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Division : R. F. X. Fusaro - NYQ ' ‘
Locatlon J. L. Myers. - - Niagara Originating Dept. "Calidria” Asbestos
~#. C. Thurber - NYO . : :
’ ' . ) Answering letier date P
._/ —

cosyto  File | Subject AIA/NA Response to OSHA

Generic Standard Proposal |

f
2l
{

; o "
/ i -
‘.l‘ ; ]

'
-

A copy of the above-noted response is included for your information. The_//f/i*
principal objective was to keep the door open for AIA/NA participation in” k‘;;
the hearings. We also wanted to stress the non-fixed places of employment

question. The "recycle" objection was mainly to get this question into the
record, :

I am 1isted as the speaker with the understanding that there is nc problem
to change this should it become appropriate. Obyiously, any statement made
in the name of the AIA/NA will be given proper prior review by Union Carbide.

The endorsement of the AIHC proposal was not included. There was a feeling
that the Asbestos Industry should keep a low profile for the present in this
rulemaking and a problem with the lack of a detailed critique of the Model

Standards. It is our intent to endorse at the hearings if the members are
in agreement. - o '

28 floetss

| Harrison B. Rhodes

HBR/ rmm
Attachment
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ASBESTOS INFORMATEON ASSOCIATION
g oy e E e b féwﬂw'ﬁmssﬁnmhgﬂv% !“'ftzﬁi?"

.745 Jn!ferson Daws H:ghway Crystal Square 4, Suite 509
Arlington, Virginia 22202 (703} 979- 1150

25 February 1978

OSHA Office of ConSumer Affalrs

Rcom N 3633

U.S. Department of Labor

Third Street and Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20210 :

Gentlemen:

The Asbestos Information Association/North America requests
"the opportunity to make a verbal presentation of not more
than fifteen minutes at the OSHA hearing on the proposed
rulemaking for identification, classification, and requla-
tion of toxic substances posing a potential occupational
carcinogenic risk., Harrison B. Rhodes, Dr. Engineering
Sciences, Chairman, AIA/NA Standards Advisory Committee, will
'speak for the Association. (Technology Manager, Union Car-
bide Corporation, P.O. Box 579, Phon&: 716/278-3375.) Dr,
Rhodes! comments will concern: f‘) J? '
o~ (TN

1. The need for special” con51derat10n of the construction

industry and other industries characterlzed by non-

fixed places of employment. - :

2. The relationship ofrthe"proposed generic.standard to the-
current and proposed asbestos standard.

The Need for Spec1al Con51deratlon for Non- leed Places of-
Employment

OSHA has heretofore recognized that there are conditions present
in a construction environment, and not present in a manufactur-
ing environment, which warrant special attention. OSHA's October
‘9, 1975 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking-Occupational Exposure to -

Asbestos, OSHA stated: i

"The standard, as revised, would continue to .7V
apply to all workplaces where occupational
exposure to asbestos is present, but would
exclude the construction industry.

It is OSHA's intention to develop and pro-
pose a separate revision to the existing
asbestos standard for the construction in-
dustry..In addition, the uniqueness of the
construction industry itself (viz., the
multiplicity of non-fixed workplaces, and
the utilization of highly transient work

e

CC 009087
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forces ) strongly suggests separate _
treatment...Although OSHA believes that
health hazards faced by employees in the
construction industry with regard to occu-
pational exposure to asbestos are similar
to those faced by their counterparts in
other covered employments, OSHA recognizes
that alternative administrative and engi-
neering controls may be more appropriate
and feasible for the construction indus-
try."

The separation of manufacturing and construction standards
as proposed for asbestos should be adopted by OSHA for

all appropriate toxic substances posing a carcinogenic

risk. The unique factors present in a construction environ-
ment and in other non-fixed workplaces where asbestos-con--

‘taining products are utilized are likely to be present in

construction environments where products containing other
toxic substances are used. These factors which are not pre-
sent in a manufacturing environment warrant special atten-

.tion, including, but perhaps not limited to, a modified

approach to compliance. The three model standards should
not apply to the construction industry or to similar
industries characterized_by non-fixed workplaces.

