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DICK ACKERMAN
SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER

[ENATOR THIRTY THIRG DISTRICT

September 11, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor, State of California

State Capitol, Fisst Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Recommended Veto of AB 1108 (Ma)
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I write to respectfully request your veto of Assembly Bill 1108, which prohibits the use
of phthalates, which are used to soften plastic in children’s toys and feeding products.

AB 1108 bans DINP, which is the primary phthalate in children’s toys and has been
shown to pose absolutely no health risk to children. At the same time, it prohibits DINP
(or any other phthalates listed in the bill) from being replaced with any ~hemicals that are
listed as carcinogens or reproductive toxicants by the state or federal government.
However, DINP itself is not listed as a carcinogen or reproductive toxicant.

The Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) conducted a peer reviewed health
assessment of potential risks posed to children by DINP in toys and found no
demonstrated health risk. The Commission also found that substituting DINP with other
chemicals could increase choking hazards to children, stating: ‘If DINP is replaced in
children’s products, the potential risks of substitutes must be considered. Weaker or
more brittle plastics might break and result in a choking hazard. Other plasticizers might
not be as well studied as DINP.’

AB 1108 is yet another example of bad policy based on fear rather than objective science.
For these reasons, I respectfully request your veto.

Sincerely,

D X O Vo2 10

DICK ACKERMAN
Senate Republican Leader
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B80OB DUTTON
THIRTY-FIRST SENATE DISTRICT

September 19, 2007

Governor Amold Schwarzenegger
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Request for Veto of AB 1108 (Ma)
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully request that you veto AB 1 108 - a bill that prohibits the use
of phthalates, which are used to soften plastic, in children’s toys and feeding products.

I agree with the American Chemistry Council when they point out, “California lists
almost 900 chemicals as being known to cause cancer or reproductive toxicity. DINP is
not one of those chemicals. California and federal regulators believe it poses no health
risks. The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone — that being
said, arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a
dangerous public policy precedent.”

The arguments about consumer protection are similar to the “pro-consumer™ arguments
agai.st big box retailers, which are thinly disguised anti-competitive measures.

Former Governor Davis saw the vice in this kind of bill. He vetoed two prior attempts at
regulating the same practices this bill would prohibit.

For the reasons mentioned above, I respectfully request that you veto AB 1108,
Sincerely.,

ey

BOB DUTTON
State Scnator, 31 District
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September 14, 2007

Governor Amold Schwarzenegger
ATTN: John Moffait

Legislative Unit

State Capitol. First Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: ASSEMBLY BILL 1108 (Ma)—REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing as the Vice Chair of the Senate Committee on Environmental Quality to respectfully
request that you veto Assembly Bill 1108, as passed by the Assembly (41-34) and the Senate (21-
18). This bill would ban a plastic softener called phthalates from toys witl.. ut a shred of evidence
that this substance has caused any human harm in the 50 years it has been used in the United States.

The United States Consumer Product Safety Commission is charged with protecting the public
from unreasonable risks of serious injury from products such as toys; they have determined-—after
conducting a thorough evaluation of the risk of exposure to children—that *...exposure to DINP
from DINP-containing toys would be expected to pose a minimal to non existent risk of injury
for the majority of children.” This fact was confirmed for me by the CPSC less than 60 days ago.
Attached you will find a copy of that letter signed by Jacqueline Elder. Assistant Executive
Dirvector of the Office ot Hazard idendfication and Reduction.

In addition, the most-used phthalate in toys. DINP. is not listed on (»lifornia’s Proposition 65 list.
and the bill requires any replacement product not be listed on Prop 65 list  Clearly, eliminating this
substance from commerce wi_hout proper scientitic review bypasses the system already in place to
call out chemicals and substances that OEHHA deems priority for further review.
Assembiymember Ma's bill effectively removes from the equation those chemists and scientists
appointed to do such work.

I think you will agree that we, as lawmakers, should not be in the business of aciing ay scientists
and removing frue scientists from the debate with regard to chemical assessment. 1 believe this is
exactly what your Green Chemistry Initiative is all about. Passage ot this bill would, in eftect,
weaken the authority vou have invested m CalEPA 10 develop a systematie, scientifically- based
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Veto Request AB 1108
September 14, 2007
Page 2

approach to chemical management in California. In fact, I understand Assemblymember Ma
soundly rejected amendments that would have addressed the flaws in the legislation and bring it
into line with your stance regarding chemical policy. Signing this legisiation would reward that
rejection and undermine the entire premise of the Green Chemistry Initiative.

For these many reasons, AB 1108 merits your veto. Thank you for your consideration of this
request. If you have comments or questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Senatdr, 17" District
Vice Chair, Senate Committee on Environmental Quality

Enclosure — Copy of letter from U.S. CPSC




U.S. CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION
4330 EAST WEST HIGHWAY
BETHESDA, MD 20814

Jacqueline Elder Tel: 301 504-764E
Assistant Executive Director ) Fax: 301 504-0407
Office of Hazard ldentification and Reduction Email: jelder@cpsc.gov

July 27, 2007

Serator George Runner

Vice Chair, Senate Committee:
on Envirommental Quality

State Capitol, Room 5097

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Senator Runner:

Thank you for your lett~ regarding phthalates in children’s toys and childcare articles.
The U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) technical and scientific staff* has done
a thorough evaluation of the presence and toxicity of potentially “hazardous chemicals in PVC™
used in children’s toys. In addition, 2 Chronic Hazard Advisory Panel (CHAP), made up of
independent scientists recommended by the National Academy of Sciences working in

conjunction with CPSC staff, evaluated the chemical diisononyl phthalate (DINP).

Commission staff subsequently conducted a study of children to determine what kinds of
objects they mouth and the amount of time the objects are actually in their mouths. Also, toys
were tested to determine how much phthalate migrated out of the toy that could potentially be
ingested by a child. The Commission staff utilized information from these studies to complete a
risk assessment and concurred with the CHAP that .. .exposure to DINP from DINP-containing
toys would be expected to pose a minimal to non existent risk of injury for the majority of
children.” Based on the resu!’s of this risk assessment, the U.S. Consumer Product Safety
Commission denicd a petition requesting a ban of the use of PVC in products intended for
children five years and under.

*The comments in this letter are those of CPSC staff, have not been revicwed or approved by, and may not
necessarily reflsct the views of, the Commission.

CPSC Hotline. 1-800-838-CPSC (2772) * CPSC's Wab Site: hittp:/ieww.cpsc.gov
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The staff briefing package regarding this petition can be obtained on the CPSC website at
http://www.cpsc.gov/library/foia/foia02/briefbriefing html. The briefing package is dated
September 18, 2002, and is entitled Petition Reguesting a Ban of Use of PVC in.Products
Intended for Children Five Years of Age and Under (HP 99-1). It appears on the websitc as -
seven distinct pieces. : :

It is also important to note that tlie CPSC staff has kept abrezst of the new research and
has not seen anything that-would cause a change in the staff’s position on this issne.

Sincerely, :
%ﬁff(-c(‘ r/;d ((/::éz_..
Jacqueline Elder
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MICHAEL N. VILLINES

ASSEMBLY REPUBLICAN LEADER
ASSEMBLYMEMBER, TWENTY-NINTH DISTRICT

Tuesday, September 18, 2007

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
State Capitol, First Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: RECOMMENDED VETO OF AB 1108 (MA)

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

This letter serves to memorialize a veto request for Assembly Bill 1108, which passed the Assembly on
June 5, 2007, by a vote of 41 to 34, with 31 members of the Assembly Republican Caucus voting ‘No’.

Beginning January 1, 2009, Assembly Bill 1108 prohibits the manufacture, sale. or ‘istribution in
commerce of any toy or child care product with concentrations of di-(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP),
dibutyl phthalate (DBP), or benzyl butyl phthalate (BBP), in excess of 0.1 percent. Similarly, it
prohibits the manufacture, sale, or distribution in commerce of any toy or child care product with
concentrations of diisononyl phthalate (DINP), diisodecyl phthalate (DIDP), or di-n-octyl phthalate
(DnOP) in excess of 0.1 percent and intended for use by a child under the age of three that can be placed
in a child’s mouth It would also require manufacturers to use the least toxic alternative when replacing
phthalates in those products.

The Assembly Republican Caucus requests a veto based upon three primary concems: the pre-emption
of federal authority; the questionable nature of replacement products; and the Legislature’s lack of the
requisite technical experience to adequately consider the effects of phthalates in toys and child care
products.

Assembly Bill 1108 pre-empts federal lawmaking and regulatory authority. The federal Food and Drug
Administration and Consumer Products Safety Commission actively research and restriet the use of
products. This bill would establish yet another California-specific mandate and is likely to cause supply
disruptions for national retailers. To ensure consistency between all states, the Republican Caucus
belicves matters like this should be regulated at the federal level.

Before we prohibit the use of phthalates in toys and child care products based upon conflicting studies of
their effects on animals, we must first determine what will be used to replace phthalates and if the new
product will have more harmful attributes than what is being replaced. We simply do not have enough
information on the alternative products to make that determination, nor to ensure that any alternative
will be less toxic than phthalates. We must urge caution before we require all manufacturers to use
untested products.

ot on Hecyshed Paper




Finally, the Legislature has neither the technical nor the scientific knowledge necessary to ban the use of
phthalates. Over the past several years, the Legislature has considered an increasing number of product
bans, whether it be for fire retardants, child care products, or chemicals in finger nail polish. Simply
speaking, these types of measures should be considered administratively by a nonpartisan, bureaucratic
team of scientists with input from all stakeholdcrs. The Legislature is not the appropriate institution to
effectuate good public policy on the regulation of chemicals.

For the reasons stated above, I respectfully request that you veto Assembly Bill 1108.

