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We know you would be interested in this brochure
regarding Johns-Manville's position on the asbestos
issue. It iIs called "The Ashcstos lssue: A Matter
of Princlple” which, by statement alone, explalns
Johns~Manviife's poslition.

They fsel the clalms by the media towards asbestos
health risks have not been accurato and that the
whaole nlory bas nol beon told. | feol that this
brochure is honest in Its objeclive approach in
telling Fhe whole slory., Johns-Manvilie, as well
a5 lInternational Fibers, is declermined o contlaue
to work with asbestos flber and insure in the best

wuay possiblo thalt the handling of asbLestos remalns
safe. .

Sincerely,

INTERNATIOMAL FIDERS, INC.
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appalled at zli\e anack that; has been made on: our mtegmy In- shor!,.the :

- asbestos issge has. for'us; become a matter of principle. We betieve that J-M c

has conduct«zd itself with*honor. We also believe that attention today should be.
on how thoseg suffenng from asbestos-related diseases can be- properly and ;

retey e

falrly compensated rather than on assess:.".g blame - fj‘ :

- For all of the above reasons we would hke you to read xhss document PR
which also appeared in our 1978 Annual Report to Shareholders and form
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mtervrewed about asbestos that she was not tnt

During 1978 the medta contrnued its sensattonalrzed coverage of the lawsurts
and government hearings'involving occupational heaith and asbestos-related -
drseases itis a credit to the officials of the Envirenmental Protection Agency. and
the Occupattonal Safety and Health Administration that they have maintained a.
rational gnd scholarly ‘approach to the asbestos srtuatron in the tace o( s0 many
exaggerated claams by the medta and platntlff lawyers KA

T
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Through?pt hrstory whenever there has been adversrty or tragedy. men have -
sought ‘scapegoat. And, even today, it appears that our legal system is more .-' .
concern d with finding a fault for every undesired happening than with provrdrng
fair and ceasonable compensatlon for the consequences of such happentngs

it is now:known that excessiva |nhatauon ot asbestos fiber can over a ponod ot
time, cause or contribute to occupational disease. Asbestos-related disease ™ -
does exist; thus, it is perhaps understandable that people would cast about for’
an “asbestos scapegoat.” What is inexcusable is the manner in which many
lawyers, the media, and even some in the "public interest” arena have sought to-
exploit the tragedy of asbestos-retated drsease through the repetmon af -
znaccuracres halt-truths and oxaggeratrons PR T ST

" The evrdence does not support the atlegatrons leveled at J- M and we want you.

our sharehotders, to know the tacts '.t als
- I) o ,.-'" POV A . A- - -

Statements on asbestos and heaith by the medra and some offrciats have

bcen mpccuratc, mcomptote, exaggorated and sensattonatrzcd

Att too famrirar are the tenczencres of the medta to caprtahze on and sensauonatu

tragedy- and the eagermess of some in the public eye to grab for quick and easy

headltnes Nowheare has this been more evident than in the treatment of asbestc

and health issues. While some of the untruths presented by the media'and -

* others may be from lack of facts, which in itself is inexcusable, far more often the

have resulted from a deliberate distortion in ths tace of tacts and out ot a very
apparent antr-busmess blas For examp!e . :
'y .
A reporter from a ieadrng New York dally newspaper statlng to a person bein¢
sted in facts--oniy'a story

-““

Televrs:on producers caretulty edrtmg answers ot J M otflcrals to contorm toe
appareqtly preconcetved story lme I Lo ? .
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. wilnessed which exhibit the phllosophy. agood story at any cost Al

_Public Heamjj Serwce.

%7 Hygienists, and these. fimits were accepted b:’ mf

dangers of cngareue smokmg m conjuncnon with' asbeslos exposure because'he
’ was only mterested xn a c ver—up story"

These examples are not flctton but merely a few of many instances we hav

The asbestos-related dlseases of today are a resuit of past’ htg oo
exposures whach were thought to be safe at the txme by the Umted States

a3 concernmg asbestos was only a fracuon of whatitis. today RS

' _. ,"".... t

.«oo..u..o‘ i
e PRI

conditions for employees Further thess levels we(e

by governme Lneauh officials and.the medscgi d
over 30 yearsy Knowledge subsequen[ly gaingd Iy
lobe mcomp!ete Thas is the simple fact. ml sensatmai
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. and epndemtology, '

: ,been avallable to. the u.sS. Publxc Health Serwvice in those early years. How el

partxcular vxctims of the_tncomplete know!edgetof;earher years.:.

