RJ Lee Group Comments
I am speaking in the time allotted to Dr. Richard Lee, Dr. Matt Sanchez
and myself, Dr. Bryan Bandli
We are all employees of RJ Lee Group, Monroeville, PA
Collectively we have more than 70 years experience in the development of methods for
asbestos analysis, and in the performance of analysis of samples for asbestos
RJ Lee Group (RJLG) has been recognized by EPA for the quality of their work and for the
contributions to the development of standard methods for the analysis of asbestos
RJ Lee Group (RJLG) scientists have published extensively in the peer reviewed literature
RJ Lee Group has extensive experience testing talc for asbestos
RJ Lee Group has worked with both defense and plaintiff lawyers
Both Drs. Bandli and Sanchez are currently working as defense experts in cosmetic talc
litigation

The Current Proposal Repeats Past
Mistakes
• Our experience dates to the Reserve Mining case when
TEM was first used to analyze samples for asbestos and
methods were still being defined
• The predicted outbreak of asbestos disease or
mesothelioma in Silver Bay, Duluth, and Minneapolis never
materialized

• Asbestos methods were in their infancy during this time
period
• Grouping a hazardous substance with one that does not
have similar toxicological properties prohibits the ability
to monitor harmful effects
• EMPs do not possess the same toxicity as asbestos

• Current analytical protocols designed to assess
occupational exposure in the workplace:
• These methods are not adequate for EMPs

• For MSHA and OSHA rules on the subject
• 30 CFR Parts 56, 57, and 71 - 2008
• 29 CFR Parts 1910 and 1926– OSHA 1992
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Lack of uniform policies and different interpretations of
regulatory rules and scientific results have resulted in
wide discrepancies in asbestos assessments and
recommended remedial actions in many areas
Asbestos counting rules often simply specify the size and
shape of “fibers,” i.e., aspect ratio > 3:1, > 5 µm length,
parallel sides
Overestimation of environmental asbestos levels and
exposure risk based on incorrect science will mistakenly
alarm the public and divert attention and financial
resources from more socially important endeavors
Underestimation of environmental asbestos levels and
exposure risk can result in failures to properly protect
the public health

• Zero is not an achievable detection limit
• Need to establish a threshold that is
protective and technically attainable

Can we find
zero?

• To measure as close to zero as possible
requires more advanced lab practices and
analytical techniques
• Using TEM alone requires extreme
extrapolation and caution interpreting
results

To accurately
identify EMPs
will require
paradigm shift
among labs

Lab, two different particles, both identified as
chrysotile, only one is

0° tilt – Anthophyllite [142]

6° tilt – Anthophyllite [142]

