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Eats organic. Avoids BPA. Buys natural cleaners.



https://saferchemicals.org




President Gerald Ford signed the legislation.

Congress passes Toxic Substances
Control Act, Sept. 28, 1976



1976 Toxics Substances Control Act (TSCA)
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Comparison of Regulation of Pharmaceuticals
and Environmental Chemicals under 1976 TSCA
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1976 Toxics Substances Control Act (TSCA)
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U.S. Chemical Production 1945 - 2007

1955 1965 1975 1985 1995 2005

Federal reserve data on chemical production is only offered as relative production, which is unit-less. A specific reference
year is chosen and values are calculated relative to that years production. In this particular data set 2007 is the reference year
and is assigned a value of 100.

Data from: U.S. Federal Reserve Board, Division of Research and Statistics



- 30,000 |bS of industrial chemicals

produced for each person
inthe U.S. each year

[
Most chemicals in the marketplace
have not been tested for safety



Exposure to Environmental Chemicals
Everyone, Everywhere, Everyday




Toxic chemicals a contaminating people

Autism has
skyrocketed
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Most chemicals cross the placenta




Fetal exposure is higher than maternal exposure
for many chemicals
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Environmental Chemicals in an Urban Population of Pregnant
Women and Their Newborns from San Francisco
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https://prhe.ucsf.edu/sites/g/files/tkssra341/f/Environmental%20Chemicals%20in%20an%20Urban%20Population.pdf
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Chemicals in our bodies... largely
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8,700 high-production
volume (> 25,000
pounds per year)

chemicals in commerce

(27 trillion pounds per

year)
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New method uncovers hidden chemicals in
pregnant women

JULY 22, 2018 ~ AOLIN WANG

https://prheucsf.blog/2018/07/22/new-method-uncovers-hidden-chemicals-in-pregnant-women/
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1976 Toxics Substances Control Act (TSCA) =
“Legally Poisoned”

EPA has banned b N

5 chemicals since |
How the Law Puts Us ¢
1 976 at Risk from Toxicants '-

Europe has
banned > 1000

S i n Ce 2 O O O http://www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog.php
?isbn=9780674072213
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2016

CHEMICALS

Obama signs TSCA reform into law

Colby Bermel, E&XE News reporter
Gregnwire: Wednesday, June 22, 20716

President Obama signs TSCA refarm into law. Photo



2016 TSCA




Amended TSCA process for existing
chemicals

Low priority « Prioritization
chemicals

No further assessment ! e :
High priority chemicals

N bl
« Risk evaluation

‘ Unreasonable risk chemicals

Risk management
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How does EPA account for chemical risk?
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Exposure pathways :

Populations with susceptibility, greater exposures
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Identify, evaluate and integrate data



Two real world TSCA
accounting rules



1. We are exposed to the same
chemical through many pathways

- Food, water, air, work, consumer products, legacy
uses and disposal



1. We are exposed to the same chemical through many
pathways

The Chemical Industry Scores
a Big Win at the E.PA.

But as it moves forward reviewing the first batch of 10 chemicals, the E.PA. has in
most cases decided to exclude from its calculations any potential exposure caused by
the substances’ presence in the air, the ground or water, according to more than 1,500
pages of documents released last week by the agency.

The E.PA., after heavy lobbying by the chemical industry, narrowed how it will conduct safety checks on toxic
substances — like perchloroethylene, used in dry cleening. Justin Sullivan,/Getty Images

By Erlc Lipton

mn
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Air, water, “legacy” toxic contamination ignored =
underestlmate risks
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Instead the agency will focus on possible harm caused by direct contact with a
chemical in the workplace| or elsewhere. The approach means that the improper
disposal of chemicals — leading to the contamination of drinking water, for instance

— will often not be a factor in deciding whether to restrict or ban them.
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Superfund sites contaminated with TCE



s=l EPA ignoring major risks in chemical assessments
I by Veena Singla

1,4-dioxane is a cancer-causing chemical contaminating drinking water in Michigan, a
situation local officials are calling “a slow-motion environmental disaster,” and significant

problem with the water supply. Yet, despite such clear and acknowledged dangers, EPA
will ignore 1,4-dioxane in people’s drinking water entirely in its health risk evaluation under
the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA). In fact, EPA is ignoring all 1,4-dioxane
exposures to the general public and only assessing occupational exposures (workers).
This will obviously underestimate the risk to the public.