The Relationship of the Propose&_Generic_Standard to the.
Current and Proposed Asbhestos Standard ’

The OSHA standard for occupational exposure to ashestos

was the first health standard promulgated under the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Act. This standard evolved
through an emergency temporary standard published in Decem-
ber 1971, followed by a permanent standard in June 1972,

In October 1975, a proposed revision of the standard was
issued. Subsequently hearings were held before the Con-
struction Industry Advisory Committee to consider an
appropriate standard for the construction industry. OSHA
officials have stated that there is no intention to apply
the October 4, 1977 generic carcinogen proposal to those
standards already promulgated or to those currently in the
rulemaking process. BSuch policy makes sense. It would
not be sensible to recycle the asbestos standard through
the generic standard procedures starting with a new emer-

- UCC.009088. TR
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gency temporary standard. It would be unreasonable to dis-
card a standard adapted to a particular industry after seve-
ral years of study and review for a new approach designed
for broad standards setting. It is recommended that OSHA
specify in the final promulgated generic carcinogen stan-—
dard that thoses substances now regulated by approved stan—

- dards or currently in the rulemaking process be exempt from
procedures under the proposed generic standard. '

Several provisions set forth in the model standards are
guestioned as to best available scientific¢ evidence. In
this regard, attention is invited to AIA/NA’s April 1976
response on the proposed revision to the asbestos stan-
dard which is submitted as part of the record. Many of

the provisions proposed by AIA/NA for asbestos are relevant
to the model standards and are recommended for con51dera—
tion to be lncluded thereln. : : : -

Yours truly,.

2,

.i.  Merensss
Executive Director

RHM/sm

Enclosure

UCC 009089 . -
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Section 196 1 App;lcdbllit . This Part si;

the StatQ of New Yb:k.

ot
O

Section 196.2 Prohibition. No person shall engage in or

surface coating by the spraying of asbestos or asbestos-containing

materials.
EXELA hu;IUN OF PROPUSED FART 198
ASBESTOS-CONT I”TNC SURFAUE COATING MATERIALS
-The spraying of assestos ~containing ﬂaterla mdy cause detrimental

sffects to the safety, Health, welfarey- and comfcortof-.the’ publlc.  Lxpe-
riance in industrty clearly indicates that inhalatiom -of.asbestos may
se serious disease, and that some asbestos related Jiseases na, be

found after exposure to relatively low levels of asbestos.

Alternativeés to aébestos spraying include:

"1.)  The continued use of present .spray-cn techrigue using sunstitute
materials for askestos. :

2.} The use of other application methods.

UCC 009090




STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTHENT OF LABOR
MEMBERS

on“‘%._' A HARRY R. MASON, cHAIRMAN
N B. FRANKLIN SPENCER
RICHARD H. BOLTON

. B e WILLIAM E, ADAMS

GENERAL COUNSEL

BOARD OF STANDARDS AND APPEALS " GAYLORD W. HYMEN
11 NORTH PEARL STREET EXECUT!IVE SECHRETARY

ALBANY, N. Y. 12207

March 5, 1974

Mr, R. H. Mereness .

Executive Director . : -
Asbestos Information Association

1660 L Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: Proposed Amendment to Industrial Code
Rule No. 12, Control of Dangerous Air
Contaminants

Dear Mr. Mgreness:

" This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated February 22, 1974 in which
you state the position of the Asbestos Association on the asbestos threshold
limit delineated in the Board's recent proposed code rule amendment.

New York State's approach to determining threshold limit values is not
specifically delineated in the standard. As you can obsexrve by study of

Code Rule 12, we have not included all of the standard explanatory language

found in the ACGIH publication. However, Section 12-3,1 indicates that an
opinion by a physician representing the Industrial Commissiocner is necessary
when dealing with concentrations of air contaminants other than those listed

in the standard, Subsequently, after discussions with physicans in the
Department of Labor's Division of Industrial Hygiene, it appears that a
determination concerning a situation involving possible asbestos level violations
would not be made on the basis of a single sample. :

It is my understanding that sampling will be conducted over a shorter period,
for instance, two hours, and probably twice during a working shift as opposed
to a straight eight hour test. According to my information, this method is an
accepted one in the field of industrial hygiene when dealing with certain
measurement methods. Tt would appear, therefore, that the approach to asbestos
measurements by the Labor Department is in line with the recommendations made
by your Association.

