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WEAR AND BRUSHING TESTS OF ASBESTOS-CONTAINING CLOTH COAT

Tuscany Fabrics Company of New York imported several years ago a
large quantity of cloth containing 8 per cent chrysotile. This
material was used primarily for the manufacture of low cost coats
and jackets. The circumstances surrounding this situation have

been outlined in previous letters. Due to the wide publicity, both
in the newspapers and television, FDA requested HEW to evaluate the
potential release of fibers from these coats under accelerated wear
conditions, in simulated tests, carrying a baby, and in dry cleaning.

We have cooperated with Dr. Lewis Cralley of HEW, Cincinnati, in
performing these tests and actually have duplicated the tests per-
formed at Cincinnati. Preliminary results have been reported in the
following correspondence:

- 8

l. 8. Speil Memo for File dated June 21, 1971

S A g

"
.

2. A. F. Burns Memo fox File dated June 25, 1971
3. A. F. Burns Memo for File dated July 2, 1971
4, 8, Speil Memo for File dated July 7, 1971

The additional, results obtained to date do not change the conclusions
of my Memo for File of July 7. However, the high fiber counts obtained
by brushing a man's jacket made of a conventional fiber blend not con-
taining asbestos, but which was dry cleaned in the same clothes batch
with the asbestos-containing coat, may be a serious matter insofar as
FDA is concerned. In effect, the fiber counts were as high when
brushing a jacket cleaned with the coat as in brushing the asbestos-
containing coat itself.

This memg . willk summarize all data obtained to date, including
J-M fib Bts on pieces of the filters used in the HEW tests and
counted: Iz Any--subsequent data obtained on this program will
be repox§ sypplement to this memorandum.

5. eil
S5S/rs
Attachment

(distribution reverse side)
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WEAR AND BRUSHING TESTS OF ASBESTOS-CONTAINING CLOTH COAT

Tuscany Fabrics Company of New York imported several years ago a
large quantity of cloth containing 8 per cent chrysctile. This
material was used primarily for the manufacture of low cost coats

and jackets. The circumstances surrcunding this situation have

been ocutlined in previous letters. Due to the wide publicity, both
1n the newspapers and television, FDA requested HEW to evaluate the
potential release of fibers from these coats under accelerated wear
conditions, in simulated tests, carrying a baby, and in dry cleaning.

We have cooperated with Dr. Lewis Cralley of HEW, Cincinnati, in
performing these tests and actually have duplicated the tests per-
formed at Cincinnati. Preliminary results have been reported in the
following correspondence:

1. 8. Speil Memo for File dated June 21, 1971

2. A. F. Burns Memo for File dated June 25, 1971

3. A. F. Burns Memo for File dated July 2, 1971

4. S. Speil Memo for File dated July 7, 1971

The additiocnal results obtained to date do nct change the conclusions
of my Memo for File of July 7. However, the high fiber counts obtained
by brushing a man's jacket made of a conventional fiber blend not con-
taining asbestos, but which was dry cleaned in the same clothes batch
with the asbestos-containing coat, may be a serious matter insofar as
FDA is concerned. In effect, the fiber counts were as high when
brushing a jacket cleaned with the coat as in brushing the asbestos-
containing coat 1tself.

This memorandum will summarize all data obtained to date, including
J-M fiber counts on pieces of the filters used in the HEW tests and
counted by them.’ Any subsequent data obtained on this program will
be reported as d supplement to this memorandum.

S. eil
SS/rs

Attachment

{distribution reverse side)
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APPENDIX

ASBESTOS-CONTAINING CLOTH COAT TESTS
Fiber Count Summary

Tests Performed at Tests Performed
HEW, Cincinnati* at J-M, REC**
Fibers/cc Fibers/cc

Count by HEW Count by J-M
Personnal*** Personnel ***

WEAR TEST NO., 1

Background control oL £ 0.03 0.13¢%
Subject personal sampler
J0-minute average 1.8 1.0 0.29
60-minute average 2,3 1.15 0.22
General area samplers,
1/2 hr (3)
Area near coat rack 4) ND 0.41
Area away from coat rack( ND 0.27
General area samplers,
1 hr
Arsza near coat rack 2,1 0.€ 0.35
Area away from coat rack 1.4 0.6 0,18
BABY TEST NQ. L - 30 minutes
Background contreol ND 0.17
Subject personal sampler,
mother ND 0.27
Baby breathing zone 0.9 0.6 --(5)
Genecral area samplers
Area near ccat rack 0.5 > 0.5 0.15
Area away from coat rack 0.5 0.2 0.09
NOTES:
1. HEW values given to nearest tenth.
2. J-M values given to two places, but reliable only to first place.
3. Sampler parallel to 4-ft wall (refer to diagram attached).
4. Sampler parallel to 6-ft wall (refer to diagram attached).
5. Test no good; sampler cap not removed.

