STATEMENT OF JEROME H. HECKMAN
KELLER AND HECKMAN
GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE SOCIETY OF THE
PLASTICS INDUSTRY, INC.
PREPARED FOR PRESENTATION AT
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR HEARINGS ON
VINYL CHLORIDE;
OCCUPATIONAL EXPOSURE STANDARD
JUNE 25, 1974

JUDGE MYATT:
My NAME 1S JEROME H. HECKMAN, [ AM A PARTNER IN

THE WASHINGTON LAW FIRM OF KELLER AND HECKMAN AND HAVE
SERVED AS COUNSEL TO THE SoCIETY OF THE PLASTICS INDUSTRY
FOR THE PAST TWENTY YEARS. | AM HERE TODAY TO PROVIDE AN
OVERVIEW OF THE PLASTICS INDUSTRY'S POSITION WITH RESPECT
TO THE VINYL CHLORIDE PROBLEM AT HAND. SPEAKING FOR THE
SOCIETY OF THE PLASTICS INDUSTRY, WE ARE ANXIOUS THAT THE
TESTIMONY TO FOLLOW BE VIEWED IN ITS PROPER AND TOTAL
PERSPECTIVE. THIS 1S BECAUSE WE BELIEVE IT ESSENTIAL THAT
ANY FINAL STANDARD ADOPTED BY THE GOVERNMENT TAKE INTO
BALANCED ACCOUNT THE FULL SPECTRUM OF PUBLIC AND EMPLOYEE
HEALTH CONSIDERATIONS, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT, AS WELL

AS OTHER PUBLIC INTEREST FACTORS.
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THE TASK OF THE DEPARTMENT IN THIS CASE IS ANYTHING
BUT A SIMPLE ONE. [T MUST BALANCE THE INTERESTS INVOLVED
AND REACH WELL-REASONED DECISIONS, BUT A MAJOR DIFFICULTY
1S THAT MANY OF THESE DECISIONS WILL NECESSARILY HAVE TO BE
BASED ON THE RULES OF PROBABILITY RATHER THAN IRREFUTABLE
FACT, MUCH OF THE SCIENTIFIC DATA OBTAINED BY RESEARCHERS
TO DATE IS QUITE INCONCLUSIVE, A GREAT DEAL OF ADDITIONAL
DATA REMAINS TO BE ACQUIRED AND EVALUATED., AT THIS PRE-
CARIOUS STATE OF OUR KNOWLEDGE WE BELIEVE THAT MISPLACED
RELIANCE ON MERE SUSPICIONS RATHER THAN PROVEN DATA, OR
PRECIPITOUS AND EMOTIONAL REACTION TO SUCH INCOMPLETE INFOR-
MATION, TOGETHER WITH A NARROWLY CONSTRUED INTERPRETATION OF
INTERESTS, COULD LEAD TO MAJOR ECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES., SUCH
RESULTS FREQUENTLY FLOW FROM UNDULY HARSH MEASURES.

As Mr. HARDING HAS ALREADY NOTED, WE BELIEVE THAT
THE PLASTICS INDUSTRY HAS MOVED RESPONSIBLY IN ALL RESPECTS
TO OBTAIN HARD DATA AND TO PLAN TO DEAL PROMPTLY AND EFFECT-
IVELY WITH THE VINYL CHLORIDE QUESTION, WE INTEND TO SHOW,
THROUGH THE WITNESSES WHO FOLLOW ME, THAT WE HAVE WITHIN THE
TIME CONSTRAINTS PLACED UPON GOVERNMENT AND INDUSTRY ALIKE,
ATTEMPTED TO MAKE THE RECORD HERE AS OBJECTIVE, COMPREHENSIVE
AND COMPLETE AS IS POSSIBLE. YOU MAY ALSO RELY ON THIS IN-
DUSTRY TO RECOGNIZE THAT SO LONG AS ANY DOUBT REMAINS AS TO
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SAFETY LEVELS AND EMPLOYEE OR OTHER EXPOSURE, IT IS INCUM-
BENT UPON MANUFACTURERS TO MAKE THE WORKPLACE AND GENERAL
ENVIRONMENT AS RISK-FREE AS FEASIBLE,

IT 15 cLEAR THAT CONGRESS, IN ENACTING PuBLIC LAw
9]1-596, AND THE COURTS WHICH HAVE THUS FAR INTERPRETED IT
AUTHORITATIVELY, RECOGNIZED THAT THE SECRETARY OF LABOR
MUST, IN ESTABLISHING PROTECTIVE STANDARDS, CONSIDER THE
FEASIBILITY OF MEETING THEM, THE TERM "FEASIBILITY” HERE
ENCOMPASSES HEALTH, TECHNOLOGICAL, AND ECONOMIC CONSIDERA-
TIONS., THE TASK OF THE SECRETARY HAS BEEN VERY APTLY STATED
IN THE APrIL 15, 1974 DecisioN oF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
AppeaLs FOR THE DisTricT oF CoLumBIA CIRCUIT IN INDUSTRIAL
Union DepARTMENT. AFL-CIO, £T AL. v. Hopeson (no. 72-1713).
ON pAGES 19 AND 20 oF THAT DECISION, THE FOLLOWING LANGUAGE
PROVIDES A REASONABLE GUIDELINE FOR DECISION-MAKING IN
CASES SUCH AS THE INSTANT ONE:

There can be no question that OSHA represents a
deeision to require safequards for the health

of employees even if such measures substantially
inerease production costs. This is not, however,
the same thing as saying that Congress intended
to require tmmediate implementation of all pro-
tective measures technologically achievable
without regard for their economic impact. To the
eontrary, it would comport with common usage to
say that a standard that is prohibitively expensive
ig not 'feasible' (footnote omitted). Semator
Javits, author of the amendment that added the
phrase in question to the Act, explained it in
these terms:
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As a result of this amendment the Secretary,
in setting standards, ie regsly required
to _congider feasibility of gragosea gtan~

dards. This is an_improvement over the
Daniels bill, which might be interpreted to
require absolute health and safety in all
ecages, regardlese of feasibility, and the
Administration bill, which containg no eri-
teria for standards at all.

S. Rep. No. 91-1282, 89lst Comg., 2d Sess., p. 58;
Legis. Hist. at 197.

The thrust of these remarks would seem to be that
practical conesiderations can temper protective re-

quirements. Congress does not appear to have in-
tended to protect employees by putting their
ﬂZoyers out of business--either by regfgmm

protective devices wnavailable under existing
technology or by making finaneial viability gen
erally imposgible. (Emphasis supplied.)

