March 23, 1972

Mr. Pranklin P. Pardue
Proasident

Pardue Incorporated

P. O. Box 1537

8alisdbury, Maryland 21801

Dear Mr. Pardue:

I wnderstand ond appreciate the concern you expressed in your
lettar dated March 21, relating to the PCB problem and its
effact on the poultry industry.

To the bast of our knowledge and belief ve have not, sincs

the summer of 1971, smold PCB-containing materials to anyone

in the production of ingredients usad in poultry féads. I

am personally completely frustrated in attempting to determine
the sourca of high lavels of PCB's i{nvolved in the Maine incident.
vith Monsanto's ban on the sale of PCB's to the food raelated
industry an incident such as the one in North Carolina should

not reoccur. ‘

Since December, Monsanto instituted a program to further reduce
the use of PCB's. Our current objective is to remove it from
all uses except as a dielectric fluld in the electrical industry.
No alternative material is known to oxist today and the benefits
related to the safaty features of fira and explosion resistance
aro belicved to far outwaigh the threat of environmental con-
tamination from thosa closod systsm applications.

Your proposal to insist on cortificates of enalysis with an
uppor limit of 0.5 parts par million PCB's appears to have

merit and {s followed in othor industries. The FDA has pro-
posod regulations relating to the amount of PCB that will be
tolerated in animal feed ingredients and in animal feed. I
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Iir, Franklin P. Perdue
Pardue Incoxporated -2 - March 23, 1972

havo attached a copy for your usa. You may wish to review the
0.5 ppm limit in light of the S ppm limit the FDA {s propouinq
for each ingredient.

I hope this information i{s usaeful to you. If I can be of further
service, please let ms know.

' Sincersly,

. W. B. Papageorge
Manager
Environmental Protection
VBP/exr

Attachment
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