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On January 23, 1986, the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency proposed to ban
the use of five major asbestos prod-
ucts and to phase out all remaining
uses of asbestos in this country over
the next ten years. Friction products,
such as automotive brake and clutch
linings, would be banned in five
years. On July 15, 1986, EPA opened
a two-week long series of public meet-
ings to hear from all concerned.

EPA says that 240,000 metric tons
of asbestos were used in the U.S. dur-
ing 1984, and that asbestos causes
3300 to 12,000 cancer cases per year,
almost all of which are fatal. The EPA
proposed ban and phase-out is expected
to save 1900 cancer deaths over the
next fifteen years. EPA Administrator
Lee Thomas said “No level of expo-
sure is without risk,” as he announced
the total ban and phase-out. Asbestos
is a known carcinogen that causes
lung cancer and mesothelioma, a can-
cer of the chest and abdominal lining,
and has several other dreadful capa-
bilities as well.

This regulatory action, which of
course would cripple the asbestos
mining and manufacturing industries,
will certainly be hotly argued, and
will probably end up in the court
systems. The White Lung Association
cites the death and misery asbestos
has caused in the past and present,
and calls for a complete ban on all
asbestos use immediately. They say
too that as many as 35 percent of
spouses and children of asbestos
workers contract respiratory disease.

The Asbestos Information Associa-
tion (industry) agrees that the health
hazard posed by the uncontrolled use
of asbestos cannot be refuted, and that
high and prolonged exposure of
waqrkers to asbestos dust in the
workplace some 30 to 40 years ago
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has left an unparalleled legacy of
disease. However, it claims that great
progress has been made in the con-
trolled use of asbestos, to the point
where now, and continuing into the
future, asbestos workers are faced with
no higher health risks than any other
workers. Moreover, it states that prod-
ucts which were used in the past
which released asbestos dust are no
longer used today, such as asbestos
insulation boards. Where asbestos is
used, new chemical and manufactur-
ing techniques are used to encapsulate,
or lock in, asbestos fibers. Also, The
Occupational Safety and Health Ad-
ministration has just established more
stringent workplace standards.

The U.S. is not alone in trying to
deal with asbestos hazards, but we
are the only country in the world pro-
posing a total ban. The rest of the
world, recognizing the superior per-
formance qualities of asbestos, the fact
that substitutes are not available for
all asbestos products, and that some
substitute fibers may prove to be just
as hazardous, have opted instead for
the controlled continued use of
asbestos. The Quebec Minister of State
of Mines seid *. . . The EPA proposal
is not only regrettable but it is a con-
tradiction with the results of the most
recent studies on the effects of asbes-
tos use.” )

The asbestos product most closely
associated with our industry is fric-
tion materials. Many motor vehicle
breke systems rely on asbestos-
containing friction material to meet
performance requirements of the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration (NHTSA) as well as custom-
er expectations. General Motors says
the task of engineering systems that
use non-asbestos friction materials is
enormous. No effective substitute has
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yet been found for a sizeable number
of these systems. Especially difficult
problems are heavy truck brakes and
replacement linings for systems al-
ready in the field. Furthermore, there
is insufficient evidence that brake dust
poses any harm to mechanics or
bystanders. Wagner, a division of Coo-
per Industries, and a major distribu-
tor of friction materials, tells EPA
“There is considerable evidence that
this debris contains little, if any, as-
bestos since the asbestos fibers origi-
nally contained in the resin bonded
brake lining are converted to an inert
material as a result of the heat gener-
ated by the braking process. This in-
ert material, termed forsterite, has not
been demonstrated to be dangerous to
individuals or the environment.
Industry says EPA has overestimated
the risk arising from asbestos friction
products. As a result, the urgency of
a total and expedited phase-down of
asbestos in these uses is not warranted.
Whether EPA will back down from
the hard line position it has taken
remains to be seen. One thing seems
imperative, however—they must con-
sult with NHTSA to be sure that one
set of problems is not simply traded
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Occupant crash protection—The June
17, 1986 Federal Register (page 21912)
contained NHTSA Docket 74-14, No-
tice 44, a final rule responding to pe-
titions for reconsideration of the com-
fort and convenience performance re-
quirements for manual and automatic
seat belt assemblies under FMVSS
208, Occupant Crash Protection,
(November 6, 1985 Federal Register).
The petitions requested changes re-
garding webbing tension-relieving
devices, torso belt body contact force,
belt retraction, and folding armrests.
For further information contact Dick
Strombotne, NHTSA Office of Vehicle
Safety Standards, (202) 426-2264.

