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What is the Formaldehyde Free Coalition?

We are a broad based coalition of public health, environmental, green building and manufacturing, child advocacy and design professionals. We are united in our belief that California should take the lead to protect its workers and citizens from the harmful effects of exposure to undue levels of formaldehyde emissions from composite wood products.
Is this rule making necessary?

Yes. Formaldehyde is a known carcinogen. The respected California health agency – Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (“OEHHA”) – has declared there is no safe threshold for formaldehyde. It is particularly threatening to the health of lower income populations who have greater exposure to composite wood products, thus making this an environmental justice issue. There are practical and affordable alternatives to formaldehyde–based resins in the market today. California law clearly obligates The California Air Resources board (“CARB”) to regulate formaldehyde emissions from composite wood products. Currently, we lag behind virtually every other developed nation in the world in this important matter of public health.

Does the proposed ATCM go far enough?
Regrettably no, although it is a very good effort. The CARB staff should be commended for the level and quality of research that went into the proposed rule-making. However, the timetable and permitted emission levels are insufficient, given that the industry is capable of meeting most of the proposed standards today. We recommend moving to background levels immediately in veneer-core hardwood plywood products and adopting an aggressive timeline that reaches background levels in all composite products no later than 2010.

Can manufactures meet more aggressive timelines?

Yes.  Even those participating in CARB workshops who testified about the challenge of meeting low-emitting standards have been advertising about products that are available in the market now that are “CARB-compliant”.  The handwriting has been on the wall since 1992 when formaldehyde was declared a toxic air contaminant.  CARB began developing its ATCM in 2002 to address this formaldehyde carcinogen.  CARB regulations should boldly drive technology – giving businesses and consumers clear signals about California’s intention to lead in ridding the air of this carcinogen. 
Would the AFCM give a monopoly to any manufacturer?

Emphatically, no. There are multiple suppliers of composite wood products that do not use formaldehyde based resins, including Timber Products (plywood), Roseburg Forest Products (plywood and particleboard), States Industries (plywood) and Sierra Pine (MDF). Virtually every major supplier sells into the European and Japanese markets, which have more stringent standards than currently exist in the U.S. And the leading supplier of formaldehyde free products for the hardwood plywood veneer market, Columbia Forest Products, has offered to license its resin technology at a reasonable cost to any other supplier.
Is the cost impact on consumers negligible?

Yes.  The staff report demonstrates that the cost impact on the end users of these wood products—consumers—would be negligible. Even for manufacturers who make the switch in resins, the cost increase is reasonable (from 5-15% without taking into consideration economies of scale and other manufacturing advantages to be achieved) and, for the future sustainability of their markets, it is necessary.

Will these regulations have a positive effect on California’s business climate and economic development?

Yes.  The overall effect on the California economy will be beneficial. California is a leader in the green building and manufacturing industry. The state is not a significant manufacturer of composite wood products, but it is a major market for them. And right now, that market is being flooded with wood products produced in China that have such high levels of formaldehyde emissions that they cannot even be sold in China. We have become a dumping ground, and the health of our workers and citizens is at risk. If California takes the lead in the U.S., it will give a tremendous boost to the entire green movement in the state and attract new design and building professionals.

Does CARB have the necessary authority to implement the proposed reforms with the improvements suggested by the Coalition?

Yes, and we would argue the obligation as well.
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