Sincerely,

M)b\)\ﬁ-/”

Michael N. Villines
Assembly Republican Leader

MV: jk
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September 7, 2007 e

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of Calif~mia

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR YETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of the member companies of the American Chemistry Council (ACC), I am
writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use of a
family of chemicals called “phthalates™ that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range |
of consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a fundamental |
responsibility that ACC and its member companies take seriously. However, AB 1 108
deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bilt contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green
Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for
assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a
series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy - that would have
created a framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential
alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public health.
These amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

v view: irm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found
in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on
phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staf¥ from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate




smericanchemistry.com’

in children’s toys (DINP) and ~ne justification™ for banning its usz. In fact, the CPSC
said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products. whether on a mandatory or
voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or
more brittle plastics might break and result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC
declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in vinyl toys. Ina July 27, 2007
letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by
stating that they “have kept abreast of the new research” and have “not seen anything that
would cause a change in the staff’s position on this issue.” ’

v' DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Proposition
65 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the
Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

v' The Eurog :an Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

¥' Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was developed was to
create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals
used in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations for policy
initiatives coming in 2008 and ACC members are actively participating in this effort. Unlike
AB 1108, this science-based process would include not only assessing the toxicity of
chemicals in products, but also potential health and environmental risks, degree _{ exposure,
economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and any heaith
and environmental risks posed by alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, | urge you to veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

bk —

Jack N. Gerard
President and CEQ

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor

D Wilson Boulovard, Arlingion, VA 22309 ' (R} 741500 ‘#«




Cotifornia State P‘ic Poiicy

EEE————— S A Business of Tedmos'ogy?

September 17, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor, State of California

State Capitol Building

Sacrament, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) REQUEST FOR VETO

On behalf of AeA (American Electronics Association) and our nearly 2,700 high tech member companies
nationwide, | am writing to respectfully ask you to VETO AB 1108 (Ma) which would ban the use of a family of
chemicals calied "phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer products,
including toys. While we believe that protecting public health is necessary we believe that AB 1108 lacks
scientific backing and deserves to be vetoed.

Ccmprehensive reviewers of the scientific evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict
these materials. While our member companies are not in the business of manufacturing toys we cannot be

- supportive of a proposal that outright bans a materia! in a set of consumer products absent scientific data to

back up the restriction.

Additionally, AB 1108 would set a dangerous public policy precedent and would establish a departure from
your Administration’s policy goals surrounding chemical-use policy. This past May, Cal/EPA launched its
“Green Chemistry Initiative” to develop a comprehensive scientifically-based framework for assessing
chemical use in products. AeA and our member companies are very supportive of ...is effort and will continue
to be engaged as the process moves forward. The main goal of this effort is to develop a more streamlined
and science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals that are used in products. Part of this
process would be to not only examine the toxicity of a materia!, but also to potential health and environmental
risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and
any health and environmental risks posed by aiternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone — that being said, arbitrarily banning
chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy precedent.

For these reasons, | urge you to VETO AB 1108.

Sincerely,

Joe Gregorich
Policy Director
California State Government Affairs

Cc: Assemblymember Fiona Ma
Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Rick Brausch. Department of Toxic Substances Control




—  Dear Governar Schwarzenegger: _— R

AmpPAC FiNne CHEMICALS PO Box 1718
Rancho Cordova, CA 95741

September 19, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Govemnor of California

State Capitol Building

Sacramento. CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO

On behalf of Ampac Fine Chemicals LLC, I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108,
legislation that would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates™ which have been used for
over 50 years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a
fundamental responsibility of the chemical industry, and we take that responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

* The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third-party scientific assessments that have
found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

* The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework
for assessing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 that would have created a process for
the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need
be. take action to protect the public. These amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), Ampac Fine Chemicals believes the
proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of individual
chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides within California’s regulatory
framework. For this, and the aforementioned, we respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Sincergly. -
J // 7 v g
; /f;lv/uw oM l
Aslam Malik, PhD
President, Ampac Fine Chemicals

cc: John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary
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September 7. 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzencgger
Govemor, State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

As a toy compan operating in the State of California, I am writing to urge you tG veto
AB 1108 (Ma), legislation that would disregard science and ban the use of phthalates. a
key ingredient that serves to make children’s products safer.

At Babalu, Inc toy safety is our highest priority. To ensure that toys sold in California
meet the highest safety standards, science — not politics — must govern important policy
decisions about toy safety. Politically driven, chemical-by-chemical regulation by the
State Legislature will severely undercut the comprehensive scientific approach to
chemical safety taken by the Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA), the Department of Toxic substances Control (DTSC), and envisioned by your

“Green Chemistry Initiative.”

This is especially true in the case of AB 1108, which seeks to ban a particular ingredient,
DINP, which is not on our State’s Prop. 65 list of dangerous chemic-'s and which has
repeatedly been deemed safe by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC).
In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk”™ from the primary phthalate in
children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification™ for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said
~1f DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary
basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle
plastics might break and result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a
health alen regarding phihalates in vinyl toys. Ina July 27,2007 letter to California State
senator George Runner, CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have
kept abreast of the new research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a change
in the staff’s position on this issue.”

Oddly. if AB 1108 were to become law, manufacturers would be forced to replace DINP
with ingredients that have not been as well studied or proven safe for use in toys. This
could have the unintended consequence of jeopardizing the ability to make toys safe for
California children and families.

We should be doing all we can to keep kids safe, but we need to make sure policy
decisions are made with the best available information. Instead of instituting a ban that
flies in the face of our science to date, we believe you should veto AB 1108 and let your

T WURGNSSSSSE




g‘ Green Chemistry Initiative go forward and work to create a more systematic, science-
? based approach to chemical regulation that ensures the safety of toys and other products.

Thank you very much for considering our views on this important issue.

ly,

air Everett, Founder

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Govemor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor
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Date 09/07/2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use of a
family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-yeai» in a wide range of
consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are
safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would bu established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green
Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for assessing
chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a series of
amendments to AB 1108 - based on this philosophy - that wou!d have created a
framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative
chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public health. These amendments
were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108,

;OVernm i Aflirm Phthal re Safi

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without
sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the
home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on phthalates
have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:
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v In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
(DINP) and “no justification™ for banning its use. In fact. the CPSC said “If DINP is to be
replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voiuntary basis, the potential
risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or maore brittle plastics might break
and result in a choking hazard ™ The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding
phthaiates in vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to Calitornia State Senator George Runner,
CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept ahreast of the new
research™ and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff"s position on
this issue.”

v DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Proposition 65
list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop.

65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

v' The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to cons—-mers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the average
human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry™ Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was developed was to
create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals used
in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations for policy initiatives
coming in 2008 Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include not only assessing
the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health and environmental risks, degree of
exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and any
health and environmental risks posed by alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, | urge you to veto AB 1108,




Sincerely,

N\ 8»

es Braaunig, President & CEO /7
Bali, Bounce & Sport, Inc L

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Goverrior
Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer. Office of the Governor




The Chemical Company

By Facsimile
916-445-4633

September 7, 2007 : o

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger il s v
Governor C
State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Request for Veto of AB 1108
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

BASF Corporation, iwhich has six facilities in California, is writing to ask that you veto AB 1108, a
measure that would ban the use of “phthalates™ in a range of consumer products. This measure
contradicts the significant body of credible scientific research that affirms the safety of phthalates.

Phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without sacrificing its durability.
They are used as softeners in toys, cars, and products found in the home, businesses, and hospitals.
In toys, phthalates ensure that the composite plastic is not weak or brittle, since these characteristics
might cause breakage and result in a choking hazard.

In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Heaith Hazard Assessment -- the US Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC)
found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate (referred to as “DINP™) in
children’s toys and “no justification” for banning its use. The CPSC declined to even issue a health
alert regarding phthalates in vinyl toys. Moreover, the European Union, following the release of a
10-year risk assessment of various phthalates concluded, “The end products containing DINP
(clothes, building materials, toys and baby equipment) and the sources ui exposure (car and public
transport interiors, food and food packaging) are unlikely to pose a risk for consumers (adults,
infants, and newborns) followin_ inhalation, skin contact and ingestion,”

RASF C

100 Campus Drive
Florham Park N J 07932
Tei {800) 5281072

wwew bast comioka Helping Make Products Better™
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9/18/07

Wir. Chris Kahn. Office of the Governor
State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use of a
family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of
consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are
safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green
Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for assessing
chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a series of
amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy - that would hav- created a
framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative
chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public health. These amendments
were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without
sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the home,
businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on phthalates have
found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from C alifornia’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
(DINP) and “no justificz iion” for banning its use. In fact. the CPSC said “If DINP is to be
replaced in children’s products. whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks
of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and
result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding
phthalates in vinyl toys. Ina July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner,
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CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s position on
this issue.”

v DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Propesition 65
list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop.
65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

v The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk te consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

¥ Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the average
human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was developed was to
create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals used in
products. This process is currently underway. with recommendations for policy initiatives
coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include pot only assessing
the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health and environmental risks, degree of
exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and any
health and environmenta! risks posed by alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons. | urge you to veto AB 1108.

Clay Covington
Vice President

[ Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor

Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor
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CHAMEER OfF COMMERCE

CONFIDENTIAL

September 20, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor, State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: AB 1108 (MA) — CHILDREN'S PRODUCTS: PHTHALATES

REQUEST FOR VETOQ

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

The California Chamber of Commerce respectfully REQUESTS that you VETO AB 1108 (Ma), which
would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys. AB 1108.(Ma) would not make consumer products any
safer than they currently are. In fact, the bili runs contrary to a large body of scientific review, as well as
the direction of California’s Green Chemistry Initiative.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and fiexible, without sacrificing
its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the home, businesses, and
hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis
to restrict these materials:

in a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) found *no demonstrated health risk” from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
(DINP) and "no justification” for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be
replaced in children’s ~roducts, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of
the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in
a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a heaith alert regarding phthalates in vinyl
toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC staff reaffirmed
this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new research” and have “not seen
anything that would cause a change in the staff's position on this issue.”

The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various phthalates
concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which included assessing
impact on aduits, children and infants.
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The H‘onorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
September 20, 2007
Page Two

e Data from the Centers for Disease COntrol and fgvention (cbC) show that the average
human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set. by the U. S. govemment o e

AB 1108 (Ma).;. '
~ products, but.also pr

altematrves to those’cher'mcals

AB 1108 (Ma) would create a patchwork of rules
‘marketplace.. The hkely result of this_ change
AB 1108 (Ma) would have the simple affect of w
and would mterfere wuth the progress bemg m

For the above reasons, the CalChamber respectfully ’
,Smcerely,
i 5;46/

Jasor/Schmelzer
Policy Advocate
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Chuaisman of the Boerd
William W. Anderyon
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Second Vice "heir

Mo Ranch Merken

Richard E. Morgam, J.

