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Response to Email Query No. 5, Raised: Monday 17th September 2012 

 
Query Details: 
 
During a survey would you sample Supalux ? and how often (if at all) have you found Supalux 
to contain asbestos ? 
 
Feedback: 
 
The query was sent out to all organisations on the circulation list plus was also sent to HSL and 
Jean Prentice. Details have been collated from those who responded.  
 
LIST of Comments received from Members with regards to this query. Each comment has come 
from a different laboratory. 
 

1) We do sample Supalux and similar AIB replacement materials during our surveys due to 
the potential risk that there may be contamination present. Also as Supalux can often be 
mistaken for AIB if there is no reference to it in a survey reports, it can be very useful to 
provide clients with a definitive result. 
Whilst it is extremely rare to find contaminated Supalux we have found some 
previously. This was located on external porch soffits to a row of 1970s houses in the 
North East. The material had the usual appearance of Supalux with a high Mica content 
but also contained low levels of Amosite. Each house that we surveyed on this street 
had the same material so it is likely it was all from the same batch. I have attached a 
couple of pictures taken through the stereo microscope of the material which show the 
Mica and the Amosite fibre which is clearly within the matrix of the material and not 
from a cross contamination from sampling. The Amosite is located centrally at the top of 
the sample. 
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2) I encourage our surveyors to sample Supalux in pre 90s constructed premises. I’ve had 
enough positive Supalux samples over the years in 70s and 80s constructed properties 
to warrant this sampling strategy. We wouldn’t sample every panel, but take ‘enough’ 
samples to demonstrate our knowledge that asbestos may be present in this material as 
a contaminant or other. Sometimes we would sample it at the request of the client in 
90s constructed premises as an exercise in negative sampling, i.e. contractor on site has 
stopped work because they believe the insulating board (in this case Supalux) could 
contain asbestos. 

 
3) VERY rarely sample it. Usually will take 1 sample on a survey and then use to Vis ID / 

cross reference for other occurrences. To my knowledge it has NEVER come back 
positive for asbestos though I am aware of the theoretical cases for cross-contamination 
of early batches in the manufacturing process. 

 
4) Supalux is a trade name of one type of asbestos replacement insulating board. There are 

many other visually similar insulating boards that asbestos surveyors refer to as Supalux, 
some of which contain asbestos. 
There are a couple of old stories as to why, one is that the machinery that used to make 
AIB was not properly cleaned before being turned over to make the real Supalux – I 
don’t know if this would account for all the asbestos containing so called Supalux found. 
Another is that one or more products, visually similar to Supalux were imported into the 
UK that had up to 20% Amosite intentionally added. 
I have found Amosite in varying quantities in Supalux type products over the years so 
would always sample this material unless I was sure it had been very recently installed. 
One particularly embarrassing case with a double skinned Supalux style beam encasing I 
sampled in a 1979 built warehouse – my sample came back non-asbestos and this is 
what I reported to the client. I then received a call that he had an asbestos removal 
contractor look at other ACM in the warehouse and the contractor told him the Supalux 
was AIB (he produced an analysis certificate to back this up. I returned to site and re-
sampled the outer and inner Supalux type skin, the outer one was asbestos free, the 
inner contained around 20% Amosite (far more than the cross contamination story 
would account for) – they were identical in appearance. 
Most surveyors don’t sample Supalux type materials at all, so the true extent of this 
ACM is not known. 

 
5) We treat Supalux as insulating board so sample methodology is pretty much as per 

HSG264 for insulating board. 
Unfortunately the way we record the data doesn’t let me query how often it is positive. 
Anecdotally though we do have occasional positives (mainly in retail environments). 

 
6) I sample it at least once (as a ‘positive negative’) then you’ve got at least one sample to 

refer back to and a sample to prove to the client that it is a NAD as sometimes they may 
not believe your opinion (i.e. without a sample) even though we are the professionals!! 
Plus you’re covering the fact that it can perhaps (but very rarely does) have azzy fibre in 
it.  
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And if there was a lot of it in numerous locations throughout a site then more than one 
sample to keep it representative sampling.  
Also, of course you may find that its covered dust or painted so its sampled as AIB but 
once you’ve taken a clean piece it will look like Supalux but I would still take it as a 
sample rather than just bin it as Supalux as we as the surveyors have thought it could 
perhaps be an ACM so therefore others would too and a sample is much better to have.  
As for finding azzy fibre in Supalux, no I haven’t. Only in a QC sample have I actually seen 
it, never as a find during a survey in 18years.  
I understood it that there was French manufactured AIB which also had mica in it so on 
first impressions looked like Supalux. But there is also the issue of manufacturing 
Supalux through machines which once produced AIB.  