Seating systems—The July 2, 1986
Federal Register (page 24176) con-
tained NHTSA Docket 86-04, Notice
1, an FMVSS 207, Seating Systems,
NPRM proposing that a specific re-
lease control (i.e., a knob, lever, push
button, etc.} would not be required

on folding seats equipped with a self-
locking device for restraining the seat
back, if there are no seats behind the
folding seat. The standard currently
requires a specific control for releas-
ing the seat back whether there are
seats behind or not. Comments were
due September 2, 1986. For further
information contact Guy Hunter,
NHTSA Office of Vehicle Safety
Standards, (202) 426-2264.

Seating reference point—The june 5,
1986 Federal Register (page 20536)
contained NHTSA Docket 82-05, No-
tice 2, a proposed amendment to the
definition of seating reference point
(SRP) to make it clear that the SRP is
independent of the length of the
manikin's legs. In addition, NHTSA
terminated consideration of a proposal
to require manufacturers to specify the
location of a vehicle's SRP by placing
permanent marks or points on the ve-
hicle structure; and a proposal to
amend several safety standards contain-
ing visibility requirements, by chang-
ing the reference to a driver's eye
range. Comments were due August 6,
1986. For further information contact
Ken Rutland, NHTSA Office of Crash
Avoidance, (202) 426-2154.

Controls and displays—The June 18,
1986 Federal Register (page 22092)
contained @ NHTSA notice denying a
petition for rulemaking submitted by
a private individual requesting that
the location of motor vehicle controls
and displays be standardized (FMVSS
101, Controls and Displays). The
petitioner argued that standardization
would avoid driver confusion when
driving different vehicles. For further
information contact Kevin Cavey,
NHTSA Office of Vehicle Safety
Standards, (202) 426-2153.

Lighting—The June 13, 1986 Federal
Register (page 21696) contained
NHTSA Docket 81-11, Notice 19, a
supplemental notice to an earlier pro-
posed rule (May 13, 1985) for three
new types of standardized replaceable
light sources for use in replaceable
bulb headlamp systems. Two of the
new light sources, HB3 and HB4, were
recently adopted in a final rule
published in the May 2, 1986 Federal
Register. For the third light source,
HB2, NHTSA requested comments on
an amendment to the proposal, which
contained additional figures to de-
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Asbestos ban will force new brake linings

e Prom 10N A oy >

Oflicasls in the somesuc auto indus-
try said Toursdsy that the Environ-
meota) Protecuon Agency's proposed
Onaseout Of asbesins over the mext
decade will mean the end Of asbestos
Laings i €47 and trutk drakes and
chutches

A Geeers! Motors Corp. official also
predicted the change will increase the
price of vehicies. However. the amount
of the sncrease canno! be determined
vei. said Richard Kumisch, ezecutive
director of the GM epvirobmenta) sc-
vvites steff.

“ltdepends 00 bow fast we doltand
what matenial we use (20 substitute for
the asdestos).” he said. The cost, which
o0uld run is1o the millions of dollars for
the suto companies, would refiect stud-
165, redesigd Ang tooling costs for pew
brakes. be said

Officials 8t Ford Motor Co. ant
Allied Automotive of Southfield, s me-
1or brakxe Buppher, downplayed the
effect of the asbes1os Phaseoul, saying
it had been anticipated for severs!
vears and will not disrupt the industry.