Family with 3 children living in home
with dioxane-poisoned water

Updated Aug 31, 2017; Posted Mar 3, 2016

Gallery: Dioxane contaminates well water at 5005 Jackson Road in
Scio Township

https://www.mlive.com/news/ann-arbor/index.ssf/2016/03/family with 3 children living.html
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Exposure to toxic chemicals expands over time
and place

CAUTION

Target
species

Non-target
species

Late Lessons of Early Warnings European Environmental Agency
http://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/late-lessons-2



http://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/late-lessons-2

Chemicals in pregnant women
in the U.S.
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A Sea of Health and Environmental
Hazards in Houston’s Floodwaters

By HIROKO TABUCHI and SHEILA KAPLAN AUG. 31, 2017
Officials in Houston are just beginning to grapple with the health and

environmental risks that lurk in the waters dumped by Hurricane Harvey, a stew of

toxic chemicals, sewage, debris and waste that still floods much of the city.
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Florence’s Floodwaters Breach
Defenses at Duke Energy Plant,
Sending Toxic Coal Ash Into River

By Glenn Thrush and Kendra Pierre-Louis

Sept. 21, 2018

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/21/climate/florences-floodwaters-breach-defenses-at-power-plant-prompting-shutdown.html
Picture credit: https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/hurricane-florence-coal-ash-north-carolina _us 5b9a85a6e4b0b64a336cafd9
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Chemical pollution could wipe out
half of all killer whale populations

ﬁ James Griffits

Health » Chemical pollution could wipe out half of all kiler whale populations US. Edition + ™

{ NMFS PERM (T # 21110]

(CNN) — Chemical pollutants banned more than 40 years ago are still having a devastating e; ect on marine life and could lead to the disappearance of half the world's killer
whale populations before the end of the century.

That's according to a new study, published in the journal Science, which found that killer whales, or orcas, are most at risk from polyc hlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). which w ere
once widely used as coolants and in the production of carbonless copy paper before they w ere found to be highly toxic and carcinogenic .

Production of PCBs were banned in the US in 1979 and under an intemational treaty in 2001, but they are stillin use in many parts ofthe world and not due to be completely
phased out until 2025.

This has led to PCBs seeping into the oceans, where they present a partic ular risk to marine mammals at the top of the food chain like orcas. Because the chemicals do not
readily break down, the concentration of them builds up in the bodies of predators as they eat more andfmore fis contani @ ted with PCBs.

Formammals, PCB contamination is inter-generational, w ith mothers passing the chemicals to their o; spring through milk.
Orcas are the last link in a long food chain and are therefore among the most a; ected by this problem over the course of their 50 to 80 year lifespan.

Researchers found levels of PCB as high as 1,300 miligrams per kilo in the blubber of some orca, studies show that just 50 milligrams per kilo can cause infertility and immune
system problems.

https://www.cnn.com/2018/09/27/health/orca-killer-whale-pollution-intl/index.html
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The Chemical Industry Scores
a Big Win at the E.PA.

Cumulatively, the approach being taken for the 10 chemicals means the E.P.A’s risk
analysis will not take into account an estimated 68 million pounds a year of
emissions, according to an analysis by the Environmental Defense Fund, based on
agency data.

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/07/us/politics/epa-toxic-chemicals.html
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2. Some of us are more vulnerable than

others to exposure

Extrinsic and intrinsic factors increase vulnerability: risk

is not simply a function of exposure

Sress Worsens Effectsof T oxic
Chemicasin Pregnant Women

By Brett Israel/UC Berkeley on July 20, 2017

¢

a pregnant woman su »8rs from stre she’s more likely to
have a low-birth- welght baby than ed pregnant
woman if both a x posed to the samel h emicals

EBI[DEBIUDCIWL»BO mmmmmmmm
stress and environmental chemicals on fetal development.

