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Dear Mr. wilkening:

This is in response to your le=<er o Jjuly 9, 197§,
inguiring into the apvlicability of the present Occugatiornral
Safety and Heal+th Administration (0S#HA) standard for
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concentrations inside office buildings are consistently
less than those found in the outside community air.

As you know, the Secretary's astestos monitoring regulation
at 29 CFR 1910.1001(£) (1) requires initial monitoring of
"every place of employment where asbestos fibers are
raeleased.” Such initial measurements of office building
employee expasures to airborne asbestos are, we believe,
required whenever there is any reason to believe that
airborne asbestos is present inside the building regard-
less of whether the levels present are less than those
generally found in the normal outside environment.
Obviocusly, an employer's suspicion that airborne asbestos
exists inside the buildings should be aroused whenever
asbestos is worked or used anywhere within the building.
Similarly, where asbestos has been applied to walls,
ceilings, exposed structural s:teel, air ducts, plenums,
return air spaces, beilers, piges, etc., or where asbest
is being released into :the atmcsphere from someplace oth
than the employer's workplace such as an adjacent indusc
operation, the employer should be alsrzed to the possi-
bility that asbestos fibers are present inside its building.
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Although, by its express 3s well as the develcoing

case law, 29 CFR 1310.130%% 'CUZ2 racuiz2 medical exam-
iraticns whers exmrplovees are axzcsad T2 anvy coacensrazisn of
assestos fibers, it 1s current OSHA £OliTy to regu.-2 =ez.ca.
exaninazions only when emplcovee exccsuras excead 0.1 fizers
greater than 5 microns in langth cer cubic centimesar {F/cc
greatar than 5 microns) cn an 8~hcur time weighted averacs
(TWA) basis. Cur policy iIn this ragar-d derives supsers I-am
a recent recsmmencdation freom tha Naz:ional Iastisusa Sor
Occupational Salarty and Health (NICSH) that the permissi:tia
exposure limic for airborne astes=os te fixed at this leval
This recommendation was made ov NICTSH in its documen= zizl=g,
Re-examirnation and Uodate of Information on the Healsz: Iffaczs
of Cccupazicnal IxDOsure to Aszastos (Decamcer, 1l3ra)

Insofar as continucus monizoring .s concerned, ithe scandard
(29 CFR 1310.1001(Z) (2} and (3)) ragurres that alter z::e
inizial determinaczicn, samzling ", . . snall he of such

frequency and gat:tern as to reprasent with rsasonable accuracy
the levels of exccsure of emplovees. In no case shall
sampling be at incarvals gresater than 6 months for emplovees
whose exposure to asbestos may reascrably be foreseen =o
exceed. (2 £/cz grzacer than 3 miczons on an 8-~-hour TWA
basis]." Wnere the initial measurements show asbestos
concentrations to be far below this level, then further
sampling normally need not be periormed until there is
reasonanls cause to believe that the airborne asbestos
concentrations revealed by tie initial measuraments have
changed. The initiation ¢f such processes or the presence
of such factors as those indicazed in the second paragrach
above should similarly cause an employer to question the
current validity of initial determinations previously made.

In closing, let me peint out that I was somewhat surprised
by the asbestos concentrations found by you in the air
outside your office buildings. As I am sure you are aware,
the outside levels indicated in your letter are on the order
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0f 1 to 2 magnitudes higher than the environmental norms
for most regions of the Cnited States. Thus, Bell's sell-
initiated efforts to survey the environment both inside
and ocutside of its office buildings- are particularly
significant as they suggest Bell's recognition of the
serious hazards that have been associated with exposure

to asbestos.

I hope you will find this letter responsive to the
guestions you have raised.

Sincerely,

/ff%ﬂ[wt

ton Corn
AaszsuantiSecretary of Labor
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