‘We already have & program in
place to phase out asbestos,” said Ford

- spokeswoman Linda Lee. “JUs st
* partof our pew product developmen:.”

She said she did pot bave ap esti
mate of the cost of the chanpes.

John Coxeter, spokesman for Al
bed. said hus company is bufiding s new
punt in Fiorids to masufacture asoes-
toc-free products. The price of the
brakes may increase, but that will
depend on what kind of synthetic
Rateriais are used ax sudstitutes for
ssbesos. he sai6, adding be could not
Gsciose specifics about the materials
because they are proprielary.

THE EPA’S phaseout of asbestos,
Pproposed Thursdsy, was prompied by
concern that the substance causes up 10
12,000 cancer cases ansually in the
United Sunes.

Atto ipdustry officials said brake
bnings are ot dangerous Lo drivers or
workers ip auto plants who install
lhe: ot the vehicles.

tvertbeless, the EPA's proposed
pbaseout which starts with & ban op
five major categories of asbestos prod-
ucls, inchdes eliminstion of asbestos
from brake linings.

Tht EPA propossd an immediste
ban op asbestos use in five categories,
mosUy covenng construction prod:
ucls. Over the pext decade, EPA salid, it
Wwants to cleanse the environment of all
producys coplaining the carcinoges.

The decision, attacked by as indus-
try group as unwarranted, evlminated
more than Six years of regulatory
depate withip the government and
monins of infighting between EPA and
the Office of Management and Budget

EBPA Administrstor Lee Tbomas
sald 4t would take about a year for the

ageacy to complete public bearings and
aéministrative review of the proposed
83bestos rule. which bas been in the
works gince late 1979,

The ban, when fully implemented.
would avert as many as 1,900 desths
from asbesios-related lung cancer over
the pext 15 years, Thotnas said.

“We are taking this action because
of the significant and well-documented
threst to beslth that aspestos repre-
sents.” ne ald. “Nolevel of exposure is
without risk "

THOMAS' AGENCY already has 2
program tO PEMOve asbESI08 Matenals
trom the Bation's public schools

Rep. John Drogell. D-Mich.. chuir-
man of the House Epergy and Com-
merce oversight and lovesugauons
subcommitiee and a longume EPA
thuc. called the acuon “iong overdue ™

The acuon announted Thursdsy
launches ¢ process to nid Amencs of the
substance. Whick *is present |n the
ambient &Ir &N presebls 8 perious
bealth risk to the Amencas people,”
the admipistrator ssid.

The inltis! ban would aliect five
product cateporiet that DOW conwin
from one-third 1o one-balf of the ap-
proximately 300,000 metric tons of
asbestos used by US. manulacturers
each yeas.

Thomas skid effectve substitute
materials are gvailable for clothing
used by fire fighters and workers ip
high-temperature areas. roofing mate-
rials, fiooring fels, flo0r tiMs and
cement pipe and fittings.

Over 10 years, he said, asbesios
importation end manufacture would be
phased out for all other products, in-
tluding auto brake and tiuteh linings.
5 substitutes are developed.

GM's Kilimisch ¢aid automakers
have beep working to eliminate asbes-
tos for the last Gecade. and GM already
bas potten Tid of asbestos linings in the
frott brakes of its cars.

Ford's Lee said Ford has been using
pew brake materials ip recestly intro-
duced vehicles such as the Aerostar
minivan,

A Cbrysier spokesman said the
company bad no immmediste comment.

Al asbestos-coptaining  products
pot covered by the initial ban would be
required W carry warning labels, sald
EPA’s Toomas, predicting that “this
pbaseout will lead to total elimination
of ashestos as & production use i
America”

Thomas estimated the proposed
rule would cost the US. ecooomy
about §2 dillion through 2000. “Spread
across the population this would aver-
ape less then §10 per consumer over 18
years," be said.

THE AGENCY estimstes that asbes-
tok is responsible each year for 3,300 to
12.000 pew cancer cases. pearly all of
them fata) within five years

Toomas sald be expects the pro-
posed rule to be “widely and sctively”
debated over the pext year, but
a8ded: “Ultimately, ] doo't think there
tan be dedste about the health risks of
asbestos.”

