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% J. H. Swernsen Ome Scptember 24, 1979

Frew Eo D. Marcucci

R. G. Kinch " . Thomas - 3-06

Cosws: A. C. Boush ’ H. Olgon - 3-01
J. R. Cran ~01- ro Markusson - 2-1g

Suwbwct LABELING TRANSITE PIPE

The resnles ~f oyr meeting with D. Markusson on September
20, 1979 were as Eollots:

1. Since we are firm ijn our conviction that installers
will not be exposed to danacrous fiber levels jf the
recommended work practiccs are followed, we are better
off not labeling TRANSITE pipe. Being without a
label would be wiser than anything less than the full
OSHA warning label.

Under Cal OSHA, if a product is formally "labeled”,
the installer mus: notify a state agency in writing
before starting a job. Then, state inspectors

be present during installation and hcalth reccords
must be kept for all employces on the job.

Dennis is going to determine if we did voluntarily

label with the "half a label” approach we are vroposing,
could TRANSITE be exempted from the Cal OSHA notificatijion
and inspection process? The logic is that we meet

OSHA regquirements because of the work practices procran,
and our label is just a reminder that those pract:ccs
should ke ‘ollopwed, R

We will awai* Sennis Merkusson's opinion from Cal OSiiy

before proceecing with the labeling question with other pilpe
manufacturers through the A/CPPA.

E. D. Marcucci
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