
is it before we analyze at the .01‘ppt level. Third, what 
isomer are we really dealing with, and fourth, is-Monsanto 
politically ready to tolerate the 2,3,7,8 isomer at any 
level. We move Santophen I in tank cars and trucks. What 
happens when a spill is analyzed by the EPA at 5 ppt?
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