The proposal was attacked by the
Asbestos Information Association,
which sal¢ it was vowarranied and
inconniedt with a coptrolied-use ap-
proach favored by Europesn nations
and the Unlted Nations® Internations!
Labor Organization.

“Under controlled use. wspestos
Soes pot present significant sk 1o the
public and the workers. sald Kes
&’Quin. & spokesman for the associa-

n.

Nyquist 450 questioned the safety
of asbesios substitutes.

Thomas $4id substitutes “appear to
presept lower risk” and that EPA
would be tesung the safety of other
materials developed w0 replace asbes-
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Injudicious jeans are shown
door in Wayne County court
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Asbestos: Risks and remedies

8v DAVID EVERETY

$ron Brons Sio¥ wrae:

Q. What is asbestos’

A. Asbestos is the nare for any of o
group of naturaliv occwndg pusersls
made up of thn, sronf hvers. It i
chemically inen and felsiant to bea!
and thus is useful, but it aiso can be
harmiul o hutans

Q. How is bt ued®

A. Asbestos was opce 8§ popular
fireproofing. soundproofiog and iosu-
lating material. Asbestod products io-
clude roofinp matensis. sutomotve
brake Limungs, protective clothing, and
various types of insulation for eeings.
walls, floors and pipes. Frowm 1940 uotil
1973, asbesios was spraved oo ceilings
and other parts of thoussnds of scbools
and other public and pnvate buildings
in the Usited States.

Q. How cas asbestos ahect us?

A. Asbestos can break down into
tiny fibers much smaller than ordipary
Gust. This CAD 0ccur whes masulactyr-
ing or construction work invoives &s-
bestos, wheo asbesios-containing s+
terials deteriorate, or whet asbestot is
B0t properly dodded 10 s materia). The
dunt floats in the air and ta easlly
inhaled.

Q. What gre the beahtd risks troen
this dust?

A. Studies have shown that breath-
ing asbestos fibers cap cause vanous
types of cancer, including fatal cancers
of the lung. stomach 884 chest. Anoth-
er risk Is asbestosis, 8 chronic, ofter
fatal, Jung dseare which makes It
difficult t0 breathe. Asbestos is espe-
clally harmful to cigaret smokers. It
can affect workers who use the materi-
8] on the job, or it can de & risk o
anyone who works, Bves or go& to

school in 8 duilding where the dus
present The mere presence of asdes:
materials 4o o building mav pot <
dangerous The nsk comes only whe
asbestos fiders get 10to the s

Q. Whst's belng done’

A. Besides the pew proposal to be
many current uses of asbestos. the-
are feders) limuts on worker exposu”
and DARS ON BPraved asoestos mate”
als. Because chlldren are thougbt to b
more susceptible to asbesios dust. t-
federsl governmen! requires Schoc
@isnicts to inspect for potential asve:
tos$ problems 15 schools.

Q. Is the danger over?

A. No. Many school districts scros
the pagon, including some io Michigar
have pot completed the inspection:
Last year, the Environmenta! Protec
on Agency charged the Detrolt Publ:
Schools and 21 other Michigan schoo
dutricts with vanous program viols-
uons. Removal of atbestos 1o school:
and other buildings 16 proceeding slow -
ly. primarily because of the coet. T
troit schoois spent more than $200.00.
1D recent years on asbestos removs.
but milbons may be heeded statewid:
before the cleanup is complete.

Q. Waat ean 1 4o f § have questions
about my boms, school or workplace?

A. At work, talk t your uniop or
managemeot. For schools, contact your
local achool district. For your bome,
conlact your local or sute health de-
partnent, or the US. Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission (toll-free pum-
ber: ).800-638-2772). The EPA also bas
8 toll-free toxic substance informstiop
hotlioe, 1-800-424-9065.

The US. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency ond the American Lung
Associotion were the sources for this
report.
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