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MINUTLS
of the

OQCCUPAT IOIAL HEALTH & SAFETY CQUITTIL MEZTINT

MATICNAL INCULATION MANUFACTURERS AL_LTLATIOL

Tew Yourk, lives Yurg Moren 1y, 1,02

Part of the Occupitional Heulth & Safely Cozmrtlee met with &
S Livae wuotibli_ a8 Ivporued

Duct Coomittee. The <ronsacticns of
Barrhart are attachcd.

Following this combined meeting, there was a brief zeetirg of the Tcou-
ationel Health & Safety Committee. Tne following pirscns were precent.
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L. B. Grant, M.D. PPG Irdustries
C. L. Sheckler Johns-lianville
F. H. Edwards Qwens-Corning
H. Mesler Ruberoicd

J. Vyverberg Owens-Corning

Mr. Sheckler indicated that the work of the Fducaticn Scbeoczzatiee we
progres:ing satisfactorily. The asbestos parphlet had teen prer ok
circulated for ecmments end/or aspprcval. The fiter glass parphlet wilil te
availsble for fuli comnittee review eerly in April. Dr. CGrent polated cul
that it was his understanding that both these parmphlets ard the Educaticnil
Program for the conming year were to be reviewed at a peeting of the full
committee. This was not done with the ssbestoc pamphlct. Dr. Grant's ex-
perience was that the time limitation set for reviev by the subcozzitter
had passed before he had had a chance to review the pezphlet. He felt tnls
was unfortunate inasruch es he would have liked to have seen eithef @
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reference to pre-employment and pericdic medical examiratiors of the werkers

or 8 specific limitation clearly indicating that the scope of the pezphlet
did not include medical control procedures. As the pamphlet is at th:
present time, it will invite justified criticisa by the medical profession.
Mr. Sheckler is of the opinion tiat comments with reference te medical ex-
ominations were inappropriate to incluze in the pamphlet. This reflects a
besic disagreerent within the committee which iust be resolved at 2 later
reeting of the full committee. Although it wes discussed, no action wus
decided upon to resolve this besic difference of copinicn. The fiter glo.s
pamphlet draft prepared by the Edn~-+i-- Sy oo-mittee will be ieviewed at
e committec meeting in New York on April 16, 1968.

Mr. J. M. Barnhart wished to be adviced on how he shculd handle royuesics
coming to him for sssistance in heslth related prcoblexms. The follcwairng
generol philosophy was agreed upon: He shculd furst Jdo_ect suclh cuqarsnll

to the manufacturer of the preduct in questicn. However, if no menuludt.rer

cern be identif.ea or if the menufacturer of the prcduct specificelly re-
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quested NIMA zupport, he should direct the request to Lr. Cront, {(acirden <2

tic Oceupuiicnsl lienplth & Safety Corzmittee, for epproprinrte ectisin.
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The current resenrch propast.s on fiber glass prey red By the Indu.t:.n.
Hygicne Fourdat.cn were brielly discusced. As e result) it wos oppers
that tliere were o nuser of questions thot each corpany who hod Lol

to support the work vished to have the opportunity -7 dpscussini “n
eral peeting witn Ul Liaustiial Hygiene Foundation and

the compsnies whose support was being solicited. Dr. Grant

tsct Dr. deTreville, the lanaging Director of tha *rduc

ticn, &and suggest such @ zeeting.

Respectful




