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U.S. Unit Defends Vinyl Chloride Curbs,
Saying They Aren’t Too Hard on Firms

By a WALL STREET JOURNAL Staf/ Reporter

WASHINGTON — A Labor Department
report disputed the plastics industry’'s claim
that a proposed governrent standard for re-
stricting handling of vinyl chloride would
force numerous plastica plants to close.

The industry has contended that the pro-
posed ruling, which would bar exposing
workers to any ‘“detectable’’ amount of the
chemical, can't feasibly be met, and the in-
dustry warns that adoption of the ruling
would close down the large part of the plas-
tics industry that uses vinyl chloride and its
derivatives a8 raw materials.

But the government report says flatly
that evidence to date doean’t indicate “‘that
promulgation of the proposed standard will
atop vinyi chloride production and use.’

The repart, a draft version of an environ-
mental impact study on the proposed striet
vinyl chloride standard, was made publie
yesterday sl the start of 4 week of hearings
on the standard, The hearings are expected
to be dom!natcd by plasticx-industry spokes-
men questioning the scientific research on
vinyl chloride and warning of economic dis-
ruption if the standard iz issued.

Vinyl chicride, a gas, is thought (o be re-
sponaible for 7 worid-wide cases of a rare
and fatal Hver cancer, anglosarcoma. Tens
of thousands of U.8. workers are directly
and exposed to the chemical daily
because it is the base prdduct from which
companies make palyvinyl chloride, a pow.
dery subatance used to form a multitude of
everyday plastic products,

In April, the Labor Department cut
workers’' allowable exposure to vinyl chlor-
ide to % parts per milllon in the air they
breathe. The proposed rule being debated at
the hearings would slash that further, bar-
ring any “‘detectable exposure.”

The study concedes that “‘production in
some plants could be curtailed if re-engi-
neering is required,” and it predicts “mar-
ginal” companies may need federal loans to
help pay for improvements. But it says
equipment needed to meet the standard
doesn't necessarily need to be elaborate,
and much progress can be made by improv-
ing “poor housekeeping and inadequate
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‘maintenance.” It concludes that “the tech-

nology appears to be readily available,” and
thus “‘substantial development costs’’ won't
be needed

The contradictory industry position,
which warns of economic chaos, was at-
tacked at the hearings by the AFL-CIO as
“blackmail.” Peter Bommarito, president
of the United Rubber Workers Union, said,
“This country survived for nearly two
hundred years without polyvinyl chloride
and we can survive in tha future without it."”
But he also disputed industry contentiona
that the starnxiard would end polyvinyl chioe-
ide output, saying older planta-can be al-
tered, and in new plants the task of meeting
the standard is a problem ‘‘characterized by
the will, not the ability, to do the job.’"

Mr. Bommarito also accused the indus-
try of trying-to whip up a '‘hysterical’’ pub~
lic relationa campaign predicting the de-
mise of the industry, and he said the AFL-
CIO will call for a congressional investigs-
tion of the industry’s public reiations effort.

The industry also proposed its own stan-
dards for handiling vinyl chloride. Instend of
barring any ‘‘detectable exposure,’ it urged
gradually decreasing exposure ceilings,
starting with 40 parts per million this year
in polyvinyi chloride plants to be decreased
to 25 parts in late 1976,

In plants handling raw vinyl chloride, the
industry plan calls for a 2-parts-per-million
ceiling year, decreasing to 10 parts per
million by 1977. In both kinds of plants, ac-
tual average exposure over an eight-hour
day would be lesa than the full ceiling, due
todlﬂerlngenﬂadomdmcchonucalnd!-
ferent times of day.

There also was evidence auhe hearinga,
however, that even' average exposures
below a 10-parts-per-million level can cause
disease. Dr. Irving Selikoff, noted oscupa-
tional health resesarcher, reported be has
found noncancerous liver dizeases .among

workers at a Dow Chemical Co. plant in |-

Michigan where lavels of average

exposurs
_last year were generally below 10 parts. He

cautioned, however, that it wasn't known
whether the diseases wert contracted before
or after exposure was drmaucally lovnred
by Dow in the early 1980w,
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