If you have any further questions concerning the details of the testing procedure,
I would recommend that you contact Dr. Jacqueline Messite, Administrator,
Occupational Health Analysis, Department of Labor, 80 Centre Street, New York,
New York 10013.

Very truly yours, -

h*<¥3‘(sx\J\/L.1 ~;-— AAL AT e
' HARRY R. MASON
HRM:bas - : . Chairman

Dr. Messite
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. ; J. W. Rawli DEPARTMENT OF LABOR -
A// . Y. Rawlings - MEMBERS
' v oA HARRY R. MASON, cH AlRM AN
-+ 8. FRANKLIN SPENCER
o RICHARD H. BOLTON
el - R WILLIAM E. ADAMS
GENERAL COUNSEL
BOARD OF STANDARDS AND APPEALS GAYLORD W. HYMEN

11 NORTH PEARL STREET _ E£XECUTIVE SECRETARY
ALBANY, N, Y. 12207

February 19, 1974

Mr, W. C. Thurber

Product Manager- Asbestos
Union Carbide Corporatien
Mining and Metals Division
270 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10017

.Dear Mr. Thurber:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated February 14, 1974, in
which you stated your endorsement of the proposed amendment of Industrial Code
Rule No. 12,

Thank you for your interest in New York State's occupational safety and
health program.

Very truly yours,

s
‘ / - =7 L
N%fa/ /C PR, S

HARRY K. MASON (.. /
Chairman

HRM:bas

ReCEivED
FEB 20 1974




- -UNION
CARBIDE

Februcry 14, 1974

Board of Standards and Appeals
nent of Lobor

State of New York.

11 North Peorl Street

Albany, New Yark 12207

Attention: Ml’. Hmy R. Mason, Chairman

 Subject: Proposed Portial Amendment of Indusirial Code Port (Rule No.) 12 (IZNYCRR 12)
| ‘m.umammwofm.fo,- 1974.mxagmmaa
ssbject amendment. Union Carbide Corporation sndorses the proposed chonge fo

mefmarmmm&uﬁnpm5mimmpwﬁclup«
chMhumwbhw&Sﬂhnpnwblcmm _

Suéuduagolﬁnknﬁng with mt&d«dlowid‘immdwhhmw
accapted pmcﬁce in the industrial hygiene cammmify. :

: W, C. Thurber
Cans -  Product Manager - Asbestos
. WCTies N e
bee: Messts,. P, W, Mchmel LT
: : J. L. Myers/H. B. Rhodes .- _
~ P. J. Morgan :
Jo

W. Rawlings




INTERMAL COR SPONDENCE
?oz)aaﬁf?agr“

SIMING AMD JMETALS DY !‘520?&1 . P. 0. BOX 579, NIAGARA FALLS, MEW 'YORK 12382
To {Name: Mr. W. C. Thurber Date February 8, 1974
Division UCC Mining and Metals
Location 38th Floor Originating Dept. "Calidria" Asbestos

270 Park Avenue )

New YO]"‘k s NY 100] 7 Answaring [stter date
Zapy ta Messrs. P. J. Morgan Subject New York State Asbestos

J. L. Myers Regulations
File
Dear Bill:

A copy of the proposed change in the above noted regulations is
attached. As far as I can see, the only thing done is to change the allowable
level for asbestos from 5 MPPCF to 5 fibers per cc. greater than 5 micrometers.
No distinction is made between TWA and Ceiling concentrations. The public
hearing was on January 29 but written comments will be accepted until
February 15.

It seems to me that this is a very realistic approach and should
receive strong support from the industry. I have no idea what kind of effort
is being made by the Selikoff group, etc. but suspect they may be lobbying
strongly to Tower it.

My recommendation is that you contact Bob Mereness to see what the
industry plans to do. We may also want to file a UCC note separately.