Data suggests that the harmful e »@cts of smoking and air
pollution are worse for pregnant women who also su8r from
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EPA not addressing known susceptibility

Pregnant Women +
Chemicals Don’t Mix ;

Physical changes in pregnancy __~ Y/
make women more susceptible
to toxic chemicals

402, 202

increase increase increase

Volume of air Oxygen Cardiac
inhaled/exhaled . consumption output
per minute




lgnoring susceptibility ighores environmental justice

Monique Harden, JD Is the New Toxic Substances Control Act
(TSCA) Working as Congress Intended?

Jo 7 o

« Assistant Director of Law and Policy,
Deep South Center for Environmental
Justice

« Extensive experience providing legal
support to Gulf Coast communities ATl
harmed by pollution and vulnerable to p——
climate change

The problem: EPA is failing its legal obligation as a federal
agency by denying the protections of TSCA to communities of
color and poor communities, who are exposed and susceptible
to the millions of pounds of chemicals manufactured,
processed, and disposed in close geographic proximity to their
homes, schools, and places of worship each year.

%) ey
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

https://prheucsf.blog/2018/04/18/is-the-new-toxic-substances-control-act-tsca-working-
as-congress-intended/
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How does EPA account for chemical risk?

Health hazards

Unreasonable risk

e
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Ropulations with susceptibility, greater expos

Identify, evaluate and integrate data |




. | SR
EPA TSCA process

EPA process for chemical management

Low priority - Prioritization
chemicals

No further assessment
High priority chemicals

N bl i i
« Risk evaluation

State preemption
‘ Unreasonable risk chemicals

Risk management

Rules to eliminate unreasonable risk(s)

State preemption

Hmalth smd the Envicrmant



Signed Executive Order 12291
Feb. 17, 1981

"regulatory action shall
not be undertaken unless
the potential benefits to
society

from the regulation
outweigh the potential
costs to society.”
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New York Times November 17, 1981

Richard Ayres, senior economist for the Natural Resources Defense Council
and director of the National Clean Air Coalition, said that cost-benefit analysis "is
basically fraudulent.”

"They are trying to put into numbers something that doesn't fit into numbers,
like the value of clean air to our grandchildren," he said. "Cost benefit analysis
discounts the future.

"Tt allows costs to flow to small groups and benefits to large groups and vice
versa. It 1s concerned with effiency but not with equity. It is deceivingly precise and

ignores ethical and moral choices."

- https://www.nytimes.com/1981/11/07/us/reagan-order-on-cost-benefit-analysis-stirs-economic-and-
political-debate.html



https://www.nytimes.com/1981/11/07/us/reagan-order-on-cost-benefit-analysis-stirs-economic-and-political-debate.html

Two real world benefits
accounting rules



1. Safest to assume there is some risk at every level
of exposure absent evidence to the contrary

POLICY FORUM

RISK ASSESSMENT

Estimating the health benefits
of environmental regulations

Changes needed for complete benefits assessment on Fisk assessments that evaluate and syn.

thesize the health effects literature (usually

By Al McGartland,* Richard Revesz,* We focus on issues unique to benefits | laboratory animal toxicology studies and/or

Daniel A. Axelrad,' Chris Dockins,! Patrice | analysis for policies addressing health risks, | human observational epidemiology studies)
Sutton,” Tracey J. Woodruff® ‘where the goal is to estimate society’s total | for a particular contaminant. :
ill VP i EPAris “eri :

and thereby improve health. WTP for health | ria” air pollutants (ground-level ozone, lead,
8 he :

ssessing health benefits of policies ad-
dressi : .

sing value of | particulate matter, carbon monoxide, mitro-
is important for decision-making and | avoided treatment costs, of lost productivity, | gen oxides, and sulfur dioxide) use standard
for informing the public about how | and of avoided pain, suffering, and discom- | terms to summarize the strength of evidence
policy affects their welfare (1). Ben- | fort (2). WTP may be estimated from market | regarding a health effect. A high degree of
efits analysis, one side of benefit-cost | transactions or through survey techniques. | confidence in the association between

expo-
analysis (BCA), can be relatively straightfor- | Alternatively, BCAs may use more limited | sure and a health outcome, usually based on



