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Since 1972, Johns-Manville has rums nuite & fev tests on =
roofing jobs, both nevw ron®inc as well as tear-n’f, to ’
deternine 17 asbestos fiders are released to the air.

The fiber counts are cuite low.

The oresent ?nv'for asbestos fi“ers is 5.0 fibers/cc and,
in July of 1976, the TIV is scheduled to drop to 2.0,

In looking at all the data attached, I ¥ind no ?iber level
as high as 2.0 €ibers, and with the exceotion of an earlv
:o:x;:ﬁ: (St. Recis ®Taner), none of the 4ods even reach

[ ] t..

It would avpear as though new roo’ing, where the ?iberc are
clearlv bound bv saturant, have levels that are »arelv Ae-
tectadle. Taar-o’’s, which will be verv varialle in cor-
dition, methodoloay, ete., can have hinker levels but still
- spparently within the 197¢ vroovosed standard of 2.0 ‘ihrcrs.
. The total dust canerated (mainlv “ron roo’ insulation) can
.. ba considersble and this would contain verlite, class “i“ers.
-ote., It would sovear that (as in anv demolition) aoo? wor:
practice would remuire resvirators ané eve nrotectior “or
qt:utal ptotection. The asheatos levels, however, would be
[- 79 ¥ ;

If there is any question that rerains unanswered, it would ke .-
whether the 2.0 ?ihers is trulv a valid 7LV, By definition,
no hazard should exist as lonc as levels are belov the TLV.

This TLV 18 at least being cuestioned bv Dr, Selikof?, The
British Oecupational ¥Fvaiene Societv is resvsluatina Aata
on Turner Brothers Asbestos Ltd, to see if the 2.0 TLV is
reasonable. 1If it is, asbestus BUR looks verv safe.
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