MANY OTHER PARTS OF THIS DECISION ARE ALSO DIRECTLY IN
POINT. THus, ON PAGES 12 AND 13 oF THE CourT’s OPINION, IT
1S NOTED THAT WHERE EXPLICIT FACT-FINDING 1S IMPOSSIBLE,
AND DETERMINATIONS MUST BE MADE “ON THE FRONTIERS OF SCIEN-
TIFIC KNOWLEDGE,” POLICY JUDGMENTS MUST BE MADE AND ESOTERIC
ABSOLUTISM FORSAKEN. LIKEWISE, ON PAGE 23 OF THE OPINION
IT 1S WELL NOTED THAT, ALTHOUGH EMPLOYEES OBVIOUSLY SHOULD
NOT BE NEEDLESSLY EXPOSED TO RISK, WHERE THE DEGREE OF RISK
1S INDETERMINATE, SOME ELEMENT OF IT MAY HAVE TO BE COUNTE-
NANCED FOR A TIME WHEN IT IS INFEASIBLE TO ELIMINATE IT
TOTALLY, AND A TRANSITION PERIOD 1S REQUIRED FOR STUDY AND
IMPROVEMENTS ,
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IT 1S OUR POSITION THAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS TO BE
MADE HEREAFTER RECOGNIZE THESE CRITERIA, BUT ALSO BESPEAK
A TOTAL INDUSTRY COMMITMENT TO INSTITUTE APPROPRIATE SAFE-
GUARDS WHILE CONCURRENTLY MOVING FORWARD TO DETERMINE WHAT
DATA 1S ADDITIONALLY REQUIRED TO MAKE EVEN SOUNDER JUDGMENTS.
THE INDUSTRY 1S MOVING DECISIVELY TO PROVIDE IMMEDIATE PRO-
TECTIVE ACTION, FURTHER, SCIENTIFIC STUDIES YET TO BE
COMPLETED MAY WELL PROVE THAT THE HAZARD HAS BEEN OVERESTI-
MATED., NEVERTHELESS, WHILE DOUBTS REMAIN, OUR AIM IS TO
ASSURE THE PUBLIC AT LARGE, THE INDUSTRY'S EMPLOYEES, AND
THE GOVERNMENT THAT THE PLASTICS INDUSTRY HAS BEEN AND WILL
CONTINUE TO BE DILIGENT IN TAKING PROMPT AND FEASIBLE STEPS
TO MINIMIZE ANY POTENTIAL HEALTH HAZARD,

THE WITNESSES TO FOLLOW WILL DISCUSS IN DETAIL THE
FEASIBILITY OF MEETING REASONABLE VINYL MONOMER EXPOSURE
LIMITATIONS; HOW PROTECTION CAN BE AND WILL BE AFFORDED EM-
PLOYEES WHERE SHORf-TERM EXCURSIONS OCCUR ABOVE THE LIMIT-
ATIONS WE WILL RECOMMEND, WHY THE EXPOSURE LIMITATIONS IN
THE PROPOSED PERMANENT STANDARD PUBLISHED ON MAy 10 ARE NOT
REASONABLE, WOULD LIKELY ELIMINATE THE INDUSTRY TO THE GREAT
DETRIMENT OF THE COUNTRY, AND SHOULD NOT BE IMPOSED ON THE
BASIS OF THE TOXICOLOGICAL DATA PRESENTLY AT HAND; AND WHY
THE BREADTH OF COVERAGE OF THE PROPOSED STANDARD MAY SAFELY
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BE REDUCED SO AS TO ELIMINATE APPLICATION OF MANY OF THE
BURDENSOME REQUIREMENTS IN THE DRAFT STANDARD TO CERTAIN
MANUFACTURERS AT THE END OF THE PROCESSING LINE. THESE
FIRMS, IT WILL BE SHOWN, HAVE NO REAL VINYL MONOMER EXPOSURE
PROBLEM, EVEN THOUGH THEY MANUFACTURE PRODUCTS THEORETICALLY
“CAPABLE OF RELEASING DETECTABLE LEVELS” OF MONOMER,

IN TESTIMONY TO BE PRESENTED NEXT BY MR. ANTON
VitTtoNE oF B, F. GOODRICH HE WILL FULLY COVER THE CURRENT
STATE OF THE ART AND THE CAPABILITY OF THE INDUSTRY TO
MEET AND ULTIMATELY IMPROVE UPON THE EXPOSURE LIMITATIONS
WE RECOMMEND. [T SHOULD BE NOTED THAT THE SOCIETY IS AWARE
OF ADDED TESTIMONY THAT WILL BE PRESENTED ON THIS SUBJECT
IN THE CASES PREPARED BY VARIOUS INDIVIDUAL COMPANIES WHICH
ARE APPEARING HERE.

