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Dear Ms. Meyer: . e

This is in reply to your inquiry regarding the interpretation

of respiratory protection required by OSHA's asbestos’
standard, 29 CFR 1910.12001 (c) (2) (iii).

Emploveecs about to engage in the spraying of asbestos,
in the removal or demolition of pipes, .structures, or
equipment covered or insulated'with 'asbestos, or in the
removal or cemolition of asbestos insulation or
coverings, shall be provided with and shall use a type
ey conLlnuous flow or pressure-demand, supplied-air
respirator. This requirement holds "true unless the
employer has positively established in advance that the
airborne cencentrations of asbestos the employees will

wnwfront will ot excecd 100 iLiloes ciithor of the - ‘.
rermissible exposure limits; i.e., 8-hour tlne weighted
average and ceiling limits. _ h

If the employer has conqiusivcly established the upper
concentration of airborne asbestos that emplovees could
conf{ront during spraying, dcmolition or removsl, then any
of the respirators presented in 29 CFR°1910.1001 (&) (2) (i),
(ii) ond (111) that afford adequatc protecction zt such
upper concentration of airborne asbectoz may be used.

I trust that this answers your question, and confirms what
Ms. Gauvrahan dugquadcd with you prcvxonsly.
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