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come up with a good warning label but
also suspend the green tag program.
Number three: The water that trapped
the carpet fumes must be tested to find
what the toxins are so the manufactur-
ing process can be changed.”

CRI has agreed to work on a new
additional warning label with the New

York attorney general’s office, which
recently published a report: “Carpet
and Indoor Air: What You Should
Know.” The report counteracts the
EPA brochure by warning about the
possible hazards of carpet and calling
for the suspension of the green tag pro-
gram.

“Our focus has been to get the

(Continued from page 29)
Answers To Chemical Trivia

1. (d) 50 percent.

This figure is based on a systematic
review of studies between 1938 and
1990 covering twenty-one ‘countries
and 14,947 men. Seminal volume has
also decreased significantly.The au-
thors sugEest that environmental fac-
tors may be the cause.
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(B1rét652,; Medical Joarnal 305: 609-13
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Lowengart, R.A.O.; Peters, J.M:; et al.
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Journal of the National Cancer Insti-
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O. Amdur; ). Doull; et al. New York:
Pergamon Press. p. 502 (1991).

4. () Boris L. Kachura; U.S, Gen-
eral Accountin;’ Mfice. :
Kachura, B.L. “Federal Regulation of
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%i;:;'des and You (Winter 1993 pp. 10-
“Reproductive and Developmen-
tal Toxicants - RegulatoryjActions Pro-
vide Uncertain Protection” (GAO/
PEMD-92-3, October 1992).

5. (a) True. (b) True. (c) True. (d)
False.
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cide poisoning. Pesticides in breast
milk are a direct result of exposure to
pesticides in the air, water, and food
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use in homes, offices, and lawns as
well as from other routes will decrease
the amount taken in.by the mother,
thereby decreasing pesticide exposure
to the infant.
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Casarett and Doull’s Toxicology, The
Basic Science of Poisons. Edited by M.
O. Amdur; J. Doull; et al. New York:
Pergamon Press p. 506 (1991).
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“Children Born to Women Living near
Old Dumpsites Have Higher Risk of
Birth Defects.” -Rachel’s Hazardous
Waste News 313 (November 25,
1992).

Feschwind, S.A., et al. “Risk of
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Sites.” American Journal of Epidemi-
ology 135: 1197-1207 (1992).
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Bardodeg, Z. “Styrene, Its Metabolism
and the Evaluation of Hazards in In-
dustry.” Scandinavian Journal of Work
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95-103 (1978).
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right information to the public. EPA and
CPSC have been totally unresponsive to
all of our requests to get that informa-
tion out to the public, which is why we
wrote the report,” stated Gail Suchman
of the New York attorney general’s of-
fice. “We are willing to work with CRI
to establish a new consumer information
program, including some sort of warn-
ing or informational campaign so the
public can make an informed decision.”

Congressman Sanders’s office has
been in touch with a number of doctors
from a variety of specialties who all have
one thing in common. They are seeing
an increase in chemical injuries, includ-
ing cases where people have been made
ill by carpet. “Some of the doctors are in
the process of drafting short statements
to present to Congressman Sanders,”
said Pollina. “The statements will say in
effect that in recent years toxic injuries
have become more common, and as that
has happened, their ability to diagnose
chemical injuries has improved. Further,
based on what they are seeing and the
diagnostic procedures they are using,
including objective neurological testing,
patient history and a process of elimina-
tion, it is their medical opinion that their
patients, both children and adults, are
being affected by the chemicals
offgassing from carpets and that there
needs to be more research.”

Sanders’s staff hopes that EPA and
industry will meet with some of these
doctors in the near future. Pollina added,
“The carpet industry has committed
themselves to develop a whole array of
information for consumers, retailers, and
installers, which we expect to be an im-
provement over the earlier information
they were circulating. They’ve also
stated they will research the problem.
We'll see what happens. Time will tell.”

The following states have all signed
the New York attorney general’s petition
to CPSC, which would require warning
labels on carpet and an adequate public
information campaign: Alabama, Ari-
zona, Connecticut, Florida, Iowa, Kansas,
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Penn-
sylvania, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Texas, Utah, Vermont, Washington, West
Virginia, and Wisconsin. To voice con-
cerns over carpet safety, contact your
own state attorney general’s office and
ask the staff to contact the New York at-
torney general’s office. Write your state
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8. Name that chemical: This solvent is found in plastics

and carpet glue. The general public can be exposed to
significant levels of it leaching from styrofoam cups and

food containers into such things as water, alcohol, and
yogurt. Its metabolite has been shown to be carcinogenic

and mutagenic in humans. It can cause defatting dermatitis,
weakness, unsteady gait, and central nervous system
problems. Exposure to this chemical can cause malformations
in chick embryos. What is it?

7. Fill in the blank: Within _____ of an
inactive hazardous waste dump, women
have been found to have a 12 to 63 percent
greater risk of bearing a child with a major
birth defect (according to a study by
researchers at Yale University School of
Medicine and New York State Department
of Health).
a. one mile

AICAL

b. five miles ¢. ten miles

6. By law they are applied
to every mattress purchased
in the United States, with
exceptions made only by a
medical doctor’s prescription.
Yet it is known that these
chemicals can affect human
female reproductive capacity
adversely. What are they?

ich of these statements are true?:

Since DDT was banned in 1970, researchers over
ars have found no overall decrease in average
avels in human breast milk.

