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- FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
November 3, 1983 B. J. Pigg, Executive Director
(The following statement was issued today by the Asbestos
Information Association/North America (AIA/NA). AIA/NA is
an incorporated, non-profit organization representing firms
in the United States and Canada involved in the mining and
milling of asbestos ore, the sale of asbestos fiber, and the
manufacture or processing of asbestos-containing products.)

The Asbestos Information Association/North America (AIA/NA)
announced today that it has brought a legal challenge to the
Emergency Temporary Standard for asbestos filed yesterday
by OSHA. AIA/NA Executive Director B. J. Pigg indicated
that while AIA/NA has for several years urged OSHA to adopt
a more protective occupational asbestos standard, the Associa-
tion could not accept precipitous regulatory action -- taken
without notice and without £ull public hearings ~-- based on
the unfounded conclusion that a health "emergency" exists
under the current 2.0 fiber per cubic centimeter OSHA standard.

Asbestos use in the workplace is already tightl; regu-
lated under existing OSHA regulations. Asbestos manufacturers
and users have achieved significant reductions in worker
exposures over the last decade. Most exposures are already

well below the existing standard which became effective

July 1, 1876.

CAPCO JEN 0010909




-2 -

Mr. Pigg expressed the Association's disappointment that
OSHA would issue new regulations through.an ETS, thus
denying interested parties any opportunity to participate in
the rulemaking. Mr. Pigéhcommented: "AIA/NA has been
urging OSHA for more than two years to initiate a rulemaking
to develop a more stringent asbestos standard that would
better protect worker health. We have urged the Agency to
proceed with an expedited time-table to complete such a
rulemaking. But, instead of working with all parties to
develop the best possible permanent asbestos rule, OSHA has
without such participation issued this unwarranted ETS."

Mr. Pigg further noted that OSHA's claim of any emer-
gency is unsupported because of the absence of any new
medical evidence in its lengthy ETS document. As Mr. Pigg
noted: “"They have had the medical evidence on which their
ETS rests for many years. OSHA's interpretation of that
evidence is based on numerous assumptions, each of which
reguires review by qualified scientists. Yet, by issuing
an ETS, OSHA has completely short-circuited the normal rule-
making process in which such review should and must occur.
OSHA's actions contrast starkly with asbestos regulatory
activities in other industrialized nations ~-- none of which
have found any emergency necessitating such precipitous

action."
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Ingested Asbestos Study .. A small group of people in Everett,
. okt s e e O i -all in gcta_o;;ll dh&mé and without his-

Ytories o ney disease or-occupa--

Comp !Gt&d ln WaSh[ ngton tional exposure _to- asbestos, con-
: <~ sumed - drinking .- water - contzining
i* ‘approximately 200 million fibers per-

. liter. This group was compared to a
- control group of Seattle, Wash., resi-
_dents where levels of chrysotile as-
- bestos in the drinking water are 100
- times less (2 million fibers per liter).
Urine samples from both groups were
" taken over a 21 month period and
asbestos fibers counted by means of a -
.Q “transmission * electron’ miscroscope.
¥47s Limits “of detection "ranged from -
... 70,000 to.300,000 fibers per liter.
‘Léngths-:of ~asbestos fibers in. the
.,drmkmg watcr ranged f from 0.3to 5 0

Nx’,t“‘hﬂh"‘-‘:ﬂmam{w IS .'"_—:

month: study of ‘the Tatio of asbcstos
fibers retained or excreted by pcrsons.
consuming drinking water. containing’
high “levels of asbestos.: The- study,’
funded by the- U.S Environmental .
Protecuon'-Agcncj,.was dmgned tol
determine whether “asbestos . fibers:
were present in the urine of résidents’
in a.nd around Evcrctt Wash.,whcre L

PET
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bcrs»of"asbcstos.ﬁbcrs penetratc-th
waILoﬁt.he- mt&stmal tractnwhcthe
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
ax-munmu 6, 5ou

and.\whac,gsqthc ffcctn durmg' lon
term, exposures*of 207 or morc year K
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, fibers. m the drinking . water of Jthe

s a ,-x,;

Accordmg to a news rclusquom

. the AC P!pe Producers Associativg,

the investigations concluded that al-
though the concentrations of fibers in
the urine samples varied throughout
the sampling period, none were con-

- sistently and significantly higher than
“the concentrations of fibers estimated

for the.control waters.. There was,
however,” a significant _difference
{p =0.05) between the counts of fi~
bers in the urine samples of persons
who had been residents of Everett for
less than three years compared to per-
_ sons of morc than 24 years ;wdence.

The study revealed that the concen-

" tration of fibers in the urine samples
.. of Everett donors combined (0.97 x !
- J0° fibers per liter) was not signifi-

cantly different- than the -concentra-
. tion ¢ for-,Scattle/Bchvuc- "control
donors,,even though the: nuxnbers of

laner 'wcrc at Jeast 100 umes'!ss.u

hlgh concentrations of asbestos fibers’

*-in drinking water -and the numbers

- .estimated for voidcd.urir'xe.:'-‘
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déta is= mconcluswe,_thc study. sug-
‘gests there is no rclauonshxp between




