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The FDA official added that his agency intends ta fallow this enf: t -
untll EPA prom tes a new tolerance regulation for alachlor rxﬁffoﬂr’.{ﬁﬁ:‘fme
other regulatory decision regarding the pesticide.

®
DOWNGRADING OF CODEX COMMODITY COMMITTEES RECOMMENDED

The Secretariat of the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Program has recommaonded
celegating greater respaonsibility to the Codex Alimentarius Commission's general 2om -
mittees and lessening the role of Codex commodity committees in areas such as contam.-
nants, methods of analysis, sampling and product certification.

Iz a paper ol;?a.rcd for the FAO/WHO Conference on Food Standards, Chemicals in
Food and Trade, to be held in Rome in March, the Secretariat said the conference
may aiso wan wo review Codex acceptance procedures 's0 as to bring these procecures
into cenformury with true government practices and reflect the situation in the interna-
uanal food trade.”

Noting that there have bsen recent far-reaching proposals to review existing Codex
standzres 50 a8 to emphasize only thoee aspects responsible for rejection of shipments
a: barders, the Secretariac stated that such a move woulc "present the risk of reridering
obsolete to a large extent many existing standards (and) would require careful review to
determine which agpects of the standards would need to be maintained or transferred to
general standards® and which “"would need to be maintained in the interest of harmo-
nuzing specific quality requirements for individual products.”

Codex standards “should reflect the regulatory practices in the majority of member
countries. baaring in mind that regulatory practices change over the years in response
te a variety of external factars,” the Secretariat declared, adding, "The conference may
wish to recommend that the CAC review carefully its cxiteria for the establishment of
weork prioricies,’

®
EPA«er JENKINS RENEWS DIOXIN STUDY FRAUD CHARGES

Renewing charges that Monsanto didn't count some dioxin victims in its epidamiolog{
studies of dioxin, EPA's Cate Jenkins wrote Jan. 24 to the nmﬁ‘l Office of Crimina
Investigations (OCD o st the impacts the studies may have had on EPA's regulatery
program (See March 7, Pages 2 and 26; Nov. 28, Page 12, and Dec. 5, Page 23).

She alaq said the National Inatitute for Occupational Sa:‘etmd Health found no reasen
to exciuda cases of sOft tissue sarcoma although Monsanto had (See Jan. 23, Page 46).
Ni that EPA classifles dioxin as a B2 carcinogen (animal evidence only), Jenkins
said the aguncy relied primarily on the Monsanto studies {or the classification.

Because of that classification, she said, dioxtns would not be listed as priority pollutants .
under the new Clean Air Act and have not been regulated under current air emissions
standards.

Superfund's Reportable Quantities (RQ9) vary by a factor of 10 according to whether the
substance is deemed 4 Group A, Bl, B2 or C carcinogen, she said, but continued:

M b L
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‘ "Alchough dioxing are currently considersd to be potent carcing-
Zens, and consequently their RQ is the zame as for o Group A
carcinogen. thare (are) heavy pressure and active prugrams at
EPA to downgrade the potency estimats.”

She said 10 "Maxmum Cantaminant Level Goals™ have been developed in EPA's drink-
ing water orogram “tecause of the false belief that dioxins will naver be found in drink-
ing water.” Jenkins also objected that RCRA's Toxicity Characteristic (TC) program.
although it offers equal protection for Group A, B and C carcinogens, is only protective
at the cne in 100,000 level.

EPA's cancer classificadon for dioxin alsa has denied veterans benefits from the Vezer-
arns Administration (YA), Jenkins said, "because VA requires a statistically significant
finding of these etfects in human. not animai, studies.” Australia and New Zealand alss
have refused veterans benefits based on the Mansanto studies, sha said, and:

“The White House itaelf recognized what the impact would be on
private litigation of classifying dioxins as human carcinogens. A
White Housa memorancdum coerced the Centers for Disease Con-
trol not to find cancer and other health effects in our Vietnam
veterans. sinca this would have a profound aeffect on litigation by
private citizens around Superfund sites, where even higher expo-
sure to dioxins was probable.”

Jenkins said her latest mamo was prompted by the statement from the agency's OCl
that for a criminal convictien it would be necesaary to egtablish not only fraud, but the
“impact of this fraud on the regulatory process.”