September 10. 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger 7o
Govemor. State of California )

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

Assembly Bill 1108 (Ma), which seeks to ban a wide range of consumer products that are
intended for use by children. We pelieve the proposed legislation contradicts the
significant body of credible scientific research that 1ffirms the safety of these
compounds, including their use in consumer products.

CGA is a non-profit, statewide trade association representing the food industry since
1898, representing approximately 500 retail members operating over 6,000 stores in
California and Nevada, and approximately 300 grocery supplier companies.

Phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without sacrificing its
durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the home,
businesses. and hospitals, Safety reviews by European and American scientific panels
have found phthalates to be safe for use in vonsumer products. Comprehensive reviews
of the scientific evidence on phibalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these
materials. Other phthalates that would be banned are rarely if ever used in children’s
toys. AB 1108 would needlessly deprive consumers of products with a distinguished
safety profile.

For these reasons, we are opposed to AB 1108 and we respectfully request a veto on the
measure.

Sincerely,

Vice President. Govermment Relations

ee: Assembly Member Ma
John Moflatt. Otfice of the Gevernor
Putty Zwarts, Call:PA '
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September 19, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor of California

State Capitol Building

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) — Phihaiate Ban — Request for Veto
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger,

The California Manufacturers & Technology Association (CMTA) respectfully requests your
veto on AB 1108 (Ma), which would prohibit the manufacturing, processing, and distribution of
any toy or childcare product containing a class of chemicals called phthalates in concentrations
exceeding 0.1%.

Scientific evidence does not support the contention that these items pose a risk. In fact, the U.S.
Consumer Product Safety Commission. the U.S. Center for Disease Control and the European
Umon have ali concluded that phthalates are unlikely to pose a risk to consumers.

Cal EPA’s Green Chemistry Initiative is being developed to address just such public concerns.
Chemicals should not be banned without a thorough evaluation of the scientific evidence
including: toxicity, exposurc, environmental risks, benefits and altérnatives. Quite often, as in
this instance. alternatives haven’t been as thoroughly tested as the chemical in question.

For the reasons above. CMTA is opposed to AB 1108. We respectfully request that you Veto thls
legislation.

Sincerely,

MichaelJ. Rogge
Policy Director, Environmental Quality

ce: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moftatt, Otfice of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




RETAILERS ASSOCLATION

98C NINTH STREET. SUITE 210N - SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916, 443-1975 - FAX (916) 441-4218

September 14, 2007

Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger
Governor, State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108: VETO REQUEST

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

The California Retailers Association respectfully requests your veto of AB 1108 (Ma),
which would ban use of a family of chemicals known as phthalates. Phthalates are
commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, such as in the traditional children’s
“rubber ducky” or bathtub books.

Studied for decades, there is no scientific assessment that supports suc.. a ban. European
and The Consumer Product Safety Commission determined there was “no demonstrated
health risk™ from DINP, the phthalate used most commonly in children’s toys. The
European Union concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumer™.

Additionally, your Administration, through Cal EPA, proposed an extensive and
thoughtful series of amendments to AB1108, to make the bill consistent with the “Green
Chemistry™ initiative. However, the amendments were completely rejected by the author
and supporters. California Retailers Association, whose members sell hundreds of
thousands of consumer products, supports the concept of the Green Chemistry Initiative,
to comprehensively consider chemicals in various products, their toxicity, health and
environmental risks and available alternatives. We do not support arbitrarily picking a
“chemical of the month™ to ban, without thoughtful analysis and deference to existing
analysis where available.

Accordingly, we urge a veto of AB 1108.
The California Retailers Association is a trade association representing major California

department stores, mass merchandisers. supennarkets, chain drug and convenience stores,
as well as specialty retailers such as auto, book and home improvement stores. Our
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Chenvwcal industiry Council of Calitoinia
P.O. Box 2280 Folscom. CAS5763-2160

Jeptember 12, 2007 L‘L;/;,g/ 040 // /I"/CZ

State Capito! Building

The Honorable Arnold Sch / ' v
D ot Al e sy Ty bt
of OF

Sacramento, California 93630
Re: VETO REQUEST: AB 1108 (Ma) phthalates
Dear Governor Schwarzenegyger:

I write on behalf of the mnembers of the Chemical Industry Council of California* (CI1CC) to respectfully urge you

to veto AB 1108 (Ma), a bill to ban the usc of “phthalates™ in a wide range of consumer products intended for use

by children. Phthalates are chemical compounds used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the home,

businesses, and hospitals. While well intended, CICC belicves AB 1108 contradicts a significant body of credible
" scientific research thar affirms the safety of phthalates, including use in toys and other consumer products.

A comprehensive review of the scientific evidence regarding phthalates has uncovered no scientific basis for
restricting these naternials: '

e The US Consumer Product Safety Commission found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary
phthalate (DINP) in children’s toys and “no justification” for banniog its use.

e The European Union, following the relcase of a 10-year risk assessment of various phthalates on
adults, children and infants concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers;”

e The Navonal Toxicology Program, an arm of the U.S. National Instituics of Health, assessed both
DINP and DIDP and concluded both phthalates are of “minimal concem” for all age groups;

¢ Data from the Centers for Discase Control and Prevention show that the average human exposure to
DINP 1s far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

CICC has long held the belief that the proper forum for objectively and scienufically cvaluating the comples
toxicological impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chenucals. including phthalates. most effectively
resides within California’s regulatory framework. Amendments offered by your Admimistration. to perform just
such a scientific evaluauon. were rejected by the author. For this. and the aforementioned. 1 respeetfudly request
vou veto AB 1108,

Sincerch .

‘ /‘a P

John R Utrich
Exc¢cutive Director
(916) 989-9692

.
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Crown Crafts Infant Produets, Inc.
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‘September 7, 2007
{
The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor r
State of California
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to
ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main
reasons:

¢ The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no bgsis to restrict phthalates in toys; and
1

* The public policy précedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration's stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its
“Green Chemisti y” ihitiative that a comprehensive. scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your
Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - based on this
philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, injluding potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be,
take action to protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the
proponents of AB | IPS.

!
711 West Walnut  Compton, CA 90220  phone (310) 763-8100 fax (310) 537-2272
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Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products
found in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

¥' In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification™ for banning its use. In
fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’= products, whether cn a
mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in a choking
hazard.” The CPSC declined 1o even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in
vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC
staff reaffirmed this deéision by stating ihat they “have kept abreast of the new
research’™ and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s
position on this issue.”

v" DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s
- Proposition 65 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives
that are not on the Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not
listed.

v’ The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S.
government. ‘ '

AB 1108 Contradicts Sciey!i ce-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was developed
was to create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about
chemicals used in prodicts.: This process is currently underway, with recommendations
for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would
include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health
and environmental risks, degree of exposure, cconomic and technical feasibitity of the
chemicals and potential alternatives. and any health and environmental risks posed by
alternatives to those chemicals. :

711 West Walnut - Compton, CA 90220  phone (310) 763-8100 fax (310) 537-2272




The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concem to everyone; however
arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous
public policy precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108.

. T ~N
Noned  Aatmed
cc: M. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor

Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor

711 West Walnut  Compton, CA 90220  phone (310) 763-8100  fax (310) 537-2272




The Dow Chemical Company
P.O. Box 1398

Pittsburg, California 94565
925 « 432-5000

September 13, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Govemor State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of The Dow Chemical Company I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1198,
legislation that would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” which have been used
for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a
fundamental responsibility of the chemical industry and we take that responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

« The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that have
found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

- The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administiation’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprchensive, scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created a
process for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys,
and if need be, take action to protect public. These amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), The Dow Chemical Company
believes the proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of
individual chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides within California’s

regulatory framework. For this, and the aforementioned, we respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

D@ﬁcklun%

Site Leader - Tracy, CA
The Dow Chemical Company

cc: John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (916) 327-1009 fax
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Sepiember 12, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor Stare of Califomia

Stare Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQULEST IFOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behait of The Dow Chemical Company Tam writing (o respecrfully ask that you veto AR 1104,
fegiskition thal would ban the use of a Faily of chernicals called “phthalates™ which have been used
for over 30-years in a wide ruge of cunsunil products, including oys. Protecting public health is a
fundumenial respansihtlity of the chemical industry and we take rhat responsibility very xeeously.

Howcver. AR 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

* The bill contrlicts @ wide range of independent third panty scientilic health assessments that
have found no basis w restrict phthalates in toys (or other products): and

* The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical deparwre from your
Administration’s stated chicmicals policy, that 2 comprehensive, scientilically-bused
framework for assessing chenmcalds o products is HCCCSsary.

Your Administration proposcd ascries of wmendments o AB 1108 - that would have creaied o
process for the state’s soientists to assess phihalates, imcluding potential alicmative chemicals in toys,
wnd i need betake acnon o protect public.  These amendments were rejeeted by the author.

As astrong support of doing busicss in California and member of the Chemical Indusnry Council of
Califormia (CICC), 1 belicve the proper farmn tor obgecuvely and scientifically evaluating the compley
undcological impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chemicals, mcluamg phibalates. most efteetinely
resides within Cahtoran < overall regulatory framework. Tor this., and the afrementioncd. we respecttully
request vou vete AB 108,

Singerely,

‘Don

Dunuld Wond
Technolagy |eader
The Dow Chemical Company

v Iolor Maoltu. Deputy Legislative decretary, (816) 327 HXOW fax
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18730 S. Wilmington » Rancho Dominguez, CA 90220 USA
Telephone: (310) 884-2000 » Fax: (310) 884-2013 www.cducationalinsights.com

September 7, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Govemnor, State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Schwar..enegger:

As a toy company operating in the State of California, I am writing to urge you to veto AB 1108 (Ma), legislation
that would disregard science and ban the use of phthalates, a key ingredient that serves to make children’s products
safer.