IT WILL SUBSEQUENTLY BE DEMONSTRATED BY OUR SUCCEED-
ING WITNESSES THAT THE EXPOSURE LIMITATIONS, TIMETABLE FOR
REDUCTIONS, AND REVISED WORK PRACTICE RULES WHICH WE ADVOCATE
WILL PREVENT THE VIRTUAL ECONOMIC CHAOS THAT COULD RESULT IF
THE PRESENTLY PROPOSED STANDARD WERE ADOPTED. WE SUBMIT
THAT OUR ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS CAN BE ACHIEVED WITH REASON-
ABLE ASSURANCE THAT NO UNDUE HAZARD WILL ARISE OR BE ALLOWED
TO CONTINUE WITH REGARD TO EMPLOYEE SAFETY. OUR MEDICAL
EXPERTS WILL URGE UPON THE DEPARTMENT THAT THE HUMAN
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" EXPERIENCE DATA WE HAVE ASSEMBLED--AND WHICH WE BELIEVE
1S ENTITLED ON TOXICOLOGICAL GROUNDS TO GREATER WEIGHT
THAN INCONCLUSIVE ANIMAL TEST DATA IN CIRCUMSTANCES LIKE
THOSE PRESENTED HERE--JUSTIFIES THOSE EXPOSURE LIMITATIONS
THE INDUSTRY CONSIDERS FEASIBLE NOW AND IN THE FUTURE.
AGAIN, WE RESPECTFULLY SUBMIT THAT THIS EVIDENCE, TAKEN
IN CONTEXT, MUST OVERRIDE AND OBVIATE THE IMPOSITION OF
EXCESSIVELY RESTRICTIVE EXPOSURE LIMITS OR WORK PRACTICES
(SUCH AS A REQUIREMENT FOR FULL-TIME USE OF RESPIRATORS)
WHICH WOULD LIKELY SHUT THE INDUSTRY DOWN WITH THE RESULTANT
DISRUPTIVE CONSEQUENCES WHICH WILL BE PROJECTED AND EXPLAINED
BY MR. VINCENT FiccacLIA OF ARTHUR D. LiTTLE CoMPANY,
TESTIMONY AS TO APPROPRIATE MEASUREMENT TECHNIQUES
AND POLICIES WILL BE SUPPLIED BY DR. RUDOLPH STEHL OF THE
Dow CuemicAL COMPANY AND WILL LEAD TO OUR MAKING SPECIFIC
RECOMMENDATIONS IN THIS AREA, THE PURPOSE HERE WILL BE TO
ADD CLARITY AND SPECIFICITY TO THE FINAL STANDARD. SIMILAR-
LY, DRs. JosePH TOMASHEFSKI AND ROBERT SOULE WILL EXPLAIN
WHY FULL-TIME USE OF RESPIRATORS WOULD BE LIKELY TO HAVE
BOTH SIGNIFICANT AND IMMEDIATE ADVERSE IMPACT ON WORKER
MEALTH AND SAFETY. DR, ROGER STRASSBURG WILL INFORM YOU AS
TO HOW SO-CALLED CANISTER-TYPE RESPIRATORS CAN BE EMPLOYED
AND RELIED UPON FOR SHORT PERIODS OF TIME UNDER THE TYPE OF
PERMANENT STANDARD THE INDUSTRY CAN SUPPORT,
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OTHER TESTIMONY FROM A SERIES OF WITNESSES WHO
HAVE BOTH OBJECTIVE TEST DATA AND PERSONAL EXPERTISE PER-
TAINING TO THE HANDLING AND USE OF PVC FOR FABRICATION WILL,
WE BELIEVE, CONVINCE THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ADVISABILITY AND
REASONABLENESS OF MAKING CLARIFYING CHANGES IN THE STANDARD
SO THAT ITS APPLICATION WILL, WITH PERHAPS MINOR EXCEPTIONS,
BE LIMITED TO THOSE WHO MAKE AND SELL ONLY MONOMER AND
POLYMERS,

THIS WILL BE THE THRUST OF OUR CASE. IT IS ONE
IN WHICH WE HAVE FAITH; ONE THAT WE BELIEVE THE INDUSTRY'S
WORKERS SHOULD SUPPORT; AND ONE THAT, IF APPROPRIATELY RE-
FLECTED IN THE STANDARD ADOPTED, WOULD ALLOW THE INDUSTRY
TO CONTINUE TO SERVE THE PUBLIC INTEREST.

WHILE OUR MAJOR PLEA IS FOR A CHANGE IN THE “NO
DETECTABLE LIMITS"” CONCEPT IN FAVOR OF WHAT IS TRULY
FEASIBLE AND, THEREFORE, TECHNICALLY AND LEGALLY SOUND, WE
ALSO STRONGLY URGE THAT CERTAIN OTHER ELEMENTS IN THE STANDARD
BE CHANGED. SOME OF THESE CHANGES WE BELIEVE ARE NECESSARY
TO AID IN SIMPLE UNDERSTANDING OF WHAT IS REQUIRED; OTHERS
ARE URGED TO ALLOW A MORE REASONABLE HANDLING OF DAY-TO-DAY
PROBLEMS IN A WAY THAT IS CONSISTENT WITH PRACTICABILITY,
AND CONTINUED INDUSTRY VIABILITY,
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THE CHANGES RECOMMENDED ARE IN ALL CASES SUBSTANTIVE
AND NECESSARY AS WE SEE THEM, AS TO ALL OF THESE, I wouLD
ASK YOUR HONOR TO RECEIVE FOR THE RECORD THE SET OF STANDARD
REVISION RECOMMENDATIONS ATTACHED TO MY STATEMENT. OUR HOPE
IS THAT THIS WRITTEN TABULATION WILL FACILITATE RECOGNITION
OF SUCH LANGUAGE IN THE PROPOSED STANDARD WHICH WE DEEM
UNDULY BURDENSOME, UNNECESSARY, OR UNCLEAR, AND WILL AID
THE DEPARTMENT IN CONSIDERING OUR SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR CHANGES.

FOR THE MOST PART, THE RECOMMENDED REVISIONS WILL
'BE SELF-EXPLANATORY IN LIGHT OF THE EVIDENCE TO BE PRESENTED
VERY SHORTLY. HOWEVER, THERE ARE A FEW AREAS WHICH I WILL
DISCUSS NOW SINCE THEY ARE IMPORTANT TO THE INDUSTRY AND
ARE NOT BEING DEALT WITH DIRECTLY IN THE STATEMENTS OF OUR
OTHER WITNESSES., [ BELIEVE | CAN SUMMARILY ALLUDE TO THESE
SITUATIONS AND ASK THAT YOU BEAR WITH ME WHILE I ATTEMPT TO
DO SO:

1. WITH RESPECT TO THE PROPOSED

ParaGrRAPH 1910.93a(A) (1), DEALING WITH

THE SCOPE OF THE STANDARD, SUBSEQUENT

TESTIMONY WILL INDICATE WHY IT IS BE-

LIEVED EXCESSIVELY AND INFEASIBLY BROAD.

IT SHOULD ENCOMPASS ONLY THOSE AREAS AND
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OPERATIONS THAT POSE OR MAY REASONABLY

BE EXPECTED TO POSE PROBLEMS, AND BE MADE
INAPPLICABLE TO CERTAIN TYPES OF OPERA-
TIONS, PRIMARILY PROCESSING AND FABRICA-
TION PLANTS,

2. WiTH ResPecT To PARAGRAPH (B)(2),
IT SHOULD BE REVISED TO ALLOW FOR THE
RELATIVELY INFREQUENT BUT NECESSARY ENTRY
OF CONTRACTORS, TRUCK DRIVERS AND SERVICE
PERSONNEL, WHOSE SERVICES ARE REQUIRED
FROM TIME TO TIME IN NORMAL OPERATIONS,

3. ParAGrRAPH (B)(4) CONTAINS PARTICU-
LARLY VEXATIOUS LANGUAGE AND WHAT AMOUNTS
TO A WHOLLY AMBIGUOUS AND UNWORKABLE
DEFINITION OF “CONTAMINATED"” BY EMPLOYING
THE OPEN-ENDED CONCEPT THAT AN AREA OR
PRODUCT COULD BE CONSIDERED CONTAMINATED
IF IT 1S “CAPABLE OF RELEASING A DETECT-
ABLE LEVEL OF VINYL CHLORIDE."” THIS
NOTION IS INCONSISTENT WITH OTHER OSHA
STANDARDS IN ITS LACK OF FINITENESS.

