II.

BRIEFING OUTLINE

INTRODUCTION

* As you know, Monsanto has been testing at the plant
for dioxin stemming from the handling of the herbicide
2,4,5-T here in the mid-1960s.

* Test results show dioxin in soil samples in a small
area of the plant -aeax tshe drum and railcar loading
facility next to the Amines unit.

* The dioxin is localized and company medical officials
assure us that the dioxin, .conteined—as—itis—ipr—the—
Sedd~ poses no hazard to you, the public or the
environment.

PURPOSE

* I want to explain to you what the test results were,
why no hazards exist and what actions we are taking.

* There is no reason for alarm, but we want to keep you

informed because you work here and you have a right

to know,
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OUTLINE

ITI. TESTING

Water, air and soil samples were taken at several
locations around the plant. We concentrated on
areas we thought most likely to have dioxin if any

existed. If it was here, we wanted to find it.

Water -- Five water samples were taken, and none

contained dioxin.

Air -- Eight air samples were taken. Five contained
no dioxin. Three contained virtually non-detectable
levels ——- .01 part per quadrillion. That's one

millionth of a billionth.

That level is so small that it presents no risk to
people at the plant. It's much lower than levels

found in the air of some major cities.

Soil -- 26 so0il samples were taken. 24 were negative
(non~detectable). Two detected dioxin at levels of
125 parts per billion and 49 parts per billion in the

top two inches of soil.

One of these soil samples had dioxin at levels in the
low parts per million range four to six inches below

the surface.

SUBJECT To PROTECTIVE
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These positive soil samples, and the three air samples
with sub trace levels, were in the area where 2,4,5-T
was handled during two periods from 1965 to 1967.

(Nov., 1965, to Jan. 1966 and May, 1967, to Oct., 1967)

The plant converted it from a solid into a liquid,

then shipped it on for further processing.

All the positive so0il samples are believed to be the
result of inadvertent spillage in the loading and A

unloading of 2,4,5-T.

IV. LOCALIZED PROBLEM

*

We didn't expect to find dioxin, but it is important

that we found it only in one, small area of the plant.

The potential for exposure is very low, for four

reasons:

1. First, it wasn't found in the air in any meaningful

levels. .

2. Second,.the findings in the soil were below the

surface.

3. Third, the dioxin binds tightly to soil particles

and stays there.

R .. 010323
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V.

L/

*

4. Fourth, sunlight degrades dioxin, so any that
was on the surface should be gone, posing no

hazard.

.Therefore, Monsanto medical officials say that because

the dioxin is below the surface away from contact, it

is no danger to you or to anyone in the plant.

ACTIONS

However, we are taking action that should respond to
the concerns of any reasonable person, regardless of

their knowledge of dioxin and the situation here.

1. TFirst, we will do more testing to define precisely
the area around the rail siding which contains

dioxin. That work will begin immediately.

v

2. Second, after the testing is done, we will cover

the area with plastic sheeting and with more shell

to reduce even further any potential for exposure.

3. Third, we have notified federal, state and parish

we f_‘,-gm, .
determine

officials today

«/, 1f any further steps are appropriate a4k uaﬂjféammau}""

g M\-—’L&‘-MQ&‘A_SL;L
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VI.

VII.

COMMUNICATIONS STEPS

* We're talking about this situation now, before all

the testing is done, because you deserve to know.

* As I said, we've also told government officials, and
later today we will hold a press briefing to inform

the news media and the public.

* We want people to know that the dioxin is in a
localized area, that it presents no hazard, and that

other steps are being taken.

FURTHER INFORMATION

* We've prepared a question and answer sheet that may
help you become better informed. Please take it

with you.

¥ Also, we have available a more detailed background
paper on dioxin. If you want one, your supervisor

has them available.

* I'll be glad to answer your questions. If I can't
answer them now, I'll get the answers and get back

to you.

* If you have more questions later, ask your supervisor

and he'll get back to you as soon as possible.

CCou7l_ L2 TAL 010825
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(ANSWER QUESTIONS NOW)

VIII. SUMMARY

Let me summarize:

1. Tests found dioxin in two soil samples in a
localized area where 2,4,5-T was handled some

16 vears ago.

2. The dioxin in the soil poses no threat to
anyone because it is locked tightly to the

soil particles below the surface.

3. We are taking a number of actions to inform
people of the findings and to continue to act

responsibly.

We will continue to keeﬁ you informed of any other

significant developments.

That's important. As you well kgow, the news media
focuses much attention on this issue, much of it
sensationalized. That may happen here. If it does,
it's important that you, your families and your

neighbors and friends know the facts.

C10326
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1. Poses no health or envi.ronme.nt:al threat to anyone.

2, oxin is limited to a smsll, holated area at least .5 mile from nearest boundary

3. Dimxin result of brief handling of 2,4, 5-'1‘ and not fron .
PRESS BRIEFING

QUESTAONS AND ANSWERS
* 'l. Q: If a company as big as Monsanto haundled a substance containing
dioxin over a two-year period, why did it take you this long.to

discover it? Don't you keep better records?

