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Di scussi on:

Compl i ance officers have been enforcing this standard to require that auto
lifts be |ocked in the fully upright position whenever an enpl oyee is under
the el evated vehicle. This has generated consi derable concern fromthe

i ndustry for several reasons, including the foll ow ng:

1) Many lifts are not equipped wwth | ocks and the cost of
retrofitting is significant.

2) Not all nechanics are tall enough to reach the work when the lift
is locked in the fully up position.

3) Industry history shows no accidents from catastrophic failure but
does show accidents fromvehicles falling off the lifts.

4) Lifts are equipped with orifices which limt descent to 20 feet
per m nute.

Al so, there has been di sagreenent as to whether the section actually
requires locking in the fully up position. The wordi ng can be read either
way.

Consi derabl e consultation with industry officials and the Autonotive Lift
Institute has resulted in the acquisition of information which indicates
that the ANSI Standard B153. 1-1990 was not intended to require lifts to be
| ocked in the fully up position only that they be manufactured with this
capability.
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In response to 7 specific questions sent to the Engineering Commttee,
Autonotive Lift Institute, it was stated that it was not until 1974 that a
construction standard for autonotive |ifts was adopted. They state, "The

| ocki ng device was intended as a passive feature." Locking at the fully
ext ended position was not recomended as a safety engineering

consi deration, but because they thought that height would be the one nost
i kely used by nost operators under the lift.

Further, ALI stated that it is not an operational requirenent that the lift
be | owered onto the | ocking device at each full-rise cycle. They went on to
state again that the device was intended to be a passive lift support.

ALl said that in 35 years of using 350,000 lifts there has been only one
known catastrophic failure. They enphasize that lifts are now equi pped with
an orifice restriction that limts the |lowering speed to 20 feet per

m nut e.

Concl usi on:

OAR 437-02-221 (38)(a-c) will not be interpreted to nean that autonotive
lifts nmust be locked in the fully upright position. However, when

the lift is equipped with a safety device it nust be used or sone

sort of external safety device such-as jack stands or manual | ock

| egs nmust be in place regardl ess of the height at which the lift

is stationed. These devices are primarily to prevent sudden short
drops. O her engineering features are in place in lifts made

after 1947, to prevent sudden full descent.

This section is scheduled for revision with Division 63 in the near future.
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