Regards,
H. B. Rhodes
HBR:cjb
Attachment
ReECEIVED
FEB 111974

. UCCO09094
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W—} FROM EXISTING CODE RULE 12

" TABLE HI—MINERAL DUSTS

C -.ﬁéﬂn.'e . - © . Million Particles Per Cubic Foor* )
B Y Ashevios et e - .- 3
o PN Dust {nuisance, no free silica) e ‘ 50
_ ,‘ Graphite {natursl) . IS I 1
H : :

) i Mica (below 1¢2 freesilica) .. o o e, 20
i Portland cemeat cereenatens o e s eaameeanee . 50

. o R Sili.‘..'a——- T : o i s X o - .

o ’ Class I** . 50 ;
Class 11** 20
' Class 111 * 10
o - Class IV*» o5
h ' Slate {below 1{‘;‘3 freesilica) oo e 50
' Soapstone (below 167 free silica) cicrvrnnes s ‘ 20
Talc (below 162 free silica) ..o, e .20
( /\' Tremolite ..o "5
~Totl dust (below 155 free silica) -oonr 0

* Usiag the lizhe feld low-power m=thed of counting as deseribed g the U.5. Public Health
Report 47 No, 12, March 12, 1952, pp. 669-6?2 or irs equivalent and 2 standard cype

impinger or other equivalear insTrzmsar for eking stmospheric dust samples, ,
f ‘% Class 1 Rozk. Any rock fnrmr.cn Ln::ermh conziniag up o and including 5%, by nngh:. )
i of fzee silicca diczide. B
" . : % Clerg 1 Rock. Apy rock for:mm—.: :m"::rm.ly mnr.umng moge thag S,a. up to and including
103, by weighe, of free silicon dizxide, Ty

© % Clyg NI Reck. Ay tock formicion caiformiy mnmulng more thas 106 .a. up o and incleding
40¢g, by weight, of free silicon inxide,

. bl .(’i:budw Rock, Any rock forpatsa conaizing more r.l:m: 4065, by weight, of free silicon ]
i T digxde.




: _ | STATE OF NEW YORK
N -  DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

MEMBERS

h:l. :: Ay HARRY R. MASON, CHA(RMAN
- B. FRANKLIN SPENCER
 RICHARD H. BOLTON

WILLIAM E. ADAMS
GENERAL COUNSEL

BOARD OF STANDARDS AND APPEALS GAYLORD 4. HYmEn

11 NORTH PEARL STREET EXECUTIVE SECRETaRY
ALBANY, N. Y., 12207

January 10, 1974

Dear Sir:

Atcached hefewith is a copy of Public Hearing Draft No. 1, déted‘
December 19, 1973, of a proposed partial amendment of Industrial Code
Part (Rule No.) 12 (12 NYCRR 12) relating to Control of Air Contami-
nants. ' ’

A public hearing at which the proposed partial amendment will be
discussed will be held at the following time and place:

Tuesday, January 29, 1974 at 10:00 A.M.

Home Savings Bank Building - Room 1902
11 North Pearl Street
Albany, New York 12207

Comments at the public hearing will be limited to the provisions
contained in Public Hearing Draft No. 1, dated December 19, 1973, of
the proposed partial amendment of Industrial Code Part {Rule No.) 12,

We invite your presence at the publie hearing to express your
opinions c¢oncerning the proposed amendment,

If it is inconvenient for you to attend the scheduled hearing, please
send your written comments concerning the proposed amendment to the Board
at the above address on or before February 15, 1974, All written comments
received by the Board, along with those made at the public hearing, will
be carefully considered before final action is taken on the proposed part-
ial amendment of Industrial Code Part (Rule No.) 12.

