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. part ot the Occupational Eealtb & Safety Con::it"ee met with a part of the
. Duct Cor=xittee.

- Mr, Sheckler is of the opinion that ccxments with reference to redical exe ...

- the Occupational Health & Safety Comziitee, for sppropriate action. Ce e i
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MINUTES
of the

" OCCUPATIORAL EFALTH & SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING
BATIOMAL INSULATION MARUFAGTURERS ASSOCIATION

" Rew !ork, Rew York

.The transactions oz' tbis meting as repcrted by Mr. J. M.
Bamhart sre atta&ed. ) W . .

.y

?ollawing this. combined. meeting, there was a brief meeting of the Occue
paticnal Health & Sarety cOmit.ee. Ihe tollcwina persons were presest:

FEEEEE e;ane, u.n. "PRG Irdustries

" - Ce L. Sheckler Johns-Manville
" - Yo BE. Edwsrds ... Owens<Coraing
B. Mesler .~ Ruberoid :

J. erberg j OHen:-COrniJ:.g -

Hz'. Sheckler :!.ndicated. that the vork of the Education Subccrmittae was i
pregressing satisfactorily. The asbestos pamphlet bad been prepared acd
circulated for corments and/cr approval.  Tbe fiber glass pamphlet will dbe .
available for full cormittee review early in April. Dr. Grant pointed cut
that it was his understanding that both these pazphlets ard the Fducatiozal
Progran for the coming year vere to be-reviewed at a meeting of the full..: .
cczitiee, This was not done with the asbestos pamphlet. Dr. Grast's ex- e
perience was that the time limitation set for review by the subcemmittee -
had passed before he had had a chance to review the pacthlet, He felt this
was unfortunate inasmuch as he would have liked to have seen either a -
reference to pre-employrment and pericdic medical exsminations of the workers -
Or a specific limitation clearly indicating that the scope of the pamzhlet -

did not include medical conmtrol procedures. As the pamphlet 1s st the
present time, 1t will invite jJustified criticism by the medical profession.

eminations were inappropriate.to include in the pamphlet. This reflects a -
basic disagreerent within the committee which must be resolved at a later ..
meeting of the full cormittee. Although it was discussed, no action was °
decided upon to resolve this bdasic difference of ovinion, The fider glass

permhlet draft prepsred by the Education Subcczmittee wi.ll be reviewed a3

a corxitiee u:eeti.ng in New Yorh on Aprﬁ. 16, 1968 IR T

Mr, Jl M. Barnhart vished to be ad.vised on how he should. hnndle reques:s o
coming to bim for assistance 4n bealth related problems.,

The following
general philosophy was agreed upen: FHe should first direct such requests
to th_e mamufacturer of the product in questiocs. However, {f no canufacturer
csn be identified or if the magufacturer of the product specifically ree ’
quested FIMA support, he should direct the request to Dr. Grant, Chairman of
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) The cuz-:ent research proposals on fiber glass prepared by the Industrisl
Kygienc Fourndation were briefly discussed, As a result, it was spparent
- Hthat there vere a mumdber of questions that esch coxpany who had been asked
—~ to support the work wished to have the opportunity of discussing in a gen
. erazl meeting with the Irndustrisl Hygiene Poundation and representatives of

the ccopanies whose support was being solicited, Dr. Grant agreed to con=
tact Dr. delreville, the Manag‘i.ug Director of the Indu.strial &ygie_ne 2om:dl-
tion, a.nd. tuggest such a ueting Sl , A _
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