e UNION CARBIDT CORPORATION
e se CHEMICALS AND PLASTICS

270 PARY. AVINUIL N W YORK N, v, 10017

July 18, 1974

Dr. Robert W, (afrns :
Executive Director-Amcrican Chemical Society
1155 Sixteenth Street N.W.

Washington D, C,

Dear Dr., Cairns:

1 am writing vou this letter in part, to protest the position of
the Americen Chemical Society in its statement to the Occupational
Safety and tealth Adm=inistration on the proposed standard for
occupational exposure to vinvl chloride and, in part, to ask that
you give public notice of the fact that the position of ACS in
this matter does not represent consensus of the membership bnt racher
the view of a limited group of committeemen having only a most
limited understandin~ of the facts related to .his most sensitive
mitter. Perhaps had vou or your a sceciate, Dr. 5. T. Quigley.
attended the repular sceszions of the Pearing. yvou would have seen
first-hand how inent was the presentation of the ACS; the ACS'
sresented no facts or experimental evidence as to the biological
activity of \'(l; produced no study as to the value of the proposed
monitoring. assay. medical surveillonce. and protective equiptment
recomnendations; put on the record no information as the engineering
or econonic feasibility; offercd no epidemiological evidence. As the
record nov shows, the ALS offered opinion in support of the
“no detectable’ stardard proposes by 0S1A while the evidence
preserted in fact contravenes the need of such a drastic standard,
Support of the 0%\ preposal by the ACS is especially unrcalistic in
light of tiie massive contrary evidence presented by various industry
spokesnen (including vell-informed ACS members) that:

1. Not evep continurus exposure to vinyl chloride monomer in
high concentraiions over & period of time will «ecessarily result in
any deleterious eficets in humars. No evidence of any such effects
at levels below 230 parts per million exposure were shown,

2. The enimal data on vinvl <hloride monomer exposure which
fs the only porsible basis cited for imposing anv exposvre liwmits
is not only self-contradictory. inconclusive and non-probative in
itself but alse cannot be and has not been related or translated
into human evperience.  The testimony on the huoman experience  as
for example  that o7 Dr. bernehl, shows that little if any harm has
if fact cone from emplovee exposure to vinyl chioride monomer, even
over extenled pertods at high concentrationsy sec also the Dov
Chenical tompany Lestimony that no i1l eftects on humins at less

OLI 2172




(2)

than 200 parts per million c¢xposure levels were ascertainable fr m their
extensive studies.

3. As to the issue of feasibility, the critical facts are, as
the hearing testimony clearly showed without meaningful rebuttal,
that there is no wvay for the industry, with existing technology, to
meet the standard propcsed by OSHA., The fact that many companies
including Union Carbide, are able to mect an employece exposure level
for vinyl chloride monomer lower than 50 parts per million does not
mean that they can achieve levels below 25-30 parts per million and
achieve a no detectable level. The companies arc the only ones that
have the facts on this phase of the problem and arc the only ones in
any position to make this sort of essessment, They conclude unanimously,
as all have emphatically stated, achieving a no detectable level is simply
not possible at the prescnt time, even tnough taey are all wiilang o
make the attempt. Statements by ACS that the OSHA proposal can be met
arise wvholly out of ignorance or a self-serving desire to justify a
position othervise unsupportable,

‘The evidence OSHA possesses and noted by ACS merely shows that a
statistically insignificant number of empiovees, exposcd coniinuously
for prolonped periods of time to high wvinyl chloride monomer concen-
tration. could possitlv get anginsarcoma; eventhat result is not a
proven certainty. The evidence sk +'#d nothing else, nor vwill a re-
view of the CSH% and N10SH nresentetions ot the herring sheow any
warrant for any such strinuent regzulations as is rroposed. 1f there

is truly & hazard cven frem unregulated vinvl chleride ronemer exposures
it at best is slitht; limited to 2 workplace nroducing or using vinyl
chloride monomer and, indeed, tc a very few areas irn any such work-
plece, without any irnact on the environrent outside; and 2 hazarc

in the vorkplace only at continous exrosure levels far bevond those

OSHA limits either in effect at this time or propesed.

Perhaps the ACS position poner might have given notice that there
will be a severe envirenmental impact rasulting fron the economic
consequences of adopting the prorosed standard, vholly uncarrtanted b
the hozard sourht te be met, and which orghr not te be imposad either
on crplevers: on the emplovees affeected by job loss; or on the cen-
sumers who ure vinyl c¢hleride wovorer-related profucts in many harmless
forms,

The Directors of the ACS as a minimum, might have sought advice
and comment {rom ACS mwembers who are vorlidne in the midst of this
sensitive matter before the Direetors issued a positien paper in behalf
of these members, .

In summary, it is my view that the ACS did 2 dis-service to its
membership by participacing at the Hearing on occupational exposure
to vinyl chloride in support of the proposed OSHA Standard without
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providing factual evidence generated by the ACS through research or
survey on which to enlarge the total understanding of the sensitive
matter of \'(M toxicolopy., The participation implied that the ACS
position was that of its membership which, by m; standards, is a gross
misrepresentation. As a minimum corrective action, 1 ask you to put on
the public record the fact that the presentation by ACS at the Fearing
is the view of & limitcd number of Directer members and not the consensus
of the ACS membership, Additionally. I would hope that the ACS
refrains from continuing to create a public record on the matter of

VM toxicity until such time as the ACS itself has a factual contribut-
ion to make to the issue,

With kindest personal rcgards and the hope that the views of an
active ACS member of more than 35 years will be heard.

Very truly yours,

C“ //'v e
(’1 C?.,a\ -{L'L' (e

ABS/nn A, B, Steele
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