Much of the prgsent asbestos litigation | anvozves nndavxdua!s who were
overexposed { ‘dust from industrial thermal msulatnon materials which’ contamed
small amoumﬁ‘of asbestos (usually less than.15 percent). Incidentally, many of-
these personsiworked in environments controlled by the government-and -,
used products which were delivered to government specifications. Scientists
and physxcuanf studied these workers and repeatedly-concluded that their
occupational qxposures 10 asbestos were consistently below the "safe leve
recommende by the United States Public Health Service. In fact, in 1946 g
eminent scsen¥sts employed by the United States Navy studied several -
shipyards and| diconcluded that insulation work was.“not a dangerous oocupauon
—-a finding whlch went uncnuc:zed and uncnallenged in Amencan med;cai
literature for atmost 20 years ; Ve me -

It was not unul 1954 mat the pamcular nsk jle] this calegory of worker was clear!y
identified by Dr lrvmg J. Sellkoff of Mt Smau Hosp;tal in New York Cny i

We are asked why earher knowledge generated from studxes of mine, mm and
factory sxtuauons where workers had been exposed to 100 percent asbestos: '
fiber did not !qad to earlier knowledge of a possible hazard {0 those exposed to ;
:ndusmaLmsu{auon products, The completely dttfe:ent work environments and '+

- @xperiences vgere thought by the medical commumty lo make any extrapolatxon

from one groyp to another mvaud Dr Selako!t h»mself mdtcaxed 1hls very clearly
and concisel ,ln 1970 slatmg ; : Qe

“inthe asbestos mxmng and manufactunng lndustry. the nsk ot heavy exposure to
the occupauona! dusts had been recognized for some years. And this pnmary e
industry has understood the need to install ventilation systems and other dust..*..:
control devxces {o reduce the hazard. Experience had indicated that reduction g,

of dust levels and exposures could result in greatly improved health experience | '
among asbestos factory workers. But the extrapolation-of that experience to - __._;.; S
anolher classification of workers—spacifically those who fabricate and install |,
insulating matenals—-was amore, so hnsucated task Ior chnlcai medtcme

B

How dttferént things might have been: had mbdem ‘methods of med:cai research




ofdy .~ causes the ‘shallow thinker to engage in hindsight and raise questions about.

e Perhapslrt is partly the frustratlon of how different thmgs might have been thatir

standards ot conduct

Untortun tety such an exerc:se contrad:cts the facts.

J-M has acted responsﬂaly to drscover the cause of and eltmmate

. occupatronat dtsease among asbestos workers. e Cag

Media retpresentatwes and some elected ott” crats have consrstentty tgnored "
J-M's tntensrve efforts to solve asbestos health problems and, in-fact, have .

. untruthiully portrayed those elforts. Whether such untruths have besn det:berate‘

. we teavgto reasonable men tojudge. But,itis clear that J-M's actsons have been
o approprrfte and proper. Some examples ot actron taken by J-M: -

Initiation in-1930 ot the trrst Amerrcan medtcal studres of possrbte health hazarc
from asbestos ' This was in response to information that the heavy and constant -
asbestos axposures in the textile mills of England might be hazardous. These

. sludies preceded by years any rndependent actton by the Umted States Pubhc
Health Servrce or any medrcat organtzauo . . -

- :r .'; : . O .
Organlzatron in the 1930's of mdustry support tor extended research at the -
Saranac’ Laboratorres ot the Trudeau Foundatton a Ieadmg pulmonary dtsease
. researchrfacrhty vt A
- Voluntary adoption and adherence lo the recommended exposure Irmrts ot the
: ---Umted States Pubtrc Health Servrce B fj': PR I :
: ?- ,- -.-.'~. ‘.. A v ’

RN Physrc examrnatlon prog rams avartable tor emptoyees contmually since the
k 1930 S leadrng research efforts m the earty detectton of drsease - -

o tnformatton prepared and drstnbuted smce the 1930 3 to rnform . T
e emptoyees of the work praclices and protecnons necessary to eitmtnate the _'

