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From:  Bernard J Rewly on 10/07/2001 0855 AM

Ta Martha L ReewAE/DuPorm@OuPont, Andrea V Malinowski/AE/DuPen@OuPant
e
Subject. Environ Moncgrapn

cnesecmeemeeeeme Farwarded Ty Bernard J Reilly’/AE/OuPant or 10/07/2001 09 55 AM

From  Bemard J Reily on 10/07/2001 08 47 AM
To Steve Washbum <SWashburn cc. Robert Harns <RHarns. Jonn R Bowman. Joseph Rodncks <JRodricks, Annette
Subject. Environ Monograpn [

Steve,

Since we now find we are unable to schedule a meeting with EPA Region 3 next week, then the end of
next week for the PFOA monograph summary is fine.

As 10 the summary, ideally it is short (singie dign pages?) but with encugh data and analysis and to
assure a regulatory official that leveis of PFOA significantly above the DuPont CEG of 1 ppb in drinking
water do not present an emergency situation requinng an Safe Drinking Water Act® order to provide
alternative drinking water, even if there aiso is exposure to PFOA in ambient air (Dr Stasts on our call
last week seemed determined to assign a large does to air since that route of exposure is more difficult
10 deal with (0.9. she said it might require the public 10 wear "gas masks”™), of courss she is aware of the
recent dispersion modsling from the plant).

| assume that your extrapoiations from lab animais to man invoive calculating an acceptable "daily dose”
from all routes of exposure. If that is clear in the summary then you can make whatever spiit between air
and water that is the general practice to tum a dose into a concantration in water and air, that would give
us enough background to engage a debate with EPA or the WVDEP If they want 10 assume air or water
the larger source.

-Bemie

"Section 1431(a) of Safe Drinking Waier Act authorizes the EPA Adrumsirator
10 take action necessary, 1o include ordering alternative drinking water. to
protect the public’s heaith from an immunem and substannal endangerment
created by contamupants in a public water system or an underground source of
dnnking water. In US v Price, the 3rd Circwt ruled "immunent and substantial
endangerment” authorizes the 1ssuance of injunctuons when there is but a "risk
of harm®, a more lcnicnt standard than the traditional requurcrent of threatened
irreparable harm. However, the House Report on the SDWA suates the
emergmmmwwhumm"wmmmkofhamumm
ume. completely speculstive in natare, of de mimmus 1 degree.” Further. acton
by the EPA is only authorized when stats and local authonues have not acted
first. We may use that provision to press EPA to defer to the WVDEP or
WVDHHR. However, on our last call Dr. Staats. while agreeing that peroxisorne
proliferation is not a risk driver for human health. did seem to feel that | ppb 10
drinking water was justified a8 an acton level.

Steve Washbum <SWashbumd@@environcorp.com> on 10/06/2001 02:53:28 PM
/_'g__' Stave Washburn <SWashburn@environcorp.com> on 10/06/2001 02:33:28 PM

- ————

To REILLZBJ cc. Robert Hams <Riame, BOWMAZJR, Joseph Rooncks <JRognNCcks, ANNetis Shpp <AShpp, Janst Kester <jceter
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Subject RE. Envwon input

3ernie -

I am currencly plarning to get a drafz summary £ the monograph for you by
cre and of nex: week, since the primary autho:r »f the monagraph 'Janet
Keszer: 13 OUT wntll 13/10. Lecz me know :f you -rink that ysu will need
s=mething earlier in the weex.

[ received the Jgoca NeWs enls morning from Jonhn 3cwman crhat 3M will allow
Ise Po3ricks TO review and prcvide input °n ~~e mcnograph, and I have
already SSrwarded a <opy U2 Jce. Irn Janet's acserce, [ am also working with
sre of ENVIRCN's lead toxizolcgists, Annstte SNipEpR. ©> resclve any
oLtstandlng 1ssues on the draft monagrapa. Jse. Arnecte, and I aré planning
ro ta.k on Monday. and discuss how To best summarize the results of the
monograph.

J¢ you have an 1dea of what level of detail you would like to see in the
summary., or how long you would like 1t => be?> Az thas peant, based on our
communications. 1 am assuming that the primary focus would be on presenting
our basis for a higher drinking water advisory level, including
1dent.fication of the key studies ard a discussion of the Appropriace
uncertainty factors to apply in relating the results of those studies to
establishing protective levels of exposure for the general pepulation.