2. Benefits need to account
for all relevant health
outcome



> % million people displai
300,000 homes uninhabitable:

https://www.cnn.com/2013/08/23/us/hurricane-katrina-statistics-fast-facts/index.html



https://www.cnn.com/2013/08/23/us/hurricane-katrina-statistics-fast-facts/index.html

FEMA trailers in Louisiana after
Hurricane Katrina
PHOTO COURTESY OF MARVIN NAUMAN /

= [
https://earthjustice.org/blog/2017-december/the-slow-moving-katrina-catastrophe-that-epa-won-t-fix | = 3‘-1 M

FEMA provided
more than
140,000
temporary
housing units to
people across
the Gulf Coast


https://earthjustice.org/blog/2017-december/the-slow-moving-katrina-catastrophe-that-epa-won-t-fix

2006 Formaldehyde

Risky chemical found in hurricane

: Adhesive in plywood,
trailers particle board, flooring,
carpet, upholstery

Will Dunham 4 MIN READ w f

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - Many of the government-supplied trailers housing
thousands of people displaced by Hurricane Katrina contain potentially
dangerous levels of the chemical formaldehyde, U.S. federal health officials

said on Thursday.

File photo shows trailer homes ar a trailer site which houses hundres of victims of Hurricane
Katrina, in Baker, Louisiana October 6, 2005. Many of the government-supplied trailers

contain potentially dangerous levels of the chemical formaldehyde, U.S. federal health

officials said on Thursday. REUTERS/Lee Celano Res i d e nts I ivi n g i n F E MA tra i Ie rs
report respiratory effects,
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-katrina-usa-trailers/risky-chemical-found-in- h ea d dacC h es an d eye i I'I'i tati on

hurricane-trailers-idUSN1446777120080215



https://www.reuters.com/article/us-katrina-usa-trailers/risky-chemical-found-in-hurricane-trailers-idUSN1446777120080215

2015

Katherine Davis ° Exposure to forma|dehyde
Sam Homblower .
ubiquitous

« Disproportionate risk among
low-income populations

-

W

== i .

https://www.cbsnews.com/news/36-million-settlement-approved-in-lumber-
liguidators-lawsuit-60-minutes/



https://www.cbsnews.com/news/36-million-settlement-approved-in-lumber-liquidators-lawsuit-60-minutes/

1990

US EPAIRIS

releases
formaldehyde
assessment

1998

US EPA IRIS
NIEIES
formaldehyde
reassessment

2010

US EPA IRIS
releases draft
assessment
for review

A few decades of regulatory history

2011

NAS
publishes
independent
review of
EPA IRIS
assessment




Asthma excluded from from 2016
formaldehyde rulemaking




What difference does it make to exclude
asthma from formaldehyde rulemaking?

- Conducted systematic
review of relationship
between exposure to
formaldehyde and
asthma

- Monetized the asthma-
related benefits of
reducing exposure to
formaldehyde




Is exposure to formaldehyde associated with diagnosis, signs,
symptoms, exacerbation, or other measures of asthma in
humans?

There is - Sufficient” evidence that exposure to

formaldehyde is associated with child diagnosis,
child symptoms, adult diagnosis, and adult
symptoms of asthma

Definition of “sufficient”. esTasLISHED IN PROTOCOL)

A positive relationship is observed between exposure and outcome
where chance, bias, and confounding can be ruled out with
reasonable confidence. The available evidence includes results
from one or more well-designed, well-conducted studies, and the
conclusion is unlikely to be strongly affected by the results of future
studies.



What are the asthma benefits of
preventing formaldehyde exposure?