- hazards recogmzed at the trme. ,.' .
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Hundreds of engmeerrng pro;ects and mrllrons ot dottars spent tor dust conud,
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. The trrst to] place warntrg Iabets on asbestos tnsutauon products in 1964‘; 5 ,'
“in response to the new evidence that dust from such products mrght create ey

g a hazard is 0 people workmg wrth the products s
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Cooperatlve programs wuh lndustrv
mrormalLon about asbestos and, health and [0} contmue research

B - Adopt (}
I :‘-;'{,1 ‘ expose o asbestos
) Amenca lndustryf

Cris DRI “\, -
The histaric concem ot Johns Manwlle for its’ ampioyeeslxs exemplmed by
.a 1934 s atement stauag that il was underlakmg mvesuganons :o obtacn Xhe_

assumtng it cs economzoaﬂy and techmcaﬂy possibleto ‘do so. ‘When zechnoloé;)
. is not available, ‘or ‘whenit is not feasible economically-from a compatitive .

standpomt to make:thesg mstallauons we.will electto’ discontinue'a parucular e
: .operauo ‘rather than’ knowxngty endanger the' health or life expectancy ‘ofa

- sirigle e({ployee e ey R
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ommttmenl 10 the re;otutzon ol a;behlos-relalea Oooupauon 1 OSEIS
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mmcnt have xgnored t
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: CIgarette "smoking and lung cancer,

-"dxseases Iy ashestas workers
v-,z,)".n

t nt'wery: not for cigarette smokmg,

Y
‘occupational disease, ‘problem ame
fact haq\!been repeatedly confused by the medical com

§ be largq}y tgnored by the medla and government

Jn‘ i
tung cancer wouid ‘ot be:asic

"ashestos ) ‘workers.: This simple
munny and o
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- Qur knov(ledge of the relauonshlp of an mcreased mc;dence ‘of tung cancer o

. among aghestos. workers i$ of rather recent. wmage A few ‘cases of lung cancer.-:.

_among |r)1d|v1duals with? asbestosxs were reporled’ inthe lale’1930's'and the

; o -~ 1940's, but the researchers, were gareful to’ dlscla;m a'causal relatlonshnp, In.

LT ': ~1950's an] English ‘study strongly suggested an increased incidence of lung-

LA U .cancer ut, an industry-sponsored study.of the type recommended by the' o

. Amencan Medical Assaciation’ failed to disclose any such. :ncreased mmdence in

v -the North;Amencan warkers, studzed “This confirmed a-1956 publication:py E.ii;

~ % - -7 Cuyler Hammond, a noted scientist, Vice President of the American’ Cancer.
- Society a?;,d co-author.with Dr, Selikoff of many.of the leading: artscles on 'j'

asbestos»{elated dtseases. In: that.study Dr Hammond conctuded mat sufflcxent

[
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lt was not Until the mid, 1960 s {hat enough ev:dence became avallable to -
. show an increased incidence of lung cancer. among individuals who'smoked "

cngareues and who were. occupauonaliy exposed to asbestos.To this.day .
" scientists; dasagree as to'whether asbestos is causatly related o ang cancer or.”
- whether it acis only as a modifier for smoking-induced cancer, However, there i 1s
agreement in the medical communsty onthe’simple fact set forth earlier; but for:

s

clgareue 'smoking, lung cancer would not have been a s&gnmcant health S

memuonsgn journals are worded sa as lo mrmmxze lhe hazard Courageously
Rep. Millicent Fenwick of New" Jersey recognized- the cigarette connecuon and
mtroducefj legislauon to.provide a system of umform compensatxon for"--
ceece-related dicezace. Thiz bill called ugon the {ehaceo.companies 16 .om
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Percepthn often substitutes for fact and reality; untrums repeated often’and’;
T " loudly chome ‘accepted as reaiity.. The fact is that there simply is na credible
TN evndenceJ that J-M’ should have'known of particular health. hazards: assocnated
.‘f_'; ’ - with'asbeslos, at earher penods or time than when we ‘did, and there’i isno.,
" evndence,that UM, failed to ‘respond approprxately to medical knowledge of R
poss:bleﬁvazards as the information-became available, Faced with this.absence:
of damaging evxdence ‘centain irresponsible members of media, elected ofhcxals

- and lawyprs’ ignore | the facts, auegmg cover-up and conspiracy,and seek4o” R
- : “alter.the Qercepuon ‘of. J-M as.a respons:b!e corporation and empfoyer.,These
B f.- e aliegauogs areared hemng A tew examples reveal the sham of such allegauons;