A: We handled 2,4,5-T only eight months over a 24-month perfod.

We didn't manufacture it, only turn it from solid to liquid -
form, so no dioxin was generated in manufacture, .

It was never a production item, only something we handled twice
to avoid bottlenecks at other plants, An intermediate processing step,

S 2, Q: Why did you start looking for dioxin? What made you suspect that
it might be .pregent:?

A: Tnvestigation of ;;ast. operations revealed = hndling of 2,4,5~-T,
Taskeds ip .otz Likshy xaxenaxekzaaniApAsiden LB oERz AEx ¥R BABAARHY .

. “ . Knew that 2,4,5-T contains dioxin aa. a trace impurity.

Tested in areas most likely to contain dioxin, as well as water,
air, plant.boudaries. . . .

3. Q: If 2,4,5-T 13 a component of Agent Orangé, why did you demy that
Agent Orange was ever made at Luling?

A: 2,4,5-T 18 a herbicide on its own,

Agent Orange is a mixutre of 2,4,5-T and.2,4-D, which we never made
at Luling,

\ _We never made 2,4,5-T either, only cow erted it from solid to liquid form.
W, . '
4, Q: How mxexz werex the people who handled 2,4,5-T protected? 010327

A: (V;E. Boyen to provide)
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.Q5.What wvaste was generated? How was it disposed of?

Q6. Were there any health problems :ln{ the plant at that time? If so,

what steps were taken?

Q7 What future health studies are plaoned now? -
Q8 Besides =dioxin, what other wastes have been generated at the plant?

Disposal methods?

- Q9 Where is the equipment ugsed to handle 2,4,5-T7
{

Q10 How far is the dioxin site from the nearest fesident:j.al area?

Q11 What else do you make at Luling that has dioxin in xk it?
‘* No ;»ther products comtain dioxin.
Q13 If dioxin contamination dates to 1965-67, ism't it likely that
' wo::ke:s were exposed to much higher levels of gix dioxin than

! those levelg that show up now?

*

Q13 If the 2,4,5-T was carried out by railcar, isa't it liex likely
|

thati there is dioxin contamination outside -the plant? Have you
tested outside the plant?
o 010328
COhR TN '{ AL
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' Ql4 How can you be sure that the chloracne outbreak was caused by

-

sameth1.ng other than dioxin?
s .

_'QIS v How long did thé chloracne cases last?

-

Ql6 . Isn't it true: that you experfenced another chloracne cutbreak
in the middle 1960s? What was it attributed to? How long did .
it last? Did mm you do anything about it?

Ql7 The federal g'wernmenc" purchased an entire town at Times Beach, Mo.,

and moved the people away, yet you tell us that there is no hazard
" here although the concentrations found amounted to 1000s of ti;nes‘

greater concentrations than those found at x& Times Beach, Why?

' . . 010329
. ~ T )



Ql8 .How loug did you handle 2,4,5-T and how much did you make?
* . November, thraugk 1965, through January, 1966, May through
October , X&¥x 1967,

* . total of 4.3 mikidmix willion pounds.

QL9 . o
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\
EPA scientists say that dioxin is the most potent

cancer-causing substance they've ever studied,
yet yoﬁ say the only long-term health effect is
chloracne., Who's right?

EPA also says that dioxin presents an unacceptable
risk when found in water in parts per gquintillion.
Since the lowest level of your measurements .is

.2 parts per billion, how can you bé sure dioxin

is not in the wastewater leaving the plant?

What's the margin of error in the tests you

conducted? How many samples did you take? How

long did you sample the air?

Why did you object to the EPA testing for dioxin at
the Luling plant? Is it because you knew you had

it all along?

If there's no danger to workers, why are you adding
more shell? Doesn't adding shell just cover up. the

problem instead of eliminating it?

Have workers reported:§:;¥ incidences of birth defects

or miscarriages?
CONFio .01 TAL 610331
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Will you be doing any studies of long-term health
effects of workers at Luling? Mortality studies?

Morbidity studies?

Have any soft-tissue sarcomas been discovered

among your workers?

What is the EPA, DNR reaction to all this? Will

they do their own tests?

If you find more dioxin, will you shut the plant

down?
Why did you stop making 2,4,5-T in 19697

If you knew dioxin was a contaminant in the
mid-sixties, why didn't Monsanto do something

about it then?

Have you sampled the Mississippi River water?

Taken any fish samples?

<ot TihLetesss
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Have you sampled the landfill? What about the
flatbed truck that's supposed to be buried on the

site? 1Is it contaminated with dioxin?

Why are you being sued by a former employee for

damage to his liver?

Have you done any follow-up studies on the people

who were treated for chloracne?

If you knew about this problem iast week, why did
you allow women and children to take plant tours

near the area of contamination?

Why did you start looking for dioxin on your own?
\Es it because you didn't want to get caught in

a lie\(that you didn't make Agent Orange)?

010333
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