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£ diter .
el 1% O Shertill's one-sided
B 1 ctionalized crticle,
pestos. the saver of lives,
s desdly side” (Jan. 21),
: many ertors of fact
jpterpretation. The fol-
_, should help clarily a
of his more blatant omise
nd distortions, .
.n-.-ause of the long

a
", discase, Jthe discase
.o found today is not an
tion of present condis
B, but is insicad a result
S ondions existng deeadss

" medical profession, gove
nor the {ndustry
very much sbau the

o fess about the proper
ans for their control.
) The isolated incidents

erence and irresponsibility
ot indicative of the over.
« pduslry response 1o this
tem. Jn the past decade
me, {he msbestos menuface
Leise Indusiry has spert ap-

gmatcly $110-miiliea on
wst control and expects to
snd an sdditiona! $85-mil
over the rext few yrars
. schieve complzte complie
« with the final Departe
of Lebor standards,

£) o mention was made
sgtever’ of the highly re-
ed ead exteasive medical
aarch which has been spon-
=, -co-sponsared  or  co-
‘¢mated In by the industry
sgugh the years. and which
& contributed significantly
:out Lnowledge of the bio-
Sl effects of ssdestes. In
2, the Institute of Occupa-

=4l and Environmental
R3all, sponsored by the
Asbestos  Mining

& 3ciatien, Is cone of the
FwEs  largest nongoverne
*ataf sources of funds foe
Sstos.lcalth rescarch

.4 ) While Dr. 1rving J. Seli-
&3 has certainly made o
Z'mlle contribution to our
Wwledae of ashestos-related

X “ue, it is unfortunate that =

R Sherrill did not discuss
W% situation with any of the
hd top authorities tn the
« tince many of them do

believe that many of Dr.
. s recent frighiening

;g Sotinted medical data, -

/cw{é—rds of safcty
1

period of asbestos-re-

sl 8 time when neither .
h effccts of asbestes and -

o a3 proof of industry ine

are justiid by.

=* **(5) The Labér Decpartment

-

‘. . We belicve thst the above

decision to delay adodtivn of

the two-{iber standard f{or an
additional two years beyond
the two-year implementation
period recommended by the

* Nationzl Iastitute of Safety

and Hezlth and the Advisory
Commlttee was cpproved by
Dr. Marcus M. Key, D.Ircctor
o! NIOSH, prior to the pub-
lication of the standards.
Furthermore, Dr. Key is {n
tolal dissgrecement with Dr.
Selikoff’s prediction that half
,of all those entering the
asbestos indusiry withia the

- pext four ycars will die bes
. cause of the delay in going to

two fibers. ¢

facts demonstrate quite cleare
ly the incomplete and dis-
torted-manner in which Me.

- Sherrill presented the asbes-

tos-health situation in his
article,
MUTTHEW ML SwrTOoNIC,
Executive Secretary,
Asbestos Information

New Yerk
e, Sherrill repliess
Even If one is Lind enough

to accept Mr. Swelonic's fige
ures regarding the amount

* spent on dust control, the

$110-million comes to less
than 2 per cent of the value
of asbestos products sold in

the United States during the
past 10 years, according 10
the U. S. Burezu of Census.
Censidering the health dis-
aster that the, dust has
crested, 1 doa't call 8 2 per
‘ cent

whelming.
But before taking Mr, Swee

tonic's complaints 100 serious~ °

1y, one should bear in mind
that the Asbesios Information
Assoclation s funded by 19
of the nstion's largast miners,
manulscturers and imponers
of asbestos and ssbestcs-cone
taining products, and the as-
sociation pays Mr. Swetonic
to respond almost by rote.
For example, after a recent
wall Street Sournal article on
the hazards of asbostos, he
compliined, xaying it was
*incomplcte, erroneous, sen-
_sationalized and distorted.™
Mtr. Swretonic’s defense af-
senal &2 Yimiied 12 a fow s1and.
. atd Llundcrbusses.

Association -

outlay exactly overe’

" But when he {5 not ratiling

off Lhis non-speak as an in-
" dustry flack, he can be quite
‘sensible about the problem.
In my taped interview with
him, § asked, “In geacral, how
* does the industry feel sbout
pr. Sclikofl’s conclusions
relating to the herzrds of as-
. bestos? Did reply that
Sclikoff was all wet? No. That
Scllkofi’s mortality figures
. were cockeyed? No. Mr. Swe-
. tonic replied, “The health ex-
perience of these people [as.

bestos. workers] hag, you

. know, been a- terrible thing
_and Is obviously, you know,
‘quite bad, and.1 think that
when thts information first

-

started to come ot of Dr. .

SelikofT's laboratory it was
quite shocking to industry,
obviously so.”

1 further asked AMr, Swe-
° tonic if be thouvght the prob-
Jem was limited to asbestos

workers. “No,” be gaid, =T .

don't think 1 would go that
far. There have been fairly
substantial increases of asbes-

{os-releted  discases among .

manufacturing workers, espa-e
. clally textile workers [whose
‘work] bas beea notariously
.dusty, ¢ o
.  As.for the complaint that §
-do not quote enough doctors
who are sympathetic with the
asbestos industry, well, let's
* turn to ane of Johns-Manville
*Corp.'s top health consultants,
Dr. Gearpe . Wright, for

* further evidence of the indus.

Uy's slowness in soeeting the
problem. In the Americza Re-
‘view of Respiratory Disease,
*October, 138, Dr. Wright ac-
- knowledged that atthough as
carly as 1330 scientists
* “demonsirated that asbestos
posed & major threat to the
. health of workers in the as-
bestos textile trade™ and al-
though subsequent research
* linked the hazard to other
workers,

ssbestos in their occupation

have never come under & pro-

tective occupational hygiene
program.” *

This &s still true, and & &s

- the fault not only of the as-

= bhestos industry but, as 1 made

cear In my article, also the
fault of a letharpie, stupd
.ctlement ©f organized labor

and mast especislly of &
enlnstaces Tadnesl Suwrnswrrery

*subsiantial num-.
bers of persons exposed 10 -



