‘en” L‘:l : Winter Johnson & Hill PLLC 304 345 7830; 01/15/03 12:21PM; #840;

e Tt ) Page 2/3
-~ Ohi ARIX6_ 1502
! State of Okda Enviranmentsl Protacton Ageacy
! _
RERT 3 MAILING ADORESS:
azaru? I (63 8) 63020 2 614) 844-2328 P.Q. Bax 1049
2 §. Frant Steet roani (RTINS ,ﬁmt_"“ v P 10 Columbus, CH 43216-1049
OH 432151099 ) ' )
WRT A m L
S R L S §:
January 7i_’ 2003 ' N JRETIR Post-it” Fax Note 7671 Dats Dalg‘!!’
j ' . ™ —a 2 Bee, TIPS
: . ‘ Ce/Cest Co.
Mr. Paul Bossert . Phonc & Phore ¢
£.1, Du Pont de Nemcurs and Company T3 Fan d
.1 Washington Works

P.O. Bax 1217 ]
Parkersburg, West Virginia 26102 '

Re: 'Amméniurh Perﬂuompctanoaba (C8) Impacts in Little Hocking, Chio
Dear Mr. Bassert:

| am writing to express Ohio EPA's concems with respect to alr impacts in Ohio due to

emissions of C8 from your Washington Works facifity. We have been following the

progress on the evaluation and review af amblent Impacts due to this facility, as well as the’
evaluation of ambient screening levels for bath the air and water pathways developed by
the C8 Assessment of Toxicity Team (CATT). We are also aware of additional evaluations

) in progress by U.S. EPA and the Science Advisory board for reassessing the toxicity and
f possible carcinogenic effects of C8. ‘

E in addiﬁocj, we have been contacted by a citizens group expressing concem over ambient
| levels of C8, as predicted by air quality modeling of year 2000 actual emissions. Short
| tarm levels used to assess workplace exposures were identified as health based levels not
fully considered by the CAT team in the development of an air screening level for C8.

)} .My staffhas assessed the mcdeled ambient Impacts resuiting from the year 2000 emission
(evels. Among the averaging times evaluated, my staff has ideniifled predicted eight-hour
! concentrations well above the ACGIH heaith based work place standard at multiple
| receptors in Chlo. While these amblent concentrations may not be directly comparable to
workplace exposures, these predicted concentrations raise our level of concern with
regards to short term exposures to woerkers and sensitive populations.

Du Pont has indicated that future production levels, modifications to a scrubber, a taller

- stack on a major source, as well as agreements with U.S. EPA to reduce releases to all

media will limit future impacts in the area. You presented information that future impacts

.would be: below those associated with year 2000 actual Impacts. And. the year 2000

emissions are the basis of your agreement with West Virginia to limit future air emission

levels, However, we do not believe that there is enough certainty in the assumptions to
insure that future ambient air impacts will be significantly beiow 2000 levels.
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. We are requestmg that you work with the State of West Virginia to adopt enforceable
permit restrictions that will reduce ambient impacts below the workplace exposure limits
at all receptors beyend the plant fence line. We believe that this is a prudent interim step
until the potential effects of C8 are fully evaluated. Once these evaluations are complete,
future acceptable emission levels can be determined.

If you have any questions with respect to our concems, please feel free to cont-ct Bob
Hodanbos; «of the Division of Air Poliution Control at 614-644—2270
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cc: Benard J. Rellly Esq E.l. Du Pont de Nemours and Company Legal Dept.
John Benedict, WV Department of Environmental Protection

Slncerely,‘

! Chnstopher Jones.
l Director !
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