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The attached report appearing in OSHR should be of general interest since proposed
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY & HEALTH REPORTER

A weekly review of occupational safety and health developments

Volume 13, Number 6

THE BUREAU OF NATIONAL AFFAIRS, INC.

Suty 7, 1983

HIGHLIGHTS OF CURRENT REPORT

A FINAL ASBESTOS STANDARD lowering :
the permissible exposure limit to asbestos will be
issued by OSHA “later this year,” agency head '

Thorne G. Auchter tells a congressional subcom-

mittee. According to Auchter, “it has become |
apparent” that the agency’s current standard is .

“insufficient to prevent cancer, at least in some

instances™ (p. 124).

Asbesfos

AUCHTER PLEDGES ACTION ON STANDARD
.BY END OF YEAR, HEARINGS THIS SUMMER

Operating under an accelerated timetabl
e, the Occupa-
tional Safe}y and Hezlth Administration will issue a ﬁgg}
K}'lf io;;gnng the permissible exposure limit to asbestos
ater this vear,” according to Assistant Labor S d
Therne G. Auchter. seretany
Auchter told the House Government Operations Subrom-
mittee on Manpower and Housing June 28 that “in the past
several years, it has become apparent” thal the agency’s
1972 sland_arq establishing a two fibers per cubic centireter
exposure limit was “insufficient to prevenl cancer, af least
in s’ome lnstances.” While a proposal was made back ip 1975
to lower the PEL to 0.5 fibers per cubic centimeter, this
hever was developed into a final rule, probably because
. grev;_)us O$HA administrations, in exercising their regula-
y ez,_ 1scretion, established other stapdards-setting priori-
When he took ofce in 1981, the assistant secretary said

t
5
1

;hat he found "‘scauered agency eforts relating 1o asbestos”
Ut there was “no cohesive OSHA policy on development of °

2 new standard.” Since the application of his re
] gulato
lr'jnanagemem system, he reported that a special regulatog
evelopment team recommended this past Febrvary that
the PEL be reduced and that the entire standard be revised

|

with June 1984 set as the projected date for the proposed -

rulemaki 3
ruler aking nolice followed by a final rule by Septemsber
“Because of the extreme} 1
! y serious nature of the hazards
gosed by asbestos,” Auchter toid Subcommittee Chairman
arney }'-trank {D-Mass) that ke has Stepped up this schedule
;md that in the “next few months OSHA will publish a notice
rz;e:n f:il:)hc h:nng based on the 1975 notice of propased
g" and that 2 hna ~
this yearo? l_-rule should be completed later
After that, he said OSHA would “begin to revise otherA
aspects of the standard in light of the scienlific, technical
and legal ckanges that have occurred since 1872 '

Concern over Enforcemsnt

Margaret Seminario of the AFL-CIO’s Department of
Occupational Safety and Health {old the subcommittee that
the federation “is encouraged” by the apgency's recent ef-
forts on the standard, “and from al} indications the agency is
now serious aboul revising the standard.”

Of “greatesy copcern to the AFL-CI0O,” she continued, “is
the absence of serious enforcement of asbestos regulations,
indeed all regulations by the current Administration.” While
the agency has had datz for more than two years of the
“grave risk™ at the current exposure leve), “there has been

po effort by the agency to siep up enforcement of the
current standard.”

The federation’s analysis of OSHA enforcement data
shows that, from fisca) 1980 to 1982, there has been a 60
percent decline in citations for violations of the asbesios
standard. For a further breakdown, she reported that seri-
ous citations for asbestos violations have dropped 68 per-

cent, willful citations are down 98 percent, and repeats are

down by 73 percent, with an 85 percent decrease in

penalties, .
Seminario told the subcomunittee that the AFL-CIO would

like the asbestos enforcement program to include:

» An increased number of inspections of asbestos hazards,

particnlarly ip high risk demolition and removal jobs.

» A policy mandating serious citations for violations of the :

standard regardless.of exposure levels.
» Greater use of willful citations where the employer has

knowledge of the risks.
» Maximum penalties for violations of the standard.

Retusal lo Enforce

John A. McKinney, chairman of the board and chijef
executive officer, Manville Corporation, asserted that the
bigh number of current asbestos victims is the result of the
Navy's failure “to observe and enforce recommendations

and regulations for the safe bandling of asbestos-cont2ining -

-materials in America's shipyards.”

According to McKinney, pearly bali the 20,000 lawsuits
totaling $45 billlon filed against Manville, the nation’s larg-
est ashestos manufacturer, were brought by workers who
were exposed in government-operated shipvards.

He said that his company, which bas filed for bankruptcy
because of the suits, would "voluntarily shoulder their fair
share of the burden for compensating workers injured by the
use of asbestos products.” However, be insisted that the
federa) government, which bears a “'substantial responsibil-
jty™ for the current and future asbestos cases, “must now
come forward and accept jts fair share as well.”
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