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, 146 DL-t-476 \ i' ' U.S DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
MAY 1985 //\ 

‘ . . Weshington 

rot 
/ ’ RECORDS AUTHENTICATION CERTIFICATE 

I HEREBY ATTEST, That the annexed copy, or esch of the specified number of copies, of each document 
listed below is 8 true copy of a document in the official custody of the Department of Labor. 

1 copy each of: ) 
Transcripts from March 14,15,16, and 17 
Comments and hearing exhibits of: 

W.J. Nicholson, American Petroleum Institute, D.A. Holaday, Brand Insulations 
Inc., L.J. Bibri, B.J. Phillips(Certain-teed), M.W. Borow, J.D. Moran(Flint- 
kote), F.L. Pundsack(J-M), J.W. Rawlings, W.M. Hancock(Dow), W.K. Hesse(J-M), 
E.M. Fenner(J-M), E.J. Killian(Nat. Cypsum), Cewmur* psbestos Products Co., 
M.M. Key, G.E. Best(MCA) 

$ TURE AND OFFICIAL ;fi' E DIVISION AND BUREAU DATE 
fl/ Docket Office/Technical Data 

.Daniel.y./ Marsick Center/Occup. Sfty & Hlth Adm/ 
Techni Information Specialist] U.S. Dept. of Labor : 7 Sep 78 

"~ LHEREBY CERTIFY, That D2niel J. Marsick oo sigaed 
the foregoing sttestation, is asow and was at the time of signing (title) 

Technical Information Specialist a0d has legal custody 

of the official records of the United States Department of Labor therein 
atr.sted and that full faith and creditshould be given tohis act as sach. 

- "IN WITNESS VHEREOF, | 

Jd. J. Lafranchise 

Department of Labor to be affixed this LD day of 
September ,‘7&7 

’\/ ~ 

L o«g%eac%@( 
Y luthen;igazim Officer / Department of Labor 
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UWZTEID STATZS DEPARTYENT OF LABCR t 

In the Matter ci': : 

STANDL2D FOR EXPCSUNE TC ASETSTOS DUST, ¢ PUELIC HZARIR? 
PROPOSED RULE MEXING . : 

-OEe W A R e W e W A T e e PR s e e ---x 

Conference Room B 
Interdepartmensal Auditoriun 
12¢h & Constituticn Ave,, H.U 
Weshington, D.C. 
Thursdzy, Heren 16, 1572 

Tr.e gbove-entitled metser ezme on for further hzering, 

pursuant to recezss, a% 9:00 ¢'clock, &.m., Thurscasy, March 135, 

1972, 

BEFORE: 

ARTHUR M, QOLDZERG, Hearing Examiner 

APFEARNCES : 

. ( As heretofore noted.) 
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EJAMIYER GOLDRERG: All richt, sir. We will = 

az: Eibit Ro. 27 Western Staotzs ARsbastes lealth Plan, 

&3 garked Exaiblt We. 37 is reseived. 

o (The 

for 

Yo. 

EXQNMINZ? GOLD2ERG: Do we have any more scoond 

Mr, Sheckler and Mr. Royer, are you appeasing togeth- 

¥R, SEECRLETM: TYes, NMr. Exzminer, 
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tiicugnat a befere ve cell the nait witness? 

ClifiZcxrd L. Sheckler, Chairman of the Se fetiw 
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and Hgalith Coummittes, Pational Insulation Manufzctuxers Assoc- 

iation. I am appearzna Eefore you ®oéay, along with Mr Sven 

Roysr, repress :ing the National Iasulation Manufzctrurers 

2asociztion and thz Mational Insulatica CQfitrsctc's Assoc- ' 

\J 

0
 

PO 

Tha nerdership of both Lssociations wicsh &= exprass 

csposition 0 the proposed standazd for astestos dutt a3 pub- 

1is0ad 4n the Pederal Register, 

/ 

vopreant. wha rastfacturers of 

JORS LI . 4 * . y . v eeeVine oy Comitiez on astbastos 

] 

] 

! 
1) 

' 

VWadnesédzy, January 12, 1%72. i 
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Asscciation cepresents the maior Thermal Mechanical Insulic=ie [ 

Contractors engaced in both the constructicn and shipbuilding 

indvstries thvoughout the United States. 

