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Walt Kaghan, Larry Rapoport and I attended & meeting in Wilmington,
Delaware, on Octaber 14, 1974, that duPont had set up 2s & result of recant
publicity on vinylidene chloride. Apparently, they felt some urgency in
having an Industry dlscussion because of an arti¢le In the September 11, 1974,
¥Wall Street Yournal, (copy attached) Alsa attached is a copy of 2n excerpt

on the subject from & recent issue oi BNA's Occupationzl Safety and Health
Reporter.

Attending the meﬁting for duFont:

Dr. E. (Erale) E. .Lcwle - (Film Departwont)
Yo. R, Klmmel - (Legal Department)
J. J. McCafferty - (FPubllc Affaire)

Attending the meeting for FMC:

Dr. John T. Massengill ~ (Film R&D)
" EJ J. (Jack) Hoefer - (legal Department)
J. A, Yourtree - (FDA - Technical)
Steve Downlng - (Public Relations - Film Group)

#ipparently, dulont personnel have become quite concerned aver the
possibility of carcinogenic effects belng discovered in vinylidene chloride
and the widespread publicity thdat mmight erupt. Thelr fears are undoubtedly
founded to an cxtent on the vinyl chloride monomer uprozar, and the linking
of liver cancer to exposurc to VCi4; 4nd slso the extremely bad publiclty
Rohm 2nd Haas has recelved resulting from a number of cniployeces' deaths
being attributable to exposure to bls (chloromethyl) cther (BVCAM.L).

I gathered that dufont's main worry is the emiployec-relations or. public~
rclations aspect (1. c., injury or dezth caused by expozure to VD), ‘rather
tban ¢stablishment of FDA standzrds that might Umit in- some way the use
of PVDC as « coating mmaterial for cellophane (although the latter is certxinly
a scrlous mutter of great concern also). Thie scemed to be FMC's general
poslition also, as expressed by Dr. Maeseoglll. Doth these compantes
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zpparently ave plannicy to follow the lead get by Dow and {’PG lndustrieg
(the only U. S, marnuiacturers of VIIC) in alerting their cmployeer to rocent
stadies done by an Jlaliio, Frofessor Viela, who found liver and kidaey
domege (carcinogenic) from exposure to VDC (10 nionths' rat-feeding study).
Lppaxently, duPont ic «<leo planning to screcn all its caployees who may
have been working with er around VOC or »VDC, w«nd rua them through
medical tests. Furthovmore, duront plane to reduce exposure limite for

. - . VBC monom.er in ite plants from 10 ppm to 1 ppm avor elght hours 2nd 5 pom
= aver fifteen minutes {the ttandard set by CSHA for vinyl chloride). Initially
- thic will entall the vrc of resplratore, but eventially duFont plans to modify
1ts operation and equinincut so that fresh air masks sre not required,

It zppears that of the cellophenz producers, only dui'ont anuy Clin
purchaze 2nd uvge VO monomer ~ - du.“ont polymerizes its own coating for
mylar, an:! Clin for girssine, polyethylene, ctc. All three cellophano
manufactursre purchasze the material already polymerined for ccllophane
usage, Very lttle monamer lx left in the polymer wo buy, altheugh there
are trace amounts (possibly up to 25-30 ppm). This translates to a theo-
rétical poasibillty of aboat 2-1/2.ppm in the ccllophane itself. du-ont takes

. the position that PVHIC costed cellophane is safe, as demonstrated by the
Rochester feading studics in 1949-19%2, when no abnormalitiss were found
AL tor feeding PVDC cozted collop!ﬁumc to rate nnd dogs.

We lesrned that Dow ie planning to have a mecting during the week of
November llth, which the cellophane producers will be invited to attend.

The purpose of this mceting ig to discuse the current siluation regarding
vinylidene chloride, snd what stepe are being taken to minimize potential
hauarde, labitities, etc. dufont, hoewsver, is going ahead (ull blast with
the lroplementation of its program, without waiting £6r more information

from Dow or anyone clse, ' '

¢

As far ce Olin is concurued, I fecl that for the present, we should
continue to treat VDC on a relatlvely low-key basis, However, we should
not tuck the problam under the table and etmply hope it will go away., 1
suggest that &« VC Comimittea should be appointed to thoroughly look into
all aspects of the matter and to carae ap with recommeadations Lo manage-
ment as to what steps, if any, should be undertaken regarding VDC - i-both
ahort range z2nd long range. I suggest that repreeentativec of R&D |
(Rapoport), Legal (Stewsnrt), and Sufcty (Roberts), be put on thie committec
along with onc or two members {rom Production. Representatives {rom 5Sales
or Public Relations may need to be added later on, but zre not needed now.
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