Your 03/13 "Probable Carcinogens Found in Baby Toiletries" noted formaldehyde concentrations in baby shampoo of up to 610 parts per million(ppm). This was described as "tiny" or "low" amounts of the chemical. 

 

But let's consider a rather small (400 cubic meters) and relatively poorly ventilated (6 air-changes/hour) restaurant, with 30 customers, ten of whom light up twice per hour. Would you be worried about taking a child there after all the frightening ads and news stories about things like formaldehyde in cigarette smoke? You'd probably whisk your baby out of there faster than a waiter could pick up a tip.

 

According to the Surgeon General's figures those ten smokers will emit a total of 17 mg of formaldehyde into the air per hour. That formaldehyde is diluted in 2400 cubic meters of air, giving a concentration of .007ppm.

 

That "deadly threat" you'd normally whisk your child away from is 87,000 times safer (at least in terms of formaldehyde) than the baby shampoos described as having "tiny" or "low" levels of formaldehyde. Of course smoke has other chemicals as well, but their "threat concentrations" according to the EPA are usually significantly less than formaldehyde.

 

Meanwhile the FDA now wants to vastly stretch its workload to include regulating tobacco. There's clearly a problem here.  Either the threat of wisps of airborne smoke have been greatly exaggerated, or the 87,000 times more deadly baby shampoos should have wiped out virtually every child in America.  In either case, adding tobacco regulation to the FDA's workload seems like rather a bad idea.

 

Michael J. McFadden

Author of "Dissecting Antismokers' Brains"

 

Reference: 1979/1986 SG Reports, 1999 Massachusetts Benchmark Study: .856 mcg/cigarette total formaldehyde emissions, sidestream and mainstream (multiplied by 20 cigarettes per hour to equal 17 mg emissions per hour)  A similar full analysis for a "small smoky bar" can be seen near the bottom of:  

 

http://www.antibrains.com/shs.html
 

As you'll see, the formaldehyde concentrations in smoky air are actually far greater in terms of EPA safety levels than those of many of the other "deadly chemicals" you've heard about in secondhand smoke (note the last column showing the numbers of cigarettes needed to reach those levels)...  and are STILL extraordinarily "safe," so this is most certainly NOT a case of "cherry picking."