Very truly yours,

|
~de

.
.\_ . R Lol N
TR Y DR T S S /D

‘Harry R. Ma&on '
Chairman

. UCC.009086,,




Public Hearing Draft No. 1
December 19, 1973

PROPOSED PARTIAL AMENDMENT
| of B
Title 12 of the New York State Official Cbmpilation af Codes,
Rules and Regulations, Chapter I, Subchapter A, Part 12

oo u (12 NYCRR 12)

INDUSTRIAL CODE PART (RULT NC.) 12

relating to

CONTROL OF AIR CONTAMINANTS

Written comments acdepted until February 15, 1974

STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
"BOARD OF STANDARDS AND APPEALS
11 North Pearl Street, Albany, New York 12207

Harry R, Mason, Chairman
B. Franklin Spencer, Member

Richard N, Bolton, Member

UCC009Q97 BRI £ AT T _
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1 7 The Industrial Code of the State of New York

Proposed Partial Amendment of Part (Rule No) 12

"3 , . : relating to
4 : ~ CONTROL OF AIR CONTAMINANTS

5 (Statutory Authority: Labor Law §§ 27-a, 28, 29, 200, 299)

6 ‘ Title 12 of the New York State Official Compilation of Codes,

3 Rules and Regulations, Chapter-I, Subchapter A, Part 12

3 | .

. The said Part (rule) as last amended effective May 1, 1971 is proposed to be
'8 ~ partially amended in respect to Subpart 12-3 to read as follows:
g Editorial Note: Delete present-Table 11 - Mineral Dusts

' _ and insert new Table II as follows:
10 o . .
1 TABLE IT - MINERAL DUSTS
AND FIBERS*
12 v
o Million Particles . Permissible Number of Fibers

13 - _Substance Per Cubic Foot** Per Cublc Centimeter of Aip¥¥*
14 i Asb.estos+-l,‘.'.'..l.'....‘.ll...l‘l.....l..l"..l..'I‘l..ll.."ll'l'l.l 5
1. Dust (nuisance, no free silica) veeras 50

i6 éraphite (natural)'..;.....;......;... 15
17 Mica [below 1% free silica) resvereses 20

18 =~ Portland cement .......;.............. 50

19 Silica' ' -

20 ) 1 - 1¢

21 CLass II i.‘..lllut.ln!lllt'iu‘..l_ll! 20

22 CLass III tuvuvnnrinaresnceencnnsoas 10

23 Class 1V ................;........;. 5

24 Slate (below 1% free silica) ....v0... 50
25 Soapstone (below 1% free silicz) ..... 20
26 Tale (below 17 free silica) .......... 20

27 Total dust (below 1% free silica) ,..., SO

28

BSA-57 (5-67)




7
8.

.gﬁ

107

11
‘1_2,"

13

14

15
16

17

18
19.
20.
21
22.
23
24

25

26.;

27

28.

* Fibers longer than five micrometers,

** Uging thé lizht field low-power methoﬁ of counting as described in the U.S.
Public Health Report 47 No, 12, March 12, 1932, pp 669-672 or its equivalent
and a standard type impianzer or other equivalent.inst:umenc tor takiag

' atmosPheric_dusf samples,
ik A;l determinations'of'airborne concentrations of gsbos;ps fibers shall be
" ‘'made bv the membrane filter method at 400 - 500 x {(raipificat_on) (& milli-
‘meter.objgctive) with phase contrast tllumination.
+ . For the purposes of this Part {rule), asbestos fiters includos :he following:

Actinolite, Amosité, Anthophyllite, Chrysotile, Crocidolite and Tremolite,

++ Class I Rock - Any rock rormation uniformly containing up to and including

5%, by weight, of free silicon dioxide,

~Class II Rock - Any rock. formation unifbrﬁly containing more than 5%, up to
and including 10%, by weight, of free silicon dioxide.

Class III Rock - Any rock formation uniformly.cnntaining more than 10%, up to

and including &01, by weight, of free silicon dioxide.

Class IV Rock - Any rock formation containing more than 40%, by weight, of free

g8ilicon dioxide,

BSA~57 {5-67)
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".* BAN ASBESTOS FILTERS IN FOOD PREPARATION -~ Mr, Blomdolillo (Int. 1318) would ban

the preparation, marufacture, vrocessing or sale In New York City of any food or

drink whereln asbestos fllters are used in produclng the final product.
Comittee on Health and Education ——

- f‘?

AUTO SENTALS — PEOMIBIT SPECTAL RULES WOR YOUNG DRIVERS ~— According to Hr. “ercor-
ella's oiil (Int. 1320) auto renfal agencies could not impose on versons unger 25,
requirerents other than those immosed on persons over 25, provided they agree to
nay the higher insurance rates for such rental.

