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In an unusual move, the federal govern-
ment his agreed to chip in $5.7 million as
part of a &0 mullion secret settement of
consolidated suits by #45 Tyier, Texas, as-
bestos workers. )

Despita a gag order by U.S. district court
on all parties involved, informed sources
say that the workers, who sued the federal
government and several private companies
in 1974, were secretly offered a cash settle-
ment 1o September. The suits allege public
and private negligence that allowed workers
0 be exposed mnocently to cancer-causing
+ ashestos, specifically a type callad amosite,

The settlement, which aliows conclusion of
-the suits without speciffc biame being

placed with anyone, was sealed until at jeast
Thursday.

The Tyler workers sued the companies
that owned the plant since its opening in
1954 until it closed in 1972 as well as asbes-
tos suppliers. The delendants include Pitts.
burgh Corning Corp.. a company jointly
owned by PPG Industries Inc. and Corning
Glass Works that operated tbe Tyler plant
frorn 1962 until 1972, These three compaaies
:& pay workers about $.1 million, sources
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rtedly Agrees in Asbestos Suit

To Pay Portion of $20 Million Settlement

Other defendants include Union Asbestos
& Rubber Co., of Chicago, which will pay S1
million. The British holdiog comany of Cape
Industries Ltd. and lis subsidianes were
also sued and will pay $5.2 million. Cape
owns asbestos minng marketing concerns in
Alrica, London, and the U.S. sources said.
The {ederal government's share of the
settlement wotals $.7 million. The payout
was arrived at as the result of charpes of
withholding health information on workplace
conditions. ‘
Specifically, federal authotities were
charged with entenng wio a secret agree-
ment with the plast’s management 10 with-
bold from workers fincings of high asbestos
levels in the air. Sources samd that the
agreement was entered int by the Public
Health Service, which thought it wouldn't
otherwise be allowed right of entry to io-
spect the workplace in 1964 as part of a sur-
vey of 39 planis. However, another char
against the government was thal as the
plant was operaung under federal cotract
it fell within the ream of the Walsh-Healy
Act, which requires the government (o en-
sure that workers for a federal contractor
have a safe workplace. The plant made as
bestos lnsulanion to supply Navy vessels.
Sources said that some asbestos used at
the plant came fram federal stockpiles in
unmaried. sacks, Sources sald that federal
officials made depositions thal adnul to the
Government Services Administration's sale
of unmarked asbestos yup W two years ago,
asd said GSA still seils asbestos, although it

‘it properily labeled. .

The suits were brought alter Tyler work-
ers becaume concerned about unheajthy work
conditioas. Sources said that 25 deaths have
been directly attributed to the workplace
conditions, and that about 70 i 80 asbesto-
sis. or lung disease, cases have been docu-

‘| mented over the last few years, Also, up-

usually bigh numbers of a rare lung cancer
called mesothelioma has contnued to show
up among former plant workers, |

PPG Industnes declined corment on the
proposed settlement and other defendanis
weren't avaiable for cormment,

Although he declnea comment oa
whether a settlement had been reached, ane
auorney for numerous plunnlts saud that
the case’s outcome ‘“woa't be of preceden-
tial value elsewhere . . . it doesn't mean
government will necessanly be held

anywhere else.”
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rent foderal standard.

By Federal Agency

By GallL BuoNsON
Btasl Reporier of Tun WaLLETRESFT JOORNAL
Federal ressarchars are urging &
reducticn in the occupational .exposurs of
more than 250,000 workers tor asbestos, a
known carcinogen, to one-tenth of the cur-
Als CAD»

car producing or ineiting agents,
In an uppublished report, the National In-

.| stitute for Occupatiooal Safety and Health

recommends ‘that worksr exposure to alr-
borne asbestos be limited to 100,000 fibers
per cubic meter of alr in eight hours. In ad-
dition, the ressarchers want peak concenira.
tons.of exposurs limited to 300,000 fibers
par cubic meter of air based on 15-minute
sampiing periods.

Current federal standards limit asbustos
to two million fibers per cubic metar of alr.
This stapdard was promulgated by the Oc»
cupational Safety and Health Administration
in 1972, ot which time industry was given
four years to comply. Planls were required

The institute recommaendations in 1972 to
OSHA were well balow thoss actually car-
ried out. “Our 1972 recommaendalions wers
dasignad to protect workars trom asbestosts;
or chronic lung disasse,” zays Verne rose,
{nstitute director for criteria documaentation,
‘but not necessarily froma cancer. We are
now suggesting the least detectabls axpo-
sure level in the workplace. Ths reason is
that we don't knuw what could posatbly be a
saf

ctivity of as-
bestos,” says Dr. Joan F. Finklea, director
of the instituta, *“Therefore, amphasis should

‘| bm placed an prohibiting the occupational

use of asbestos (n other than completaly
closed operations, and o subaututing other
products whetever possible.”

The 1972 instituts recommaendations on
sabestos to OSHA wure based in part on the

Wall Stieel Josrnal

ble to establish o safe expo--
n

{ Drastic Cut in Asbestos Exposure Urged . "

for 250, 000 Workers

rnnrch of the British’ Occupational Ha
giens Society, which evaluated 200 workars
in an ashestors factory. Based ca that work,
the institute concluded that a two-million-f: |
bers limit would prevent ssbestoais, " *
However, when the British plant was res

the workars exposed for 10 vears to 1§ Years
had some kind of chest sbnormality, and the
rale of aboormalities incressed’ with the

posed to asbestos, says John Detnent, an ine
stitute {ndustrial hygisnist. A British study
* published this year showed that workers ax-
posed to asbastos from 1933 to 1230 had L8
times as much chance of contracting lung
cancer as the oxpectsd number of cancer

stapped up.
The tedaral court of appeals in Washing-
ton, D.C., directed OSHA to reccnsidsr those

dard possibly wasn't protactive ssough of
asbastos workars’ haalth and it decided to
reproposs the entire -standard, bayond the
court directive, says aa OBHA spokamman. 1

OSHA enlisted the sid of the Natienal In
stitute for Occupational Salety and Health in

mymmwmcmmm

year oo proposed revised standards betore
promulgating the final mule. s
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