The levels of DDT typically found in human
milk studies would be banned by the U.S. Food
rug Administration if found in cow’s milk.
Various pesticides in the environment are found
breast milk of nearly all nursing mothers.
Pesticides in breast milk are inevitable, and

re we should not even try to avoid pesticide
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senators and representatives at:
[your senator]
Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

[your representative]
Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

For more information on the hazards of
carpet, consult:

“Carpet and Indoor Air: What You
Should Know,” authored by four
state attorneys general, June 1993,
available free from:

New York State Attorney General
120 Broadway

New York, NY 10271

Citizens for Safe Carpet

P.O. Box 39344

Cincinnati, OH 45239

(513) 385-1111

Glenn and Sharon Beebe, authors of
“Toxic Carpet III,” provide a support
group and information exchange.

Environmental Access Research Net-
work (EARN)

315 W. 7th Avenue

Sisseton, SD 59645

For a list of carpet-related articles,
studies, and reports available from
EARN'’s J)hotocopymg service, send
$1.00 and request “Carpet List.”

EPA Union NFFE 2050

P.O. Box 76082

Washington, DC 20013

(202) 260-2383 ¢
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What Do You Do
If You Want Carpet?
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Not all carpets are problem carpets.
Anderson Lag; has folt)md no t?xrilz ef-
fects in about three-quarters of the new
carpets tested (ones that have never
been installed).® For consumers the
issue is knowing whether the carpet
they want will pose a health risk. There
is no easy answer to that question be-
cause the chemical or combination of
chemicals causing problem carpets has
not yet been determined.

If you wish to purchase carpeting,
you can take steps to minimize total
exposure to the chemicals found in it.
But while reducing total volatile organic
compound (VOC) exposure will lessen
the amount of toxins the body has to
deal with, it may not be an adequate
measure for heal}t'h protection, accord-
ing to a Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission (CPSC) report.®

“Based on what’s happening out
there and what we’re seeing wnﬁ our
carpet testing,” said Dr. Rosalind
Anderson of Anderson Labs in a tele-
phone interview, “I think we have to
conclude that there must be some on-
going process that we don’t know about
yet, continuing to generate fumes over
time. Something is breaking down very
slowly and consistently and whatever
itbreaks down to is bad news. It’s prob-
ably some combination of chemicals
forming new compounds that we’re not
expecting.”

A consumer alert put out in 1991 by
New York Attorney General Robert
Abrams advises caution: “People who
smoke, have allergies, or suffer from
respiratory disorders may be more
prone to experiencing symptoms when
exposed to new carpeting. Further, the
chemicals pose a greater risk to small
children. Pregnant women should also
avoid these fumes, as they may be
harmful to the child [in the womb].” @

The following are suggestions for
dealing with the problem-carpet ques-
tion. No guarantee of safety is implied
or intended. People’s sensitivities vary
greatly, so caution and common sense
are advised.

1) To have your sample tested for
biological health effects before you in-
stall it, send a sample to Anderson
Laboratories, Inc., 30 River Street,
Dedham, MA 02026 [(617) 364-7357].

The Homeowner’s Test costs $350.00.

2) Negotiate with your carpet sup-
plier an advance signed agreement that
should anyone in your household ex-
rerience adverse symptoms after instal-
ation, the carpet will be removed free
of charge immediately upon request.

3) Plan to have your carpet in-
stalled during a time of year when it's
warm enough to keep the windows
open.

4) Have the carpet installed while
you are on vacation, or make arrange-
ments to stay away from home for sev-
eral days during and after installation.
Ask the carpet installer to unroll the
carpet and air it in a well-ventilated area
for seventy-two hours before bringin
itinto your home. Run exhaust fans an

windows open during installation.
EPA and CPSC recommend leaving
your windows open several days after-
ward. Bear in mind, however, that if it
is a “problem carpet,” according to
health reports and testing at Anderson
Labs, no amount of ventilation will
solve the problem. An interagency car-
pet testing report warns: “Unfortu-
nately, this strategy might not have a
major impact on the emissions of com-
pounds such as formaldehyde, 4-PC,
and BHT, which do not decay rapidly
and which are possibly more important
with respect to health effects.”®

5) According to Hendricksen
Naturlich Flooring Interiors (see below),
some people who have reacted ad-
versely to synthetic carpet have fared
better with woven wool carpet. Nearl
all wool yarn, however, is treated witi:
pesticide mothproofing in the manufac-
turing process. Naturlich recommends

taking a sample home and testing it for -

adverse reactions before buying it. If
you are sickened by inhaling fumes
from a small sample, you might regret
covering an entire room or house with
it. Use caution and common sense.
Woven carpets use far less latex
than other carpet types because the
weaving rocess avoids the heavy la-
tex used for gluing the secondary back-
ing to the primary backing. In general,
woven wool carpets have fewer total
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