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February 11, 1972

Office of Safety & Health Standards
400 First Street Northwest

Roem 305

Washingtoen, D. €. 20210

{ . ' Re: Proposed Standard For
. Exposure to Asbestos Dust

Gentlenmens:

é o As thermzl insulation contractors in the construction industry

; : and being cffected rrensndously by the above standard, we are

N : herewith subpitting comments in accordance with motice published
; - in the Federal Register, Valume 37, No., 7, Wednesday, Januaxy 12,
: " 1972.

Current thermal insulation specifications, particularly those ap-
: plicable to industrial, utility and Ccoxrps of Englnesr process
} work are replete with reference to material centaining asbestos.
AT The asbestos is primarily evident in cewents which are converted
‘j> to 2 workable consistency after mixing with water at the const-
ruction site and in rigid, preformed scctions of insulation 2as a
binding agent. 9Fhus it is obvious that the following is umavoid-
able: (a) asbestos fibres are oxr c<an be airbornc inmmediately upon
opening a bag of cement, and (b) any handling, cutting, triowming
and fitting of the preformed sections of insulation also precipi-
tates these free particles., Conscquently, pertaining to the abcve
notice;

Parazgraph o, warning signs would surround cach construction
site on which asbestos containing material is used.

Paragraph f, all persons engaged in employwent of a const-
i ruction site so posted must be monitored.

Paragrapn d (6), as the dust would be ubiquitous, cosplete
vaccua cleaning of a posted comstruction sito would be a
¢aily occurrenca. This monstrous task would be a nightmare
and totally unfeasible. Altevnately, enclosurss o capturec
dust are cqually unfcasible,

“ininslly, these 2ctions would generate costs incalculeble, yet
STAGGERING. There is no criteria available for deternining how
cany tradesmen will be subject to airberne asbestos dust, Like-

N wise, this cost responsibility nust be assigned. i. e. shall each
&") contractor incormerate his amcunt as part of his bid? 9Or, shall
o only those contractors using aosbestos entrained naterial be liable!
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s 1€ so, in what proportion? Ridiculous? Only if this standard
is hyprocritical,

As opposed to further cost accruing examination of other paragraph:
in the above notlce, we submit the following:

1 A. Substitute asbestes type cements with other types 1f possible,
Another alternative would be the enploynant of a ninersl vool
or fiberglass wrap finished with oither a poly-vinly-chlerids
(PVC) jacket or metal jacket, This is being done presently,
hut only on a relatively small percentage of construction.

. 1In licu of using pre-formed insulation which has the asbestos
binder, substitute fiberglsss on temperatures below 450°F. and
pineral wool an temperatures above 450°F,

C. The education of persons crngaged in specification writing and
cooperation of insulation manufacturers whereby e€fort will be
expended to the end of the availability of new products is alst
nceessary.

Finally, construction work in progress, which is not cxexpted by ti
stapdard, it still anothew entity. The same cost propurtionately
are involved, however impediate. As these additional moneys are n
reflected in current contract smounts it is financially inpossible
to absorb this. Even if it was, it would be grossly incquitable.

Inasguch as the construction industry is confroated with this
sonentous challenge, coupled with the fact that normally the insul.
aticn contractor commences wWoTk approximatoly six (6) to nine (9)
conths after a given construction project gets underway, ve feel
the compmittee should be advised to consider an extension of time
before enactiwent of said standard, tlopefully, at the very lcast,
it would take panv nonths to asscmble the data reguired in order

1 to assess this additiosal cost burden to the iasulatien trade alon.
Le cannot intepret the standard with regard to its offcct on the
other trades, but it is pointed out here that several others care
possibly involved, With all due respect to the authors of the
stondard, some of whom no doubt include industrial hygienists and
medical doctors, the comstruction industry is unioue, compounded
with even further spectalization within the industry. As Can be
readily seen, a task so compreiemsive cannot be accomplisned in a
few weeks.

we appreciate this opportunity to apprisc the committee of our
situation, but it is also our duty to submit this presentation.

.

\Y

\ _ Very truly yours,
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February 18, 1972

Ve Office of farety arnd Health Standards
. Foom 305 :
400 First Street iy

Washington, D.C. 20210

. Fe: Standard oy Exposurs
S to Apbestos pust Rearing -
L Farch 14, 1972

GCantlercn;

As we are planning to obsarve the hearing kindly send a copy of tha
afeNnda to us when it btecores avatlable,

Thark You,

Yours vary truly,
IAND B-JSUIATIG»IS, .
(/' zfn-//."_ 6, /—ﬁd

Thomas J.j}ﬁﬁ‘
fatioml Sxfety Director
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