Committee on Consumer Affairs

REWIRE BUILDINGS FOR AIR-CONDITIONERS -~ Int. 1325 (Mr. Povman) would require lard-

lords to rewire lnadequately wired bulldings, upon request of a majority of temants.

in order to accommodate alr-conditioners. Provision 1s made for landlerd to recover

these capital costs by increasing rentals in accordance with avplicable law.
Comittee on Buildings '

ADJUST RENTS WHERE TMPROVEMENTS PAID FOR -~ Int. 1335 sponsored by Mrs. Ryan ard

Mr. Golden would require landlords of rent controlled bulldings to make an adjust-

ment in rent where irprovements such as refrigerators, stoves arnd t.v. antennas

have been furnished and fully vaid for by the Cenant as Dart of a rept increase.
Committee on Housing

ZONING RULES AND SWIMMING POOLS — A bill introduced by Mr. Troy (Int. 134%0) pro-
vides that every bill of sale of a backvard swimming pool give notice that in erect-
ing, the pool it will be necessary to conform to the Zoning Resoluticn which requires
. the edee of the vool to be located not less than five feet from any lot line.
' S Ponndttee on General Welfare

TLICENSING BUILDING CONTRACTORS — General building contractors would be required to
be 1icensed ard conduct their activities in accordance with a comprehensive set cf
rerulations spelled out in Int. 1344 hy Messrs. Katz and Gaeta. :

Committee on Bulldings

FOR FURTHER INTRMAT Ny SHONE ©F 2.58272 08 4w Tz

MICHAFI, PEARI,
DIRECTOR, CTTY GOVERNMENT

NEW YORK CHAMBER . S e

OF COMMERCE & INDUSTRY | S A

65 LIBERTY STREET « NEW YORK. N. Y, 10005 - © tw rom

Pl WO 1dd

Yro B.A. Coineil
Uv‘xi:m Carbils C:rr.

70 Parl hAva, ¥
New Yare, N.Y. 12217
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22 February 1974

Mr. Harry R. Mason, Chairman
Board of Standards and Appeals
Department of Labor

State of New York

11 NMorth Pearl Street

Albany, New York 12207

Dear Mr. Mason:

This letter is written on behalf of the members of the
Asbestos Information Association/North America which
represents 22 companies and approximately three-guarters
of the asbestos mining, milling, manufacturing, and
importing firms in the United States.

It is our understanding a proposed partial amendment of
Part (Rule No.) 12 relating to Control of Air Contami-
nants, Industrial Code of The State of New York, would
serve to bring The Code in line with the present Federal
Standard {0OSHA) viz permissable exposure of employees in
the workplace to asbestos fibers (actinolite, amosite,
anthophyllite, chrysolite, crocidolite, and tremoclite)
to 5 fibers per cubic centimeter of air, fibers longer
than 5 micrometer, and determining airborne concentration
of asbestos fibers by use of the membrane filter method
at 400 - 450 x (magnification) (4 millimeter objective)
with phase contrast illumination. :

We are somewhat concerned to note that the 5-~fiber
standard is not defined as an 8-hour Time Weighted Average
(TWA) , as it is in the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration standard. As proposed, the New York State
standard would be considered a "peak"™ or "ceiling" limit
and, as such, would be one-half of the Federal peak
standard of 10 fibers per cc.

Despite the nomenclature, 8-hour TWA's do nect have to

be measured over a full eight hours, although this is, -
of course, desirable in order to cobtain the most accurate
measurement of an employee's exposure to asbestos. Four,

 RECEIVED
FEB 2 51974




UNIOM CARBIDE CORPORATION
270 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORX, N.¥. 10017

LAW DEFARTMENT

February 15, 1974

Mr. W. C. Thurber
Mining & Metals
38th -Floor

Re: New York State Asbestos Regulations

Dear Mr. Thurber:

As I advised you by telephone yesterday, John Whittlesey,
our labor counsel in the Law Department spoke to Irving
Kingsley by telephone yesterday regarding this subject.

