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NIOSH Man Scores VC/M Exposure Standard

A sharp disagreement apparently
exists among the top scientists in the
government over whether th(eshhold
levels of safety exist for chemical car-
cinogens and vinyl chloride monomer
in particular.

This was indicated in a New York Times
article last week gn a letter Dr. Herbert E.
Stackinger, chief of the Toxicology Eraqcb
of the National Institute (or Occupation
Salety & Health. sent to Dr. Marcus M.
Key. lormer director of NIQSH. .

Dr. Stockinger was quated as deseribing
the VCM standard which calls far virtually
no worker ¢xposure o thevchcm\cai'as i
rational” and characterizing the scientists

of the National Cancer Instituie as a “'lot of
old fogies."*

Dr. Stockinger. who is alse chairman of
the Comimitice on Threshhold Limits of the
American Conference of Governmental Hy-
gienists which has dominated health stan-
dards making here and ahroad for years,
was critical of Dr. Key's apparent support
of the VCA! standard.

The article quated Dr. Stockinger as
saying in his letter:

“1 was consternated, as were members
of my threshhold limits committce, when
we noted your name associated with e es-
sentially zcro tolerance far exposurs to
vinyl chloride.

‘In making the irrationa] deccision, it is

ire threshhokt levels for carcinogens below
which there is little risk,™

Phen oehed zhout 3 stalciient ol O
Frank J. Rauscher. director of the National
Canccr 'rogram of the National Cancer In-
ititute that the safety of viayt chloride has
10t been demonstrated at any lovel; there
1 no practical sclentltic method to prove
»xperimentally the safety of any level of
’Xposure to a carcinogen. Dr. Stockinger
~as quoted as replying:

2*Oh, there are a ot of old fogies over
there at the National Cancer Institute.’

The issue of the leaatity of the VCM stan-
dard is presently being challenged in the
US Supreme Court on an appeal by Fire-
stone Tire & Rubber Company and Society
o the Plastics Industry irom a decision of
‘he Second Circuit Court of Appeals that
apheld the standard.

The Supreme Court is expected to decide
shortly whether it will accept the appeal.
Last fortnight 1t turned down a request that
t stay the cffectiveness of the standard
~hile it considerad the appeal. The stan-
lerd became coffective Aprit t,

The National Association of Manufactur.
rs hax alzo joincd in the suit. announcing
ast week that it has filed a brief as amicus
ruriae, asking the court to grant certeriori
ind hear the case,

It was ardued that Occupational Safoety
k Health Administratian rOSHA) Lailed 1o
ronsider economic and technological feasi-
sibity factors in pronmutleating the standard.
NAM sand that this ix contracy tothepravi-
ifions of the Ocrupational Safety & Health
Act,

NAM said that if the Sifety standard. es.
tablished of t part per mdling, S alowed to
stand it would orean that all of the industry
"would be i danger of Clovine due 1o the
faet that it iy uot auw techinically feasible Lo
pchieve a 1 ppm exposury level,**

clear to us that you have fallen into the fal-
lacious trap of beitéving that becausa a sub-
stance produces dire consequences at mas-
sive concentrations (and in this case proba-
bly aided by promoters), such consequenc-
es will result from exposure at all concen-
{ratians. Wrong!"

The article then quoted an interview the
Times reporter had with Dr. Stockinger on
the letier in which Dr. Stockinger stocd by
hig eriticism of the VCM standard which he
said was made for *political and other rea-
sons.”

He was quoted s saying that the deci-
sion was “‘unfortunate'’ and that there was
“ample and increasing evidence that there

:gnlinued on Page 22
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