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CHVIRONMENTAL LECISLATION U.K.

1 would refer to the enclosed copy of the recent Governmental
Act entitled - ’ ’ :

Health and Safety at Work etc. Act 1974
(effective 1 April 1975)

Your particular attention is drawn to Paragraph 6 (Pagcs S, 6 & 7)
Paragraph 15(2) Page 13 and Schedule 3 Paragraph 1(4) Page 95.

I would suggest that as this Act.could affect a number of J-M
products and matertals imported imto the U.K. that this should be
urgently drawn to the attention of all divisions.

Previminary Interpiciaiion of part of Paragraph 6 indicates chat
all substancas or products of/or containing hazardous materials
must be so indicated by the importer/seller to the ultimate
purchaser/user, to enable the latter to take such action as may
be necessary to protect their personnel.

C e » St T ey -
Suggestions here from U.K. manufacturers of asbestos-containing
waterials are that all cheir literature and/or invoices will
carry indications that their use may under certain conditions have
to conform to the Asbestos Regulations 1969.

I also attach for information a copy of an internal memo by che
legal adviser to T & N sent to all their sulsidiaries in the U.K.
It is undersgopd that T & N have nol «» yer BeclLiea any precise
wording or £ t.

Also attache similar memo as sent out by Cape to their
subsiliarie

. ....‘i\ . L
Encs: Health & S:frty at Work ectc Act 1974
T & N Hemo
. .. Cape Memo
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JAmong the adid;tianal duties Impused by the llcalth
and S.fety at Vorik ete. Act with offect from 1lst April 1975
$s that contaiied in fection & whereby manufacturcers and
supplicrs are requircu to make available to customers adegu=-
ate informatien to ensure that products will be safc and
without risk to health when properly used, Early action is
called for in this conncctaon an view of the need (o prepars
and possibly praint the warnangs and information required
coupled. with the fact that it is our intcntion to scek,
through the relevant trado associations, the adoption of
stundard prqcticos whoerever possible.

I/know that in some casos individual Unit Companics
havo already given consideration to tho action required under
Scction 6 and the purpose of this note is to brinp veu un=tae.
date with the wey in whi:zli Lhpse most closoly concernecd at
T&N veliove the problem should be tackled. At the same time,
thought has been given to the possible nced to label certain
products, the use of which might give rise to health risks.

Gonerally, these questions have bcen considered in
relation to asbestos and asbestos basod products and in tho
casc of Unit Companics whoso products give rise to different
hazards this circular is accompaniod by a separatc note.

Section 6

It 45 proposcd to secuimuwnu L0 tho Asbestos Inform-
ation Committee (AlIC), who are alroady considering tho whole
question, that tho asbestos industry should be advisced to
adopt a paragraph along tho following lincs (modificd oy
approprizto to tako account of the particular materials cone-
cor..cd in cach casc) tor inclusion in salcs litocratulv wid us
a postscript to Coxnditions of Sale. However, boforc the
proposal is put forward formally 1 should be grateful for
your comments so itiiat T&N's represcntatives on tho AIC can bo
cortain that Unit Company viows arc adoquately taken into
accounti- -

"Health and Safetv nt Work cte. Act 107h
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Theso provisions caanlble Lhe Secretary of State to
moke repulations requiring the labellras ol any suhwstance.
Yhade 2t 15 unlikely that this power will be exercascd on
the 1st April 14675, it is wnown that asbestos is high on
tho li1:2t of substances rerarded asn Jdongsierous in the workplace
Ly the Paclory lusnncctorate and accordingly asbesntos products
are thougnt lilkcely to be the subject of a labellan; oLiigatiovn
at a fairly earliy dawe.

The AIC bLelicves that it would be wise for the
ashestos industry to anticipate thc likely legaul requlrerent
by the introduction of a label at this stago in a form with
which it is itself satisficd in the beliof that this will
roduce significantly the risk of the imposition of a label by
logislativo action, )

It is suggosted that the label should tako the
following form:- .

WARNING

Avoid crcating dust.
Contains asbestos fibres
Dreathing asbestos dust

may cause serious
diseaso

TAKE CARE ¥YITH ASBESTOS

Similar wording already appcars onT%abLels in use
by asbostos fibice produccrs both within T&N and clsewhere
throughout tho world.

¥ill you plcasc lct me know your vicows with repard
to tho form of tho proposced label and to the recowccindatiein
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The above proposals have been preparod in conjunciion t
with:= . . ‘
. B. Lincolﬁ, Group Environmental Co~ordinator - r

M P, Niwy, Depuiy Cparrman, AIC
¥W.P. Howard, Seccrotary, AIC

Dr, H.C. Lewinsohn, Croup Mecdical Officer
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A recent Granada "World L Acison” pronramme challenfged the valadaty
of the "2 fivre” staddar?t aaconinted with the Bratich Acbonton

