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Attached arft 3Ms qucttions on env;TOnmcntal issues for our proposed meeting. 
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BNVDLWMENTAL QUESTIONS: 

i^ ^j^ 1- 
PorthBpuipoaeofdeflninsibiamottrcprtStsnUtivesan^ilesforanalysiabySM.howinBiiy 
sites are involved and h»va llifly b<wi characterized geologically and hydrotopcally? What is 

T* the depth to groundwater, d^tii 10 unpcnneahia layer, gioundwot«r flow rale sosi direction, 

3—**«»^»- ett. 
lu^. A»A*^- 

^j^. 
Z Are thBaHMtiaiilar in regard to tlnirchaiacteriftics (type of «oil) or »rft the soils very 

tliffcieol? 

. -,,~ 3. "Whiti aa«lyx«R of soU and grouodwatcr have bcea don» mid what are <he results? HBVB &• 

'^"^ inrnplea Iwn analyzed for total organic fluorine? How iloc» A» coaccBtration of PC-143 

' ^.S "i^ "t^ compare lo the tote] organic flttorine conctintradon? What other flaoria&ted csyswas in 

'I•o'r ^ ^'_.t^^«ddidoo. to FC-143 ue known orbdl«>ved to be present and al what concioucatiofls? 

4. If3MwwBlo perfona analytu cfflio lamples, liowBmay »anq»le$ of each type (8011, •water) 

——^—— tt^.l-.t- At. .aw^l^»<> •». U Jl»l WIC lU^61.LUlLLa".n*./,^-. „—.———r——.- 

•mil thaire be? 'What u the expected lower conewRtration limit in die •amplea? 

(>-*«« <^'- 
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" 

it 

Quo; 

TOXICOLOGY QUESTIONS: 

1. What does DuPont. hope to gain from the sub-chronic monkey capsulc»tceding study with t'C- 
143 (APFO)Btven that: 

a) Aero was an 11% (8/76) incidence of pancreatic adenotna/earemonu in ran fed wo years 

at 300 ppm; thenfore, 4ns effect would not be expected to occur in a 13-week monkty 
study and would requite 80 monkeys per dose in this dose range to observe the effect lu & 

lifc-tiniB study in mookeyi: 
b) a. 13-wodc itudy in monkeys is noi lilmly 10 produce observable pancreatic effects »nc« 

pancreatic effects in rat are obsKved only after TWO months of feeding with lha Wywth 
compuusul, A mw;li sLrongcc ptroxisomfl prolIfcrBtor thnn APFO; 

c) the mechamsni by which DuPont foeli APFO/CCK may be reluled to production of 
pancreatic tunion u nut fully undcrttood and, iherefbie^ how will a sub-chronic monkey 
Study help to elucidate that mcchimam without additional background research'/ 

2. What us^ Ufuw is PuPoia conceined about «ith iMpect to APFO and how are theie retlectcd 

in the endpomts and hypotheses DuPont wishes to •vcsA la a sub-chronic study in moiAtiyai? 

3. Relative to ihe multiple effectors on honooiuu levels, dou DuPont feel comtbnabic with the 
validity ofusinc {wnnoau levels generated in B tub-chronic monkey Study to adequately ussess 

ft health, cftbct endpobu? 

STEWARDSHIP QUESTIONS: 

1. "What u life cycle cxposuie analysis of APFO after it is received by DuPont? 

2. 'What are workplace controls throughout nianufaciure and fonuuloiioii? 

3. What are disposal and recycling methodi used to raduc« onuiroumentat exposures'/ 

4. Ho'*' daca DuPoot conuol iu fbnnulttort? 

5. Wluu arc the consumer conecnu with rTFE? And how docs it relate? 
s 

ts> 

6. 'WhB.t were PDA's concenBwitiiPTFE't food additive iqip1'011100^ § 
41. 

7. Could msidualAPFO (when heated) eoinio food and Ixniaiwa? 

8. Wht Bbour other PTFE applications, i.e.: tape? Will APFO be released? 

9. We would like w. ciq)o»uw »aiuyaii ({.«.• concerns) tplit out for APFO oy physical form? 

(PC-143 vi.FC-118) 

10. Do«t PuPont supply explicit instructions for fonnulaton on handling and disposal? 
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