At Educational Insights, toy safety is our highest priority. To ensure that toys sold in California meet the highest
safety standards, science — not politics — must govern important policy decisions about toy safety. Politically driven,
chemical-by-chemical regulation by the State Legislature will severely undercut the comprehensive scientific
approach to chemical safety taken by the Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), the
Department of Toxic substances Control (DTSC), and envisioned by your “Green Chemistry Initiative.”

This is especially true in the case of AB 1108, which seeks to ban a particular ingredient, DINP, which is not on our
State’s Prop. 65 list of dangerous chemicals and which has repeatedly been deemed safe by the U.S. Consumer
Product Safety Commission (CPSC). In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safei, Commission (CPSC) found
“no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification™ for
banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or
voluntary basis, :he potential risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break
and result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in viny! toys.
In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating
that they “have kept abreast of the new research™ and have “not seen anything that would cause a change in the
staff’s position on this issue.”

Oddly, if AB 1108 were to become faw, manufacturers would be forced to replace DINP with ingredients that have
not been as well studied or proven safe for use in toys. This could have the unintended consequence of jeopardizing
the ability to make toys safe for California children and famities.

We should be doing all we can to keep kids safe, but we need to make sure policy decisions are made with the best
available information. Instead of instituting a ban that flies in the face of our science to date, we believe you should
veto AB 1108 and let your Green Chemistry Initiative go forward and work to create a more systematic, science-
based approach to chemical reguiation that ensures the satety of toys and other products.

Thank you very much for considering our views on this important issue.

Sincerely,

James Whitney
President, Educational Insights

<c: Mr. Chris Kahn. Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Govemnor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




| European Resilient Flooring Manufacturers’ Institute

ERFMI. 46. Avenue de Cortenbergh. B-1000 Brussels. Belgium

ERFMI vzw

65 Avenve de Cortenbergh
The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger 8-1000 Brussels
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State of California Fox: +32(0)2734G875
State Capitol GSM: +4917 18 15 49 59

info@erfmi.com
Sacramento, CA 95814 www erfmi.com
USA
Your ref Our ref Direct iine Date

01-10-2007

AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Govemor Schwarzenegger,

We are writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108. It is not our intention to
repeat all the scientific and political arguments which were brought to your attention
by our American colleagues of the Resilient Fioor Covering Institute (RFCI) and
which ERFMI fully supports. We would like to underline that legis'ation must be a.o.
supported by sound science. Today phthalates belong to the group of the best
studied chemicals. So the European Union have been conducting a comprehensive
risk assessment on phthalates for over ten years concluding that e.g. DINP was
“unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which included assessing impact on adults,
children and infants. The ban of such well examined chemicals like phthalates
contains the risk that the introduced alternatives for phthalates, which are less
investigated, might even have worst effects on children's health and on tha
environment,

Mr Governor, we trust in your wisdom and remain

~ Yours sincerely,

ERFMI, European Resilient Flooring Manufacturers’ Institute
: 4/ Py 5
KD

Ton Piuijmert
Managing Director

ce Mr Chris Kahn, Mr. John Moffatt, Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, (OMce of the Govemnor)

Prasictar! Berrand Chammas (Gedlor SA)
Maraging Dirsctor Tan Plulimert Office Manager: Dr Jochen Dimmermann

- Bankaccount Fortls Bank, Rond Point Schuman 10, 5.1040 Brussels. Bolgium
Acsount N 001-3857224- 10, 3WIFT Code GESABERE, IBAN BE41 0013 8572 3410, DTW BRaYY 452 1)

07-10-01 ERFMI Veto request AB 1108.doc
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September 10, 2007 Chemical
The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger

Governoi of California o

State Capitol Building R
Sacramento, CA 95814 S

RE: Request for veto of Assembly Bill 1108 (Ma)

Dear Goveinor Schwarzenegger:

ExxonMobil Chemical requests your veto of AB 1108, which would ban the manufacture, sale and
distribution of toys or child care articles that contain specified phthalates.

This bill runs counter to your Administration's Green Chemistry Initiative, which will utilize a
coordinated, comprehensive strategy for the development of information on the hazards and risks
of chemicals, and will be overseen by a robust panel of distinguished scientists. This initiative will
provide the appropriate framework for determining the safety of chemicals currently used in toys
as well as potential replacements, and will develop ways to reduce exposure to dangerous
substances. AB 1108, on the other hand, perpetuates a nor-integrated, chemical-by-chemical
ban approach without the benefit of having the Green Chemistry scientific panel take a broader
view of chemicals management in consultation with Cal-EPA. The AB 1108 ap; “>ach does not
allow California to focus on the highest priorities for the State, and instead would ban a chemical )
which has been thoroughly tested and found to be safe by a federal authoritative body.

One of the products we make, diisononyl phthalate (DINP), is the principal phthalate plasticizer '
used to make soft vinyi toys and would be banned by AB 1108. ExxonMobil is the largest
producer of DINP and the largest supplier of plasticizers in the world. The use of DINP in vinyl
toys has been extensively studied by multiple scientific panels and regulatory agencies, including
the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission, and found to be safe for use in children’s

products.

We understand that the State of California is carefully examining the issue of toy safety as it
relates to your objective to remain in the forefront of protecting health and the environment.
ExxonMobil Chemical Company and its affiliates also take the issue of product safety very
seriously, and so we share a common goal with California. We are committed to the safety of our
products and to the health and well being of our customers and consumers who use them,
especially children.

In support of our efforts to thoroughly understand the heaith and environmental risks of our
products, ExxonMobil employs a staff of over 100 fulktime scientists to perform rigorous
toxicology and environmental impact studies. In fact, we have proactively invested $20 million on
safety testing and evaluations of DINP to provide our customers and the public with the
assurance that DINP can be safely used in a broad range of applications including vinyl toys.

The resuits of these studies on DINP have been published in peerreviewed scientific journals.
They have also been reviewed by a number of governmental scientists in the U.S. and in Europe.

A Droson of Bxxon Mobil C orporation




RE: Raquest for veto of AB 1108 -2- September 10, 2007

The most comprehensive review, which specifically looked at the safety of DINP in viny! toys, was

conducted by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC). The CPSC assembled an -

independent panel of scientific experts to review all of the toxicology data and they conducted
extensive exposure studies. The CPSC staff concluded that exposure to DINP would not pose a
risk to children, even if DINP were used in all toys, ratties, and teethers. The CPSC
Commissioner stated in 2003, "Consumers may have a high level of assurance that soft plastic

products pose no risk to children.”

The CPSC recently reaffirmed these findings. As stated in a 2007 letter from CPSC to California
Senator George Runner, “.. the CPSC staff has kept abreast of the new research and has not
seen anything that would cause a change in the staff's positiori on this issue.”

In fact, the CPSC has specifically cautioned against the unintendec risks of alternatives: "if DINP
is to be replaced ir children’s products, whether on a maridatory or voluntary basis, the potential
risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and
result in a choking hazard. Other plasticizers might not be studied as well as DINP.”

Scientists at the European Union have also reviewed the safety of DINP. The EU considered
worst-case scenarios and concluded that exposures were still well within safe limits. Despite this,
the use of DINP has been restricted by political decision in the EU. These restrictions were first
put in place in 1999 before the CPSC completed their evaluations, and were made permanent in
2005 prior to the publication of the EU's risk assessment in 2006. :

We support California's efforts to ensure that the products that are manufactured and sold in the
state--and those used to make toys in particular-are safe for consumers. However, product-by-
product and chemical-by-chemical approaches can have unintended, even regrettable
consequences. Any action to restrict the use of certain chemicals should be based on rigorous
scientific scrutiny. Otherwise, over time the public may be deprived of access to safe and
beneficial products, and may be exposed to unknown safety hazards and risks present in
alternatives that have not undergone thorough testing.

Given the inconsistency with your Administration’s Green Chemistry Initiative, the extensive
testing and evaluations of DINP, and the conclusions of the CPSC as well as the European
Chemical Bureau, ExxonMobil Chemical requests your veto of AB 1108.

Kind Regards,

Mo

Elissa Sterry

Vice President

Intermediates

ExxonMobil Chemical Company

cC: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor
Ms. Maureen Gorsen, Director. Department of Toxic Substances Control
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FERRO CORPORATION

7061 EAST PLEASANT VALLEY ROAD

INDEPENDENCE, OHIO 44131 U.SA.

TELEPHONE: (216) 750-1492
September 18, 2007 FACSIMILE: (216) 750-1417

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

AB 1108 (Ma) — REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger,

Ferro Corporation respectfully asks that you veto AB 1108. This legislation wouid ban the use of a family of
chemicals called “phthalates” in toys, even though this family has been used for over 50 years in a wide
range of consumer vinyl products, including toys. Phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl products soft
and flexible without affecting durability. They are used also as softeners fu. plastics in cars and products
found in the home, businesses and hospitals.

Consumer products need to be safe. However AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for these key reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third-party scientific assessments that have found no
basis to restrict phthalates in toys;

e Use of alternative chemicals for softening vinyl products, especially toys, may result in unintended and
adverse results, such as more brittle toys, as noted by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission;
and »

® Piecemeal, arbitrary legislative efforts such as AB 1108 are the opposite of your Administration’s
stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green Chemistry” initiative. This
comprehensive initiative will provide a more systematic, science-based approach regarding chemicals
used in products. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include not only identifying the
hazards of chemicals in products, but also assessing potential health and environmental risks, degree of
exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential altematives, and any health
and environmental risks posed by alternative chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however banning chemicals through
the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy precedent.  For these reasons, T urge you to
veto AB 108.

