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this before factories are closad aqum and fines are levied when there is

doubt as to how accurate :the measurement is.-. 3ecause of the wide variation

in results there is concern anong members as to the millions of dollars

pow being put into control methods. Even with these expenditures, there is

a0 way of knowing positively whether industries are getting their counts

dowm to the required levels. Various words were used to describe the

reliabilicy of the membranme filter method for enforcement: One indicated

that it wa2s '""unreliable," and another indicated that it was "inadequate.”

The eophasis was that it is the only tool now available but it is not the -
proper tool for enforcement. '

Ironically it had been suggested by some government people in the past that

the friction material industry would be the first to ccuwply with the OSHA
standards. MNIOSH felt that the friction materials business could most

readily neet these standards. At this meeting, industry members are indicating
that it ma2y be more difficulr for the friction materials business toc meet

the levels because of the difficulty in counting the fiber samples. It

was suggested that if we're having difficulty meeting the 5 fibers/cc limit
currently, it would be near impossible to meet the 2 fibers/ce limit due

~July 1, 1976. 1t was suggested that the Industry should oppose this change.

It was stated that realistically it is unlikely that OSHA will not go to

the 2 fibers/cc limit on July 1, 1976. The only question is will they go’

lower than the 2 fiber limit? Dr. Selikoff has spoken of a 1 fiber/ce .
limit and has even said no fibers. It was stated that the Asbestos Information
Association nad circulated information concerning the NIOS3 suggestion that

the friction materials business would come under the standard mow. Such
literature was never received by the Institute. !ost members om the

‘Committee were uafamiliar with this NIOSE suggestion.

4s had been suggested earlier, it is necessary to make the counts as

accurate 2s possible. For this reason suggestions on counting procedures,
possible ctystallization of solvents, and a prohibition on the re-use of slides
are important. 1Ir. Weaver pointed out that in 2 recent publication he noted
that a plastic shroud is placed about the entrance to the pump being womm

at the work place, in order to keep large particles of asbestos from getting
pulled ia to the filter. This shroud would-prevent material from being

taken froz 2 worker's clothes as well as from some large pieces that would
ocdinarily fa2ll to the floor without being inhaled. Fe stated that Turmer
Brochers has been using such a shroud. The unit is completely open on the
firont anc it is felt that this technique gets rid of some csporadic high

counts. lir. Veaver will get a copy of this and distribute it to the

cezbers. 710ils could be another possible improvement in the sarpling technique
which =ight make the menmbrane filter method more palatable. It was

suggested tifat this be considered and perhaps a proposal be made to

0SZA for its use. The problem is twofold: (1) Improving the reliabilicy

of the ce=>rane filter rechnique, and (2) The use of the rexmbrane filter as

a tool for enfercement with its lack of reliability.

Tais subiect had been fairly well covered. Tnere was some agreement about
the prodless inm usiop this technique as a tool for enforcezent of the 0SHA
regulaticas. The question was what should be done zbout it? One cember
stzzed that the Committee would be remiss if it did not advise the mermbers
of these cifficulties. It was suggested that the Board oI Directors be
advised that there is z problem and that there i{s going to be =ore of a
atoblen wien the 2 fiber limit Zs put inzo effect. To repeaz the problem:
L}“




