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The API Strategic Planning Committea (sPC) of the Environmental and
Health Council meeting on January 29-30 focused on BPA‘s Pollution
Prevention Initiative ard associated developnents affecting the

industry.
INDUSTRY/EPA INTERACTION

Recent events involving the industry’s effort have come fast and
furiously. A meeting between the white House’s John Sununu and
API pefore Christmas resulted in a naw responsiveness 5mong
cecond and third level EPA administrators. on January :7, the
API Process and Technology committee (PTC), charged with
maintaining the industry’s process optionz with respect to
bleaching, met with some of these adninistraters. Then on
January 23, Furman Moseley, John Georges, Marshall Hahn and
Andrew Sigler respended to Bill Reilly’s invitation to neet on
the Pollution Prevention Tnitjiative. This meeting was
characterized as "frank," ngpirited,” mneye~rolling," etc. A
critical issue in the meeting was rhe CEO’s view that it is
inappropriate for EPA to interfere in the market in the absence

of "plausible risk based on sound science."

Thia point caused the SPC to refer to the PTC our recommendation
for a strategy to deal with EPA in the immediate future. This
strategy is to ackncwledge the core issue, in a multitude of EPA
imitiatives, is elimination of chlorine as a process chemical. A
SPC tack force will attempt td work directly with EPA to
understand their agenda, while at the same time stressing the

{ndustry’s peosition that market 1nterference is inappropriate.
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There appears to be a soence among the S5PC memboers EPA will
evantually move to a less extremn view on dloxin potency,

of fering somu hope of "relief!" on water quality standarde and
fish advisories. However, EPA will attempt to increase other
factors, such as the assumed fish consumption rate of the
population and the “hicaccumulation factor™ to offset the rellef
expected on the cancer potency assumption.

1 expressed my vicw to the committee that it mey not he health~
based concerns that ultimately determine the fate of chlorine usae
by tha industry, but biolegical lissues, such as protection of
bird species. Currently the industry has a weak data base on
such issues and the NCASI/API research pragram has no elemants
addressing the effects of chlero-organics on wildlife, other than
the NCAST experimental streams program. We are, I believe,
vulnerable on this subject and would be hard-pressed to naintain
the argument that there {2 no "plausible risk based en sound

science. ™

Simpson Taconma Kraft was among nine mill that received a raquest
to participate in an Effluent Guldelines Development variability
study. The API Water Committee recommends the industry conduct
its own variability study as an alternate to the EPA study, which
is under-funded and inadequately designed. The study would be
funded by the whole industry rather than just the mills involved,

as was proposed by EPA.

POLLUTION PREVENTION STRATEGY

our Wednesday luncheon guests were again from EPA, to discuss how
the Industry Pollution Prevention Initiative will work. EFA’s
goals are to reduce the releases of 17 chemicals (see Attachment
1) by 1/3 by 1593 and 1/2 by 1995. This qoal is in the
aggregate, not by chemical, by industry, by company nor by site.
The 1988 Sara 3.3 Form R report is the baseline. We are to
estimate how we can do as a company and supply this information
to API. Then the ‘imdustry goals can be established. Individuai
company goals can, of course, be voluntarily adopted,

Action Item: Each mill’s environmental manager has been asked
to review their Form Rs, their plans for reducing
reported releases, and then let Corp.
Environmental Protection know the result by March 1.
The pulp mills should also review their pravious
estimates on droxin/furan reductions, as these
chenicals are part of Reilly‘’s letter, although
EPA has not established the base line for dioxin.
Note, also, that quantifying chloroform reductions
#ill be lmportant under the Clean Air Act

Amendments.
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f Action Item: The Petllutie Drevention Act of 1990 made the waste

v
minimization reporting section of Form R mandatory.
systematic quantificntion of waste reduction efforts
should begin imnedliately, as 19%1 will have to be
reportad in July 1992.

ENVIRONMENTAL PRINCIPLES

The Executive Committee has directed the SPC to present an
approach to adopting a set of guiding Environmental Principles
for the industry. This is in responsc to the pressure many of
the public companies are getting from shareholders. A committee

was appointed to respond.

Action Item: Simpson Paper =hould begin ta dilscuss whether a
set of Envirounmental Principles {s desirable and
whether <o should/will subscribe to the API
initiat . on the subliect, or draw up our own
documnar






