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Excrpency Temporary Standard for Carcinogens

In respoase to a request frov the Office of Stimdards, OSHA, WIOSH
has reviewed the drait of the rropoged erergency standard for car=
cinorens., We support the need for the development of standards for
the control of the 14 chemical carciecogens listed in vour petition
as indicated in our letter of July 14, 1272, to Mr. Chalm Robddius,
Deputy Assistant Secretarv, recommendine that a usg per=it systewm
be utilized ag the meghanisn for control of worker exposure and
compliance undexr QSiA,

The anproach proposed in the OSiIA draft emerrvency standard £s 2 wortk
practice z2nd cot a use merafil standard., DJetailed work p’ac:ices

that wvill 2ffectively countrel exposure to 14 diffzrent compounds

nscd for zany purpeses and in different indusirial precessez ave
dealrable, but this goal will be <clificult Co meet with aay daaree

of succesa. Tor theae raaaons, the Institute stronply snoports the
developaent of a use psr=it syste=. It must ba recosnized that the
OSHLA proponsed emercency work practice standard would also be a datayraat
to the developient of a use verit standurd at a later dagta, A3

an example, the reguivtement for iastallatiom of ventilatiom cersiens,
tecoval of drinkin; fountains, washing facilitiles, huilding ol sepnarate
arcas to chanza clothinpy and environmental surveillance provrass

will eatabliah a precedent that will be difficult to overcome in
attermnting to chi.ce to a use percit standard wien the permanent
standard {s promulcated witiiin § mooths. The positicn of the Irnstitute
remains the sate as 2t was in July=e=that tho epnroach should be for

a usa pernit gystem standard,

In response to the draft submitted by OSLA for our censideration,

I would like to comment only on those major issues thot would taliate
to the recommendation of a use per=it ererzeancy teTperary s::nd<rd
but are included {u the proposcd woriz practice standard,

(1) Ve stronrly support the identifiicatica of carcinozenic
compounds as being these where the comnositicn af {leatified earcirouens
augt be 12 or more by welifhr for inclusion a3 2 carcinogen.
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(2) 7tThe scope and application of tha proposal is liunited to
"eanufactured, processed, used, repackaezed, or otherwise handled or
used in any =anaer wsich cay present 3 risk of exposure to exployees,”™
This wording would precludz the fdenti{fication of carcinogenic cocpeounds
for those emissionsg tchat are fenerated or synthesized as by=products
of a gspecific operarion, i.0., coke oven enissions, This should ba
chadged to includae by-product and other emissions.

&) The Inatitute sﬁpports tke reporting requirasents to beth
the Assistaont Secratary and to the Director of NHIOSU by industry of
chuae'wﬁtkars'exposgd to carcinogenic corpounds.

(4) The requirement for envirenmental surveillance does not seen
to be approprista. It is gquestiounsable whethsr effective analytical
tachniques are &vailable for all of the carcinogens amd the utilization
of such an extensive rmonitoring systeer wvould not bhe effaective, even if
analytical =ethodolocy wars available)dua to the delay between obtaining
sarples, enalysis and reporting of reaults)vhich would im effect
ragult in an unrealistic control procadure when sasmples gre taken
on a8 daily basis. ‘ _ :

(5) The Ins:i:ﬁte supports the require=sat that iadustsy submit
& plan for medfcal surveillonce to QSEA for spproval,

. ¥o recogunize that OSHA has nade the decision to go with an ezerseney

stimdard now and a permanent standard later. The ermerzency standard
should be 3 bricf and concise stateczent requiring protection of exposed
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workers. It should not have the specifics datailed regarding ventilarion,

conitoring of the alr, wire testiny and medical testing waich it aow
srecifies, These detalls should come from the user when he 2pplies
for a use permit as spalled out in thg permanent standard,

It i3 our balief that the =ost effactive control of exposure can

ba galned by the use parxit system and endorae again this approach.
By recommending a use permit systen for control of carcinogenic
cozpounds, tha Inatitute recomnizea thac OSHA will ba faced with tha
vernousibilicy fer the evaluation of uze varuits racaived in response

to the resulation, UNIOSH will lend any asaistance possible ia evalualting

such proposals wichin zhe limirad ressurces available co us, bwe
will, of course, be available for eontinuing consultacica 1f it is
determinad desirasle.

Marcus ¥, Kev, M.D.
Assisgtant Surgeon Gensral



50272:101 ' R — .

REPORT DOCUMENTATION [ 1- REPORT No. 2. | ! P
PAGE PB30-153784 j
4. Title and Subtile NIOSH Testimony on Emergency Temporary Standard for 5. Repori Date ’
Carcinogens by M. M. Key, April 18, 1973 73/04/18
8.
7. Author(s) NIOSH ‘ 8. Performing Organization Rept. No.
8. Performing Organizallon Name and Address NIOSH 710. Project/Tusk/Work Unit No.
11. Gontract [C]) or Grant(G) No.
<
@
12. Sponsoring Organization Name and Address i 13. Type of Repoit & Perlod Coverad
14,
15. Supplementary Not_na ) L -__i:~__:~.ty - 4 o !‘\ P . ﬁ ?’1‘ ar \35, ‘p»‘ B

e \

1. Abstract (Limit: 200 wordi)— In ‘this testimony\ the need for standards for the control of 14 chemical
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