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Considersble time was spent on discueging the pra's and conira's
of labelling, ’
Opinions on the dusgirabilily of sturting al this moment; a volun~
tary labelling sciieme differed \(n‘dely {from one country to the
othes, but therg wgs geharal agresment on the necessity to
‘prapare a lavel in order not to be taken by surprige later an,

Ag for thetype of 1zbel and ji1s wording, 81A/London would

circulzte 3 qvestioﬁnaire among EAC members asking them to

glve their couniries views on the: ronowmg points @

1. Should the label refer to the fact ihat the produst contains
asbestos ?

2. Should it contain the words "'C ‘\UT‘IO\’" or "WARNINC" ?

3. Should the label refer to the nature of the danger 7
(creatton of dust - inhaliny dust).

5. Shauld thers be a mention of "HEALTH HAZARDS' 7
§. Should the label contzin a lego and il 3o, which one 7

1t was [elt that the EAC ehould axree.on and proposs & "mipimum
ata~£/emam" for the label, 10 which indivicual countries eould add
x‘\u-ther informstion according to nationd requirements,
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Various members reported on the presant situation or future actio:
in their countyy oz regards labelling. .
Most partigipants were in favour of &4n action in varioua stages,
the switching over from one stage to 2 further less favourable
one, depending on outside p‘ressure ! -
15t siase : health and safety rocomn‘undaﬁcnz inciluded
in a lexllet together with recommendations f{or haadling,
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7.5, Many of the participants were of the cpirllibn thatl it was advizable

1.6,

7.17.

7 c 8-0

industry within the EEC ehould agree on and start using one and

‘In those countries where it was.felt it was still too eurly ;lc sturt

‘should not yet be labelled, as thiz would put the éomin'emai,indust J;“'

siacking ete,,. of the product) zimilar to the Eternit leaflei), g
2nd_stsge : label according to the French or U,K, medel, = &€
o A

but without the lego.
Ird steps : idem, with lego,

to adopt the U,K. label as such if the use of & label was unavoida-
ble, Reditcussing its wording covld bring along the risk of haviag
to include the word "cancer" in it. The fact that this label had

been fgund satizfactory lo the U.K, authoritivs was also seen &9 a ;
good argument for avoiding the EEC to press for a less favourable
one {such as the skull and eroza-hones uged for "toxic" subsldnces)‘,
It wag also believed that, in order to stany a chance for the EEC B
to é.ccept thé lego put forward by the 1nduairy, the whole asbestos

the same loge,

The EAC sacre*ary was asked o kewp contact with Mr. KEUGER
of UNICE on the —;aner.

valuntary labelling, in fear of a.-pazsiblc negative influence on saled
dteps ‘should be teken in ardar ta prepare. commerecial pnuple for
the idea,- making clear that in the absence of an indusiry's initiativ{
we could run the risk af being vaposeﬁ ihe "skull and cross-bones’ 3;,
symbol for our producss, It should also be pointed out to them™ iFs, '
the fact 1o agree on. 2 a:.nd of label did not mply the agreernent.

.

of siarting te use it right now.

Mr, van der REST agked U,K. members to do thelr utmust to
obtain that U,K. asbestos cortaining goods exparted to the continen

in a di{fjcult pasgitien,
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