Mr. Kingsley is soon to become the Chief Industrial
Hygiene Engineer. He said that unless the letter "c"
appears next to the standard, the standard is a time-waited
average. In the case of asbestos, the standard is on a
time-waited average.

Very truly yours,

P art

Patrick J. Morgan
PJM:rs

cc: Mr. R. F. X. Fusaro/File
Mr. J. W. Whittlesey

ReCElvEp
FEB 19 1974
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- UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION - U 29 90
270 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017 ] ¢ 1“““52“
LAW DEPARTMENT LA

June 26, 1973

Mr. W. C. Thurber S i
Mining and Metals Division A
38th Floor : e

Re: Mining and Metals -
Administration Code of
New York City - Asbestos

Dear Mr. Thurber:

Set forth below is the current New York City law

concerning the emission of asbestos into the air.. {

"8 1403,2-9.01 “Emission of air contaminant
(including odorous air contaminant) or water
vapor; detriment to person, property or plant
and animal life. - No person shall cause or
permit the emission of air contaminant, including
odorous air contaminant, or water vapor if the
air contaminant or water vapor causes or may
cause detriment to the health, safety, welfare
or comfort of any person, or injury to plant and
animal life, or causes or may cause damage to
property or business, or if it reacts or is
likely to react with any other air contaminant
or natural air, or is induced to react by solar
energy to produce a solid, liquid or gas or any
combination thereof which causes or may cause
detriment to the health, safety, welfare or
comfort of any person, or injury to plant and
animal life, or which causes or may cause damage
to property or business,

(a) The prohibition of this section includes,
but is not limited to, emission of the following
air contaminant:

(2) Air contaminant containing asbestos,
except where such an air contaminant is emitted
from the brake lining of 2 motor vehicle during
normal use,'

‘Very truly yours,
’o ' .- - - .
el X S,
R¥XF/db Robert F. X, Fusaro
cc: J. L. Myers; H. B. Rhodes; P. J. Morgan/File
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. UNION CARBIDE CORPCRATION
270 FARK AVENUE, HEW YORK, N. Y. 10017

LAW DEPARTMENT

N

Mr.. J. L. Myers
" Mining & Metals Division
137 47th Street
P. 0. Box 579 :
Niagara Falls, New York 14302

ce: Mr. J. W. Rawlingsy
Dr. H. B. Rhodes
Mr. P. L. Reiber
Mr. P. J. Morgan/File

| Y.
January 12,Liizi//z/%J Ay

%;//”,ﬂfjf_
7oL
" ‘f"/ : .
/'¥/,7$- ’
L .
4 f / \.'/
5 JaPN
[

' Re: Asbestos - Prohibition of
Spraving in New York State

Dear Mr. Myers:

I enclose herewitn the text
New York State regulation prohibiting
in or allowing surface coating by the
asbestos-containing materials.

GEG:deb
Enc.

of a recently enacted
any person from engaging
spraying of asbestos or

Very truly yours,

Gerald E. Grayson;égg‘gl
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STATE OF HEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIROMMENTAL COURSLRVATION

Subchapter A
pPrevention and Control of Air Contamfnation and Air Polluticn

PART 196

: Ashbestos-Containing Surface Coating Materials
(Statutory authority: Environmental Conservation Law, Secticns 14 and 15)

Sec.

196.1 Applicability
196.2 Prohibition

Section 196.1 Applicability. This Part shall apply throuchout

the State of New York.
Section 196.2 Prohibition. No persoﬁrshall engage in or allow

surface coating by the spraying of asbestos or asbestos-containing

materials.

e st fe,




EXPLANATION QOF PRCPOSED PART 196
ASSESTOS-CONTAINING SURFACE COATING MATERIALS

The spraying of asbestos-contalning materials may cause detrimental
effects to the safety, health, welfare, and comfort of the public. Expe-
rience in industry clearly irndicates that inhalation of asbestos may
cause serious disease, and that some asbestos related diseases may be
found after exposure to relatively low levels of asbestos.

Alternatives to asbestos spraying include:

1.) The continued use of present spray on technique using substitute
materials for asbhestos. '

2.} The use of other applicaticn methods.