Cur ccwnments will ke directed specifically to ¢he 
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uinderwayr by our Thermal HNechanical :nsfilation Indus:ry is bein: 

¢one under both ¢governuwent and private contracts. Fecerzlly 

f£oced contrazis involve office buildings,.hospitals. schools,!’ 
1ibrazies, missile facilities, defense projects, daus, airport: 

Tacilities, rapid trznsit systems, low rent heousing, militasy 
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 Rnoucing, &ir ané water pollution prijects, shipbuilding enid sh 

s=pairing €or the U. S. Navy - Coast Guard - Mocochant Marine 

::{d Rrmy. | 
P;ivate funded contracts iaclude office buildinys, 

- uw%z2ls, cheatres, refineries, power genzrating plants, chenid 

soamts, sther tvpes of indusirial plants, housing, Taiversisy 
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saliddne s, Sospitales, and othezs. 
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faavsdtsy. excluding the manufacturing of insuiiicn prosucts, 
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£l Sunaideriay oaly <ke instellation of this macerizl, uxrectf 
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This industcy represents an approximate $700 millien 

¢.2085 volume of business snnually. ‘ 
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Kest of these centrzsotors are small bu inegsmen sprzad throush~ wu, 

! 

Cur irndustcsy is comprised of over 100C coniractors. 

cut the United States. Mr. Royer, who is here with ma tcday, 

is ona of 4o -x 11l Pusizess:ine:y who will prasent you with his 

.3
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Ouxr orposition to the esbeetos Gust standards aze 

baced on the fact that they are neither reasonable, practical, 

£::25ible, or eczonomiczlly sound. Much of the information fo 13
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establishing the proposed asbestos dust standards, the NICSE 

critariz package, and the Advisory Committee's reccnmandations 

tirs gathcred £ron experience in this Thermal Mechanical Insu- 

lction Incuste=y. 

L2+t uvs review the course of events concazrning the 

clamsholdi linii 7aluz for asbkastos dust over the pazt few 
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{ cs Threshold Limit Value for Esbestos Dus: 
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eliy serndzréd, Nt that tine the mejority of State Departunents . 

Limie Taiva. In Decenmbzr, 1970, the Occupationzl Szlety and 

Hzellu Fot baeime iaw. In 1971, the £irst set cf seiet y and 

Ro2lal: gandards becanms effective. The threchold linmit value 
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for szbestoa dust then became 12 f£ibies per milililites 

greztar Yhan § micrcias in lerngth 25 measuzed by £he monbrzne 
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 This irndustryy dicd no: question the rzducticn of 4the 

thrzsihold 1imit velue frex 5§ nmillion particles pur cubic Iocee 

to 12 fibrss par milliliter, end the corplete change cf the ’ 

rathod for moritoring esbestos dust, inccead, vwe inmedictely 

Wit o work by introdueing new methods, eguipnent, ans nates- 

ials, tc reduce dust levels ¢o within the 12 £ibrz Iimis, ; 
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] 
On December 7, 1971, Emergency Asbestos Dust Stand- | 

>is vera published in the Federal Register aguln Zedu :cing the. 

Tareshold Limit Value for ASbestos Duzt from 12 €ikres per 

millilitor graater then 5 microns in length to 5 givres per 
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williliter ygrezter then S micreons in length. On January 12, 

1972, the proposesd asbeatoz dust regqulations, with & Threshold: 

Yiote Taive of § fibroc, was published in the Federzl Ragistzr, 

Lot far in vocniunnetion with chece proposed regulations. both! 

LINFL and The lebesios Adviscry Commitiee have mile rescommondg- 

arions for Further reducticn of the Threshold Limic Veliue for 

sularios duse e 2 fibres per milliliter ¢raater then 5 nicrsns 
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recomu2ndacion for a 2 fidbre lavel. With each of these Thresh- 

old Limit Value changes therz have been many other relaied :e-z 

guirement clianges that add to the total confusion, such as i 

respicccosy egvipzent, dust collection, vaczum cleaning equip-f 

ment, and others. - The change from 5 MPPCT to 12 fibres has 

be=n a costly one. Our industry has, with scme difficulty, 
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e

 
e

 S
 

e
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absoried this cest. We frankly cannot meet the 5 f£ibre Erer- 

gency Asbestos -Standard &s currently effective, nor can we ab- 

sorb the cost of the Emargency or Proposed Asbestos Standaxd 

and its celated provicions. It is needless to say, therefcre,: 

that to achieve a 2 fibre standard as :ecémaenéed by the NICSH 
Czitariz Package and “he Asbestos Advisory Cemmittee, is aeither 

eragtical, feasiSle, or economically possibie. 
let's carefully examine the reasoning for the errat- 

ic zevisions ©f the Asbestor Threshold Limit Vzlue since 1970, 

2c T have already tcld you, much cf the informztion which con- 

tridbuied to these revisions was cathered from cur Thermzal 

Insulation censtruction industry. At its best, thic informati 

- 
- .