Sincerely,

W

Peter T. Thomas
Vice President, Organics Specialties

cc: M. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mt. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




Galleher

9303 Greenieaf Avenue
Santa Fe Springs
California

90670

562.944.8885
562.941.3929 Fax
www.galirher.com

September 19. 2007

The Honorable Amcid Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento. CA 95814

RE: AB1108 (Ma)- REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that vou veto AB 1108. legislation that
would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates™ that have
been used for over 30-vears in a wide range of consumer products,
including toys. While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are
safe for consumers. AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party
scientific assessments that have found no basis to restrict phthalates
in tovs: and

e The public policy precedent that would be establisued is a radical
departure from your Administration’s stated chemicals policy. as
expressed by Call:PA in its “Green Chemistry™ initiative that a
comprehensive. scientifically-based framework for assessing
chemicals in products is necessary. In fact. your Administration
proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - based on this
philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s
scientists to assess phthalates. including potential alternative
chemicals in toyvs. and if need be. take action to protect public
health. These amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB
1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background. phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl solt
and flexible. without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners
in toys, cars and products found in the home. businesses. and hospitals.
Comprehensive reviews ot the scientitic evidence on phthalates have found
no scientific hasis to restrict these materials:

Lelivering Flooring Solutions




v In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from
California’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the
US Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) found “no
demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate in children’s
tovs (DINP) and "no justification™ for banning its use. In fact. the
CPSC said ~If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products. whether
on a mandatory or voluntary basis. the potential risks of the substitutes
must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break
and result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a
health alert regarding phthalates in vinyl toys. InaJuly 27, 2007 letter
to California State Senator George Runner. ( PSC staff reaffirmed this
decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new research™
and haye “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s

position on this issue.”

v DINP. the primary phthalaie used in children’s toys is not on
California’s Proposition 65 list. Oddly, the bill requires
manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop. 65 list —
vet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

v The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk
assessment of various phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely
to pose a risk to consumers™ which included assessing impact on
adults, children and infants. ‘

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
show that the average human exposure to DINP is far below safety
levels set by the ULS. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was
developed was to create a more systematic. science-based approach to
answering questions about chemicals used in products. This process is
currently underway . with recommendations for policy initiatives coming in
2008, Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include not only
assessing Gie toxicity of chemicals in products. but also potential health
and environmental risks. degree of exposure. ceonomic and technical
feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives. and any health and
environmental risks posed by alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost coneern Lo everyone:
however arbitrarils banning chemicals through the legislative process

would create a dangerous publie policy precedent. For these reasons, |
urge vou to veto AB THOR.




Sincerely.

Jeff Hamar
President

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn. Office of the Governor
Mr. John MofTatt. Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer. Office of the Governor
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General Chemical West LLC —— -
2340 Bert Drive ~—“—'__—_=

Hotister, CA 95023
(#31) 636-5151

September 5, 2007

The Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger
Governor State of Californja

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma)} - REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of General Chemical, J am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” which have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of industrial and
consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a fundarental responsibility of the chemical industry and
we éake that responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

~ The bill conwradicts 2 wide range of independent third panty scientific assessments that have found no basis to
restrict phthalates in toys; and

* The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your Administration’s statcd
chemicals policy, that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for assessing' chemicals in products is.
neccssary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created a process for the state’s
scientists to assess phthalates. including potential alternative chemicals in toys. and if need be. take action to protect the
public. Thesc amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), General Chemical believes the proper forum for
objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chemicals,
including phthalates, most effectively resides within California’s regulatory framework. For this, and the aforementioned, we
respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

ger
Plant
Genera) Chemical West, 1L1LC
{831) 6306263

cc: John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary? (956) 57 1005 ax
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September 21, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Govemor State of California

State Capito!

Sacramento, CA 95814

,Inc.

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) — REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Govemor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of Hasa Inc., | am writing to respectfully 2sk that you veto AB 1108, legisiation that would ban the
use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” which have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of
consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a fundamental responsibility of the chemical
industry and we take that responsibility very seriously. Particularly, our company provides the chemicals
necessary o sanitize waste water, drinking water, swimming pools and various agriculture crops.

However, AB 1108 deservcs to be vetoed for two reasons:

« The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that have found no
basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and :

« The public policy precedent that would be cstablished is a radical departure from your
Administeation’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for

assessing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposcd a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created a process for
the state’s scicntists to assess phthalates, including potential altcrnative chemicals in toys, and if need be,
take action to protect public. These amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), Hasa Inc. belicves the proper forum for
objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of individual chemicals or classes of
chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides within California’s rpulatory framework. For this, and the

aforementioned, we respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Si ty.

o
Lisa W. Iohnson ‘
VP Operations
Hasa Inc,

cc: John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (916) 327-1099 fax

Hass tne. 1251 Loverdge Roed, Pitsburg, CA 84585  Phone; 825-412-3868  Fax 825432-3874
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HEMOCLEANSE, INC.

September 18, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitoi

Sacramento. CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing respectfully to ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of certain “phthalates™ in toys and children’s products. Phthalates have been used for
more than 50 years in a wide range of products. While everyone supports efforts to
ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed because the
bill contradicts a wide range of independent, third-party scientific assessments that have
found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys.

Phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible without sacrificing its
durability. They are used as softeners in toys, medical devices, cars and many products
found in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials. As
examples:

® The U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) conducted an extensive,
peer-reviewed health risk study of phthalates that involved staff from California’s
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment and found “no demonstrated
health risk™ from DINP, the primary phthalate in children’s toys, and “no
justification™ for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said “1t DINP is to be replaced in
children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of
the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and
result in a choking hazard.™ The CPSC declined even to issue a health alert regarding
phthalates in vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George
Runner, CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of
the new research™ and have “not seen anything that would cause a change in the
staff’s position on this issue.”

HEMOCLEANSE, INC.
3601 sagamore Parkway North, Suite B « Lafayetta, Indiana 47904 USA
Tel: (765) 742-4813 « Fax: (765) 742-482%




The Honorable Amnold Schwarzenegger
Governor, State of California
September 18, 26067

Page Two

® The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates, including an assessment of impacts on adults, children and infants,
concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers.”

¢ Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S.
government.

Moreaver, the public policy precedent that would be established by such a law departs
from what I understand is your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by
CalEPA in its “Green Chemistry” initiative, to create a comprehensive, science-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products. In fact, your Administration proposed a
series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy -- that would have created a
framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative
chemicals in toys, and, if need be, to take action to protect public health. These
amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone, but arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,
HEMOCLEANSE, INC.

AT A

Dr. Stephen R. Ash
Chairman of the Board of Directors, Director of Research and Development,
and Medical Director

SRA/hh

cC: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Goveror
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor
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The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger R S
Governor d T o

State of California - P
State Capitol SRR ’
Sacramento, CA 95814 A 4

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to
ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main
reasons.

o The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its
“Green Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your
Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - based on this
philosophy - that would have created a tramework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be,
take action to protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the
proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used 10 make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softencrs in toys, cars and products
found in the home, businesses. and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:




v" In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification” for banning its use. In
fact, the CPSC said ~If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whether on a
mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in a choking
hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in
vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC
statf reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff's -

position on this issue.”

v' DINP, the p:imary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s
Proposition 685 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives
that are not on the Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not
listed.

v" The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

v' Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S.
government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed
was to create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about

~ chemicals used in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations
for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108. this science-based process would
include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health
and environmental risks, degree of exposure. economic and technical feasibility of the
chemicals and potential aiternatives, and any health and environriental risks posed by
alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however
arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous
public policy precedent. ror these reasons, [ urge you to veto AB 1108,

Sinecrely,

R . ;’l
{ [ J.Q'{/ /;[7/ /k T

Ronald P. Hoffmz
President







The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of the member companies of the Juvenile Products Manufacturers Association (JPMA), [ am
writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use of a family of
chemicals called “phthalates™ that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer
products, including bahy bottles. JPMA is dedicated 1o educating parents on: the safe selection and use of
children’s products, such as plastic baby bottles. However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main
reasons:

* The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that have found
no basis to restrict phthalates in tovs; and

* The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green Chemistry”
initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for assessing chemicals in
products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108
— based on this philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to
protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background. phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without sacrificing
its durability. They are used as softeners in baby bortles, toys, cars and products found in the home,
businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on phthalates have found no
scientific basis to restrict these materials:

e Inapeer reviewed health risk study - which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) found “"no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
(DINP) and “no justification™ for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said “[f DINP is to be
replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of
the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in
# choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issuc a health alert regarding phthalates in viny!
toys. Ina July 27, 2007 letter 10 California State Senator George Runner, CPSC staff reaftirmed
this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new research™ and have “not seen
anything that would cause a change in the statt™s position on this issue,”

*  DINP. the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Proposition 65 list.
Oddly, the hill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop. 6% list -
yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

. - Lo
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¢ The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various phthalates
concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers™ which included assessing
impact on adults, children and infants.

* Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the average
human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

* InJuly 2007, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) affirmed the safety of polycarbonate
baby bottles, stating: “FDA has confidence that no safety concern exists for BPA in
regulated food contsct materials. F urthermore, FDA has determined that the use of
polycarbonate-based baby bottles and BPA-based epoxy coated cans used to hold infant
formula is safe.”

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based *Green Chemistry™ Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry" Initiative was developed was to create a
more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals used in products. This
process is currently underway, with recommendations for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB
1108, this science-based process would include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products,
but also potential health and environmental risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility
of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and any health and environmental risks posed by alternatives
to those chemicals.

We rely on the polycarbonate plastic like that in baby bottles for safety, protection and convenience. Any
parent who has ever dropped a plastic baby bottle can be grateful that it didn’t shatter next to their baby.

More than ever before, the safety of juvenile products is of the utmost concern to parents nationwide;
however arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public
policy precedent. For these reasons, I urge you 1o veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

QUi e

Robert B, Waller, Jr.
President

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John MofTatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




September 12, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Govemor Schwarzenegger:

reasons:

* The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

* The public policy precedent that would be established is a raaical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its
“Green Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework
for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration
proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy - that
would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates,
including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to
protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB
1108.

rm Phthalates are Safe a

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products
found in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a paer reviewed health risk study - which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no Justification” for banning its use. In fact,
the CPSC sald “If DINP is to be replaced in children's products, whetherona

212 W. Taft Avenue *» Orange, California 92865 « (714) 821-2300 * Fax (714) 021-0843




mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in a choking
hazard." The CPSC declined 1o even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in vinyl
toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to Califomnia State Senator George Runner, CPSC staff
reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new research”
and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff's position on this
issue.”

v' DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not o5n California’s
Proposition 35 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives
that are not on the Prop. 65 list - yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not

listed.

v" The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

¥ Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far helow safety levels set by the U.S.
government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed was
to create a more systematic, science-based approach to answerina questions abuut
chemicals used in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations
for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Untike AB 11 08, this science-based process would
include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health
and environmental risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the
chemicals and potential alternatives, an~ ~ny health and environmental risks posed by
alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, | urge you o veto AB 1108.

