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The following are my recommendations on changes in the proposed
donsanto response to the OSHA Permapent Standard for VCM Lxposures:

I would add this sentence at the end of the third paragraph on the
first page, “we know that the level of VCM in the working area
duripg this time was coasiderauly over the ano detectable level.™

I would change the tense of the verd "andorse” in the fourth
paragraph on the first page to the past tense if you are going to
use it ak all. 7That sentence would read, “"we endorsed HSia's
temporary standard, ete.”

I would remove the two last sentences from paragraph one, pagoe tiuree,
The implication of the sentence starting “Were it not for the
extremsly rare nature of angiosarcoma, atc.” would lsad one to tne
conclusion that if the tumors are not f£ound there is really ao great
problem. The last santence, "The level of 19 deaths during this
span of time rapresents an insignificant numbar® would xill us if

it were taken out of contaxt., A Nader type could may with some
logic, “Honsanto coansiders 1% deaths from cancer an insignificant
nunter, "

The first seantence in paragraph two on pagg turee is open to aone
argument. Taberahaw Cooper found an exXoess anmcnat ol angiosarcouas
in the workerz and it would be hard to say this ig not an adverse
affect. I thiak it would he safer fOr us to substitute the plirase
“from the standpoint of increased mortality® at the end of that first
sentence in parayraph twc.

3n rage four in paragraph feour, wo advise continuing oxposing workars
to 30 ppw. I don't see how we ¢an sweep the apimal data at 50 pima
under the rug. 1 think we can change the laat sart of tne zentence
fram “At Lhe current exposure limit of 50 ppm” to "under 30 ppm

Lut aot 207

On page five we are again eguating aconomic loss to the voccurrencs
of carcer. Ykis is stated in the sentence starting “Ian view of this
ecunomic loss, ete.” I thiuk we Ccan accomplish the zawme purpose

Ly takxing ocut the phrase “the low incidence of angiosarceoma in DVC
workers®™ and substituting “tne gancral jood liealth record of VC
workers and the absence of angiosarcomas in many HFVC manufacruring
locations.? YvWe recommend maximar réduction of VO sxposure con-
sistent with feasinle manufacturing practices.” I would 3rop the
last sentence entirely. se have no basis to gtate that 50 pum is
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safe for workera. We know we are figiting a losing battle to
try to keep it at that level. We might supstitute “we recommensd
the adoption of a permanent standard at a level similar to those
currently occurring in industrv wvhere no cases of angiosarcema
have oeccurred."

We have to realize that this is going to e a public docwrent and
@ill not be quoted in whole, but in part., Wwe will just have to

be as circusspect as we can in not getting out on a limb in making
statenents that might show we are on the szice of cancer whan dollars
are congernad, or that wa ars advocating a standard for which we
have no basgis. -

X. Em@et Kelly, ¥, O.
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