-o
-—

!,
 -
 

is scanty, inconsistent, incomplete and inaccurate. First of ; 

ail, I tecld you that at the change of Thresheold Limit Value 

£rom 5 MPFCP to 5 fibres per milliliter there was alsoc & change 

in the nséhod for monitoring asbestos dust ffsafthzrstandard 
or midget impinger to tha membrane filter. There is absolute- 

1v no method for correlsticn between the asbestos dust counts 

gaterminad by menitoring with the impinger as compared to thz 
< — 
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mambrane filter.. It is, therefore, impcssible to compare the 
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exposuse levels in terms of numbers of fibres per milliliser 

groztar than 5 microns in leagth with nurmbers of particles 
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cf total dust whez using the impinger methed. I+ must be zsceq 

nized that the impinger method included particulate n2tter 

—
 

other thah asbestos fibre. 
— - 

Physical examinations on a part of the wock forca 
- 

installing Thermal insulation materials have been ccnducted. 

The discase involverent determined by these physiczl examin~ 

-
 —

—
 

ztione has been related to the present day esbestos fibre 

:posure as monitored by the milapore filter method., These 

factors connot be ccmpared or related. Also, basad on sup- 
- — 

pcsiticn &nd aséumpticn, it was concluded that the exposuse 
——— 

levels of man working in construction and shipbuilding belore, 

during, and subseguent ¢o Worléd War II vere at the same levels 
o”- 

— — =) 
of ezposure as is a worker engaged in similar activities today, 

Tuis hvpothesis is not trve. The tvpes of materiales have é 

changed, the percefllage‘gg_nahas:as_cnn:aingd_ia_shgzmal insu- 

lutiocn products has been reduced, the method of installation 
—— ——— 

zc changed, and fabrication eguipment has changed. Each of 

theégwchanges since tha ezrly 1940's has contributec in the 

roduoticn of dust levals, It is, therefore, illogicsl to com- 

vires Gicszed occurrences which resulted from exposure from 
qpo— 

2r-il vo-ts 230 with éust levais monitcrzd on construstion 
..___._‘-——-——-‘———-—-‘—“ 

cotar wizhia the lzst severzl years. It is aslso illogical 0 
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compare our American industry with that of foreign counsries. 

A
 

As I said, we have withstcod the change from S millz- 
e : b 

particles per cubic foot of air to 12 fibres based-on insuffic} 
v . H 

ient informx ation gath ced from smzll segments of the industzs.' 

Altheougn the'e was no further 1ngut of pectinrent inforzasion, 

.
t
 

again, based on supposition and assumpticn, the level was then! 

Taducedé fronm 12 fibresc to 5 fibres. Now, still based on sup- 

sosition and assum;tion, with no further informaztion available 

Eoth NIOSE snd the Asbastos Advisory Cormittee are recommendin 
» 
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£ raduction to 2 fibres. While these reducticne in the Thresh- 

&< Linmit Value have been readily ferthcoming, the prepused 

ragulations, NIOSE Criteria Package, and the Asbsstca Advisory 

Comaittee :ecommaudat;ons are ccmpletgly va‘d of anv refersnces 

to prenibiting or restricting wo:kérs who are habitnal cigaret:e 

oucliers from working with products containing asbestos fibre. 

Thuc same studics, upon which much o0f the emphasis has been 

plazad ccnéerning the reduction of the Thresheold Linit Velue. 

aioc denonstrate drasbic effects of cigarette smoking when 

~Csugiated with the pulmonary disease, Astestosis. 