THERE ARE SITUATIONS WHERE SUB-
STANCES BELIEVED To BE 100 to 1000 TimMes
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AS CARCINOGENIC AS VINYL CHLORIDE MAY
ULTIMATELY BE SHOWN TO BE ARE TREATED MUCH
MORE SENSIBLY, FOR THIS REASON, WE URGE
THAT THIS DEFINITION BE ALTERED SO THAT

IT REFLECTS THE AVERAGE EXPOSURE LIMIT TO
BE ADVANCED BY MR. VITTONE AS TO VINYL
MONOMER, AND THAT NO AREA BE CONSIDERED
CONTAMINATED WHERE THE POLYVINYL CHLORIDE
RECEIVED OR USED THEREIN CONTAINS LESS
THAN 0.17 RESIDUAL MONOMER NOW, OR LESS
THAN 0,017 REsIDUAL MONOMER BY OCTOBER 5,
1977. THE LIMITATIONS SUGGESTED BY THIS
TYPE OF DEFINITION WOULD BE AS STRINGENT
IMMEDIATELY AS THOSE IMPOSED ON SUCH KNOWN

CARCINOGENS AS 4-AMINODIPHENYL--"THE MOST

HAZARDOUS AROMATIC AMINE REGARDING CARCINO-
GENIC POTENTIAL,"” (see Section 1910.93(k))
AND BI1S-CHLOROMETHYL ETHER, (SEE SECTION
1910.93(n)). By 1977 1T wouLD BE TEN TIMES
MORE STRINGENT BARRING THE ACQUISITION OF
NEW DATA WHICH MAY WELL PROVE THAT THE
0.17 LIMITATION 1S UNDULY HARSH.

4, THE DEFINITION OF "EMERGENCY" IN
PARAGRAPH (B) (8) SHOULD BE ALTERED FURTHER,
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EVEN ASSUMING THAT OTHER PROVISIONS IN

THE STANDARD ARE CHANGED SO AS TO REFLECT
FEASIBLE EXPOSURE LIMITS INSTEAD OF THE

“NO DETECTABLE” CONCEPT PRESENTLY CONTEM-
PLATED., AS THE DEFINITION NOW READS, A
MINOR SPILL OR LEAK WOULD CONSTITUTE AN
“EMERGENCY” AND COULD TRIGGER MAJOR ACTION
UNNECESSARILY., IN LIEU OF THIS DEFINITION,
IT 1S RESPECTFULLY URGED THAT THE STANDARD
BE CHANGED SO THAT IT WILL FoLLow THE NIOSH
R_COMMENDATIONS OF MAarRCH 11, 1974 WHEREIN AN
EMERGENCY WAS DEFINED AS “... AN UNFORESEEN
CIRCUMSTANCE OR SET OF CIRCUMSTANCES, SUCH
AS A RUPTURED TRANSFER LINE, RESULTING IN
THE RELEASE OF VINYL CHLORIDE SUFFICIENT

TO PRODUCE ACUTE SYMPTOMS AMONG WORKERS

EXPOSED OR HAVING CONTACT WITH VINYL CHLORIDE.”
5. WiTH REsPeCT TO PArAGRAPH (B)(10),

AN IMPORTANT CLARIFICATION SHOULD BE MADE

TO REFLECT ACTUAL INDUSTRY PRACTICES. THE

DEFINITION AS WRITTEN WOULD DEFINE AS FABRI-
CATED PRODUCTS "FILM, SHEET, BLOCK, BAR, OR
EXTRUSION STOCK.” SO THAT THIS DEFINITION
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WILL COMPORT WITH INDUSTRY TERMINOLOGY,

AND THEREBY AVOID UNINTENTIONAL CONFUSION,
THE SECTION SHOULD BE REVISED IN PERTINENT
PART TO COVER AS FABRICATED PRODUCTS “FILM,
SHEET, BLOCK, BAR, EXTRUDED STOCK, AND
DICED OR PELLETIZED COMPOUNDS.”

6. REGARDING ALL OF SeCTION (E), THE
TABLE ATTACHED TO THIS TESTIMONY REFLECTS
RECOMMENDED CHANGES DEEMED ESSENTIAL, AS
WILL BE INDICATED BY DR. STEHL oF THE Dow
CHEMICAL COMPANY, THIS BEING THE THRUST OF
HIS PRESENTATION, IN ADDITION, OF COURSE,
THE RECOMMENDATION SET FORTH IN THE ATTACH-
MENT TO MY TESTIMONY REFLECTS THE INDUSTRY
POSITION FAVORING CONSTANT SEQUENTIAL MON-
ITORING, WITH SPECIFIED PROCEDURES, IN LIEU
OF THE PRESENTLY PROPOSED 957 CONFIDENCE
LEVEL REQUIREMENT WHICH WE CONSIDER TO BE
VAGUE AND, PRACTICALLY SPEAKING, MEANINGLESS.

7. PARTICULAR MENTION MUST BE MADE
HERE RELATIVE TO THE SUBJECT OF EMPLOYEE
OBSERVATION OF MONITORING AND MEASURING,
CERTAINLY THE INDUSTRY DOES NOT TAKE ISSUE
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WITH THE STATUTORY RIGHT OF EMPLOYEES TO
BE ADEQUATELY ASSURED ABOUT MONITORING
PROCEDURES USED FOR THEIR PROTECTION, AND
TO OBSERVE THE SAME IN A REASONABLE FASHION.,
IT IS INTERESTING TO NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT
THE PROPOSED STANDARD HERE DOES NOT EVEN
INCLUDE THE WORD “REASONABLE” IN CONNECTION
WITH THE PHRASE "OPPORTUNITY TO OBSERVE”
EVEN THOUGH ONE OF THE MOST IMMEDIATE
PRECEDENTS FOR THIS STANDARD--THE ASBESTOS
STANDARD--DOES USE THE WORD,

