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U.S. Wezghs Tougher Curbs on Exposure

To -and Benzene inthe Worhplace

Baf) Repevier of Tur Wars Synexr Juu--n.
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j “  WASHINGTON-Tbe federal government |
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‘Is considering imposing stricter limits on ooF

<+, The moves, zrvwln:wlnuntemepm-
mbymlasandsdenuﬂcgmups.waﬂd
npmemashamdeparwre{mmﬂwnu
gan administration’s emphasis on redudng‘
costly government regulation..

The Labor Department s looking at set-

for asbestos of 500,000 fibers for each cubic §-
is two million fibers a cubic meter. °

“In my personal opinion, it (the new
Hmit}) might go lower™ than 500,000, said
John Martonik, deputy director of health
standards for the department's Occupational
_ Safety and Realth Administration. in an in-
‘terview. Many scientists contend the limit
should be reduced to 100,000 fibers a cubic
meter of air. Mr. Martonik said it isn‘t-clear
yetwhetherlnmnthatlawtsammable
and accurately measurable.

At the same time OSHA chief Thorne

fougher exposure levels for benzene. He
made the cammitment in a letter 10 the Pub-
lic Citizen Health Research Group, run by
Ralph Nader. The group, along with six un-
jons and the American Public Health Associ-
ation, petitioned OSHA in April for a tempo- .
rary emergency standard to further limn

" Auchter promised quick consideration of , -
]

workers® benzene e

Xposure.
Mr. Auchter said he hasn't ruled on that
tion yet. But meanwhile, his Jetier noted,
would hasten regular rule-making proce-
dures. ““We have decided 10 issue, on an ex-
ted basis, 3 permanent (new) standard
June 1964," his letter noted. “‘We share
" the concern . . . that benzene has the capac-
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"Action In 1978 .. T T
In 1978, the job-nlew agency tizbtened
its benzene rules aher receiving evidence
. inking high exposure levels 10 Jeukemis.
The rules reduced aliowable exposure to one
part berzene for each million parts air from
10 parts a million, the previous standard.
But in 1980, the Supreme Court threw out
the tougher standard, saying OSHA bad
fafled to establish Girst that it would remedy
a "sgniﬁum risk of material health tm-
" pairment.” Until now, the agency hasn't at-
tempted to Teexamine the benzene rule us-

",,mmemnnsmmaenns. .
.= An estimated 500,000 workers are exposed .

7"'{o benzene. About 35,000 are exposed at Jev-
the corisumer bealth group thinks the stan-

Iowermedupaﬂa million and others |-

be examined, Mr. Auchier said ip his
lener. He Indicated a new benzene standard
would be proposed by November.

Benzene ts used frequently as an interme
diate chemical in the manufacture of plas-
fics, as well as ap ingredient in sohents
suck as paint remover.
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.sure 0 benune and asbestos mizhmt

reduce textile workers' exposure to cotion

dust. Budget-office officials contended that *

uhermethodswmndbelsmhr 1y

Alsn.meunlmsm‘l entirely happy
with OSHA's action on the two hazardous |
chemicals. They want the agency 10 step up
fts enforcement efforts while the current
standards are being strengthened. Other
wise, “millions of workers will be exposed

™ 1o the substances, szid Shel-
don Samuels, health, safety and environ-

" ment director for the AFL-CIO's Industrial

"Union Department. |
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