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Re: Further DuPont Voluntary Response to EPA's November 4, 2004 RequestSubmission to AR-226 and TSCA 8(¢) Office
Supplement to November 15, 2004 Submission

Dear Chast ‘ 5
The attached document production and information submitted with this letter represents gE 32DuPont's continued good faith effort to respond to EPA’s November 4, 2004, request for 8 33voluntazy submission of certain material. a
On November 15, 2004, DuPont provided its first voluneary submission in esponse to EPA's i ~~November 4, 2004 request. Asstatedin the cover letter for the November 15° submission, +4DuPont would continue to review and produce any additional documents that ate responsive tothe subject materofthe November15* submission. With this Letter, DuPont is providingadditional information that was located after, and that is responsive to the subject matter of theNovember 15 submission.

Additional Information
. [Redacted]
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TSCA 8(e) Office Submission

DuPont does not believe that the information submitted with this letter triggers reporting
obligations under TSCA section 8(¢). However, in the course of discussions with OPPT and the
Office of Regulatory Enforcement (ORE),i has become cleat to DuPont that those two offices
ase applying standards of reporting under TSCA section 8(e) that DuPont cannot anticipate.
Accordingly, DuPont initially informed EPA that DuPont intended to submit is response to the
November 4, 2004 EPA request to both the AR-226 docket and the TSCA 8(e) office, as was
done with the submission of November 15, 2004. EPA has, however, informed counsel for
DuPont that it is not necessary to make a duplicate, formal submission to the 8(¢) office in order
to discharge any reporting obligations that EPA might otherwise assert. Instead, EPA has asked
that DuPont make only asingle submission and advised that DuPont should indicate in this
cover letter that the submission is intended for both the AR-226 docket and the TSCA 8(c)
office.

As such, DuPont states that the enclosed documents are intended to be a submission to both the
AR-226 docket and, as a precaution, to the TSCA 8(¢) office, notwithstanding DuPont’ firm
belief that the information does not rigger reporting obligations under that section of TSCA
This submission should not be construed as adirect or indirect admission that DuPont believes
that any of the enclosed information triggers such reporting obligations. We understand that
ORE has agreed that DuPont submission shall not prevent DuPont from asserting, in any
proceeding, that section 8(¢) did not require submission of this information.

Continued Activity

After EPA has had the opportunity to review this leter and the attached document, we are
available at your convenience to discuss the document in further detail toasistin your
understanding, In the meantime, we will continue to review and produce any additional
documents that are located and are relevantto the topics that ate the subject of this submission.
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Please contact me directly if you have any questions or cedfurtherclarification with respect to
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