IN LIGHT OF THE INDUSTRY'S PROPOSAL
FOR A COMPLETELY DIFFERENT AND MORE DEFINI-
TIVE MONITORING AND MEASURING SYSTEM, AND
SO AS TO AVOID UNNECESSARILY DISRUPTIVE
ABUSES WHICH COULD EASILY OCCUR IF THE
PRESENT LANGUAGE IS LEFT UNCHANGED, THE
SECRETARY IS URGED TO REVISE PARAGRAPH (E)
(3) SO THAT THE OBSERVATION OF THE MONITOR-
ING WILL BE HANDLED BY AN ELECTED EMPLOYEE.
IN OTHER RESPECTS, IT IS SUBMITTED THAT THE
LANGUAGE SUGGESTED IN THE ATTACHED TABLE
WILL BE MORE APPROPRIATE AND SUFFICE FOR
EMPLOYEE PROTECTION WITHIN THE CONTEMPLATION
OF THE STATUTE AND APPLICABLE REGULATIONS,
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8. THE MATTER OF SIGNS AND LABELS
COVERED IN SECTION (K) OF THE PROPOSED
PERMANENT STANDARD IS OF ENORMOUS CONCERN
TO THE INDUSTRY. IN AN ERA WHEN THE PUBLIC,
INCLUDING THE WORK POPULATION, HAS BEEN SO
BOMBARDED BY PEREMPTORY WARNINGS AND CAUTION-
ARY LABELS TO THE POINT WHERE ALL CHARACTER-
IZING LANGUAGE TENDS TO BECOME MEANINGLESS
(EXCEPT TO REGULATORS IN OTHER FIELDS AND TO
PRODUCT LIABILITY ATTORNEYS), WE ARE UNABLE
TO SEE HOW THE PUBLIC INTEREST WOULD BE
SERVED BY THE TYPE OF SIGN AND LABELING
LANGUAGE THUS FAR RECOMMENDED.

WHILE THIS LANGUAGE MAY BE DEEMED

CONSISTENT WITH REQUIREMENTS FOR PROVEN
AND HIGHLY POTENT CARCINOGENS, IT IS
CERTAINLY NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE TYPE OF
SIGN AND LABELING REQUIREMENTS DEEMED AC-
CEPTABLE BY OSHA IN CASES WHERE LESS IN-
FORMED PARTIES ARE APT TO BE VIEWING SUCH
SIGNS AND LABELS REGULARLY. THUS, FOR
EXAMPLE, IN THE CASE OF ASBESTOS WHERE IT
WAS RECOGNIZED THAT CONTAINERS, SHIPPING
VEHICLES, AND OTHER MEDIA WITH PUBLIC
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VISIBILITY WOULD BE INVOLVED, THE DEPART-
MENT ACCEPTED AND THE U. S. COURT oF APPEALS
APPROVED LANGUAGE WHERE THE EMPHASIS WAS
UPON THE PRECAUTIONARY STEPS TO BE TAKEN,
NOT THE NATURE OF THE SUBSTANCE. CoMMON
SENSE WOULD APPEAR TO DICTATE THAT EXPLICIT
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO DEAL WITH A SUBSTANCE
OR PRODUCT WILL BE MORE HELPFUL TO THOSE WHO
MIGHT BE EXPOSED THAN WILL SCARE LABELS
WHICH INDICATE ONLY THAT SOMETHING IS TO BE
FEARED, RATHER THAN DEALT WITH REASONABLY.
FOR THIS REASON, AND ON THE BASIS
OF THE PRACTICES WHICH EXIST WHERE OTHER
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES MAY HAVE TO BE EN-
COUNTERED BY EMPLOYEES OF VARYING DEGREES
OF TECHNICAL EXPERTISE, AND SUSCEPTIBILITY
TO ANXIETY, IT 1S RECOMMENDED THAT THE
CONCEPT OF EMPHASIZING THE IDEA OF "“CANCER
SUSPECT AGENT” BE REPLACED SO THAT ANY
REGULATED AREA SIGNS REQUIRED BY THE STAN-
DARDS WOULD READ:
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Vvinyl Chloride Vapor Hazard.
Carry Respirator And Wear Assigned Protective Equipment
When Alarm Signal Is Activated.
When Signal Is Activated, Do Not Remain In Alarm Area
Unless Your Work Requires It.
Breathing Excessive Quantities of Vinyl Chloride Vapor
May Be Hazardous To Your Health.

WiTH RESPECT TO WARNING LABELS OR
SIGNS TO BE PLACED ON SHIPPING CONTAINERS

OF ANY TYPE EOR_VINYL CHLORIDE MONOMER, THE
FOLLOWING LANGUAGE IS SUGGESTED:

Vinyl Chloride
Danger
Extremely Flammable Gas Under Pressure
May Polymerize with Explosive Force
Poison
Avoid Contact With Ligquid Or Vapor Unless Fully
Protected By Authorized Equipment .
In The Event Of Acute Exposure Seek Medical
Assistance Immediately .

WiTH RESPECT TO WARNING LABELS OR
SIGNS TO BE PLACED ON SHIPPING CONTAINERS

OF ANY TYPE EOR POLYVINY]. CHLORIDE, THE
FOLLOWING LANGUAGE IS SUGGESTED:

Caution
Polyvinyl Chloride
Contains Vinyl Chloride
Avoid Breathing Vapor Or Dust
Closed Containers Of Polyvinyl Chloride May Contain
Vapor Levels Of Vinyl Chloride Which May
Be Hazardous To Your Health.
Open Only In Well-Ventilated Areas Or Wear Respiratory
Protection.
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THE IMPORTANCE OF THE LABELING RE-
QUIREMENTS 1S DIFFICULT TO OVER~EMPHASIZE
FOR A VARIETY OF REASONS. CERTAINLY THE
MOST IMPORTANT ONE HAS BEEN STATED ABOVE,
1,E. LABELING SHOULD BE DESIGNED TO PROVIDE
THOSE WHO NEED THE INFORMATION WITH METHODS
FOR DEALING WITH THE PROBLEM, RATHER THAN
A BASIS UPON WHICH TO PANIC BECAUSE OF A
DISEASE CHARACTERIZATION,

IN LIGHT OF THE ECONOMIC IMPORTANCE
OF ASSURING CONTINUED PRODUCTION AND SUPPLY
OF POLYVINYL CHLORIDE RESINS WITHOUT ADDING
UNNECESSARILY TO THE COSTS THEREOF, IT MUST
ALSO BE BORNE IN MIND THAT CHARACTERIZING
THE MATERIAL AS PRESENTLY PROPOSED COULD
LEAD TO THE IMPOSITION OF TRANSPORTATION
BANS BY SOME STATES--PROPOSALS TO DO PRE-
CISELY THIS HAVING ALREADY BEEN ADVANCED
IN THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY-~AND WOULD UN-
DOUBTEDLY ARM THE OVERZEALOUS WITH WHAT
THEY MIGHT CONSIDER A PRIMA EACIE CASE IN
SOME SPECIOUS PRODUCTS LIABILITY PROCEEDINGS.
[T 1S IMPOSSIBLE FOR US TO SEE HOW THIS
WOULD SERVE THE OBJECTIVES OF THE OCCUPATIONAL
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SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT OR ANY ASPECT OF

THE PUBLIC INTEREST.