*Results reneived by phone from Bob Weidner, HEW. . .
**Results received from J-M report dated June 30, 1971. (Hindmarch to Speil

***These counts were madaz on the same 35 mm filter. Original counts were
made at HEW by HEW personnel. A small section of the filter was sent
to J-M for counting at REC by Ed Bulava, Industrial Hygienist,
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Tests Performed at Tests Performed
HEW, Cincinnati at J-M, REC
Fibers/cc Fibers/cc

Count by HEW Count by J-M

Personnel Personnel
WEAR TEST NO. 2
Background control
avg ot two samples 0.15 0.1 0.20
Subject personal sampler
30-minute average 1.4 0.6 0.88
60-minute average 1.8 0.7 0.65
General area samplers,
1/2 hr
Area near coat rack ND 0.54
Area away from coat rack ND 0.27
General area samplers,
1 hr
Area near ccat rack 1.1 0.9 0.40
Area away from coat rack 0.6 0.6 0.27
BABY TEST NO, 2 -~ 30 minutes
Background control ND 0.15
Subject personal sampler ND 0.14
Baby breathing zone 0.3 0.2 0.58
General area samplers
Area near coat rack 0.3 0.5 0.295)
Area away from coat rack 0.5 0.5 -
BRUSHING TEST
Background control ND 0.13
2-minunte test: (6)
Breathing zone of brusher 2.3 12.1 1.8
Adjacent to coat at (6)
brushing zone 11.3 6.4 4.1
General area samplers
Area near coat rack 2.3 2.4 6.3
Area away from coat rack 4.5

Note:
6. There is a possibility that these two filters were inadvertently
mislabeled when sent to REC.
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Tests Performed at Tests Performed
HEW, Cincinnati at J-M, REC
Fibers/cc Fibersscc

Count by HEW Count by J-M

Personnel Personnel
BRUSHING TEST
S5-minute test:
Breathing zone of brusher 3.6 1.9 2.5
Adjacent to ccat at
brushing zone 10.0 2.9 5.3
General area samplers
Area near coat rack 4,5 2.9 1.6
Area away from coat rack 0.8

DRY CLEANING

The dry cleaning test consisted of three separate operations--two
washings and one extraction with approximately four gallons of new
perchleorethylene used in each operation. Aligquot samples of the’
solvent were filtered after each operation with the following results.
New solvent 0
Solvent after first washing 1.6 x 106 fiber/cc of solvent
New solvent after second washing 1.1 x 106 fiker/cc of solvent

New solvent after extraction 1.1 x 108 fiber/cc of solvent

In addition, twe men's sport jackets and three pairs of trousers were
included in the wash batch with the asbestos-containing coat. A
brushing test was performed on cne of the jackets with the following
results.

BRUSHING TEST OF NON-ASBESTOS CONTAINING JACKET

2-minute whisk broom test:

Breathing zone of brusher 4.5 2.4 2.1
Adjacent to coat at
brushing zone 4.5 7.3 8.2

General area samplers
Area near coat rack 4.5 4.8 3.6
Area away from coat rack 1.8
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Tests Performed at

HEW, Cincinnati

Fibers/cc

Count by HEW Count by J-M
Personnel Personnel

BRUSHING TEST OF NON-ASBESTOS CONTAINING JACKET

5-minute whisk broom test:

Breathing zone of brusher

Adjacent to coat at
brushing zone

General area samplers
Area neary coat rack
Area away from coat rack

REPETITION OF ORIGINAL TESTS ON COAT

1.9

AFTER DRY CLEANING

WEAR TEST NO. 1

Subject personal sampler
30-minute average
60-minute average

General area samplers,
L hr
Area near coat rack
Area away from coat rack

BABY TEST NO, 1 - 30 minutes

Baby breathing zone
General area samplers

Area near coat rack
Area away from coat rack

BRUSHING TEST:

o C
.
~J

oo
W W

Tests Performec
at J-M, REC
Fibers/cc

J-M results
to be reporte

at later date

At HEW, this was performed immediately after the baby test rather

than at the conclusion of all testing as previously,

was performed at conclusion of all tests.