William H. Schneidtl/
Vice President
cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor

Mr. John Moftatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




Received Sep 13 2007 02:06e

09-13-07;16:13 . . -g25 228 9367
| C m i
S.INC, :

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger ,
Govemor State of California |
" State Capitol ,
Sacramento, CA 95814
RE: AB 1108 (Ma) — REQUEST FOR VETO

' September 13, 2007

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger-

On behalf of MECS, Inc., I am writing to respectiully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that
would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” which have been used for over 50-
years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a fundamental
responsibility of the chemical industry and we take that responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons: . !
« The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that have !
found no basis 1o restrict phthalates in toys; and ' .

- The public policy precedent that would be cstablished is a radical ':parture from your E
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprehensive, scientifically-based 1
framework for assessing chemicals products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments 0 AB 1108 - that would have created a
process for the state’s scientists to asscss phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys,
and if need be, take action to protect public. These amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of Califormia (CICC). MECS believes the proper forum
for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of individual chemicals or
classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most cffectively resides within California’s regulatory framework.
For this, and the aforementioned, we respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

wage

1xht ager

ce- John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (916) 327-1009 fax

Avon Plant
. 1778 Monsanto Wiy
Martinez, CA 94553
Tal: 1925) 313-0681 Fax: (925) 228-9387
www.mecsgiobal.com
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September 10, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Govemor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use ofa
family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of
consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are
safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemucals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green
Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for assessing
chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a series of
amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy - that would have created a
framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative
chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public health. These amendments
were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without
sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products found in the
home. businesscs, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on phthalates

have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a peer reviewed health risk study - which included staff from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
(DINP) and “no justification” for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be
replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential

16689 Schoenborm Strast, Morth Hills, CA 91343 phone. B18.893.5000 fax. £18.893.6343 www.munchkin.com




risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break
and result in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issuc a health alert regarding
phthalates in viryl toys. In a July 27, 2097 letter to California State Senator George Runner,
CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s position on
this issue.”

v DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Proposition 65
list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop.
65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

v The European Union, following the releasc of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “ynlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the average
_human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed was to
create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals used
in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations for policy initiatives
coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include not only assessing
the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health and environm=ntal risks, degree of
exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals and potential alternatives, and any
health and environmental risks posed by alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone, however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108.

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer. Office of the Governor
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September 13, 2007

To:  The Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger
Governor State of Califonia
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 85814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) — REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of Olin Chior Alkali Products, | am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB
1108, legislation that would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates’
which have been used for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer products,
including toys. Protecting public health is a fundamental responsibility of the chemical

industry and we take that responsibiiity very seriously.
However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

- The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific
assessments that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

= The public policy precedent that would be established is a radi. . departure from

your Administration's stated chemicals policy, that a comprehensive,
scientifically-based fram=work for assessing chemicals in products is
necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have
created a process for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential
alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public. These
amendments were rejected by the author.

PAGE 82782

As a member of the Chemica! Industry Councit of California (CICC), Olin Chlor Alkali
Products believes the proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex
toxicological impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates,
most effectively resides within California's regulatory framework. For this, and the

aforementioned, we respectfully request you veto AB 1108.

Best Regards;

Jeff inkes

Plant Manager — Tracy CA Facilty
Ph: (209) B35-5424 x 206

FAX. (209) 835-5446

cc. John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (816) 327-1009 fax
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September 5. 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor. State of California '
State Capitol <Y

Sacramento. CA 95814 &

RE: AB 1108 (Ma): Federally Preempted Chemical Ban
POSITION: Oppose
CLIENT: Phthalates Esters Panel of the American Chemistry Council

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of the Phthalate Esters Panel of the American Chemistry Council, we are writing 1o express our
opposition to AB 1108 (Ma). which would ban a wide range of popular consumer products ranging from
toys to clothing intended for use by children. Specifically. AB 1108 bans the manufacture, distribution,
or sale of any toy or childcure article that contains certain phthalates (DEHP. DBP. or BBP) in
concentrations exceeding 0.1 percent. The bill also bans the use of three additional phthalates (DINP,
DIDP. or DNOP) in any toy intended for use by a child under three vears of age if that product can be
placed in the child's mouth and contains these phthalates in concentrations exceeding 0.1 percent. This
would ban a range of toys that are softened and made less brittle by the use of phthalates. such as rubber
~duckies” commonly used by children when they bathe.

The bill sceks to substitute the objective. scientitic judgment of academicians and government researchers
with political considerations based not on risk. but rather on fear. Your administration has been acutely
aware of the flaws in this bill and proposed the attached amendments to the author, who rejected them in
its entirety. Your proposal is a balanced and holistic approach. one which cautions against arbitrary
chemical bans and substitutions by requiring solid scientific research and establishing strong enforcement
mechanisms. Again. the current version of AB 1108 lacks both of these protections.

In addition. we laud your Green Chemistry Initiative. which seeks to launch a responsible and science-
hased review of California’s chemical policy. California’s agencies are the best-equipped to guide
chemical policy in the state. as they employ the collaborative regulatory process and engage expert
ctakcholders throughout the process. Given the suceessful evolution of this process, we strongly believe
that AB 1108 should instead be evaluated through this lens.

AB 1108 is clearly preempted under federal law. The Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) was
petitioned to ban vinvl toys softened w ith phthalates and after an exhaustive four-year review of the
science. rejected that petition Under the Federal Hazardous Substances Act, the CPSCTs determination
establishes a preemptive nationwide standard that bars States from enacting conflicting restrictions.




AB 1108 also s likely unconstitutional because it interferes with intcistate commerce. It prohibits the
manufacture, sale or even the ability to ~distribute in commerce” toys and child care articles containing
DINP. California can not regulate national or internationai commerce. In 2ddition. AB 1108 has no

enforcement mechanism. This is because the ban is. as a practical matter. unenforceable.

The CPSC conducted a peer reviewed health assessment of potential risks posed to children by DINP in
toys and found “no demonstrated health risk.” The CPSC also found that substituting DINP with other
chemicals could increase choking hazards o chiidren. stating:

“If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products. whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the
potential risks of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break
and result in a choking hazard. Other plasticizers might not be as well studied as DINP.” !

Here are the key facts:

1. A five-year study conducted by the CPSC on children’s toys. which included original
research on the mouthing habits of children 5 and under. found “no demonstrated health
risk’ from exposure 10 DINF. The mouthing study report stated that “even with the

assumption that all soft plastic toys contain DINP, upper percentile DINP intake is a small
fraction of the [Allowable Daily Intake].” CPSC acknowledged that DINP is not in all soft
plastic toys. sO this is beyond a worst case analysis. In a letter from the CPSC dated July
2007, it was noted that ~CPSC staff has kept abreast of the new research and has not seen

anything that would cause a change in the staft"s position on this issue.”

!‘J

Extensive risk assessments conducted by the European Chemicals Bureau on DBP, BBP,
and DINP found that their current use consumer applications, including toys and childcare
items. pose minimal to no risk to children.

Ll

Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that average
exposures to subjects aged six and up are well below federal safety levels established for
all the phthalates tested.

4. 1n tests of urine samples taken from infants by CDC researchers. they were unable to detect
any levels of DINP metabolites. Biomonitoring has little benefit if the proponents of
AB 1108 ignore the results.

(43

Despite the fact that CDC says there 1s 1O demonstrated health risk. soft rattles. teethers.
and pacifiers are not made in the U.S. with phthalates as a vinyl additive. Thus. there is noO
concern for phthalates with respect to the items posing th= highest potential for actual
exposure.

6. Rats are not humans. Phthalates affect laboratory animals difterently than humans.
Specifically. the Chronic Hazard Advisory Panel. concluded that. even though some rat
studies indicate DINP isa reproductive toxicant. “'the risk to reproductive and

developmental progesses in humans due to DINP exposure is extremely low or non-
existent.”

| Babich. M. Et AL (2004). Risk Assessment Of Oral Exposure To Diisonony! Phthalate From
Children s Products, Regulatory Taxtcology and Pharmacology 40:1 51-167.

[ ]
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AB 1108 requires that phthalates can not be replaced with any chemicals that are carcinogens or
reproductive toxicants. The only way to find a less toxic alternative is through the use of standard risk
assessment. But AB 1108 ignores standard risk assessment. How can a company reformulate with
something that is less toxic when DINP is not listed by the State of California as a reproductive toxin or
carcinogen? AB 1108 defies common sense.

AB 1108 runs afoul of both common sense and the Constitution. The bill is unenforceable, will lead to
snnecessary litigation, and ultimately could increase. not decrease, health risks to children. We

respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108.

Very Truly Yours,
/ %\M;
: Edward P. Manning

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor
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6 September 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB1108 (Ma)- REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger.