As I toléd you, ve have not achiasved the level of 5 
- 
s 

- ue 2 ere tneking a decidad effort to do this. We have 

wa ey unigue o the constructica industry in sttewpting to 

3..piy wWith the propesed asipstos standards, Y am not at this | 

“ihe G2ing €0 review 2ll. of the minute probdlems involved in the 

cpplication of these ctandards: insteed, I am coing to speek 

. 
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to the economics of achieving this proposed standazd of § 

ibres per milliliter 5 microns &nd grezter in length, as 

publishad in the Fedsral Register Januzry 12, 1972. We feel, 

P
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 e

 

with tha cconomic irpac: that this regulation will have on the' 

r2deral OfZic2 of Budget Menagament, other Tederzl sgencies, 

including the Armed S:rvices, and on private enterprise, it is 

T
 

wSothy ©f very cerofur ccnsidaration by the Fedaral Dzparcment! : ‘ ! 

Wa brcugsht togetiaar 2 number of the Iforemcst contrac L o
4

 

o=3 in tho Tha2rral KMachanical Xnsvlation Industry, &nd togzther 

wve evalucied the coet of cermplying with the prorpesad asbestos 

ragulation, Tais was accc=plishned by breaking down the regqu- 

lation intoc each of its requiremantz ané computing them indiv- 

iduzlly. The rejuirermesnts were computed individuelly, include 

hrving the £amples ancliyszed at a private laboratory: respin- 

zedleotion znd vacuen clsaning esguipraat: warning signs: pro- 

¢ 

monitoring, based cn puzchasing the monitoring equipmant &nd i 

| 
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A5 & bose we used & ' 
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.
 Sive Sisthing: end woll 

Ll on contracting unit with 25% of the unit working with 

foirychosegonisaining posdacis. W2 ccmputed off-jofi time arné 
loui time produceivisy at an everage construction wozker's 

rete, .Thac toctal ceost for ifiplementing a p:og:am.to comply 

wleh the proposed hghasstos Dust Ragulctions s published in 

zl 2 January 12, 1972 Federal Regisicr for a 100-man constuce- 
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ion unit, 252 of which worke2 with asbestos-cahtaining natazr- 

ials, is §795,375.00 direct expanses par year = = $27,740.00 
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acminisirative éxpesnscs per yeer end $16,700.00 of capital - 

extenses; therefora, & total for the l100-man unit, with 25% 

engacad in worii with asbestos-containing products, emounts to 
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$339,815.00 incrazased construction expense for the purpese ef | 

coxprlying with the propose§ Asbestos Dust Regulation. - This 

represents en increased labor cost of 168% that must be peassec. 

on to the customer in order for a contractor to surine. The 

custorer, in many instances, is the Federal Government and the! 

Office of Budcet Mznagement. CDnsiaerinq the inadequacy of 

redical and scientific research information concerning safe 

exposure lavels of asbestos dust, and also coansidering the 

suppssition and assumpiioa on which the propesed Threshold 

Limit Value ic baszd, it is difficult to imagine a justifica- 

tion foz tiie econcmic straess this regulation will place upon 

the sonstiniction industry, Federal Government, and private 

Vie respectfully urge the Secretary of Labor to: 
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1. Rainstzte the Thareshold Limit Value f£or Asbertos 

Duct 8t 12z fibres per milliliter S microns or greater in 

2. 7Tc¢c initiate a comprehensive epidemiclegical stud 

of thc entire asbestos iédfist:y as it exists in the Uaited 
Ecates; &nd to deiermine nct only the effects of asbestos but 
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also asbeetos assoclated with othar zirkorne contaminants 
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and ecigairetts? sxoking. 
s
e

m
m

s
 

v 
e

 
P

U
R

P
S

 
g

 
.
 

.
 

.
 

m
—

a
—

n
e

 

-
 3. Tc previde adeguate lezd time prior to the ef- 

-
 

factive date of reduction of any Threshold Limit Value in order 
: l 

that the constzuction industry, cparating on fixad ccontracks, 

can copz economiczlly with the irpcceased ceosts that such a re-, 

duction will create. 

4. To provide definitive infcrmation concerning the. 

specific reguirerments of the regulations. 

S. Provide our trade associations with reprzsenta- 

—
—

—
 
-
 

tion on Suture Study and Advisory Comittees. 

We, representing thz censtraction industry, have beern 

P
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moving forward to provide safetry and health information and 

impiesan: safar working conditions. %We intend to continue and: 

o
 

o
 
-
 

this progran. £ is our desire to previde every 

ible protectizsn for our pacplae. 
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Thank yeu for the opportunity of oppeariay at this 

public heazring todzy. 

