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 PW received the EPA fax contammg our 2 questlons about hlS 11/24/99 letter :The fax was
helpﬁ.ﬂ, and he bad challeng 1 S

) On the clarification of point #2 ( #2 in the 11/24/99 letter), the mtemal Dow doctors are tellmg" L
him that the level of detectmn (for 2,4-DCP in blood and urine) that were hkely in effect at that -
ime (L.e. 1980) wers not sensitive enough and that the doctors now suspect that because of the
;levels found in the more recent fatality (i.e. 1998) thatit is llkely that the worker dld in fact
xperience exposure and that the levels of detectxon rwere Just too hlgh and tbat the prevmus .
 fatality was hkely duf; to 'DCP and not ateam iR

) § On clarification of pomt #5 (#5 in 'thefl 1/24/99 Ietter) the mfonnatxon contamed m the 1 1/24
stter ; referred to the general case. Accordmg to his technical folks, the SKIN notation for this
articular case(x €2 4-DCP) was put on there because of the skin absorptmn hazard Thus the: 7

1/24/99 text is not correct. The SK]N notatmn for DCP I8 thexe because it ca.n be absorbe'
through the skmmtomcramounts s e T