WE NOW ASK THAT CAREFUL ATTENTION BE GIVEN TO THE
PRESENTATIONS OF THE REMAINDER OF OUR PANEL AND URGE THAT
ANY PERMANENT STANDARD ADOPTED TAKE INTO CAREFUL ACCOUNT ALL
OF THE INFORMATION SO PROVIDED.
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(a) (1)...which contains 0.1% or more of
residual vinyl chloride on and after Oct.
5, 1974, and which contains 0.01% or more
of residual vinyl chloride on and after
Oct. 5, 1977.

{a) {2)...nor to the handling or use of
polyvinyl chloride that complies with
the residual vinyl chloride limitations
set forth in paragraph (a)(1l}.

Add a new paragraph {b) to read as follows
and reletter all succeeding paragraphs

accordingly:
* * ] ]

(b) Permiasible exposure to vinyl chlorida. This will set forth the exposure
limitations recommended by the
various witnesses. It also re-

{b) (1) For polyvinyl chloride production flects the recommendations of

facilities. different standards for different
manufacturing operations to set work

(1) Standard effective Oct. 5, 1974, place levels as low as feasible.

The maximum concentration of vinyl
chloride to which any employee may
be exposed shall not exceed 40 ppm
nor shall the time-weighted average
concentration exceed 25 ppm.

1/ The reccmmended changes are submittrd as substituted languvage for that underlined in Column I
unless it is indicated in Column I that language from Column II ie submitted to be added to the
proposed section as in the case of Section (a)(2).
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(ii) Standard effective Oct. 5, 1975,
The maximum concentration of vinyl
chloride to which any employee may be
exposed shall not exceed 25 ppm.

{111) Standard effective Oct. 5, 1976.
The maximum concentration of vinyl
chloride to which any employee may he
exposed shall not exceed 25 ppm nor
shall the time-weighted average con-
centration exceed 10 ppm.

{b) (2} For vinyl chloride production
facilities.

{1} Standard effective Oct. 5, 1974.
The maximum concentration of vinyl
chloride to which any employee may be
exposed shall not exceed 25 ppm nor
shall the time-weighted average con~
centration exceed 10 ppm.

{11) Standard effective Oct. 5, 1977.
The maximum concentration of vinyl
chloride to which any employee may be
exposed shall not exceed 10 ppm nor
shall the time-weighted average con-
centration exceed 5 ppmn.

(b} {) For polyvinyl chloride fabricating
facllities. No workplace concentrations of
vinyl chloride in excess of 1 ppm in
facilities falling within the scope of this
standard.
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ta) Definitions. (1) “Assisiant Becrs-
ary” means the Assletant Becreiary of
Labor for

FYin¥1l _Ehioeid
I FERE analyiicsl
- - URle aF mnas sk B RRNEREY

R 3
~rae—w Y W B

5 prod
finished product or part of such product,
made of polyviny! chloride. entiraly or In
part, including eemifinished products
such ss film, sheet, block, bar, or gxioy-
alenatock

(c) (2) “Authorized pers nnel™...; and
other personnel such as truck drivers,
contractors, service personnel and others
whose legitimate duties require their
occasional presence in operating areas.

(c}(4)... means, a level of vinyl chloride
in the workplace or materials that produce
a level of vinyl chloride in the workplace
in excess of the limitations set forth in
paragraph (b}.

{c) (5)... the levels set forth in para-
graph (b).

{c)(6)... [Omit]

{c)(8)... such as a ruptured transfer line,
resulting in the release of vinyl chloride
sufficient to produce acute symptoms among
workers exposed to or having contact with
the vinyl chloride.

(c) (9)... liquid vinyl chloride or inhalation
of vinyl chloride gas in excess of permissible
levels set forth in paragraph (b).

{c) (10)...extruded stock, or diced or
pelletized product made from the fore-
going.

This entire subparagraph will not
be required if the proposed limi-
tations (paragraph(b)) are adopted,

This reflects the NIOSH March 11,
1974 definition of an emargency.

Personnel using protective equip-
mant are not exposed to the
vinyl chloride.

This corresponds to commercial
practice and nomenclature. .
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I

whare (D winyl
reacted. re-
shomed, or used: or

ma!
Tepaciaged, stoved. or wead. ’ i

137 Acosss te requisied aress shall b’
Umited bo anthoviend V.
13) A 4ally povler -

e -l'ilﬁll:

2/ This paragraph in the proposed standard should be lettered *(d)™; it is shown as "{e)" in the

11 111

2
Ti)(l)(ii)...containing levels of residual vinyl
chloride in excess of the limits set forth in

paragraph {a)(1l}...
{e) (2)...personnel.

(3){3)...personnel whose duties regularly
require their entry into regulated areas
shall be made and maintained... 30...

{(f1{1)...conatantly sequentially monitored for
levels of vinyl chloride at intervals not
exceeding 10 minutes.

(£} (2) Delete, and add the following:

(£) {2} (1) Probes shall be so located in
every regulated area as to provide a
statistically valid sample of the workplace
atmosphera. Analysis shall be conducted
on samples obtained from each prcbe in a
sequential manner so that the atmosphere
at each site 1is analyzed.

{(£) {2) {(11) The analytical instruments shall
be periodically checked and re-calibrated
to assure proper functioning in accordance
with good analytical practices.

{£) (2) (111} The monitoring equipment shall
produce an audible and visible alarm in any
plant area when the concentration of vinyl
chloride in that area exceeds the limit

set forth in paragraph {(b).

YRacommended changes™ because of the recommended inclusion of a new paragraph (b).