At J-M, it
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BRUSHING TEST

2-minute test:

Breathing zone of brusher

Adjacent to coat at
brushing zcne

General area sampler
Area near coat rack
Area away from coat rack

S-minute test:

Breathing zone of brusher

Adjacent to coat at
brushing zone

General area samplexr
Area near coat rack
Area away from coat rack

WEAR TEST NO. 2

Subject personal sampler
30-minute average
60-minute average

General area samplers,

1 hr
Area near ccat rack
Area away from coat rack

BABY TEST NO. 2 - 30 minutes

Tests Performed at
HEW, Cincinnati
Fibers/cc

Count by HEW Count by J-M

Baby breathing zone

General area samplers
Area near coat rack
Area away from coat rack

Personnel Personnel
4,5 2.4
6.8 7.3
2.3 4.8
3.6 1.0
3.6 4.8
1.8 2,9
1.2 0.3
1.4 0.3
0.6 0.6
1.0 0.4
0.5 0.8
0.3 0.2
0.8 0.2

Tests Performed
at J-M, REC
FPibers/cc

J-M results
to be reported

at later date.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHAMBER FOR COAT WEAR TESTS
4 ¥ 6 % 8-FT HIGH

v
- o T Coat hanger. Hook
) %_C::ﬁa ' __}, used-~-5 ft high in
AT — | T direction indicated.
] ﬁ'
!
A K
R 15 x 15-in.
. sight windows
b approx 4-ft
high
13
la-ino —
high chai£§
off
A
u
Sample holdersg < Doox >
for Casella. A
General area
samplers 1.7 Antechamber
liters/minute;
3.5-£t high
pointed in direc~
tion indicated.
« _ booxr . - i
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federal health and  environmenta!
officials have been notificd that more
than 100,000 women's coats cantamn-
ing 7.6 per cent ashestor fibers have
bheen marketed in this country, but
since they were apprsed of thas silia-
tion on Apal 16, no action has beog
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taken to heail the rwanufaciure ond
sale of the hazardous garments
A letler was sent 10 M3, Virginia

Knaver, Spenial Asastent 1o the Prosi
dent for Consumer Afiatrs, with copies
going to U S Surnpeon Geneoal Jesse
L. Stemfeld, AV D, and Envarenmentel
Protection Acminmtration chief Wil-
liatn D, Ruckeishaus, by the head of
Lab tests on coat show brishing
raiscs ashestos levels in the 2ir to 10,
060 times the normal condentration.

the Uepartment of Caviionmental
Medicine at the City Umversity of
New Yoik’s Mount Sinai School of
Medicing, Irving J. Selikofr, M D,

"The Nanan’s Hesbbh” nueisd the
[eod and Drug Admimrsiration on May
25 as to whal action is being taken by
the agency, and was told that studies
of the situation are heing contem-
plated. The FDA spokesinan added
that the agency has no rmore informa-
lion on the coats than Dr. Selikoff
docs.

In the lctters, Dr. Selikoff noted
that “Health hazards associated with
exposure to asbestos have become of
increasing concern, especially because
of the serigys cancer-causing poten-
tal ., |, The manufacture, distribution,
and use of this product have tmportant
health wnplicauons for workers, con-
sumers, and perhaps the community
at large. We are calting this to your
attealion so that apprapriate  steps
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may he tahea to protect the pubhe”

The sovere harards o occupational
exposure to achestas have nrg been
Lnown~—in a gioun of ashestos worlke-
ars, one m ien deaths hae bhien tiom
ashiestosis, ane i five trom tung
canger, ".l‘l(l one i ten fmrn masu-
thetioma Mesothelionia, a cancer of

“the hrung o the chest or abhdomen,

15 su rare an the penecel popelation
that perhaps as few as one in 10,000

In recent years, residents of asbestos
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deaths rosult from o, Dr. Selihoff said. E. s
Cf greater relevance to the present -
. *
sittation are the numcrous reports ;.
that low cnvironmental exposure to i"-"?" =
asbestos may produce senaus discase. PN i
R -

mining areas and people living ar
working near the manufactsie or use
of asbestos products have develuped
masothehoma.

