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T.P.Rancour (FAX) DELIVER UPON REC T/URG
C.R.Larson
OSHR Proposed 0.1 £/cc Asbestos Standard
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mhe'Loliowing information is provided regarding the

potential impact upon the plants if the standard were to be
5
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passed "today".

1) If the 0.1 f£/cc s=andard were passed “"today", how. many
emplovees would be Leﬂulrea +to wear respirators?
Cleveland-sever {7) emplovess
Troy-ninety (9C) employees

{2} How meny regulazed areas do vou have as of today?

& How many smplovees” :

Cleveland-cne (1) werk ztation/thres (3} emplovess

Troy~Ttwenty {20} wonk-szatlong/slxty‘{éi) employees. The

increase in work stations i3 due to restructuring
of the work stations and the increase in emplovees
- * — :‘: LLU" —\'U——f -@al‘,&;&' { hree ’r’iFtE—-\J
*%% Both don'“t includs mainzTsnance smployses XX
{3) How manv work stations would =zceed the 0.1 £/cc .
standard that are presently below the 0.2 f/cc standard?
Cleveland-saven {7) work stations
Troy~twenty (20} wocrk stations
(L) What is your opinion on the feasibility of adding

- engineering conTrols to reduce emploves exposures to
below the 0.1 f£/cc FEL?

Cleveland- Preventa*ive maintesnance will be the key to
insurs maximut efficiency of current
ventilaticn

- It is.belisved that zdditional controls(éould be
adde@Zto reduce the sxposures to below the 0.1
PEL, ‘however, the likelihood of obtaining permit
is extremely remote.
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The timing of thi
the market-place if the

gu,u,L»u coula dri
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ive Trov out of
laticn were passed in 1991. The

permitting timeframe wculd extend well into 1992 and with
the EPA asbestos bar of Rugust 23, there wouldn't be time
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for installation of additional ventilation equipment before
the EPA ban went into effect. Logic would dictate not to
spend any capital for additional ventilation in light of the
business being curtailed in the immediate future.
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There is also concern in Tennessee regarding the states
response to increased emissions of asbestos. The State has
already indicated that increasing asbestos emissions either
from increase in production or ventilation is not
acceptable. Dispersion modeling/impact analysis/risk
assessments were discussed by the State for any increase in
emissions. If the Cleveland facility required additional o3
ventilation controls, conceivably, the timing for the ;
approval for a permit to construct could be similar to Trovy.

* The amount of time required to perform the testing and
adalysis is extensive and could severely impact upon the -
plants. This concern has to be hammered home to OSHR that S
the permitting timetable for increased ventilation controls L
could violate the timetable for compiiance to reduce the ;
-asbestos PEL to below 0.1 f/cc. This issue is a serious
‘concern for FMD and has to be put intc the record relative
to comments submitted.
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Please advise if further information is needed.

CC: J-.Bateman
" J.Fountain
J .Herman
K.Macon-
K.Millexr
--H.Scott
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