II

{£) (2) (iv) The monitoring equipment shall

produce an audible and visible alarm, readily

distinguishable from that required by )
|

{£f){2) (111), in any plant area when the
concentration of vinyl chloride in that area

exceeds 100 ppm.

oh ST i
”':“'“""'"""::':'“- sanity {£){3)...elected...a reasonsble opportunity... It is anticipated that :hc
Whare sxarsies .."""-,, . constant sequential wmonitor-
Foquirss eaksy e oA ares tne vee ing envisioned here will resuly
(£) {3) (1) through (£)(3) (1i1) - {Delete] in instrument charte and/or
computer print-outs. The only

ol prolaciive clothing, squipmant, fa-
clijies, or procadures ls required, such
1 pro- Replace by:
meaningful information generated

would be the summaries referred to

_clothing, equipmest, faailities. and

‘cmmmuu&uumw:u

::lml.o‘-:;'olm . by {£)} (3} {4) sSummaries of monitoring results e
111} Persons suercialng the ocpporte- including the daily maximum and average for in the "recommended change”.

“ﬁ:"‘&"mm"“m""mﬁm“ of each probe location shall be promptly and Since the probes will be in fixad
'} chloride: conspicuously posted. Employees or their locations, "observation®™ here

elected representatives shall have reasonable would have no practical signifi-
cance and the details sst forth

DECAMATY far .
iy Ohservers shall be permitied, cpportunities to inspect the raw data from
which the summaries have been prepared. in the proposed standard have

no applicability.

ing and measuring equipment;
(D} Recaive & demonstration of the
calibration snd funcilon lests of the
moniioring and messuring squipsaent
periormed on slie; and
IE()‘ Exsmine (pstructiotis and docu-
B e o o Drocedures and (£) (4)...30... f

ing.
) Accursle and complete records of
sll required monitoring ahall be mads
end mainisined for not less than

yeare. Buch & record shall (1) state

date of such monlioring and the lkevels
determined, w0 (1) identdfy the hstru-

r.cnis and methods used.

(CY Observe the condition of monitor- | '
L]




with parsgraph (g} of ihls section:
1) Whasever 0o feasible

{iv} In any case covered by parsgraph
TN O or UMY of this section, the
employsy shall aise undertake a3 soon sy
‘praciicuble & program Lo reduce airborne
‘conceniratlons of vinyl chleride below
“the or Lo the grestest
axton ) by mesns of engl-

rk jce meth:

nesring and P
0ds and aa s00n s fensibile.

-

{g) (1} ...levels of vinyl chloride in
axcess of the limits set forth in
paragraph (b),...

(gy{1)(i)...[Sames as (g} (1)}

(g){1)y(i1)...{5ame as (g){1l}}...h...

{g) (1)iv)...the limits set forth in
paragraph (b),...
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Add the following new paragraph:

(h) {3} (v} A half-face, canister-type mask
when the concentration of vinyl chloride

is above the limit set forth in paragraph (b)
but below 100 ppm.

Until a suitable indicator system has been
developed to show when the canister is

no longer effective, each regulated area
shall develop a work-practice rule that
provides for the replacement of used
canisters when such canisters have
consumed S0% of specified capacity but

no less than daily replacement when such
canisters have been used at all.



) Provided snd togslesd 1o wour
nnmmiio
(1] TREOYS
ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁruuhunnu-!&*=333
[, H

11l Required to shower aftar the last
it of the day.

]
11018041 4eb.

13} 'Where smpleyess ars rsquired by
ihie sectiens to shower, shower facililles
shall be provided In sccordance with

§ 1010145 1),
13} Blg 1 POGRILTD

(1) {1) Thie item should be deleted.

(1} (2)...levels of vinyl chloride in
excess of the limit set forth in
paragraph (a)...{delete "also")

(1) (2) {11)...any adhering polyvinyl
chloride powder from clothing...

(1} (2) (111) ([Delete]
{1) (3} ...headcoverings...

.« sheadcoverings...

{3) (3) sStorage or consumption of
smoking products are prohibited in
regqulated areas.

\

Under general working ]
circumatances speclal pro-
tactive clothing is neither
available nor necessary.

We see no useful purpose being
served by this requirement.

We see no reason why chewing gum
or the use of cosmetics should
be barred.
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13} Emerpancy silualions. (1) A wril-
tens for smargenc:

plan
sttuations shall by devaloped for esch
1

roguiated srea.
(2) In the svent ol an ssergency. &p-
of the plan aball e

which could resull In exposurs to viny.
hioride. and P steps.
D) The p Tor and spplica
of the medical surveillance :
1E) The purpose for snd application
of deconitamination practices;
P} The purpase for and significanc:
+ ' emergency tces and p
13} The employse’s specific role under
. ormaal operaling or smergency condi-
' ons;
1H} Bpecific Informalon to aid the
ee In ot and # o
of conditions and situations which * -
result in the release of viny) chlctd |
11} The purposs for ond applicstior
:‘frsncemc Brat sid procedures and prac-
es;
437 A resiew of this standard at the
P ‘s first Lraining and indoctrl-
nation profram and annuaily therealler
1ty Al materials reloting 1o the pro-
Rrun shnll ba provided upon request 1
g nhsn i ool represent Lives of the Assist-
ot vt Dineetor

S f.....ﬁ R K7 WP ——

11

{x) ({2} {111})...an amount sufficient to create
an emergency...

{x) (3} [This paragraph relates toc a desirable
general training program, not toc emergencies.
We recommand that it be placed in a separate
latterad paragraph.]}




{L)(L}...:

,  VINYL CHLORIDE VAPOR HAZARD
( CARRY RESPIRATOR AND) WEAR ASSIGNED PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT
- WHEN SIGNAL 1§ ACTIVATED
WHEN SIGNAL IS ACTIVATED, DO NOT REMAIN IN ALARM AREA
UNLESS YOUR WORK REQUIRES IT
BREATHING EXCESSIVE QUANTITIES OF VINYL CHLORIDE VAPOR
MAY BE HAZARDOUS TO YOUR HEALTH
AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL ONLY

(L) {2)...:

VINYL CHLORIDE VAPOR IN THIS AREA
IMPERVIOUS PROTECTIVE CLOTHING AND
RESPIRATORS REQUIRED
AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL ONLY

(L) (3)...:

VINYL CHLORIDE CONTAMINATED MATERIAL
MAY BE HAZARDOUS TO YQUR HEALTH
DECONTAMINATE OR DISPOSE OF USING ADEQUATE
VENTILATION OR PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT

3/ It is assumed that the paragraph (k){1l) {4} to which reference is made in this paragraph should read
paragraph (L) (4).