I night add that th2 twvo trude associutions I am zepzf‘ 

seniing hare tocday made two razquests for reprecentaticn on the 
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Aivisozy Cortuiittee, beth of which were rejected. We, repre— 

$3nting the construciion industry, agree with Dr. Ccoper's 

g‘ sintenen: that there it a serious prcblem there. We have beeni 
o roving rorwazd €2 prov%fle-an& enzct voluntery safexy and 

it hkoulth proczdurzl stardarde and implement gz2fer working con- 

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001551 

Insulation Industry Testimony of Sheckler, Royer and Zumwalt at the Labor Department Asbestos Hearing (1972)
ACL Doc 13030 · Page 12 of 20

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/13030/12

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/13030/12


w
e

 
"
y
 

e
 

e
y
 

L
id

 
-
 

Y
] 

“
 
o

 
[\

 
I
 

e
 

o
~

 
th

 
b

 

(V
1)

 
N

y 
N

y 
“u

d 
‘:
’ 

L
]
 

A
L

 

‘o
 
s
 

-
 
-
 

P
R

I
 
R

I
S

 

170-L 

aitioas. We have produced manuals. We have producsd racentlv 
-__— 

& Letter of Conpliance and reccamenced procedures for compli- 

ance with the Cmergency Standards. We heve held mectings of | 

£ll thermal mecharical asscciation contractors throughout the ! 

country for two ccnsecutive years solely on this point. We : 

intend to continqe and to accelerate this program. i 
It is our desirze, &8s it is your desire, to provide i 

cvery possidble protecticn for ofix pecple: but let us net éo ié 
, 

a«t tha erpenss of the job opportunities of small bucinessmer ! 
. i 

r:d the egcencmic impact on this industry. ! 

. RAgain, I wizh to thank yoid very ruch for the oproi- 
] t3ndIy of appeering hare bafcre you today. 

EZANTITCR GCOLDBZRG: Mr. Royer? 
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MR, ROYI?P: ¥r, Goldbsrg and rexmbers of the Adviscory: 

Cormittee cn lsbestos Standards, my name is J. Spsncer Rover, t 
) 

end I &= here to cepresent the Natienal Insulation Contzcctors: 

iz3cciakzion &nd approzimately 1,000 small insulatica contract—g 
¢y and farricators around thz country. I am President cf thei 

i 
isuny Sales Corporation with headguarters im St. Iouls, Mis- 

soo>i. My cempury engages im the febricaticn end anplicaticn 

. F hazzel {asulziicn and othsr meterizls vwhich eentaln au- 

r.riss Sizer. This includes ket and cold piping, eTuigment 

.
 

i al Suot wozk in corncreial ard iudustrial briiding:s, pover 
- 

- . & 2.3 eh, chenicsi planss, oil refineries, ships znd z wide .
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vergx of prejects funded by ihe Pedaral Government. I'm 
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no neophvte in this business, having been in it fer 27~ye=rs.i 

I an close to my employees. I know mest of them by their .1°st 

i names. I am definitel v interested in their hcalth &nd walfare. 
i 

The statement has been made here that 2all risk in 

handliing asbastos-containing materizl should be remcved and 
i 
! 

. » * L) - g l 
tae tole:ance of air-laid fibers reduced to zero. Tue advison 

. -t 

l 

1 Cormitize hes recomaended g maximum of 2 £ibers per millilites 

of 2ir. I am nct sure I know cxactly what thet m=zns as a i 

contractor, but from the description I doubt szriously thes 1t 

ccn be reacned. 

In fact, I say to you that to accampiish tncse goels 

on & construction job is impossible, and if thic becores the 

e
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law either we will be out of business as contractors, or some 

other substitute materials must be founé by the manviaciurers 

to tcke the place of the askestos. 

Let me present a picture ic you gantiemen vhich I'm 
ure yocu haven't considered. 

S 
A

m
 

S
 

@
 
P

n
 
-
 
v
 P 
s
t
 

v
 
A

t
 

Ipsulation contrzcting in the United States is ap~- 
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+ v proxzinsiely a $700,G0C,000 per year business: however, the 

awnraqa contractor 43 a small businessman with annuzl sales of! 

wreniately $792,000. Wet profit agfier taxzz averages 2% 

—
—

—
 
e

 

o 

—— 

T Che 32lez, or $14,000 per contractor per year. 0
 

Using figurce developed by a numbder of othsr contract- 
i 

o3 {rem varicus parte of the country and mysell, we cenputed 

that the sdditicnal ccst resuiting from the precposed asbestcs 3 
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dust standards vill ancun: to $134,000 per average~sized con- 

tractor per year, or more than 1lC times his net earnings. 

e
 
]
 

£}
 

It is obvists to ma that unless the prepoced Standar 

i3 mcdified in & major wey or the cost is passed on to the 

-
 

castomes which, in many cases is 2 Federally fundsd project, i 

n
 -
 &

 

10211 b2 impcesible for tha small insulatier eontractor 4o sur- 
- 

”q“b 

e . 