- ©
ATRAZINE PERSISTENT IN SOIL SUBSURFACE, HYDROLOGISTS FIND

Atrazine is more persistent in the subsurfaco than in surface soils, research hydroilo—
glsts told an Amenican Geophysical Union meeting in San Francisco Dec. 8-6.

As reported by EPA's Elizabeth Behl in a memo ciroulatad by the Office of Pesticices

and Toxic Substances, researchers at Kerr Lab in Ada, Okla., found little or no adsorp- -
tion o7 degradation of atrazine at a depth of 11 meters. The study alsc found that azra-
zine concentrations decreased iess rapidly in starile soils, biodegradation was affected

by sediment type (perhaps due to lower organic mattar content), and atrazine did not
mineralize.”

Other research nnd.mf reported by Behl involved cyanazine, alachlor and triazine
herbicides. As herbicides in surface waters of Lthe Midweat by D.A. Gocleby, of
the U.8. Gealngical Survey's Denver office, found concentrations of herbicides surging in
the post-application period from a median concentration. Herbicides were found year-
round in surface water samples from the Midweat, the study reported; samples showed
a 10-fold incresse in concentrations following runoff events, Researchers noted that
concantrations of alachlor and atrazine may exceed MCLa for several weeks to manths

following applications,

In a study led by G.N. Delin, USGS St. Paul, ressarchers found that changes in nitrate
concentration correlated well with cropping systems employed. However, concentra-
tions of atrazine did net. In add:tion, atrazine was found to be “quite persistent” in the

unsaturated zone, they said.
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Mareh 235, 1991

Editor - Letters
Science

1333 H Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

Editor, Sclence

In the February 8, 1991 edition of Science, the article on dioxins
included a box on page 626 with the title "Monsanto Studies Under
Fire."” Since reading this commentary on studies performed a
decade ago by epidemiologists and physiclans from Monsanto and the
University of Cincinnati -- and about alleged fraudulent manipula-
tion of data and criminal investigation =-- I have been doing the
proverbial "slow burn”; hence this delay in response.

Even though Science provided a Monsanto spokesman with the oppor-

. tunity to " firmly deny all of these allegations and so reported in
the article, I am very disappointed that a publication dedicated
to science would stoop to dignifying hearsay and allegations
stemming from lawsuits. Despite our denials as you reported, hype
such as this may raise unwarranted suspicion in the minds of some -
readers, despite the fact Monsanto invited an EPA/NIOSH audit of
the studies in order to resolve the matters.

Especially repugnant to me 'was a sentence in the last paragraph
which read "Everyone Science spoke with who is famillar with the
Monsanto studies agrees that they are flawed, but probably not as
the result of criminal intent.” Who are these unidentified
"exparts”.who, without a detajled review of the actual study, its
analysis and interpretations, can render judgment on flaws (let
alone gratuitously comment on criminal intent)? Are you aware
that no expert -- elther eplidemioclogist or trained public health
physlcian -~ has ever come forward to actually criticize the
adequacy of these studies? Are you aware that one of the
"scientific experts”™ quoted extensively in your dioxin article
participated as an expert witness in dloxin- related suits against
Monsanto and can hardly be considered disinterested? Ara you
aware that the allegations pertaining to the studies stem only .
from an attorney’s argument in the courtroom, unsupported by any
expert testimony or expert reexamination of the data? Finally,
are you aware that a'morbldity study at the same Monsanto plant --

Cas=mIRE . - Gussin
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commissioned and paid for by the union representing workers at
that plant -- was conducted by Drs. Irving Selikoff, Marion Moses
<t al (ref: American Journal of Industrial Medicine 5:161-182
(1984)) and arrived at essentially the same conclusion reached by
the University of Cincinnati: that chloracne was the only evident
finding and "that it is unlikely that permanent, severa, and
debilitating toxicological sequelae are inevitable after exposure
to TCDD sufficient to product chleoracne.”

In my opinion, a publication with the stature of Science has
better things to do than involve itself in the sort of half-
truths, politics and litigation embodied in the mess described on
page 626. The tone of the article is more befitting of a tabloid

in the checkout line of a super market.

Sincerely,

James H. Senger
Vice President
Environmental Policy Staff
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