Steve

----- Original Message-----

From: Bernazd J Reilly [uail:ozsc:nard.J.Rexlly@USA.dupon:.cnnl

Sent: Saturday, October 06, 2001 11:03 AM

To: Steve Washbuzn

Cc: Bermard J Reilly:; Robert Harris; Cyndi Migliaccio/ John R Bowman:’
Arndrea V Malinowski; M. Ann Bradley; Paula L Durst; Davad M Rurak:’
Gerald L Kennedy; Isideoros J Zanikos; Martha I Rees; Robecrt F Pinchot
Ssubject: Environ Input

Steve,

As you know, we have an urgent need to open the mands of EPA and the WVDEP
about the extremely conservative nature Sf -ur ZEG. it must not be used to
trigger a mandate for drinking waster -- We may dpTtain much larger
concentrations 1n drinking water from the new -—est protocol.

We have decided we will not need anyone from Environ at the first meeting
with the regulators, but will need at least a summary of your findings. Ve
tried to set UP a Meeting NeXT week on this putz nave failed so far, and not
sure we will get a meeting week of Oct 15, indeed 1 now have a vorcemalil
asking we put our concerns in a Wwriting befcre any meeCing, chat would be
highly unsatisfactory it 3eems to us. 1 will <eep you posted, hoping you
can get us maybe & draft summary of the moncgzaph in the near futurze.

--Bern.e

Steve Washburn <sSWashburnfenvironcorp.com> °n 12/0972001 12:56:35 PM

To: REILL2BJ
ce: Rober= Harris <RHarris@environcorp.sam>
Cynda Migliaccio <CMigliaccio@environsolf. com>

Subject: RE: EPFA Region 3 Cannot Meet Next Week
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3ezrnie -

T am cnecking Wit} Zne primary author Jane= Xeszer: and lnternal reviewer
Annezce Shipp! of the Monograph to acer=ain their ava.lability on the
dates you 1indicated Ln your email. Hob anad [ are both out of <he office
ard

urave.lable on Ccosber 17, 18, and 13, D4t 1T Tdy D2t Ze essencial for us
to

be at zhe meetirg with Regicn III 1f Jane< and/=zr Anrezte can attend. 3ob
ard T would £coth be availacle on tne Z4%n ard prizacl,; aLso on the IZnd.
Steve

----- criginal Message-----

*r-m: Bernazd J Reilly (mairl=c:Bernard.’.Per.. 3 A zupont.simi

semc: Thursday, October 04, 2001 7:T4 oM

~5: swashburn@environcorp.com; rharrisdenvicinzsrp 23n

subject: EPA Regaorn 3 Cannot Meet Nex” Weex

-------- weceme=en---=- Forwarded by Bernard J Reirlly/AZ/DuPont on
1€/24/2001 07:03 PM =<=m=m==== T e

Tzom: Bernazd J Reilly on 10/04/2001 37 20 7M™

To: David M Rurak/AE/DuPonz@DuFont

Rober= F EBinchot/DEV/AE/DuFontiluPsnt

M. Ann Bradley/STB/DUP@DUP

Rober= L Ritchey/CL/DuPent@DuPont

Gerald L Kennedy/AE/DuPenz@DuPont

Andrew S Hartten/AE/DuPont@DuPont

1s1d0zos J Zanikos/AR/DuPert@Dubont
ce: Marztha L Rees/AE/DuPeon=@Dufont

John R Bowman/AE/DuPont@Dupont
Subject: EPA Region 3 Cannot Meet Next Week
1 finally linked up late today with Janet Shazke, counssl for EFA Region 3
Wwith OUr urgent request to MEeT NeXT Week TS present our deep concerns
about the Region using our CEG as a screening level above which there may
be health concerns (and thus, for examp.e, waIrant an order to provide
drinking water), and to gave details on JuI new analytical methed and
sampling protocel. [We planned to provide tne 3M advisory level of 6-7 ppb
and draft Environ Monograph.]
She was very intsrested in these topics and vol1ced a sincere desires to
accommodate cur request, but next week simp.y .3 impossible given her
schedule, and she feels she 13 an essentia. pacticipant. She asked 1f we
could cover these topics during our meeting «“.on ~ne WVDEP Oct 16, but when
I _earned Region ) will cover by phone [ said that likely would not give
our presentation a fair hearing. She sugjesced e then meet right after the
16tn, I said we are very concerned that the Region mi1gnt 1ssue an order
using our CEG as a trigger for drinking water. she assured me cthe order 13
moving a buz slower than they had hoped and z=hat —hey would not 1ssue j8 4
urtil they had heard our concerns. This extra creathing room may be a good
thing, but may be best if we do not have firs= zesults (if high) from the
new technique for our first neeting.
shall we try to meet with the Reqion later -hat week, e.g. Oct 17, 18, or
197 I am good those days, how about tne remainder of our teox subtean
(Gerry. Rob, Dave, Ann, Andrew, 122y, Boo P °° Also gedd Oct 22 and 24.

’ -=-Bernie

Th.s message may contain coenfidential or priviieged information. If you
nave received the message in error, please =ozify Ihe sender by reply email
Qenvirsncarp.com and delete the message witnout copying or disclosing.
Trhank you very much.

i
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