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THE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY | To: Ron McCreedy

DOW NORTH AMERICA :
2020 DOW CENTER Company : Dow Chemical

MIDLAND, MI 48674 Fax Number : -9 1-617-636-9899

Date : 11/3/93 Time : 16:42:44 | |Pages : 10 Fax Number ; 517-636-9899

From : Ron McCreedy Office Number: §17-636-1824

FAX COVER PAGE

November 3, 1993

to: Vinyl Insitute - EDC/VCM/PVC Quality Team

re: Proposed Teleconference - Monday, 11/8/93 @ 2:00 - 3:30pm EST

Attached are copies of the draft cover letter to transmit the ChemRisk report to USEPA. Also

attached are draft copies of cover letters to be used to transmit the ChemRisk report to select
print media editors.

I would like to have a teleconference to discuss your (and your company's) approval and/or
concerns on these drafts. Also, as a result of recent activities (IJC mtg, Dow/Envr Canada mtg)

we may need to revisit our consensus on the plans to distribute the ChemRisk report to these
audiences,

As before, | have not been able to check the time with everyone so please respond by fax
(517-636-9899) or phone (617-636-1824) and let me know if you are available during the

proposed time next Monday. If a majority of the team is not available, I'll try to reschedule for
later next wek.

Again, thanks for your continued help.

— -

Ron McCreedy

YOU ARE NOTIFIED THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION IS COMMUNICATION INTENDED FOR
THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO IS NAIIED ABOVE. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIFIENT, OR AN EMPLOYEE OR AGENT
RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERY TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT. YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM DISSEMINATING, DISTRIBUTING, OR
COPYING THIS INFORMATION. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY

TELEPHONE AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO US AT THE ADDRESS SHOWN ABOVE BY THE U.5. MAIL AT OUR EXPENSE.
THANK YOU
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VI Dioxin Ad-Hoc Task Group
Teleconference - August 27, 1993

Action Register:
\1) Set next teleconference after ChemRisk Report Published and Dow Canada has met
with Envr Agencies.
\92) Review sending ChemRisk Report to USEPA and EPA Regioin VI offices with VI
Executive Board.

3) Set teleconference on: (
a) EPA cancer risk assessment protocol (propossed changes - food chain)

b) EPA dioxin/furan potency review & impact.

. ) A
//'//'/‘ _(-‘ A - YN

(,: Attendees: Colin Park, Dow - o,
; Jim Knaak, Oxyfm/;;/%vf/‘//w/* AEFAT T s

Dave Penney, Vista L Sy T A

< Jim Barter, PPG
/ Q’/ Geon

ﬂ) Does Dow have a protocol for PCDD/PCDF testing of tars? (Jim Lewis, Geon).

,/ \,5) What sampling will be done in Freeport in the next three weeks by EPA/RCRA to
/ compile with their class action suit?

Ron McCreedy
6-1824
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Carcl M. Browner

Adnministrator (&-100)

United states Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street, S.W.

Wwashington, D.C. 20460

Re: Greenpeace Study of the Polvvinvl Chloride Industry
Dear Ms. Browner:

The Vinyl Institute, a division of The Sgciety of the
Plastics Industry., Inc., represents the majority of polyvinyl
chloride (PVC) and vinyl chloride monomer (VCH) manufacturers in
the United States. We recently learned of an April 23, 1992,
letter sent to you by Greenpeace International. The Greenpeace
letter alleges that environmental problems are being created by
the release of dioxins and other organcchlorines from the
production of polyvinyl chloride. We wish to correct certain
misleading and unsupported assertions in tvae Greenpeace document
"Dioxin Factories: A study of the Creation and Discharge of
Dioxins and Other Organochlorines from the Production of PVC,"
which was sent to you.

Because accurate information about the PVC industry and the
potential health rigks associated with PVC manufacturing is
necessary to make sound regulatory decisions, the vinyl Institute
commissioned an independent study of the Greenpeace report. The
ChemRisk study details numerous factual errors and unsupported
allegations in the Greenpeace report and provides accurate
information about the PVC industry.

