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Re: SPI-VCM/PVC Resin Producers Group; Potential .
EPA Revision of NESHAPS for Vinyl Chloride q

Dear Ross:
avd Lo
The purposes of this letter are (l)*tg;provxde you
and the rest of the Group with a full report on a meeting
SR, Gary Baise and I attended with the Group's Manufacturing
T Technology Committee and various officials of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) and its contractor, TRW, on
July 31, 1980; and (2) to deal, at least in a summary fashion,
with what we consider to be basic issues that the wvinyl
chloride and polyvinyl chloride producers will need to face
in the near future as a result of the way matters have and
are currently developing. I might note at the outset that
Gary and I have been in relatively constant contact on auﬁtﬁi
this. entmre situation since the- mlddle of July, and that z’

o with the( ’A Q}Q}?%N

possmblllty>that a meetlng'of 'e‘fu;r°C0mm1t§§e might y,
theredfter need to be convened for the purpose) of fundamental (;gP g

dec15lon—mak1ng. N

As far as a report on the July 31 session with EPA \\\
: ]
nd its contractor is concerned, we are enclosing herewith
an excellent summary that Gary has prepared and supplled UV
to us this week. In reviewing this report, my feeling is ; %
that it is fair to say that our Group went into the session -




SRR

KEILER aXD HEcrRMAaN

Dr. A. R. Adams
August 6, 1980

Page Two

with a collective open mind but also with some determination

not to encourage the Agency to believe that the industry

was willing to remain wholly passive vis-a-vis possible

revisions of the current vinyl chloride standards. At the

session we held prior to the meeting with EPA, and a shorter

one after the meeting, we all agreed that if we had any

assurance that the TRW study and recommendations might

lead to a relaxation of the standards on such difficult

guestions as the emergency relief valve discharge issue,

it would be foolhardy for us to categorically oppose any

EPA action whatsoever. On the other side of the coin (and,

basically, in keeplng with an opinion you expressed in the

letter u sent prior to the sess:.on) ,m@ﬁm
cguis "ﬁgygﬁccept«anyvﬁﬁg& ‘ 5

] .‘m,t*ﬁhiﬁmm I

S g dur feeling on thls latter score was, of

course, Egsgw yathenrecentzde cisiomofrthefSipraney

en

SorgraEian. rCASE dls;ﬁs§Edﬁ&tﬂﬁomq;lengtﬂztﬁsz“*
letter of July 3.

’f". ...‘.T_’?" - ';

In light of these c¢ircumstances, Gary and I have
discussed the overall sxtuatlon ‘and come to the conclusion
that the BIRENLSFAdaringiwiie 3B kg Y PR .
oA TS HEEEEC IR Ak S 154 £ 1 TS , -

PR AT ANy LT
moyesmtowt 'g%&ﬂﬂtsf-chokenmmmom
{the costs Of present restrictions being figured by EPA to
be abrRHsZARERIIIICRthFoTGREIHEEW or whether we should

cooperate in the TRW study and anything in the way o:i
recommendations that flow from it. _?he reason we say that

the tINRSTORTIBEIEIonYisT naeR’ HGL

14
because it seems to us that the i =]
Conrn : ;joféoc elr B WA Wi T
RLaLCT) :
wha SNSTENEY

Obviously, it would be to the
industry! s beneflt if the recommendations are limited to

the rélaxing of standards on things like emergency emissions,
but one would have té be most naive to anticipate such a -
recommendation without others that will impose severe

new burdens. Our notion at the moment is that the
possibilities should be discussed in detail at the September
25 meeting so that, at an appropriate time thereafter, all
of us will be better prepared to recommend the basic
policies the entire group should follow.
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I suppose one of the most important points that
" bears mentioning here is that we plan to come to the
September 25 meeting prepared to discuss the consequences
the industry will probably need to face, depending on which
basic course of action it decides to pursue. If it is
decided that the industry prefers to go along with the
TRW stidy and the thus far adhered to practice of cooperating
with EPA to the fullest extent possible, there may be little
in the way of new initiatives that need to be taken. On
the other hand, if the industry decides that the time
e has come to draw the line against further regulation, a
s good deal of planning will probably be required, and the
action options are likely to include possible preemptive
initiatives at a variety of levels of government.

We hope this letter will serve tao provide you with
our current thinking to the extent that it is possible to
do so0 in a Wwritten communication of any reasonable length.
I think it will be clear to you that my own feeling, having

been involved 1n the V M/ P 3

is that WRIRSTFERSED: hey: & bﬁ%gggééggzéﬁéggﬁg&“ 1avei éé%ié?on—?
HENR AR A SIS EEE' 1u£ei§§5 CCSERATAR I do) belleve we

will be well prepared to explain this matter further at the
forthcoming Steering Committee meeting; but if you or any

of the others receiving copies of this letter have guestions

in the meantime, by all means feel free to contact me or

Gary Baise,

Cordially yours,

Jercome H. Heckman

o

Enclosures

cc:” Ralph L. Harding, Jr.
Thomas J. McGrath
John R. Lawrence
SPI-PVC Safety Group
SPI-PVC Manufacturing Technology Committee
SPI-PVC Health Committee
SPI-PVC Lawyers Subcommittee
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