(L) (4}...lavels of vinyl chloride in excess of
the limits set forth in paragraph (a)...:

b 4
(T\ CAUTION
POLYVINYL CHLORIDE

CONTAINS VINYL CHLORIDE
AVOID BREATHING VAPOR OR DUST
CLOSED CONTAINERS OF POLYVINYL CHLORIDE MAY CONTAIN
VAPOR LEVELS OF VINYL CHLORIDE WHICH MAY
BE HAZARDOUS TO YOUR HEALTH
OPEN ONLY IN WELL~VENTILATED AREAS OR WEAR RESPIRATORY
PROTECTION

(LY(s)...:

VINYL CHLORIDE
DANGER
EXTREMELY FLAMMABLE GAS UNDER PRESSURE
MAY POLYMERIZE WITH EXPLOSIVE FORCE flif
POISON A3
AVOID CONTACT WITH LIQUID OR VAPOR UNLESS PULLY
PROTECTED BY AUTHORIZED EQUIPMENT
IN THE EVENT OF ACUTE EXPOSURE SEEK MEDICAL
ASSISTANCE IMMEDIATELY

s

/renn,
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ures shall

: developed implemented for the de-

contamination er dispoessd of all such
malerial,

use & yhole-Rod
e fo yiawl chinzide and

IX

(m) {4} (i} ...n suit impervious to vinyl
chloride, s reapirator in accordance
with paragraph {(h} of this section,
gloves, and protective footwear.

(m) {4) (11) ([Delete]

111

Use of an air-supplied whole
body ilmpervious sult consti-~
tutes a major health and .
safety hazard. The r-eonn.nd.q
change permits an employee to
be protected where he:

(1) uses prescription glasses,

{2) is in a vessel with a
safety harness to permit
his removal in case of |
accident, .

{3) needs to wear e hard hat.

Since no contact with vinyl

chloride will ocour, this provisio,

is unnecessary.

LI I S

-
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1

s purging system. Veut and
purge shall he rsiurned io & proc-
o84 stream or fared in & safe Jocation.
12} Proced shall he developed and

implemanted (or the trensier of vinyl
chiorikle. Wrilten coples of such proce-
dures shall ba provided employees en-
geged in such operstilons, snd such em-,
ployees ;‘h:lln be fully irained snd re-

(3} Employess sngaged in transler op-
ersllona ahall be provided with and
required {0 wear respirators in sccord-
ance sith paragraph (g3 of this section.

s Polj handling operations. (%}
Contatners of podyvinyl chioride reless-
ing detecinbin levels of vinyl chloride
shell ope.
under local sxhaust ventiiation which

reduces Lhe conicentration of vinyl chio-
ride below the evel.

121 Hol operntions, such as but not
imited to milling, calendering and ex-
trutine, widch rcleaxe
wiz .t clagide. sladk be cnvrled on only

T Thd o which
(RN TS

..M.L_.._ o L e iheniom e

11

{m) (7) (11) (B) {Delete]

(m) {7} {114} Insert the following:

++sy Or & machanical standby is
provided which requires acknowledge-
ment from the man inside the veseel
on e 2 1/2 minute time cycle and
another man {(observer} is in the area
to assist the man in the vessel if he
does not respond,

(n} (1) [Delete]

{0}{1)...levels of vinyl chloride
above the limits set forth in
paragraph {a)...the limits

set forth in paragraph (b) (3},

{o1{2)...levels of vinyl chloride
above the limits set forth in
paragraph (b} (3}...the limits set
forth in paragraph (b)(3).

I

b m——

Alternate B should be permitted

for all piping.

An inert gas purge is neither }
necessary nor always practicable.
Purging back to the process is
feasible and providss equivalent
protection.

——e ,:rn::-p‘-g-a-—_-.—-ﬂ—-‘:q ————— e
.
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It is the concensus of medica
opinion that there are no

p) (1) {Delete]
diagnostic or screening
procedures that will datect

sensitivity or predisposition

.

e T2 e time f it smctormens {p)(2)  [Deletel
::2&31::?%:&-nuu¢huuu-m-
to angiosarcoma of the liver.
Consequently a standard should
not specify what tests should !
be performed, but should leave
medical examinations to the

discretion and professional
competence of the examining

physician.

(p) (3}...suitable samplea shall be
taken to permit the performance of
all tests deemed necessary by the

examining physician.

{Delete]

(p) 14}

slly be considersd for use in

include:
ity Laclic dehydrogenass; -
i Berum prolein determinstions:
(it} Berum protein electrophoresis;

(1) Plstelet count.




tion of employment pius five ysars, or
for 28 years, whichaver Is

longer.
tpr Records. (1} Records of monltor- -

Ing aund messuring, medical records, and |
reguinted sres entry rosters and sum-’
maiies. shall be made availabie for ex-
amination and copying upon request is
suthorited repre: Lnlatives of the A“-
ant Becretary sud ihe Director.

(p) (M)

{p) (B

[Delete]

{Dalets]

Decisions as to the
significance of tests,

and recommended procedures
should be made by the
physician.
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reguiated areas; and
+ i) The number of smployees in exch
reguistad ares during normsl operations,

- hdudlnl mainienance.

sreph.

11 A report of the oocurrence of the
and the facts obiainable st that
ume tuding & report on any medical
trestment ol affecied employees ahall be
made sithin 34 hours Lo the OBHA Ares

Divector.

114} A writien report shall be filed with
the OBHA Area Director within 1%
calendar daye thereafler and shall -
clude:

(A) A specification of the smount of

matcrial relessed;

- 18) A destription of the ares Involved
~ and the sxtent of known and polamtial

employes exposure and ares sifectad;

(Cr A report on any medical lrent-
ment of aflecled eniployces and sny
medical surveillance progiam imple-
mented; and

P An snsiysis of the clricumsiances
IR LI TS h'ml.. and measures taken oF
¥ 'nrrmc completion

e o iviepees.

”.. '.*.-'&ib'.: k.

IX

{g} (3} ...reasonable access...

{q) {4) .. .rsasonable access...

{r) {2) {i}...emargency...

(r){2){i1) (D)...emergency...




{Sess. B1b}. 8{s).

o), B¢ Dlat. 1353,
“iiﬁkn;--:-

e 15-71 {80 PR 894} )

1508, 1000 120 US0.
Laber's Oviler

{r}(3)...1levels of vinyl chloride in excees of
the limits set forth in paragraph (b}...The

employes shall:

(r} {3} (1) [Delete, and replace by the
followingl:

Be notified of the exposure as soon as
practicable, but not later than five working
daye after the finding; and,

{r) (3) (11) Be informed of...

(r}(3) (111) {Delete, and replace by the
following]:

Be notified in a timely fashion of the
corrective action being taken.




