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September __, 2009

Maziar Movassaghi

Director California Department of Toxic Substances Control

P.O. Box 806 

Sacramento, CA 95812-0806
Dear Director Movassaghi:

On behalf of Californians for a Healthy and Green Economy (CHANGE), we thank you for the chance to meet with you in person to discuss the implementation of AB 1879 as one component of California's Green Chemistry Initiative.  We have admired your willingness to meet with stakeholders with an open mind.

At the same time, we are compelled to write today with our deep concerns about the recent change in direction we have seen from DTSC's plan to implement AB 1879. 

Briefly, here are some of our most pressing points.  We have conveyed these to you before in previous correspondence.  To be blunt, without these built into California's program, the Green Chemistry Initiative will be a failure in our view.

*  California's green chemistry program must generate meaningful data that is publicly available.  Industry must be required to provide this.  Chemicals with little or no data should not be exempt from scrutiny.  Closing as many data gaps as possible will lay the foundation for good policy.  

*  No information relating to the environmental health impacts of a chemical should be withheld from the public through trade secret designation.
*  Producing a list of chemicals of concern, whether in products or stand-alone, should rely on authoritative bodies' findings as well as other sources.  This will yield a better product and save money.

*  Chemical used in the workplace and occupational exposures must be addressed in the implementation plan.

*  The manufacturers of chemicals of concern must carry the cost of the evaluation of their chemicals and their alternatives.  There should be a recognition that mounting a credible program will require resources that industry should provide.  Fees are an obvious source of revenue

*  There must be some degree of meaningful DTSC oversight of the chemical assessments and their alternatives.  Independent third party contractors performing the actual assessments in a transparent way would be cost-effective implementation strategy from the state's perspective.

Beyond these issues in the implementation plan, we would also comment that the Green Ribbon Science Panel is a resource which has been significantly under-utilized in our view.  A wealth of ideas could be harvested without convening an in-person meeting.  For example, DTSC could ask GRSP guidance about how to structure regulations without significant costs that would at the same time create something meaningful; or DTSC could ask the GRSP what constitutes a "mandatory data set."

We thank you again for the chance to provide comment in an ongoing way to DTSC as you lead this important effort.
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Members of the CHANGE Coalition

Martha Dina Arguello

Physicians for Social Responsibility-Los Angeles

Jose T. Bravo

Just Transition Alliance

Ansje Miller

Center for Environmental Health

Gretchen Lee Salter

Breast Cancer Fund

Lauren Ornelas

Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition

Andria Ventura

Clean Water Action

Joseph Guth

Science and Environmental Health Network

Pamela Palitz

Environment California

Mandy Hawes / Sophie Noero

Worksafe

Wafaa Aborashed

Bay Area Healthy 880 Communities-
Davis Baltz

Commonweal

Dave Campbell

United Steelworkers, Local 675

Barbara Brenner

Breast Cancer Action

Luis Cabrales

Coalition for Clean Air

Healthy Nail Salon Collaborative

cc: 
Kathy Barwick


Bob Boughton


Robert Brushia

Peggy Harris


Debra Lynn


Hortensia Muniz-Ghazi


Don Owen


Karl Palmer 


Claudia Polsky


Jeff Wong

PAGE  
1