Regulations, which govern cnndotionn an 77% asbestons factories, and
indeed all work of any e U b e TEPITE R . et e
Kingdet . ik penera oo £ the e war extreomois meoleading,
and Jb o3 s well o to e
.Tho Standard recammendia far gy - by 11N Tacoacy Inspertorate 1n
opplyins the 1904 Acbesron Resulntions s dargely biised nnoa repoart

of the Braitish Oceupatianal Hypvene Sacaety on Hypgiene Standards for
chrysotile asbLesto:r du~t, The BOHS based thear findings on the heal'h
of a group of 290 male asbestos textile workers at TBA in ﬁuchdule ny
30th June 1966, all of whom had been employed an "schedulrd arecss® at
TBA for over 10 ycars since lst January 1533. The cumulaLive ast.rstne

dust Jevels at various processes were then rclated to the medical

history of the groups of workers who haag becen employed in them,

The TV programme gave the impression that the BOHS sub-committee baserd
-

their findines on A sty o L3 L-1ays ol these workers. In fact they
discurded the x-rays and based their findings on the earliest ulinical
symptomns of disease. If x-rays had been used to determine the standard,

it would have been less stringent,

What is relevant is the fact that in those areas of the TDBA factory
where we know the asbestos dust concentrations to have been about 2
fibres/ml (i.e. about the level of the standard),’tor many years,there

has ﬁcen no abnormal merdical history.

Actually the BONS did not produce a "2 fibre" standard at all. What
they did was to produce a 100 fibre yecar standard. This can be exprossed
in various ways, e./r. to ron » lﬁ risk“of ineurring thc carlicat
clinical signs of asbLestosis,
at a concentration of 2 f/ml a man nas to work for 50 ycars
=2 x SO = 100 fibre yecars/ml
o concentration of 4 f/ml a man has to wvork for 25 years

4 x 25 = 100 fibre ycars/mi

!

concentration of 10 f/wl o wman has 1o work rer 1D years

10 x 10 = 100 faibre years /e




eEpontice Lo paceond U5 yene sy beratse of tho abhongbng TTTtern ol wink,
o6 it thao 2 £/mb atandavd has for the vast majurity of workers a :

large Vulie-1n margin of salcety.

Thore wore many other poinls which thoe programme did not Lring out. For
oxample, of the 290 wmen an the cohort only 52 had had cumulotive
exposurcs of less than 100 fibre ycnrs/ml. and maome of the lonfer servim
men haud had cumulalive exposuies of nearly 500 fibre years/ml. It would
not be unexpected for some of the men in the exposure catogories which
far cxcceded what ultimatcly was arccpted as the "standard”, to devalop
asbestosis and i}s associnted diseasrs. In those catcjories where the
cumulative exposure has remained up to the standard, the health record
remains good, Until 1968 when the DOHS Standard was published there was
no recornised biological standard for asbestos. To criticise such a
recently introduced attempt to improve working condltions throughout al!

of British industry is not possible hecausc of the obvious lack of data

which ¢on be collected to verify or refute it since it came into genera:
use in 1970, ,

The 7 lung cancer deaths in the cohort do not indicate an excess of
observed deaths compared to the number which would have been expectrd §-
a sample of the general population having the eamc numbei of wen an 2t
with ihc same agc distribution. 1t was not stated on the programme that
all 7 men were cigarctte smokers, and cigarette smoking is known to

increase the incidence of lung cancer in heavily exposed asbestos orke*

Mortality studies published relating to TBA indicate that as dust conts
has improved sipce 1933 (when the Asbestos Industry Rcgulations, 1931,
took éfrect), the incidence of asbestosis has rapidly declined and lung
cancer now occurs at a rate no greater than is found in the general
.population, The risk of anyone working in 1&N factorics (wherc the NOHS
Standard is adhcred tou) getting lung cancer, is probably ne grceater than
that for the general population,

Three other points warrant comment. First, there is no danger whatever
to the wives and families of TAN workers as a result of working to
today's standards,. The cases to which Dr Selikoff referrod on tolcvtsiqn
were Iin a factory where dust levels were probably in hundreds of fibres,
not In the single fiprures to whitch we hinve heen operating. So the duat
on their clothing wonld have oxpemed relativea, when they ot home, to
dangerous levols of dust, Thia ecannotl happen fn the 11,K, todayv hecanue

workei's are Dol exposed 1o massave roncentrations of dust ot vk o0
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cAhe mecond point i that viewers way have formed the jmproession that
" 500 of the asbLestos warkers in the 295 cohor! nhowrd x-ray changen

cwhich, according o br Lewviniohn of THA, connote asbeatosis, Fhreactunt:
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. “4nctdence nf~chnnnc; Lbn~rs?wntvwr4+-**.uaDJFH&N Dr Lewinsohn is nt

pains to point out thet noet all the changes which he has seen are tho-se
of astbestnsi< and that he has eclassified a wide range of changes of
ajmiinr appearance under a broad descriptive heading. Many of the change
are only of slight derree »nd may have netlning to do with the effecta of
ashestos cxpasure. Dr lewinsohn has always maintained that as no attempt
has bLeen miade to relate these changes to cumulative dust cxposurc
histories or to the clinical features of the population concerned, no
conclusions can Le drawn with repard to the BOHS Standard ond thews
x-ray faindings. Tt 1: unfortunat. that Dr f~likoff has

steadfastly refysed to aceept this explanation.

"The diagram in the TV film which showed millious of fibres being

brecathed in during a normal 8 hour day did not make the point that mnst

of what is breathed in is also breathed out.

Finally, the very dusty conditions shown at the beginning of the
programme were not filmed at TBA at all. They werc simulated conditions,
using bags of flour mixed with cement dust, and bear no relation
whatever to dust levels in the Rochdale factory.