Dr. Selikoff alsa natified tiencch
Mendelsund, a Vice President of the
International Ladies Garment Workers
Union, wlio subsequently said that an
arder has gone out to umon members
not to cut or sew cloth conlaming
asheslos, Mr, Mendeisurd also sard
that the unicn will demand that Con-
gress ban asbestos and other dangerows
substances in clothing,

Current lakeliing iaws wrequire that
a manufacturer hist the contents of a
fabric i cach of the conslituent
materials makes up five per cent of it.
Consumers can protect themselves by
refusing to buy products containing
asbestos, but in view of the fact that
asbestos s dangerous in any amount,
Mr. Mendelsend  added, “We  are
looking toward the change of that
provision of the faw as far as asbestos
is concerned—its presence indicated
regardless of the amount .,

“Ashuutns porticles, so sunute that
l(_‘ﬁ:\ ()r nn“n‘nrus (\{ l'\"nl \\':)uid fll L4 Y)Y
the hexd of & pin, setthe o e Tungs
whien inhaled and cemam there, They

V' 3
et v;;-’;"“,'r/:n‘:» VAN TN
Chrysctile Adbestos fibers found in
coat, magniticd 20,0€0 times through
an eleciron microscope.

STANA

do not dissohe, They may
lung cancer, resprratory nsuiiiciz.ey,
and other major adlments,” Dr. Seivhofi
stated.

Tatlsd

He went on o say that brushing
or rubbing a coat of this materiod
produced asbostos levels in the zir
10,000 times the normal corcentianion.
“t would not want a woman to hald a
baby against a ddoth of this type,” ke
said.

He added that the asbedtes was a
prester danger to workers honding
the matenel than 10 consuinets wear-
in;{ it, Esee \\‘/!\':n solet whit omnesa
of the matena! should do, 1o Sehiol
sand, i you have that coat. boey !
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Dear Dr. MceGrath:

The folYowing cxpresses the opinion of the group ol
seiontists assembled by you on July 8, 1971, to consider the possible
hazard-to the public poscd by manufacture, sale, and use of coats
containing a blend of wool, synthetic and ashestos yarn or-‘thread.
ghe asbestos used was the variety known as chrysotile, and comprised
8% of the coat's fabric. - :

It is possible fox asbestos fibers to be dislodgea
fyxom this cloth by physical handling. Such air-bornc fibers could
be of respirable size and thus gain access to the lungs of those
using the coals, as well as thosec ncarby. With this in mind, the
National Institute of Occupational Safety and Health carried out
quantitative tests of release of asbestos fiber during wear, brushing,
dry clecaning, and physical contact of the skin with the fapric of
{hese coats. The tests were deliberately designed to be many orders
of magnitude more severe in terms of applying energy to the garnents
Ahan would be expected in ordinary usage by the public, For ewample,
‘the coats were taken off, thrown across a chair or hung/up and then
put on again approximately 125 times in one hour in a room only
4'%6'x8' in size. Nol only was more chergy than ustal applied to
the coats, but a build up of ajr-borne fibers was encouraged.'
Brushing of the coats was vigorous and carried out for two to five
minutes continously 'in each study. : - JE .

) phe data obtained during these tests are available to
you and will not be repeated here. Under conditions far more seveze
“than would-cccur in normal use, the fiber concentrations werd nearly
all below the threshold limit values® currently sect fox occupaticnal
exposures. These define average concentrations oi airborne asbestos

*

* % 1970 Interim TLV prepos2d by the ACGILY for’ asbestos: .
’ 5 fikers Croater than o oadeross long sew millidines. ..
A concentraticnd of morc than 3 fibors, not to crczed
10, may be peraitted for up to 15 minute poriods cach
hour up to 5 tines daily. L 3 :

. »
0 . .
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fibers in which it is anticipated that’ individuals can work for
imany ycars without undue risk. When we consider exposure o corn-
centrations of airboyne ashestos fiber as recorded by the NIOSIl
tests for-the relatively shoxt and intermittent periods customnary
~3n the noxmal utilization of coats, as contrasted with a working

< Jifetime at the TLV lévels, there appears to be a wide margin of

-

ot

.. safety.  The consensus 6f our group therefore, was that this single

¢pisode of manufacture and sale of ashestos-containing garments diad
not constitute an “imminent hazard" as defined by the Food and Drug
rdministratioh, and that a recommendation to recover all the garments
fArxon the individual purchascrs was not warranted. .

