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Honarable Christine Todd Whianan

Administratar

Environmental Protection Agency

ariel Rios Federal Building

1200 Pennsylvania Avenye, N.W,
Washingtan, D.C. 20004

Dear Administratar Whinnan:

1 undezsand that e Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is preparing to
submit the draft Reassassment of Dicxin for interagency review. As you know, the
Dioxin Reassessment will be one of the roost influentis] woudcity assessments coniing oux
of the Agency in recent years, affecting pavernment and private cleanup effor?s and many
régulatory issues, and even raising policy questions regarding the L1.S. food SIpP Y.

Despitz {18 enormous policy implications, substanrial questions ragarding the
scientific underpitining of the Reassassment's eanclusions shout the texicity of d 2xin
and “djoxin-like" cornpounds have been raised by other federal agencies, outside
scientists, and EPA's Science Advisary Beard, [n addition, it appears the dra®t
Reassessanent may aot be consistent with other sutheriative imemational assessrients of
dioxin, and positians taleen by other U.S. federal agencies. g keeping with your . audable
afforts to assure that the Agency’s products rafleet the best available sciemific: an Alysis, I
believe the Agency should seek & further, independent, expedited scientific revisve of this
doscument,

To pravide this independent review, I request thar EPA undertake an sfre:ment
with the National Academy ef Sciences to review the eurrent draft Dioxin Rensse isment.
The review should address the woxicological questions assasiated with dioxin, inc uding:
the scientific evidence for the appropriate classification of dioin 2 10 its poteatiz |
humen carcinogenicity; the validity of the non-threshold Linear dose-response moiief in
light of epidemiclogical swdies and the corresponding cancer slope factor culeuls ed by
the Agency through use of this model; the scientific evidence supponing the cafer ladon
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and use of Taxicity Equivalent Factors; and the appropriateness of including “Hoirin
like” chemicals in the visk assessment without individual cmpirical review af their
effscts. The NAS shauld, among other issues, review the cormments on the druft
Reassessment registered by the Seience Advisary Board review panel.

I know that review by the NAS might delay the final publication of the
Reassessment. However, T belisve the NAS revicw is likely 1o expedite the subse Juent
imeragency review that would be occurring in any event, with the sdded bemefita’™
bringing o bear the expenise of respected non-govemnmental scieprists in this iree. The
result will be o increase the scientific credihility of -+ and public canfidence it ~ Az
fica! Reassessment and the substanrial regulatory implications flowing from that
document,

I wam 10 express my sppreciztion for the way in which the Agency ﬁas
cooperated with this Subscmmittee, znd I logk forward 1o your assistance in this marter.

T Wl L

Chairman,
Subcommittes on VA, HUID
And Independent Apencies Appropriotions
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