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The proposed Fibcrglu Standarde sbeet on "Proper Methods of Handling
Piberglas Insulation® will, in effect, be & part of s oanplete manual
o all forms of Fiberglas beocause it will be & part of Fiderglas
Standards.

However, the manner in which we wisk to use this story is to offer this
data sheet to a cuatamer who is experiencing difficulty with his work-
men when they firsat undertake to handle Fiberglas. It should de in
suoh form that it oan be posted on & bulletin board, or ctherwiss
di{stridbuted mnong the men who ere the cause of the smplaint, In

that sense it will not be a part of a camplete manual., I% would not
be effective for our purpose if it were oonstantly buried in the midst
of other material,

The proposed shee’ bas to do with the hsndling of Fiberglas thermal

insulation. This represents our major market, and our major problem.
Jaok Thomas, however, believes that we shall socner or later need to
get out sane equivalsnt sheet having to do with handling of Fiberglas

" textiles and decorative fabrics so as %o offset fear on the part of

outtars and seamstresses, and other perscms fabricating Fiderglas
fadrics, that Fiderglas is a dangercus material to handle, Undoubtedly
the time will oome when we shall have two sheets having to do with the
safety aspeots of Fiberglas. In my opinion it would be muoh more practi-
oal to have two instead of ome, becausge the story we would tell to the
fabries industry should be quits different in its interpretations than
the story we tell to the thermal insulation industry. o
-
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To my mind it would not be advisadle %o try to "tar" other oampetitive 'Uu-v e —
produsts with the same stiok, In the first place this might lead to & '
oat and dog fight within the industry. In the ssoond place, same of .iL-» "’ﬁ:-'
these other materials are imown to develop industrial diseases that we $\,{..~‘ P
do not find present in the handlisg of Fiberglas (suoh as asbestosis it ““&
and possibly silicosis). Most of these other materials are very dusty Y S
as oampared to Fiderglas. It seems to me that we should try to dis- . w‘ﬁ‘
assoaiate ourselves from these other materials rather than to dbring them e
into the sans category with Fiberglas., As one chap put it, our material
nay have the smme itch that is present in other materials, but at least
we are not dusty or dirty.

I must reitsrate my early impression gained after talking before the

Safe Practioes Conference of the State of Pemnsylvania, nsmely, that we
have s very olean, desirable and safe material. Our hazards are negligihle
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caapared to many that are common to other forms of industry. I believe
we are in & positicn to be assertive as to the safety of Fiderglas
because we have an acowmaulation of evidence behind us that makes this
statement absolutely true,

T. S. Rfgers
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