. Oux. group does belicve that this cpisode of using asbestos
—in guriments for the gencral public should never bo permitted again.
yhexe are strong reasons supporting this attitude. We are avare
that there is a bachkground of asbestos fibers of respirable size in
the ambient ajr, to which individuals are cxposed From birth to deatil.
Ashestos fibers in various guantitics are demonstrable in the lunas
©of pearldy all adults; those who have worked in "asbestos-using occu-
pations” ‘have many times more than thosce who have not been thus )
‘employed.  In most adults therefore, thero is,a tissue pool of fibers
to viich the backyround in the ambient air continuously coniributes,
While this background of fiber originates and is sustained in pari
fyonm weathering of rock and so0i) concaining ashestos, it is con-
tributed to, in scme measure, by the precduction, wanufacture, and use
of. a§bestos products. The nmajority of these products wmake a unigue
and inportant coatributien to the safety and welfare of the public,
and in this sense justify their role in contributing to a low back-
ground of ambient air asbestos fibers. There is no clearcut evidence,
with respect: to chrvsotile, that retention of ashestos fiber in the
lungs of those not cccupationally exposcd is associated wiih an-excess
~of those lung abnormalities known to be related occupationally to
asbestos. Nevertheless, it does not appear prudent to us to counten-
ance an aqdition of ashestos fiber to the air of the public when the
product involved represents a totally inappropriate use, of asbestos
flbcr! one in vhich none of the special properties of the fiber than
cont;xbute to the welfare of the public are utilized.

- WE Strongly recommend ‘that a mechanism be developed to forbid -
“i1e Use of ashestos yarn in garments manufactured for wear by the
gencral public., Moreover, to the degree that it is feasible, we re=-
.commend removal of unsold-coats and unused asbostos containing fabric
which might be used in coats of this kind, from the market place.

. . . * * l’—ﬁ‘. - . . - -
. : o - Respectiully submltt»;,.«qwm-
. . ' ) T AR e T, A \_f’ [ -
o - : . .+ W. Clark Coober, M.D. -
. - . . v , Lewis Cralley, Ph.D,
. : . L " Beniardn G, Forris, MUD.
T e A * Paul Cress, M.D.

I ‘ . L . George W. tricht, M.D.{Chair:s

.
’ . -



JOIND - RVILLE CONPORNELON

EDITORIAL REQUEST

. : , //’ PDATE:__June 21 e
C‘ALLER: Irene Horoshalk ,/// M i
{ -
PURLICATION: MEDICAL WORLD NEWS BHONE NO: _ (312) lliduay 3= 56k

WANTED TO KNOW:

She had read the stery on "asbestos in woren's coats" in THD NATION'S HIALTH
and wanted to do an article for MEDICAL VORLD NEVWS on the problem, She saild
she had already talked to Dr. Selikoff and he recommended that she call J-H
for an industry viewpoint..

DISPOSITION OF REQUEST:

I gave Mrs. Horoshak basically the same information, and in the sare manner, as
I gave to the writer from WNBC-TV. I told her about the customs battle: between
the domestic textile manufacturers and the importers, the manner in which J-li
became involved in the situwation. the decision by the Food & Drug Administretion
not to rely on Dr. Selikoff's figures but to conduct tests of their own, etce

I was careful to point out my sources of information in each case so that she
would not get the idea that I was giving her J-M's opinions or evaluations.

I further told her that J~M's only interest in the matten was because of the
health claims being made against the cocats. I explained that neither the fabric
nor the asbestos used in the manufacturing process were J=M produced or mined..
I told her that J=!l, being the largest asbestos miner in the free world, has

a general policy of investigating any alledged health hazards connected with
asbestos, even if the asbestos is not produced by us or if the. product undexr
attack is not manufactured by J-H.