You muest be made eware, also, thst every contractor 

rzs a baciilog of uaccipleted wook a2t &2 fixed price with specif- 

—
 - 
e

 
¢ S

t
 &

 ¢ 
SR 

&5
 B

l 

ic material acd specifications. It will be impossibic, in mosc 

instanc=zs, to pesc this 2dded cost on to the custemer, since 

nece contractes were consummated pricr to publication of the 

prozosed regulation. 

I had intenied to go into the breakdown of the differ- 

eat izenz, but just briefly ve broke down, item by item your 

rropoced raguletion: 

1. ¥eanitering 

2. Physical examinations 

3. Yeshkar pla:emant 

4. Rezspirators 

S. Dust cnllecterzs, 1 

6. Vacuun cleaning 

7. Wa:niqg gigns 

8. Prcteeotive eclothing 
/ 

By using these, item by item, we compused vrat it 
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would eost the avezegé centrector. As best we can fifid out, 
he enmployes scnevhere batiieen sisxteen and twenty marn. So;vou 

can sge that each contractor has a small contingent of th; 

cverdll busiaess. 

Cae iten in particular is thé monitoring. We basead 
o1r projected c;gfi ca approximately cne-sampling unit for each 
three men employed. We estimated laboratcry exfiense on the 
basis of two samples per dzy per emplceyee. In addition, ve 

included administration expense to perférm the menitoring, take 
samples +o the laboratory and hancle the respirator program. 

This ma2y sound ridiculous, but because of the mébilit 
and the geography involved in the construction job - - i%. 

isn't like a plant where &cu can monitor locations ¢ay after 
Gay withcut any problems and establish what the limits are 

tiiere. Yot have to follow this man arsund, because he it mevir 

gl cver ths projes=t. . 

In ecdition, we included edministraticn expense to 
purizon the monitoring. 

By the wey, at the mament.wa know of only twe privats 
labs in the United Staotes that are equippad and conpetent to 

pesSorm tche analysis of the samplés; 
- The time thet will be lost on the job, both in exe-~ 

cuting the tests and in trying to carzy out. the stipulaticns 

o§ e :sgulation'as p§oposed is staggoring. We estimate our 

lxiocr cost for materials will be increased 168%. 
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The mein issue, 60 far as the contractes iz eonsarne ~e 
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is how he will b2 able to pay these additicnal coss: and $:i11: 
{ 

remzin in business. In my opinicn, many of them voa't be able! 

€S absordb it. 
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We urzce you to reconsider the prcposed Asbestos Dust 

Standerd as published in the Pedarzl Register on January 12, 

1%72. 
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We, as contrzctors, are just gs interestcd 2s you in 

seeing that ou£ erpioyees work under safe ccna;t-cas, but we 
request tha? further investigation and cialua;icn fie made to 
initiate nora practical stanaa:ds.that will provide ;:ot2521051 
to our pecple bui that will not put us out of bucinzcs. 
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EXOMIKZR GOI:D ERG: lr. Zumwalt? 
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Mz. ZTUMIALT: Mr. Examiner, my Rama is Chariles 

Sumwalit, - a I &m the Secretery-Treasurer of the Iadustrial : 

SaZfety Eguipmant Associztica. This is the trada esscciztion cof 
i 

the principle manufect *cxs of all forms of pe'sonal P tect1v~ 

ejuipnent except shoes. Iancluded among our msasers arz the mih\ 

o
 

Scccurers of protective devices on whose behalf I speak to yo 
\ 

today. We have previously subnitted our.comments in‘writinq 

.
.
 

pertaining to the proposal containing the Federal Register 

1 
oP

S
R

 .
 

-
 of Jenuiiy 12. Presumably ¢hey will be ernterzd into the record 

'I - 
end I have given copies to the stenotype racorder fcr her use. 
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