1 am writing to respectfully ask that vou veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years ina
wide range of consumer products, including t0ys. While everyone supports efforts to
ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main
reasons:

¢ The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by TEPA inits
“Green Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your
Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this
philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be,
take action to protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the
proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used
By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products

found in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a peer reviewed health risk study - which included staft from California’s Office
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk™ from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification” tor banning its use. In
fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whetherona
mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be

9909 Hibert St . Sute F - San Diego, CA 92131
Phone (858) 566-6991 Fax (858) 586.4108
ww podee com  emat podee@podee com




mandatory or voluntary hasis. the potential risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in 2 choking
hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in
vinyl toys. Ina July 27, 2007 jetter to California State Senator George Runner. CpPSC
staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s
position on this issue.”

v DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s
Proposition 65 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives

that are not on the Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not
listed.

v The Europeah Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on adulits, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the UsS.
government. ‘

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed
was to create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about
chemicals used in products. This process is curreritly underway, with recommendations
for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would
include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health
and environmental risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the
chemicals and potential alternatives, and any health and environmental risks posed by

alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however
arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous
public policy precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108,

Sincerely,

Siatag Lo duct
Prudente G. Cueto '
President

cC: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. john MofTatt, Oftice of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor




- ’ Rod Myers
PolyOne Ccrporation Facility Manager
2104 E. 223" Street The PolyOne Corporation
Carson, CA 90745 rd
2104 E. 223" Street
(310) 51 3-7100 :
www.polyone.com Carson, CA 90810-1611

. September 10, 2007

s -

The Honorable Amnold Schwarzenegger

Govemor, State of California

Office of the Govemnor

State Capitol o
25420 Del Paso Road, 1st Floor .
Sacramento, CA 95834 : '

Re: Veto Request — AB 1 108 (Ma)
Dear Govemor:

As the plant manager of The PolyOne Corporation in Carson, I am respectfully requesting that
you veto AB 1 108. : .

PolyOne is a leading global producer of specialized polymer materials, services and solutions.
We are proud of our long history of product innovation and safety to our employees and

customers.

We request your veto of AB 1108 because it ignores the evidence from decades of scientific
inquiry regarding the use of phthalates and viny! products. Plasticized vinyl has long been the
material of choice not only for toys but also for countless medical applications involving millions
of patients. The activists’ campaign against phthalates resulted in a landmark panel of experts,
led by President Ronald Reagan’s Surgeon General, Dr C. Everett Koop. and comprised of
distinguished scientists from a variety of fields relevant to the study of human health effects. The
panel concluded that “DEHP in medical devices is not harmful to even highly exposed people.”
The Consumer Products Safety Commission, who studies phthalates in toys and juvenile
products in greal detail rejected calls for a ban. The European Union Institute for Health and
Consumer Products came to a similar conclusion.

We ask that you follow the logi~ of your green chemistry initiative and veto AB 1108. Decisions
regarding product bans that can adversely affect companics doing business in California neec 10
be based on an informed review of the science. A positive impact on public health needs to be of

greater concern than the emotion and confusion surrounding this legislation.

Thank you for your attention.




Sincerely,

(e

Rod V. Myers
Facility Manager
The PolyOne Corporation




September 7, 2007

‘The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sa~ramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates™ that have been used for over 50-years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys. While everyone supports efforts to
ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two main
reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its
“Green Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your
Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this
philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be,
take action to protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the
proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and tiexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products
found in the home. businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v In a peer reviewed health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety

401 E. jefferson Street @ Suite 102 8 Rockville, MD JO850 M 301-340-8580 B Fax: 301-340-7283




Commission (CPSC) found “no Jemonstrated health risk™ from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and *“ne justification” for banning its use. In
fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whether on a
mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more Erittle plastics might break and result in a choking
hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in
vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC
staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s
position on this issue.” A

v DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s
Proposition 65 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives
that are not on the Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not
listed.

v' The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on aduits, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S.
government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed
was to create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about
chemicals used in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations

for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would

include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health
and environmental risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the
chemicals and potential alternatives, and any health and environmental risks posed by
alternatives to those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone; however
arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous
public policy precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108.

mcercly

I i

Wiegand
Managing Director
Resilient Floor Covering Institute*




cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
M. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor

* The Resilient Floor Covering Institute is a trade association of resilient floor covering
producers in North America who manufacture a variety of resilient flooring materials
including vinyl flooring, linolenm, rubber flooring and other non-vinyl flooring products
for residential and commercial installation. Members of the association include
Armstrong World Industries (Southgate, California), Amtico International, Congoleum
Corporation, Mannington Mills, Tarkett and Losetas Asfalticas.
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Ross Organic Speciaity sales, inc.

September 21, 2007

The Honorable Amolkd Schwarzenegger
Governor State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger.

On behalf of Ross Organic Specialty Sales, inc { am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB
1108, legislation that would ban the use of a famity of chemicals called * thatates” which have-
been used for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting
public health is a fundamental responsibility of the chemical industry and we take that
responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

« The bilt contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthatates in toys: and :

» The public pokcy precedent that would be established is a radical eparture from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprehensive, scientifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created a
process for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in
toys, and if need be, take action to protect public. These amendments were rejected by the
author. ' :

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), Ross Organic Specialty Sales,
inc belleves the proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological
impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides
within California’s regulatory framework, For this. and the aforementioned, we respectfully request
you veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

William Ross, Owner
Ross Organic Specially Sales, Inc.

cc. John Moffat, Deputy Legisiative Secretary, (918) 327-1009

sales OHice Distripution Center Corporate Headquartars
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12200 Main St., Trona, CA 93562

@ Searies Valley Minerals P.0. Box 367.Trona, Ca 93592-0367

(760) 372-4311

September 18, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) — REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of Searles Valtey Minerals, I am writing to respectfuily ask that you veto AB 1108,
legislation that would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” which have
been used for over 50-years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting
public health is a fundamental responsibility of the chemical industry and we take that
responsibility very seriously.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

« The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

« The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy. that a comprehensive, scientifically-based

framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created
a process for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates. including potential alternative
chemicals in toys, and if need be. take action to protect public. These amendments were
rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of California (CICC), Searles Valley Minerals
believes the proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological
impacts of individual chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides
within California’s regulatory framework. For this. and the aforementioned, we respectfully request
you veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,
. -
(/v«w; e Mt e,

Arzell Hale
Fxecutive Director

ec! John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (916) 327-1009 fax
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@ Searies Valley Minerals 13200 Main St.. Troas, (A 93562-1995
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September 13. 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO )

Dear Governor Schwarzencgger:

On behalf of Searles Valley Minerals, | am writing to respecttully ask that you veto AB 1108,
legislation that would ban the use of a family of chemicals called “phthalates™ which have bsen used
for over S0-years in a wide range of consumer products, including toys. Protecting public health is a
fundamental responsibility of the chemical industry and we take that responsibility very seriousiy.

However, AB 1108 deserves to be vetoed for two reasons:

- The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scicntine assessments that have
found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

- The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departurc from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, that a comprechensive, scientifically-based
framework for asscssing chemicals in products is necessary.

Your Administration proposed u series of amendments to AB 1108 - that would have created a
process for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys,
and if need be, take action to protect public. These amendments were rejected by the author.

As a member of the Chemical Industry Council of Calitornia (CICC). Scarles Valley Minerals believes
the proper forum for objectively and scientifically evaluating the complex toxicological impacts of individual

chemicals or classes of chemicals, including phthalates, most effectively resides within California’s
reguialory frameworlk. For this, and the aforementioncd, we respect fully request you ve o AB 1108.

#?5%4%07 3//
1. Michael Worley

Environmental Engincer

cc: John Moffat, Deputy Legislative Secretary, (916) 327-1009 fax




Scptember 7, 2607

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use of a
family of chemicals called “phthaiates” that have been used for over 50-years in a wide range
of consumer products, including toys.

As a major manufacturer of vinyl roofing membranes with many employees in the state of
California, this legislation is very troubling to us. It is without scientific merit and ignores the
many studies that have been conducted on these important additives to flexible vinyl products.

While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108
deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons: '

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party sciertific assessments that
have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys; and

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from your
Administration’s stated chemicals policy, as expressed by CalEPA in its “Green
Chemistry” initiative that a comprehensive, scientifically-based framework for
assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact, your Administration proposed a
series of amendments to AB 1108 — based on this philosophy - that would have
created a framework for the state’s scientists to assess phthalates, including potential
alternative chemicals in toys, and if need be, take action to protect public health.
These amendments were rejected by the proponents of AB 1108.

Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible, without
sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products for 1d in the

home, businesses, and hospitals, Comprehensive reviews of the scientific evidence on
phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

In a peer reviewed health risk study ~ which included staft from California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety Commission

. -
® Sika Sarnatt fnc., 100 Dan Hoad, Ganton, MA 02021 samaﬁ’®
T8l 1-800-451-2504. Fax: 781-828-5365. www.sikacorp.com
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(CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary phthalate in children’s toys
DINP) and “ne justification™ for banning its use. In fact, the CPSC said ~If DINP is to be
replaced in children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks
of the substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and
resalt in a choking hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding
phthalates in vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner,
CPSC staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research” and have “not seen anything that would cause a chance in the staff’s position on
this issue.”

DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s Proposition 65
list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers to use alternatives that are not on the Prop.
65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not listed.

The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINP was “unlikely to pose a risk to consum :rs” which included
assessing impact on adults, children and infants.

Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the average
human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S. government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistrv” Initiative

One of the main reasons that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry” Initiative was developed was to
create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about chemicals
used in products. This process is currently underway, with recommendations for policy
initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would include not
only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products, but also potential health and
environmental risks, degree of exposure, economic and technical feasibility of the chemicals
and potential alternatives, and any health and environmental risks posed by alternatives to
those chemicals.

The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone: however arbitrarily
banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous public policy
precedent. For these reasons, 1 urge you to veto AB 1108.

rian V\( lan
President and CEO

Sika Sarnafil Inc.

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor

-
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September 6, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger

Governor \

State of California Fa
State Capitol I
Sacramento, CA 95814 - el

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I am writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108, legislation that would ban the use
of a family of chemicals called “phthalates” that have been used for over 50-years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys.

As a major manufacturer of vinyl roofing membranes with many employees in the state
of California, this legislation is very troubling to us. It is without scientific merit and
ignores the many studies that have been conducted on these important additives to
flexible vinyl products.

While everyone supports efforts to ensure that products are safe for consumers, AB 1108
deserves to be vetoed for two main reasons:

e The bill contradicts a wide range of independent third party scientific assessments
that have found no basis to restrict phthalates in toys and other consumer
products.

e The public policy precedent that would be established is a radical departure from
your Administration’s stated chemicals policy. as expressed by CalEPA in its
“Green Chemistry™ initiative that a comprehensive, scicuiifically-based
framework for assessing chemicals in products is necessary. In fact. your
Administration proposed a series of amendments to AB 1108 - based on this

philosophy - that would have created a framework for the state’s scientists to
assess phthalates, including potential alternative chemicals in toys. and if need be,
take action to protect public health. These amendments were rejected by the
proponents of AB 1108.

