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wﬂh 80 OSHI\ PEL of 0.2 ffec, FPA
that this iva would
uvoid sbout 840 cancer cases that EPA
can quantify, while costing about §1.87
hillion. Thia is a cost of sbout §2.22
million per concer rase dvoidpd.
. 'KPA baliaves that effective substitutes
#re incrensingly bacoming availahle for
wehestos friction products and will ha -
‘rendily avolleble by the date the
deliyed ban would -becuma effective.
Huwmr PhA s wnsldvnngun '

s for jol usew -
without gehstitates, One arda EPA by
swdying in particidar is the ofternarket
for usbentos brakes. Sumn pecsons have

. awnted that oshaslos Liraker now in yse
sannul salely be roplaced by asbestos-
fron: brakos when they weer aut, while
athers have dissgreed with this

angertion. FPA 18 uwuro of the putontial
risk to the public from poorly parfaroing
hrakos. EPA npecificully requents
romment on this isaun.

FPA considernd various uppronches
far addrassing the sk presentad by
ushagtos produnts nat beaned either
#000 #iter pmmulkgation ur § ynars after
pro:aulgution under this allemntive. Onn
apprmich would bie 1o propase and
prumuhrnr  rulr under gection Bin) of
TRCA to giher contemparanaons dutn
enneerming the productian and ase of
and exposnre ( thase prodisnts at tha
s tha first products ban iule hacomes
effective ar at a date & few yaars later,
EPA wonld apalyzae that data and then
devide whether (o ban sildbianat
anbiestos productxs. EPA woplid wlae
derermine the data of thesy huos. which
oy be at stages intervals, Afier
deeeiclingg these isaung, EPA wonld
prapuse amd promulgate the hans of -
thase anlizstos produnts, Annther

ipprinch foe giddregaing the sk
presented by those nemaining oshextag
jvondness §s diseaused o allemative 3
fulow,
A Ran the @ghesius congtrm tigut
wih ety ctagairy qned ashes.
ugid ofter promadgatim of th

rhmr'

e axhastas friclon praducts :.omxnrv .

cAvutd 8 vaors loter, and bag remaining
alnestas products olwit 10 yeam loter
thuley this ultzraative, as in sltenvitive
1. A would han the manaficture,
wportation. and processing of tha
shestay construclion produsts category
vl wsheatos clothing roon afior
aramulgation of tha rulo, ynid ban the
aanufacturn, importation, und
_nacasting of the asbaston friction
snvducts eatugacy § yeors nftar
wontudgation of the nde. This
Mienwiive wauld slso ban the
pannlacisee, importation, ond
sing of sl ither asheslon produrts
ey pfter pronmulgntion af the rule.

This ulternative would :vlamcly qualckdy -
bun a number of asbestos. products for
which effective substitutes exist whils
strangly encouraging the rapld
developmant of effecﬂva wbsﬂlnteu for

) olher asbentos products.

 unlike alt tve 1,

: ‘nvold- the necesaity of futre

tulemakings to
and then ban

ather additional deta
ttions! praducts. It

- would also provide greater cerfainty -
about the stetus of a}l asbestos produrte :

and more alm?ly encourage the
devulupment of subgtitutes (or all

applications of ell products.’ :
As in altemotive 1, BPA is considering
the noed {or an exemption process for

- anbestos friction products in connection.

with the stayed product bans,
EPA natimstes that this sltametive,

ing current exp levels, would
uvoid about 2,320 cancer cases-thel EPA
cen quantify while costing abuut §2.29
billion. This e a cost of ubout R1.08
m\lhnn pur cancar case svoided.

ing strict compllanue with an

OSIM PEL of 0.2 flec., FPA pstimaics
1hat Lhig altamativa would svotd abouy
170 cancer cases thul EPA cun
qinntify, while costing about 82.29
billion This ts n cost of sbout $213
willion per cincet ¢aye avoidod.

Withaut ¢ ban of ushcalos-enmcuv
pipe and
with an OSHA FEL nroz ffce, EPA
estiraotes that this alternstive would
avnid aboul 850 cancir casea that FPA
can guaatily, while costing bout $2.02
billion. This ig a nogt of abou! $2.32
oiillion per canrer cuse avohind,

3. Bun 1he ushestos construction
products category emi mibrestos clathing
sewan after pmmu([:r: ion of the rulo and
cover ol other asbeston producis under

they phoair-down. Under this ullemative -

FPA would han the manufacture,
imporvation, uml proceaning of me

* pipe and aseuming strict

" can‘quantify while costl

that this alternative would avoid ahast
1,010 cancer cases that EPA can
quantify while ensting about $2.01
hillian. Thisis g cost of ebout $1.08
million per cancer ceee avaided.
Withou! & ban of asbestos-cenient

with an OSHA PEL of 02 {/co, FPA

- eatlinoles that thig'alternative would

avoid about 950 cancer cases thut EPA_
about §1.86
Ybilllon. This ls 8 cost of about 91.85
million per capucr case avolded.

The [ollowing Table V1 summariie

" the cstimated costs and estimated

cancor cases gvoided that EPA could :
quantify for the proposal and the (hren
slternatives discussed eartler, first
assuming current exposure levels and
thoy strict compliance with au

OSHA PR, of 0.2 f/cc.

TABLE VI--ESTIMATED COSTS AND CANCER
CageS AvoiDeEn
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4. anulm labeling of asbestos
peuducts subject to a bon. As parl of this
altemativa, BPA also proposes and

ushiesion vonstreation omdust Y
i asbeslos clothing soon ofter the
promulgution of the rule aod cover sl
osher ashesina products under the

- whngadowt,

“I'is aliarnative, unlibs the current
propusnl, would hun olf asbestos-
cement products at the aume tims. thus
ndilrussing similer axpusure patiama in
the game way and trealicy oll parts of
uh industry sector similanly. Tha phase-
down would eperate to rostrict use of
ashestos in orhar indestry eeclors.

EPA estimatey that this sllernstive,”
usiunilug survent expasure lnvals. would
avaid about 202 cancer ram that EPA
cun quan(ify while conling abaiit $2.01
biltion. This Is & cost of about $1.00
nmmun per cunrar cess gvolded.

striet Hance with un
U‘:l A ML nfD.:. f[(‘t EPA Patimates’

commeni,m a labaling

"oy
regui lnpn- Tar, It l- p-.md
!h:l ducts nat bon

but sublent to mgulabon § or 10 years
from now be tabeled in the interiro. The
luboling would edvise purchasers thal
the pruduct containg esbeatos. EPA
sequests romments on this proposal. in
particulur on (1) the eppropriatencas of
this propasal for all ar some aubset of
the p neta in this category: (2) the
apprupratisness of 8 simple content
warning as oppased to @ more extenstve’
lalinling provision; end (3) the exteot
which laheling would serve to reduce

. rxpmuw tn asbestos.

FPA alsq cansidered o aumber of :
alternatives for implementing the phm.e-
down. These inclvde oplivns
the following: who would be agelgred
pacmits: hyw persona would be grantad
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