
Sanitized











 
 

 
 

• Studies that are claimed confidential in this submission are  property. These will 
be submitted to other government agencies if the company decides to expand its markets 
to other countries.  would like to retain our competitive edge. If this information is 
made public, our competitors may use this information and enter new markets ahead of 

. This would not be fair to , the inventor, innovator and developer of the 
substance and studies. This applies to all items listed above, and all attachments. 

 
8. Do you assert that the information is submitted on a voluntary or a mandatory basis? Please 

explain the reason for your assertion. If you assert that the information is voluntarily submitted 
information, please explain whether the information is the kind that would customarily not be 
released to the public. 

 
Response: 

• Submission of any available data on the PMN chemical is mandatory during the 
notification process.  This applies to all items listed above, and all attachments, none of 
which  is submitting voluntarily. However,  often submits surrogate data on 
analog substances to enable a better understanding of the health and safety effects of 
the PMN substance when that data is not available for the notified substance.   
 

9. Whether you assert the information as voluntary or involuntary, please address why disclosure of 
the information would tend to lessen the availability to the EPA of similar information in the future. 

 
Response: 

•  will always submit the data mandated by the EPA for a notification of a chemical 
that it strongly desires.  However, disclosure of confidential business information might 
make  less apt to pursue registration and investment in chemical infrastructure to 
synthesize more financially risky chemical substances.  The EPA would lose out on 
obtaining data that can also be used in other areas of TSCA.   will also be inclined 
to submit less surrogate data if the CBI is revealed.   If EPA routinely disclosed this kind 
of information in the face of  claims,  and the rest of the US chemical 
industry would become less inclined to want to share this kind of information with EPA in 
the future, as participants in the US chemical industry would not have any assurance of 
protecting the confidentiality of the significant investments in their new 
substance/formulation/technologies, and therefore would be unable to protects their 
investment through the use of trade secret protections. The efforts of some parties to 
establish or grow market share through the aggressive use of competitive intelligence 
already makes it difficult to identify, deter or delay the introduction of third party copy-cat 
products, often at reduced sales price, given the significantly lower investment such copy-
cats have incurred to come to market. The disclosure of this sensitive information would 
also support the rise and commercial success of lower quality counterfeit products, sold 
under the guise of the trademarked product. 

 
10. Does any of the information you are claiming as CBI contain (a) trade secret(s)? 








