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The Wood Preservative Science CounciJ (WPSC) is pleased to have the opportunity to provide 
comments on the Office of Management and Budget ( O m )  Proposed RiskAssessment 
~ulletin'.The WPSC is aM e  association of manufacturersof water bome wood preservatives. 
It supports arrd participates in objective scientific analysis ofwater borne wood preservatives 
with a focuson CCA. We me supported by our members, Arch Wood Protection, Inc., Chemical 
Spialties Inc., and Osmose hc.The WPSC consults with the nation'sleading experts in the 
fields of environmental science, epidemiology, risk assessment, and toxicology. 

The WPSC strongly supports the ProposedRisk Assessment Bdletin, which is an essential 
component of the ongoing effort to improve the quality, objectivity, integrity and usefbhess of 
information disseminated by the federal govment,  inconjunction with the Guidelines for Peer 
~ e v i e dand the I n f o d o n  Quality Guidelines3. When finalized, this Bulletin will be an 
important part of the establishment of minimum standards under which all agenciesmust operate 
indeveloping and communicating information. Inparticular, this Proposed Bulletin will address 
technical guidance on risk assessments. Risk assessments are the basis far dekmhhg whether 
a potential hazard exists andlor the extent of any potential risk and become the basis for 
regulatory decisions. As such, risk assessments should be subject to rigorous standards. 

ProposedRisk Assessment Bulletin 
ht~://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/inforedproposed risk assessment bulletin 010906.pdf 
Announced at 71 Fed. Reg, 2600 (January 17,2006). 

Guidelines for Peer Review http:l/www.whitehouse,gov/omb/mern0rmda/fi2005/m05-
03,vdf announcedat 70 Fed. Reg. 2664 (January 14,2005) 

I n f o d o n  Quality Guidelines 
http:l/www.whitehousese~~v/omb/fedre~~r~du~ib1e22pdf,
(67Fed. Reg. 8452, February 22, 
2002) implementiong section 5 15 of the Treasury and General Government Appropfions Act 
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-554; H.R. 5658). 
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Inparticular, the Froposed Bulletin will requireagencies to: 
1. Provide greater transparency to stakeholdersduring the risk assessmentprocess; 

Provide more complete explanationsregarding the use of uncertainty factors; 

Place the risk assessment in context for the public through comparisonto other 
risks, and 

Provide explanations regarding the use or exclusion of data in.the risk assessment 

The WPSC believes all of the above to be ofcritical importance, Agencies, such as the U.S. 
Environmental ProtectionAgency (EPA), userisks assessments to support regulatory decisions 
that have a profound effect on stakeholdersand the public in general. As such, improving the 
technical quality of those risk assessments is of paramount importance. We urge that Agencies, 
particularly EPA, not be grantedexclusions h m any part of these requirements. 

The WPSC aIso believes strongly that the Proposed Bulletin's requirement touse the best 
available science and weight of evidence, rather than simply modeling, is a proper scientific and 
regulatory requirement. When modeling predicts results that are contradicted by actual data, the 
risk assessment should be based on the actualdata. Under those circumstances, the model must 
either be discarded or revised to better address the science. Modeling m o t  and should not 
replace good science and actual data 

The iterative nature ofthe risk assessment process is discussed in theProposed Bulletin, along 
with the need for agencies to refine prior assessments as new data become available. In 
particular, the WPSC agreesthat each agency must have procedures in place to ensure it is aware 
of new, relevant infomation, and to ensure that the new, relevant informationis considered as 
pact of a decisionwhether to revise a previously conducted risk assessment. The WPSC 
recognizes that each agency has prioritiesand limitations on resourcesbut strongly recommends 
that OMB direct agencies to revise and update risk assessments "toreflect new data or scientific 
understatlding" and to emwe that the revised risk assessments continue to meet minimum 
standards for transparency, quality, integrity and usefulness. 

~ i mw 
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