She then asked if I kmew anything about a charge of deceptive labeling. Apparently
she had learned from someone {she did not say who) that the Federal Trade
Commission was considering a suit against Tuscany Fabrica for-not listing’ asbestos.
on the coat label as a constituent element in the garments (Rifkin called me on
Wednesday to say that he had been contacted by the FIC with the same complaint,
and he couldn't understand why)e. I told Mrs, Horoshak that, to the best of my
understanding, the coats were all properly labeled. I explained that I had been
told by the FIC that any element in a coat which constitutes more than 5 Yer cent
of the total volume of the coat must be on the label. Since the coats in question
contain around & per cent asbestos, it should be on the label., I further explained th
it was after reading the label that a couple of women called Dr. Selikoff to

ask him if the coats were dangerous., She told me' that he had told her that too,
which was why she was trying to find out more akout the deceptive labeling charge
because it didn't seem to make much sense to her either,

Because I had earlier in the day received from Sid Speil over the phone the first
results of Dre. Cralley's tests on the coat, I did not tell Mrs. Horoshak that we



iy

believed the results of the government testing program would show the coats
to be harmless. I told her instead that we would be interested in seeing the
test results when they were available. She did not ask me vhat J-M's position
would be if the tests proved positive.

Again, as with the writer from WHBC-TV, I tried to give Mrs. Horoshak the

impression (without saying so directly) that asbestos was belng used as a

bludgeon in the battle between the domestic textile manufacturers and the

importers, and that the health question, at least in their minds, was of a
secondary nature.

She told me that she was must grateful to me for giving her-a blow-by-blow
account of the entire controversy, and that it would make the writing of her
story that much easier.

Matthew M. Swetonic

CC: W, P.. Raines
Fo J.- SOlon,. Jr‘
H.. M. Jackson

N o Qenma

arg I R
Carl Thompson == J{ill & Knowlton
Jim Callaghan = Hill & Knowlton
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Asbestos Information Association/North America

201 East42nd Sireet
New York, N.Y. 10017
{212) 697-5600

June 18, 1971

TO: Board of Directors, AIA/NA
and
Administrative Sub-Committee, AIA/NA

cc: J-M Policy Committee
Dr. S. Speil
Dr. J. Leineweber
H, M. Jackson

C. L. Sheckle resfemsmm

Gentlemen:

Memos on the "asbestos in women's coats" controversy were
distributed to you on May 4 and on May 27. Recent develop-
ments in this matter reguire yet another updating.

As you recall from my May 27 memo, the original plans worked
Out witli the Federal Trade Comutission {(TIC) and Lhe Federal
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) were that Johns-Manville
would conduct normal wear tests for the government on the
coat obtained by J-M from Tuscany Fabrics Inc., (the importer
of the clecth). The testing procedures were to be decided
upon by the FDA in conjunction with Dr. Lewis Cralley of the
U. S. Public Health Service.

On June 2 we learned from Dr. Cralley that the FDA was con-
cerned that the results of the tests, if conducted by
Johns~Manville, might be considered suspect in some circles.

As a result, the FDA wanted Dr. Cralley to run the tests

rather than J-M, We were subsequently asked by the FDA to

give our c¢oat to Dr. Cralley for testing. In a telephone
conversation with officials of the FDA and the FTC on June 4,

I explained that J-M had received its coat from Tuscany Fabrics
on the basis that J~M would conduct its own tests, and that

as a result we felt obligated to honor this agreement and could
therefore not release our coat to the government. I offered

to contact Mr, Rifkin, the President of Tuscany Fabrics, for
the purpose of obtaining another coat for the government test-
ing program. This was arranged and a coat placed into the hands
of the FDA by Mr. Rifkin on June 7.

Sponsored by Certain-teed Products Corp, Fiintkote Co., GAF Corp , Johns-Manville Corp,
National Gypsum Co, Panacon Ceorp, Raybestos-Manhattan, tnc,, and Woodward Corp,
and operaling from Hill and Knowlion, Inc, Public Retalions Counsel
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Present plans are that when Dr. Cralley has received the coat
from the FDA, J-M's Dr. Sidney Speil will fly to Cincinnati

to observe in detail the testing procedures agreed upon by

the FDA and the Public Health Service, These procedures

will then be duplicated for the J-M testing program. We have
a general idea of most of the tests in the government program,
and it appears highly unlikely that the procedures they have
selected will demonstrate a significant release of resgpirable-
sized asbestos fibers from the coat.

It is important that the government and J-M tests be completed
as soon as possible and the results made public for the adverse
publicity being generated by this controversy in growing all
the time.