- Estimate based on the meta-analysis and
“willingness to pay”

-$585,000 - $1.4 million/100,000
children in benefits annually

-150-650 cases asthma/100,000 children
avoided annually



Formaldehyde and asthma systematic
review conclusion

- Excluding asthma health benefits from regulatory
analysis underestimated the true benefits of
regulation

- Preventing relatively “low” risks brings “high”
health benefits when exposures are ubiquitous

- Regulations need to account for all relevant
health outcomes



Cost-Benefit Analysis at EPA today
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Mercury and Air Toxics Regulation:

Annual monetized benefits (in
2007S) of $33 to $81 billion

Benefits > costs 9:1

Majority of benefits attributable to
co-benefits from reductions in
PM2.5-related mortality

Mercury emissions from US
coal plants down 85% (2006 =
2016)

Mercurylevels in water and
fish decreased




Mercury and Air Toxics
$1.8 billion in health benefits in Wisconsin in 2016

s 1 United States
S Ermvironmental Protection
\' Agency

Environmental Topics Laws & Regulations About EPA Search EPA.gov Q

CONTACTUS  SHARE [E] @ @j

Mercury and Air Toxics Standards

Mercury and Air Toxics

sanaaris s vome — Mlercury and Air Toxics Standards
t""‘““’:":“‘f in Wisconsin
dWws an egu ations

Science and Technology EPA’s new Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) - the first ever Additional
national limits on mercury and other toxic emissions from power ltmrf
Cleaner Power Plants - , . Information
plants - will improve people’s health by requiring power plants that

Healthier Americans contribute to air pollution in Wisconsin to use widely available,
proven pollutlon control techi nol ogies to protect families from

« Map of utilities covered
by this rule

* EPA's Cross-State Air
Pollution Rule ([CSAPR)

Safer Environment

MATS Benefits Where You
Live

These new standards will prevent up to 220 premature deaths in
Wisconsin while creating up to $1.8 billion in health benefits in

Related Information

~  https://www.epa.gov/mats#whereyoulive



https://www.epa.gov/mats%23whereyoulive

Mercury and air toxics proposed re-count

- EPA's proposes a
significant policy shift -
“co-benefits” (PM2.5) not
counted as a benefit

o - EPA now asserts the
aamaei=  CcoOsts outweigh the
" e BE125/ Piteby beneflts

EPA Takes a Toxic Turn by Backing Away from Mercury Regulation

e ZopA - EPAS costs and benefits
In this current proposal
JURIST Guest Columnist Janet McCabe, Professor of Practice at the Indiana a re 7 O Ut Of d ate y
University McKinney School of Law, discusses the EPA's proposed revision of MATS | naccu rat e an d a rt | f | Cl a I ”

and its consequences...

https://www.jurist.org/commentary/2019/02/janet-mccabe-epa-mats-revision/



https://www.jurist.org/commentary/2019/02/janet-mccabe-epa-mats-revision/

In summary
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EPA's accounting doesn't add up

AZARDOUS VAPORS SEEPING i *Ccling
INTO YOUR HOME?

The movemirid ﬂ.i"“""“"'ﬁ"'"”"dmmm"jrm'-”“ OSHA .E h 1 e
. hdimers fing increased scrutiny m T
into buildings is attracting . P dSlZes Sﬂf& : _

from health experts, advocates and aee- 03 e

plans, o%&ﬁhﬁ&ﬂt&mical risks!}( Long-Term

dela¥Sist don't add up- iy | p
e dei3¥) P Cancer-Causing Pollutants Found In Westbury

U
Wl District Drinking Water, Study Shows

3 g . yirrately 20,500 peogit.
'm'-'t'-‘:d” ﬂ Thee Wesitliury Wates (rstret servs appro y

of Magy I
4
¢ Mother Question:

. | S th; :
lu;lg :;EE:E;:E;:‘ISEMEI reporter, the air quality :: h’w Wapﬂy ChEmltﬂl Aﬂ:Er :

https://prheucsf.blog/2017/09/1 9/epa-plh5?'i'§-vﬁg.r;-calcuIatinq-chemical-‘%ﬁﬂth
just-dont-add-up/ ’Pﬂar,;% i



https://prheucsf.blog/2017/09/19/epa-plans-for-calculating-chemical-risks-just-dont-add-up/

. S
EPA's TSCA rules need to account for:

-We are exposed to the same chemical
through many pathways - exposure to
environmental chemicals moves over time
and space

- Some of us are more vulnerable than
others to exposure — environmental justice



EPA's TSCA rules are high stakes for our
health now and for future generations

First 10

SCA chemicals over 1
billion pounds of production volume

Progenm on Fepeo ductive
Hnalth pmd tha Eny ieamank



EPA’s calculation of benefits needs to
account for:

