Meetings with Stakeholders

NCEH/ATSDR will accommodate meeting requests with
stakeholders upon request but is not obligated to do so.

The purpose is to listen, provide publicly available information
without negotiating activities or engaging in scientific debate.

Meetings may be held exclusively with the requesting party or
others may be included as mutually agreed upon.

NCEH/ATSDR cannot require a stakeholder to meet with
another stakeholder present.

Meetings are not confidential. Information shared by the outside
party is subject to FOIA. Notes will be taken.



Attachment 4: Letter from Lester Grant, EPA (provided by Mr. Holmstead)
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Dr_ Selene Chou : RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
Division of Toxicology '

Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry

1600 Clifton Road, Mailstop E29

Atlanta, GA 30333

Dear Dr. Chou:

- We have enclosed comments on ATSDR's Toxicologieal Profile for Sulfur

. Dioxide. As discussed in a previous letter to you, we did not have time to provide
comments to ycu prior to the stated deadline but have now completed our

l comments. OQur main concern is with the calculation of the MRL and the selection of

the LOAEL. As you can see from the attached comments, we do fiot think that the

responses observed at the purported LOAEL actually constitute adverse health

effects nor do we think that the use of uncertainty factors is appropriate for use

with the extensive data on inhalation exposure to SO, in asthmatic subjects. We are

also concerned with the inconsistencies between the Appendix worksheet and the

main text of the document.

To support our comments. we have also enclosed copies of the two EPA
documents which provide extensive discussion of the effects of SO, exposure in
asthmatics. As you know, SO, is a “criteria” air pollutant and we at EPA have an
important mandate to protect public health through the establish of air quality

standards that have a strong scientific basis. However, we do not believe that the
| public interest is served by the calculation of a Minimal Risk Level, well below the
: ambient air quality standard, that ignores much of the scientific guidance provided

. to EPA. We hope that you will reconsider the calculation in light of these comments
|_and the attached documentation.

Sincerely,

;'-_F_. "_’]’ f

Lester D. Grant, Ph.D.

Director

National Center for Environmental . 3 (/&D &
Assessment - RTP (MD-52) \)\ ?
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In appendix A, Page A-5, the final paragraph concludes, “available data on
asthmatics indicate that 0.25 ppm sulfur dioxide may be close to the
threshold for changes in lung function in sensitive asthmatics. Therefore,
0.25 ppm can be considered a minimal LOAEL.” Why, if this is the
conclusion reached by the workgroup, was 0.1 ppm selected in the body of the
document? The inconsistency of these two calculations and the questionable
approach by which uncertainty factors are applied suggests that, in the main
text of the document, the outcome of the workgroup deliberations is not
accurately reflected. The recommendation of the workgroup for a minimal
LOAEL of 0.25 ppm, although still not meeting criteria for adversity, is
somewhat more reasonable.

- Significance of health effect

The responses observed by Sheppard et al. 1981 at 0.10 ppm, using (artificial)
mouthpiece breathing are frivial. The changes in resistance are
physiologically insignificant, are statistically insignificant for the group of
subjects, and involve no symptoms (and are thus imperceptible to the
individual). Thus they represent a measurable but trivial effect which is
most certainly not adverse by any reasonable definition of the term.

[ Other Commenrts

***Page 106: Table 7-1 indicates that the State of Florida has an 8-h standard for
SO, of 50 pg/m® . This is in error. There is no 8-h standard. The 3-h standard in
Florida (as per 62-204.240 Ambient Air Quality Standards, FL Dept. of Environ.
Protection) is 1300 pg/m® or 0.5 ppm. The 24-h standard is 260 pg/m® or 0.10 ppm.
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