The June issue of THE NATION'S HEALTH, a publication of the
American Public Health Association (an organizaticn of 26,000
health professionals =-- doctors, nurses, hospital administrators,
etc. -—- of which approximately half are federal, state and city
employees), carried a front page story and an editcorial (both,
attached) on the controversy. THE NATION'S HEALTH attacked the
Federal Government for not acting quicker on the letters of
warning sent to variocus Federal agencies by Dr. Selikoff in
mid-April.

Newspaper stories based on THE NATION'S HEALTH article have

thus far appeared in THE NEW YORK TIMES, THE NEW YORK POST,

THE NEWARK STAR-LEDGER, THE WASHINGTON POST, THE WASHINGTON
SUNDAY STAR and THE DENVER POST. The AP also carried the story,
and if past experience with the coat controversy is any in-
dication, we can expect to receive a hundred or more clippings
on the subject from around the country over the next few weeks.
Attached are copies of the AP story, as printed in the NEWARK
STAR~LEDGER, and THE NEW YORK TIMES article, as reprinted in
THE DENVER POST.

On June 8, J-M was contacted by William Wilt, a writer for
WNBC-TV in New York, regarding a TV editorial on the coat
hazard that he was preparing for showing later in the week.
Bill Raines talked to him over the phone and I went up to NBC
to speak with him in person. As a result of our discussions
with Wilt, the planned editorial has been postponed at least
until after the government test results are available. A de-
tailed report on our contacts with Wilt is attached.
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Since the women's coat controversy first burst on the asbhestos-
health scene about six weg¢ks ago, it has grown into a major
problem for the industry. While none of the AIA/NA member
companigs, to the best of our knowledge, has any financial in-
terest in this matter, the fact that so innocuous a use of
asbestos is being questioned will, if unchecked, inevitably

lead to similar health gquestions being raised about other uses
cf the material, such as perhaps in fleoor tile, siding materials,
etc. We have seen what can happen along these lines in the case
of sprayed asbestos, where the possible relationship between
asbestos and disease does not strike so close to home as in the
case of these coats.

Should the test results on the coats prove positive, and the
FDA order a recall of all those garments already sold, the re-
sultant adverse publicity could be disasterous to our infor-
mational efforts, for it would in essence place the Federal
government on record as accepting the proposition that even
minute amounts of asbestos constitute a public health hazard.

In the past six weeks, we have seen more clips on the women's
coats controversy than we have seen on sprayed asbestos over the
past two years. This leads to the very real possibility that
the FDA or the FTC could be forced by public or media pressure
into taking a hard stand on the ccats, no matter what the test
results show, or even before the test results are available.

Unfortunately there is little more in this area that the AIA/NA
can do until the government test results are in ~- we have al-
ready established good working relationships with those peogple

in the FTC and the FDA who are investigating the situation ---
however, should the American public come to accept the proposition
that a certain coat in their closet is capable of giving them
cancer, then our job of convincing people that asbestos—containing
brake linings or roofing shingles are perfectly safe will be-

come all that much harder, if not impossible.

Additional reports on this developing situation will be dis-
tributed as required.

Very truly yours,
Ve .
/74;,#‘*

Matthew M., Swentonic
Coordinator,

Special Projects

ci=12
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More than 100,000 women now own coats winch contain gangerous aniounts
of asbestas fibers (see pege 7). The health hazard 15 cloar Yet, sin weohs after
the Special Assistant (o the Prezident for Consimer Atiairs, the Surgton General,
and the Director of the Environmental Frotecien Agency had been rotified by
an emment scientst of thes healur hazard, nothing had been done to inform the
public or siop the importation and use of the hazardous fabnc,

i a request for a reduced imporl duly on the 7.8 per cent asbestos fabric
hadt not been made (o the Cusioms Comrt anu the denicl of the request printed
in the pross, this health hazard might stfl be undaltocted.

The APHA urges acticn now to prevent future inportation or manufacture of
consumer products containng a<hestos, pubihic cducation on tie dangers to those
aove wearng the 100,006 manufacturad coats, removeal from the marko! of any
unsold garments, ard reimbursement by the manuiactirer 10 those wha haws
furchased tie unsale coals,

Most imporiantly, procedures for survediance and cooperetion Between govern-
ment agencies must be established, Private erlizeos should nat have to act for
the government and whon health hazards are discovered, the eppropriate federal
agency should be pieparcd to Guickly evaluate the evidence and act.



