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Maren 17,0086

V'Ms;, aullnc Wagner;“ : - N R S
5fUn1Led St‘tes nvitonmental Prote;t(on Ayfnry'":'
CTS-778 Sl

Chemical Screening Branch/FCAD/OI%fﬂf"

401 M Street: SW- :

zWashingtp"'D Cios

vaDPar Ms. Wagner. ;fzr

'ti;SUBJECT;r 2 ((Q—Amino 3 methy]phenyl)—ethylamino)ethanoi sulf te;
S Color Developer =43 CD=4; CAS 756&5 77 9 R

V:This letter iq -a follov—up to- your Lclephore
,Vr;fDavid Richardson and William Hart on March: 3, 1986
. 1;fCD 4 in which yuu aqked the following quastionc.f,‘

l,f In light “of the rohentlv reported 1n£ormation on- Cu~ and Ats
. adverse: effecfs on’ thc kidney ‘does Eastman Kﬂdak Company s
: ,,(Kodak) exnect to see-the’ same effects with ‘the other ccler'é'”'
. developers? - Also, has” an‘action. plan been de\elopgn to s
examine: *he other. color developers to. see 1£ tnev'are a]sc
;!nephrotoxic? , , e

Rodak js reviewing !he Loxicological data available on:: thL
color. developers. ‘As a‘result of .this review, we have
,,'3recent1y completed: the foljowing studieq that are englosea

'Vryour c01venience." e

'  Thp repeat acute oral LDrO 1n rats. on CD 4 Thi? stu
confirmed e’ previous repextea results of kidney toxi

e LD50 based'o €D=4 confenr}waé 72 mg,
26 mg/kg in’ fe ale rats




- : e-are; pldnning an in 1Lro
> on study; ith CD-4.
b 1tt'd to € e FPA when'comple Ld

L}

evelopets in the'jour}al Contact Dermatitis, vo]ume 10 éées;i;§; ”
80v285;j ?, }7: lves the il Lhﬁ
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ope this {nformation
questions, let me know
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