In addition to the ChemRisk study, we alsc enclose an August
18, 1993, press release from the Norsk Hydro Plant in Rafnes,
Norway, revealing the results of an exhaustive study of dioxin
emissions during the manufacture of vinyl chloride at that plant.
The 1993 Norsk Hydro study calls into question the very data
cited in the Greenpeace report, and shows that actual emissions
fron the Norsk Hydro plant in Norway are far lower than the those
cited by Greenpeace. -

—~ — Tha vigilance of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
togaether with concerted efforts by U.S. PVC manufacturers have
made the United States! FVC manufacturing industry one of the
safest and cleanest in the world. We are proud of the progress
we have made over the last two decades. PVC production is an
esgsentially closed process which serves as a leader in emissions
reduction and waste wminimization. Existing U.S. EPA and state

WORKING DRAFT i : Qoctober 20, 1993
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reqgqulations govern the release of vinyl chloride to the air,
water and soils, impose stringent controls on werkplace exposure
to vinyl chloride, and require the installation of advanced
pollution centrol equipment at vinyl chloride and PVC
manufacturing facilities.

The Greenpeace report is dangerously misleading because it's

agssumptions. Greenpeace asserts that the PVC industry is a
"major new dioxin source" and implies that the dioxin produced by
the PVC industry will add significantly to dioxin in the
environment. Greenpeace wrongly assumes that because large
amounts of chlorine are used in PVC production, large amounts of
dioxin necessarily are produced as wastes. Greenpeace's
conclusions are bhased on four fundamental, but flaved,
assumptions.

(1) eace at a 1 a_single
vinvyl chlori mononer (V cilit esentative of data

from all VCM/PVC f ties. Much of the Greenpeace report is
based on analytical data from a single vinyl chloride
manufacturing facility: the Norsk Hydro plant in Rafnes, Norway.
Greenpeace extrapolates data from a 1989 survey of dioxin
emissions from this plant and applies the data to the entire
universe of PVC manufacturing facilities. The 1989 data from the

Norsk Hydro plant is not characteristic of industry-wide
emissions on a global scale because production processes and
emissions control technology differ mateYrially at individual
facilities. Greenpeace ignores the emissions control technclogy
and regulatory emissions limitations on all vinyl chloride and
PVC facilities in the United States.

(2) Gree enera u
nufacturing is s into_the

environment. Greenpeace mistakenly correlates the inecindental
production of dioxin with the release of dioxin and alarmingly
asserts that "manufacture of PVC may be the world's largest
single source of dioxin." This statement is without
justification or support. PVC manufacture is neither a large
source of dioxin production, nor a large source of dioxin
emissions into the environment. Very little dioxin goes into
wastes, and an even smaller amount is released into the
environment., TFor exanmple, data recordsd in 1993 at the Norsk
Hydro facility in Rafnes, Norway indicate that while 6.6 grams of
dioxins were produced during the manufacture of 425,000 metric
tons or VCM, only 0.025 grams were emitted to the atmwosphere and
0.006 grams were enmitted to the water. Greenpeaces ignores
countless other sources of dioxin emissions into the environment,
and overlooks several independent studies that conclude that none-
point source emissions from automobiles and other internal
combustion engines are a major source of dioxin emissions into
th environment.

€9VErL SBH
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eavily industria i
nd in environme m s. Greenpeace utilizes

analytical data from several "case studies" showing the presence
of dioxins in environmental media in regions near vinyl chloride
facilities to conclude that the vinyl chloride facilities were
tha source of the dioxins. -This conclusion is implausible
because it ignores the countless other sources of dioxins in the
industrial areas where the samples were taken. Greenpeace's
inaccurate reporting of facts (including misstating the location
of a vinyl chloride facility) and mischaracterization of the
studies' results further undermines Greenpeace's conc¢lusions,

(4) ee agse
i W c ca osure and increas
rove t joxi e_increased mortality.

' Greenpeace mischaracterizes the results of clinical studies of
the health risks of dioxins. Greenpeace prematurely concludes
that dioxin is a human carcinogen based on evidence from clinical
studies that demonstrate an association between chemical worker
exposure and increased mortality. Greenpeace's conclusion is
fundamentally rlawed because none of the cited studies concluded
that dioxin was the cause of the increased mortality. Indeed,
recent evidence suggests that it dioxin likely is not a human
carcinogen at the low doses found in environmental exposures,

* * & * X

Responsive to the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, EPA is
reviewing the vinyl chloride standard and ensuring that maximun
achievable control technology (MACT) is required. Current Agency
rulemakings, together with continued industry commitment to
environmentally responsible manufacturing, will provide ample
protection against potential health threats. The fundamental
flaws in the Greenpeace report cast doubt on its credibility and
obviate the need for additional Agency action.

The Vinyl Institute and the industry it represents remain
comnitted to working with the Agency to provide essential PVC
consumer products in an efficient, environmentally safe manner.
We welcome your questions and look forward to continued
cooperation in the futurae.

Sincerely yours,

Attachments
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