Lod
@ Sika Sarnaft inc., 10701 Hulder Streat, Cyprags (A QORTID Samﬂ'@
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Government Reviews Affirm Phthalates are Safe as Used

By way of background, phthalates are commonly used to make vinyl soft and flexible,
without sacrificing its durability. They are used as softeners in toys, cars and products
found in the home, businesses, and hospitals. Comprehensive reviews of the scientific
evidence on phthalates have found no scientific basis to restrict these materials:

v' In a peer review=d health risk study — which included staff from California’s Office
of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment - the US Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) found “no demonstrated health risk” from the primary
phthalate in children’s toys (DINP) and “no justification” for banning its use. In
fact, the CPSC said “If DINP is to be replaced in children’s products, whether on a
mandatory or voluntary basis, the potentiai risks of the substitutes must be
considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in a2 choking
hazard.” The CPSC declined to even issue a health alert regarding phthalates in
vinyl toys. In a July 27, 2007 letter to California State Senator George Runner, CPSC
staff reaffirmed this decision by stating that they “have kept abreast of the new
research™ and have “not seen anything that would cause a change in the staff’s
position on this issue.”

v"  DINP, the primary phthalate used in children’s toys is not on California’s
Proposition 65 list. Oddly, the bill requires manufacturers ‘o use alternatives
that are not on the Prop. 65 list — yet arbitrarily bans DINP even though it is not
listed.

v" The European Union, following the release of a 10-year risk assessment of various
phthalates concluded that DINI® was “unlikely to pose a risk to consumers” which
included assessing impact on aduits, children and infants.

v Data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) show that the
average human exposure to DINP is far below safety levels set by the U.S.
government.

AB 1108 Contradicts Science-Based “Green Chemistry™ laitiative

One of the main reas ns that the CalEPA “Green Chemistry™ Initiative was developed
was 1o create a more systematic, science-based approach to answering questions about
chemicals used in products. This process is currently underway. with recommendations
for policy initiatives coming in 2008. Unlike AB 1108, this science-based process would
include not only assessing the toxicity of chemicals in products. but also potential health
and environmental risks. degree of exposure. economic and technical feasibility of the
chemicals and potential alternatives. and any health and environmental risks posed by
lternatives to those chemicals.

ol LA -A21- 16862 Faxn 714 8219306 wwwy sacor coin
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The safety of consumer products is of the utmost concern to everyone: however
arbitrarily banning chemicals through the legislative process would create a dangerous
public policy precedent. For these reasons, I urge you to veto AB 1108.

Sincerely,

,947//

Jesse Quezada

Sika Sarnafil, Inc
10701 Holder Street
Cypress, CA 90630

cc: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Governor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmoyer, Office of the Governor

® Sika Sarnafi Inc., 19701 Holder Street, Cypress, CA 90630 Sa mam ®
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MOREHOUSE
SCHOOL OF MEDICINE

Louis W. Sullivan. M.D. 5
President Emeritus September 13, 2007

Office of the Governor
State of California
State Capitol .
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger,

As a physician and public servant who has worked in medicine and public health all of my life, Iam
writing to urge your veto of AB 1108, a bill that would ban the use of compounds used to make vinyl toys
and childcare products soft and flexible. :
AB 1108 widely misses the mark on the most fundamental underpinning of all good public health policy —
sound science.

AB 1108 ignores a recent, comprchensive review of the safety of vinyl toys conducted by the U.S.
Consumer Product Safety Commission. The CPSC took a long, hard look at the primary softener used in
children's toys and concluded that vinyl toys containing this compound are safe as used. In fact, its experts
warned that using substitutes could make toys more brittle and less safe.

The CPSC’s conclusions are reinforced by the findings of many scientific bodies around the globe ~
including the European Union’s European Chemicals Bureau, the U.S. National Toxicology Program, and
the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.

At a time when public officials are trying to dea! with the serious issue of lead paint in toys imported from
China, California lawmakers should not confuse the safety of these softening compounds in vinyl toys with
that issue. Signing AB 1108 will do nothing to resolve the lead paint in toys issue.

California needs public health policies based on science. That’s why I resoundingly support your Green
Chemistry Initiative. This is a coordinated, comprehensive strategy for addressing possible risk from
products — in a holistic, science-based fashion - that would serve the interests of California families and
their children.

1 urge you to reject AB 1108 and allow your healih and safety experts, not legislators, to make judgments
about the chemicals in our environment — based on facts, not fear.

Sincerely,

Louis W, Sullivan, M.D.

1.8, Secretary of Health & Human Services 1989-1993
President Emeritus, Morchouse School of Medicine

KNOWLEDGE ¢ WISDOM o EXCELLENCE o SERVICE
194 Prachires Sireet, NE. Suite 4040 Atlanta, Georgia 30303 Teiephone: 678.519.6140  Fax: 878.538.8144




Toy Industry oo wnenn e

September 7, 2007

The Honorable Amold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State of California

State Capitol

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1108 (Ma) - REQUEST FOR VETO
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of the Toy Industry Association (TIA) and its 142 California-based members, I am
writing to respectfully ask that you veto AB 1108 (Ma), legislation that would ban the use of a
family of chemicals called “phthalates.” Phthalates have been safely used for over 50 years in a
wide range of consumer products, including toys. TIA has been a leader in the area of toy safety
and standards for over seven decades and we pride ourselves on having established the
benchmark toy safety standards for the world. We believe that while well intentioned, AB 1108
ignores over 50 years of international scientific study that has repeatedly demonstrated that di-
isononyl phthalate (DINP)— the principal ingredient used to make vinyl toys soft, thereby
helping reduce or eliminate potential choking hazards—does not pose a risk to children’s health.
In fact, AB 1108 may have the unintended consequence of actually jeopardizing the ability to
make toys safe for California children and families.

To make certain that TIA s understanding of the science on DINP was correct, we recently
commissioned an independent report reviewing more than 140 separate scientific papers, studies
and research documents investigating “phthalates.” (attached) The analysis looked at a wide
body of scientific evidence, including studies promoted by AB 1108 supporters, as well as
research conducted in Japan. the Netherlands, Canada, the European Union and by a wide range
of U.S. environmental and consumer agencies and found that:

“The risk of exposure of children to DINP from toys has been thoroughly evaluated
by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (Babich et al. 2004; U.S. CPSC
2003, 2002, 2001, 1998), tl.e Center for Evaluation of Risks to Human
Reproduction at the National Toxicology Program (CERHR 2003; Kavlock et al.
2002}, an expert panel convened by the American Council on Science and Health
(ACSH 1999, 2000) and the European Union risk assessment process (ECB 2003;
INRS 2001). All of these assessments conclude that the current exposure of children
to DINP-containing toys would posc a minimal to nonexistent risk of health
effects.”

Fow Banteriey Asvor tation INCOEETE Broadway, Now York, NY 10010 e 212678 HAT FAX 212 633 1420 Wt waww tov-tia org




In addition to ignoring the weight of scientific evidence, AB 1108 is internally inconsistent in
that it establishes as a benchmark for the safety of altenative ingredients that they not be on
California’s Proposition 65 list of dangerous chemicals. Since DINP is not inciuded on the
Proposition 65 list, so if not for the explicit ban, DINP would qualify to replace itself.

TIA supports California’s developmeat and refinement of a comprehensive chemical regulatory
policy that ensures the safety of all its citizens. But sound public policy must be based on
scientific evidence and not political positioning. Instead of arbitrarily banning chemicals
through the legislative process, your Administration’s “Green Chemistry Initiative” should be
allowed to move forward and, if necessary, further evaluate the use of phthalates and their
potential alternatives in toys to ensure the protection of public health.

Thank you for your consideration of TIA’s views on this legislation. If you have any questioxs or
TIA can provide any additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact me directly or call
our California advocate, Cassie Gilson at 916-444-7464.

Sincerely,

Carter Keithley
President

cC: Mr. Chris Kahn, Office of the Govemor
Mr. John Moffatt, Office of the Governor
Mr. Dan Dunmovyer, Office of the Governor




The
Vinyl
Institute

A Mamber of the American Flastics Council

September 18, 2607

Governor Amold Schwarzenegger
State Capito! Building
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Govemor Schwarzenegger:

On behalf of the Vinyl Institute, the national trade association representing polyvinyl chloride
(PVC or “vinyl”) resin manufacturers, we respectfully request that you veto California Assembly
Bill 1108 (Ma) when it reaches your desk.

The bill would prohibit the use of phthalates in children’s toys. Phthalates are used to make toys
and many other viny! products soft, flexible, durable and affordable. The principal phthalate
used in vinyl toys, di-isononyl phthalate (DINP), underwent a rigorous four-year study by the
Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) and ultimately was found to be safe for use in
children’s products.

Unfortunately, AB 1108 is based on misinformation. No studies of which we are aware have
demonstrated harm from use of phthalates in toys despite decades of use. Supporters of the bill
have ignored phthalates’ safe track record and are trying to ban products based on fear and
emotion rather than sound science. Decisions on serious public health issues, especially those
concerning children, should be based on the findings of qualified scientists.

A ban on phthalates will not improve children’s health, and the practical effect of this ban could,
in fact, be to increase children’s health and safety risks. CPSC said, “If DINP is to be replaced in
children’s products, whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, the potential risks of the
substitutes must be considered. Weaker or more brittle plastics might break and result in a
choking hazard. Other plasticizers might not be as well studied as DINP.”

State and federal regulatory agencies charged with ensuring public safety have found soft vinyl

toys to be safe. If lecitimate concerns about DINP and other phthalates still exist, we would
support additional review of these substances under your proposed Green Chemistry Initiative.

Sincerely,

2{;, . ﬂ A AT

Tim Burns, President
The Vinyl Institute

cc: Mr. John Moffatt

1900 Wison Boulevard @ Arington. VA 22209 « 703741 5670 ¢ Fax 703.741.5672
wiwews vinylinfo org e www vinylbydesign.com