1. Risk at every level of
exposure for all toxic
chemicals

Risk

Exposure
=
2. All health outcomes
associated with the exposure

3. Co-benefits of the
regulation




Lawsuits will be decisive in these policy
outcomes

Eve Gartner, JD

- Staff Attorney, Earthjustice
* Healthy Communities Program

* EPA implementation of risk evaluations
for existing chemicals




Judge to EPA: Stop Stalling on Regulating

Chemical That Sickened Katrina Refugees
The EFA keeps delaying enforcement of its formaldehyde rule, 2o we're taking the E PA d e I ayed

i implementation of the
L iz £ B9 2016 formaldehyde in
Pomi |1 ohe composite wood rule

EPA sued by
Earthjustice

on behalf of the Sierra
Club and a Louisiana
based Community
Voices

- —
il ] 1) §
| | L
. | Tg Al {
A 8 ] ) s {

FEMA housed Hurricane Katrina victim Martha Hentor, 82, in this traller in Guifport,

Misslssippl. Some of the trallers FEMA provided to hurricane refugees emitted toxlc
lewels of formaldehyde, a cancer-causing chemical.

HOTQ COURTESY OF JOHMN FLECK / FEMA

https://earthjustice.org/blog/2017-december/the-slow-moving-katrina-catastrophe-that-epa-won-t-fix



https://earthjustice.org/blog/2017-december/the-slow-moving-katrina-catastrophe-that-epa-won-t-fix

Tag: Formaldehyde Limits in
Composite Wood Products

Mar 13, 2018

Federal Court Rejects EPA Rule Delaying Formaldehyde Limits
in Composite Wood Products

http://www.sgrlaw.com/tag/formaldehyde-limits-in-composite-wood-products/



http://www.sgrlaw.com/tag/formaldehyde-limits-in-composite-wood-products/

Formaldehyde Emission Standards for

Composite Wood Products

National Program Chemicals Division .',_
Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics .
Updated April 2018 :




So what can health professionals do?
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Defend science and future generations

Critical need to
build science
Into the record




[£

Defend science and future generations

Science-based S
hazard and risk Q"’“ ceé“

assessment is key <
to greener supply
chains

https://www.greenscreenchemicals.org/resources/entry/introduction-to-greenscreen



https://www.greenscreenchemicals.org/resources/entry/introduction-to-greenscreen

Defend science and future generations

Environmental
justice requires
science-based
public policy

! T Mowd .:Hfmusnh T
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Bur Tumr For ﬂ E..w gl B
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Is the New Toxic Substances Control Act et [
Working as Congress Intended? e

Legislative Briefing
April 12, 2018
The Capitol, Washington, DC

T AL 01 ~=4 DEEPSOUTH
@ 6 Yibe L \‘ CENTER FOR

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

https://prheucsf.blog/2018/04/18/is-the-new-toxic-substances-control-
act-tsca-working-as-congress-intended/



https://prheucsf.blog/2018/04/18/is-the-new-toxic-substances-control-act-tsca-working-as-congress-intended/

Health professional societies speaking out

Nathaniel DeNicola, MD, MSHP, FACOG ACOG & TSCA Reform

+ Physician and Fellow, American College of
Obstetricians and Gynecologists (ACOG)

» GWU School of Medicine & Health

ACOG’s Principles for Chemical Safety Reform:

>eiences , * Pregnant women should be considered a
- Why TSCA matters for women & children”: )
health vulnerable population

* Unless and until proven otherwise, potential
exposure to chemicals during pregnancy is an
unreasonable risk

Is the New Toxic Substances Control Act

(T5CA) Workdng 25 Congress Intendec? * The burden of safety must shift from the public to
NG ' the chemical industry

* Chemical assessments must consider exposures
from multiple sources

s

The American College of e
Obstetricians and Gynecologists { L }
WOMENTS HLALTH CARL PHYSICIANS

W

APRIL 18, 2018 ~ PRHE



Health professional societies calls for action

Endocrine SOCiety International Federation.of Project TENDR (2016)
(2008, 2015) Gynecology and Obstetrics

