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GUEST EDITORIAL

.Asbestos in Buildings: To Remove, or Not to Remove, that is the
Question?

Ashestos. ance considered 8 primary adjunct to the {irc and hie
salety of a8 building. ha« become the object of general concern
becausc of its potential health eficctsif inhaled into the bady Tume
has not lessened the engineering sttributes of ashestns. but since
exposure to asbesios has tiggered a public health expenience. it has
subsequently become the object of public scrutiny The mere exist-
ence of asbestos-contaimng matctials 1n 3 buiiding’s construcuion
and its assaciated “potentaal rish 1o human health has often caused
vanious levels of panic and paranoia among the building™ occy-
panty This engendered concern most often eaists in the absence of
any real or potential exposure data

The reality of this possible “hazard™1c human« 1s. in my opinion,
berond dinpute ftor: aither lay or scientific commumnies The
uncheched 1cleasc of ashestos-containing material inte bucldsng air
and sutnequent generation of resparable ibers cruid unquestiona-
bis create a heaith nsh ' It is my conmdered opimon that ASBES-
TOSINPLACE ISSAFE® Only when asbestosis relcased into the
“breathing_ st~ does 1t become 2 hazard

Building owners, hoth pubhic and prisate. have had thewr respon-
sibilities segarding ashertos-contmming materialy specifically out-
hined Dy a numbsr of legislative acts. hugations and news medis
concentrations The question of asbestus control ang abatement
boils down to alictnatines 13 Remoral or 2) Retention manage-
ment with diligent monitoring  The former appears to provide 3
“terminal” anyeer which mays not be fully realized for many sears.

the Jatier onlh creates the concern of conunuing problems and an

esentual peed to remone the asbenios

Witk thiy and a nane ignerance of the involved vanables i
mind. a building owner or schooi boatd wauld readily opt for
remesal My concern arises when the quaiits and eaperiense of the
current 1emora CORtracior as well as the lates: “state-or-the-an”
temoral ;nethods are weiphed agasnst the nsh of fiber reiease in the
budding

M\ on-site experienses with these contractorn and ther removat
methods throughout the L S have ot renforced my confidencen
cither contrastor ab.iany 10 remone asbasios competently or sately -
espei.al’s at the presen state of our Arculedge and wechnical
ab:liny 1o define maters T Ar the expense of future duilding oxou-
Pafiss ashesios rermiva’ €onitaTon (tea the rermoval of asdestos
as a7 or-the-job learr ng expeniense WEhateves may be attaned
through this Sisacning cutve” dum.pshes rapdiy with the tranwen:
nature of the labor ponl and stssypervision Theisve o guaiisica
contractorycrew tends te bz ont's shighily evated inthose wrndic-
o> which regquire “trairung =

(Y]

Quality control efforts are immediately compromised by air
quality assessment techmques which. if adequate. arc enher
unasasiabic or priced beyond the himus of practicality By sudbma-
uing to “burcaucratic compromises™ in Niber-in-a1fr 8ssessment, we
find ourselses enjoying the “secunty ™ of negative results

In hight of the above conniderations. the remosal of asbestos
from a building should be considered a “lay: resort ™ The nsh of
remonal deficiencies must be seriousiy weighed against the “relief™
of having the problerm gone

The obvious deterioration of the asbestos~contaiming materal i3
NOT a condition which ¢can be ignored As the bdest available
indunstnial hy prenc science diciates. these areas must be repaired.
enclosed or remonved. Il remosal  the only opuon 1n these areas.
strict sepilance must be the Aeynote

Fiber release ~ at levels far greater than that aiready eanstingina
subiect building—1s a3 “given” 1n any removal operation The qual-
11\ of a remosal project 13 nos teadily discernible by today s science
and vinnually iavisible 10 the nahed exe A pootly managed projenr
can. without doudt. leave 3 “lethal legacy " 101 cccupanis of genesa-
tions 10 come

I offes this caution 10 school and building owners faced with
asbestos-contaimung materials weigh your options carefully
Although legislated mandasies strongly “suggest”™ 1gmoral as the
ultimate solunon, sgencies are beginning 10 reverse thet position
as their eapenence with the consequences of remoral fonfies 1the
vahidity of the above argument “ 1 am sure there are some compe-
tent. qualified and concerned contractors somswhere. but | have
not been fortunate encugh lofindthem Luchity. ume s onour side
The msulution of an opesations and maintenance control program—
where asbestos-contaming matenals ase securely in place —car buy
us the time we need 10 asscsy and smProve our remosal science and
shills Think twice before you plunge inte the pool of parancia
surrounding asbestos mana
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