 
7) We would sample Supalux as routine, not that we would expect to find any asbestos in 

it, although we have done once, and we think that this was due to it being near the 
changeover of AIB to Supalux, but we sample this so that the client can see that it is a 
none asbestos material and they do not think it has been missed off the survey. 
 

8) We have identified asbestos in Supalux but it is very rare. We tend to sample especially 
on small jobs. Larger jobs we sample a decent percentage. 
 

9) We always sample Supalux but have never found it to contain asbestos 
 

10) Yes, and never. Clearly Supalux needs to be sampled, if only to indicate it is not an ACM. 
A contractor will often query if not sampled, and many demand proof. Never, in 24 
years had a +ve Supalux sample. 
 

11) We have found Amosite in some samples mainly in areas which have to be fire proof 
(boiler houses, archive stores). We normally sample Supalux in our normal sampling 
regime 1 from each element in the building (columns, ceilings, beams and walls etc.).  

 
12) I have only usually analysed Supalux to ascertain if it is improperly being removed as 

Asbestalux which as we know happens. However the machinery used to produce the 
two materials was the same, vacuum presses, mixers autoclaves etc. and it is quite 
possible that the new asbestos free product was used to purge the old facilities, 
resulting in a changeover period of cross contamination. This certainly happened in 
other products. 

 
 
HSL Response: 
 
Supalux was meant to be an asbestos free alternative to Asbestolux and it was not intentionally 
added to the product. 
 
However, especially in the early production phase, it was manufactured alongside the 
asbestolux line. There were two such lines in the same building. A small amount of cross 
contamination may have been possible but this is likely to be extremely small in most Supalux 
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sheets. 
 
Jean Prentice Response: 
 
Asbestos-mica mixes were used in some productions of insulating board - Amosite is the more 
commonly found one but I have also seen boards containing a mica/Chrysotile mix. The 
problem comes when surveyors assume that all mica boards are "Supalux" which they were 
not. Cape made four different non-asbestos insulating boards. Supalux and Masterboard plus 2 
marine equivalents replacing Marinite, whose brand names I forget. So mica boards  
should be sampled and then the surveyor should look for colour differences in the matrix and 
sample boards of different hue - and not be dazzled by the mica shine - all that glitters is not 
asbestos free. 
 
Summary: 
 
The name/s assigned to these boards is typically Supalux however Supalux was the trade name 
and those boards which contain Mica will not always be Supalux boards. The summary has been 
given on the basis that in reality the information provide will probably relate to a mixture of 
Supalux and other Mica containing boards. 
 
It would appear that the sampling of Supalux (or Mica containing boards) is not consistent 
across the member organisations. Some organisations sample these boards using the 
same/standard sampling frequencies which they would adopt for any potential asbestos 
insulating board however others either sample at a much reduced frequency or don’t sample at 
all. 
 
Where Mica containing boards have been sampled it would appear that results have shown 
that on occasions these boards do contain asbestos. From the descriptions given it would 
appear that this is sometimes as a small amount or contaminant however in other instances it 
has been present in reasonable proportions. These difference could be as a result of some of 
the samples being from the Supalux boards which have been reported as having low levels of 
contamination due to their production alongside the Asbestolux boards. The other asbestos 
containing boards may well have not actually have been Supalux but instead an asbestos 
containing Mica board, where the asbestos was added intentionally.   
 
Although some organisations have reported that they have never found asbestos in any 
sampled Supalux/Mica boards this may well have been due to infrequent or reduced sampling 
strategies or indeed because it was actually the replacement ‘asbestos-free’ Supalux product. 
 
It is often a mis-conception that if a board glitters (i.e. contains Mica) it is Supalux and will 
invariably be asbestos free. As a result it will either not be sampled or may be sampled just to 
confirm the negative. The recognition and information received (including photographs) that 
asbestos was added with Mica to form insulating boards should result in boards which glitter 
being sampled in the same way and same frequency as any other suspect asbestos insulating 
board. 
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As Jean so aptly put it: 
 
“Do not be dazzled by the mica shine - all that glitters is not asbestos free.” 
 
 
 
Colette Willoughby 
27th September 2012 
 
 
 