(2015)

Project TENDR: Targeting Environmenta
Neuro-Developmental Risks. The TENDR
Consensus Statement

DEGEMBER 2015 + VOLUME 36 = NUMBER 05 Ob_gyns from ‘]25 countries say"' Disp:/lds.doi.org/10. 1289/EHP358

NDOCRIN
E REVIEWS E

SUMMARY: Children in America today are at an unacceprably high risk
of developi devel I disorders that affect the brain and

eallarioial Afonbflietan aod cebon Tomoefo cod B il Afonbtlieion

Organizations that Endorse or Support
the TENDR Consensus Statement

American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists (ACOG)
ACOG supports the value of this clinical document as an educational tool (March 2016)

Child Neurology Society

Endocrine Society

International Neuratoxicology Association

Intarnational Saciety for Children’s Health and the Environment

International Society for Environmental Epidemiology

W National Council of Asian Pacific Islander Physicians

National Hispanic Medical Association

Tell policymakers to listen. Notiona Medical Assccto

#Health




Rapid Response Network

Advancing Health and Science in Chemical Policy

Brought to you by

N

Program on Reproductive Health and the Environment

Join over 180 scientists and clinicians who are sharing
their science and standing up for scientific integrity

Veena Singla, PhD,
Associate Director of
Science & Policy
UCSF PRHE

http://bit.ly/rrninterest
veena.singla@ucsf.edu
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L
Chemical Policy Resources

@ Program on Reproductive
2/ Health and the Environment

AbouPRHE»  EnvironmentalHeath hiiaiive » — Poiy»  OwBlog  General Resources v Clinical Resourcas »

Reseaich  NavgefonGuce  Publicatans

Hone > Py > Grericd ey Program on Reproductive Health and the Environment

University of California, San Francisco

Chemical Policy

HOME ABOUT PRHE AUTHORS LEGISLATIVE BRIEFING PUBLICATIONS SUBSCRIBE
EPA's unwritten policy on chemical data: Follow us
don't ask, don't tell
' SHvo
\ o
Public Gomments on Chemical Policy
o X Subscribe to our blog
Legislative Briefings
Draft Risk Evaluation for C.L Pigment Violet 29 January 2019 Email Address
I3 the New Toxic Substances Control
A Working Approach for Identifying Potential Candidate Chemicals ;ﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁf‘ R
for Prioritization November 2018 April 12,2018 1 ¢ SIGN UP HERE
' -
Ageney for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry's (ATSDR) ::Z::::: é‘:‘n;;,?:y ,ZQ;WEPA \ r bk
Proposed Data Collection: Prenatal Assessment of Environmental g5, 2017 | Lol
Risk November 2018 OFCEMBER 17, 2018, MEENA SINGLA Fatoanriac

https://prheucsf.blog/2018/12/17/epas-unwritten-policy-
https://prhe.ucsf.edu/chemical- on-chemical-data-dont-ask-dont-tell/

policy



https://prhe.ucsf.edu/chemical-policy
https://prheucsf.blog/2018/12/17/epas-unwritten-policy-on-chemical-data-dont-ask-dont-tell/

Patient-Centered Resources

60 MiNueTs: The shocking truth about
environmental health threats

https://prhe.ucsf.edu/toxic-matters https://prhe.ucsf.edu/multimedia-library



https://prhe.ucsf.edu/toxic-matters
https://prhe.ucsf.edu/multimedia-library

Defending Science and Children’s Health in the USA Today

| never saw the mornin' 'til | stayed up all night

| never saw the sunshine 'til you turned out the light

| never saw my hometown until | stayed away too long
| never heard the melody until | needed the song

Tom Waits - San Dieqo Serenade

o P

Mew York City

19705 2007 &



http://www.metrolyrics.com/san-diego-serenade-lyrics-tom-waits.html%23ixzz4Q7dXzf7L

Program on l
Reproductive h k
Health and the T a n yo u °

Environment

University of California
San Francisco

N

@UCSF.PRHE @UCSF_PRHE https://prheucsf.blog/
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