T

{.'lt is'claimed that J:M* and others conspued in 1he 1930 s to prevent pubhcat«on o('
mformauon on asbestos health'issues. The fact is that the documents relied on to
demonstra!e a conspiracy- are daled a full 10 months-after the publication by the -
7 United States Public Health Service of the results of J-M-sponsored asbestos .
. L St medical studies——the first such studies done in this country. If suppression were'
T ,‘" A RN - goal, publlcation in the United States Pub!sc Health Serwce repons w0uld

»-J-M and olhers are cla:med 10 have manlpu!ated lhe data pubhshed by lhe
‘Umled States Public Health Service. Unable to ignore the existencs of xndustry- 5
,sponsor%d med;cal Tesearch, our detraclors argue that research conducted by
*Dr-Anthony-Lanza was tainted by virtue of pre-publication review ofthe imdmgs.
e Pre- publ cation review is nothing . sinister, and, in fact, takes place today for -*
Lo v1rtualty gll sponsored medzcal research including that sponsored by the federal

? ewdence No oneinthe media has had the courage to admit that the review of ~

7. this 1935 paper resulted in no substantive changes-as published in the United

- States Pubhc Health.Service except lo accentuate one possible hazard. This car
. “hardly bé called'a cover-up. There can be but one motive for such a callous -

'. dlsregard of the. truth-—-to dtstort mtslead sensanonahze and thereby prom fror

the advecsuy ot‘olhers.v'




W{,JJMM\JM
LAl

- parties to ‘a resolution of the problem. But, perceptions based upon ummlhtul

Another qharge is that the xndustry sought to contrdi and suppress the
development and publlcaxlon of medical information‘concerning ‘asbesto
through sts research’ programs’at Saranac Laboralones Some glementary:

‘ reasonmg reveals this argument farwhat'it 13——a myth i suppression were'a

motive, why would J-M lead ap effoct to spongor: and fund research at a leading:”
unsutuuoqj? Additionatly,. if data ware suppressed, thon how.does one explain the :

.. published reports of the Director of the Saranac Laboratorxas which annually . ;

revuewed he. ongoing research pro;ecls and listed the yearly pubucattons in
leading dlca! journals? How does one explain'the attendance of tha chief
redical Qfficer of the nited States Public Health Serwce atthe Saranac,
Symposé to discuss ongoing research? How.does one ‘explain the eftons of
J-M and dthers 10 speed up, complele and’ pubhsh tesearch even aner the

Some allege zhat J M S semement yea!s ago of asbestos dxsease—re:ated

~ . lawsuits meant that we knew of possible hazards to applicators or users of -,
" - . asbestos:insulation products iong before the med!cal acknowiedgmen( ‘of such e

hazard in the mid 1960's.- The fact is that such cases involved neither msulauon

applicators nor insutation products. They were cases arising out of factory "~
- operations in New Jersey, where, due in large part to J- M-sponsored :esearch, .

a poss:blq hazard of continual exposure o raw asbestos fiber in a factory .
environment had been identified. Neither the product which contained !ess than

15 percent asbestos nor the work onvnronment ware comparable. The workers!..;
.. claims togk the form.of lawsuits because in'the 1930's asbestos- related n!lness
owas not c vered by Now Jefsoy worker., compensalxon laws. o e

' lawyers who must rely on unsupporied accusations in an effortto alter -~ iy

percepuons. Perceptions based upon fact are usefulin moving the :nvolved L

misleadmg. inaccurate and unfounded accusanons can only delay amuch
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While me !mcxdence of. dxsease is. dxmnmshmg and wﬂl eventuaily d:sappear.

) thigatio is based upon a hndmg of iault .and 'with’ respect to asbestos-related
. diseass, Jhera simply is no fault on the part of J-M, a factincreasingly: recogane

. by juries throughout the nation.: Luugauon is,.of course, favored and fostered "/

by lawyecs in search of lucrativefees and by;media parsonalities”.in search ot

sensational stories. Litigation cames with it personal hardship for’ everyong—.

. delay, extraordinary, expense ‘and uneven and uncertain results. Fortunately.

: there is a‘choice .

e 'Forwafd thxnklng membets of Congress have' concluded that lhe txme lor o
.- dwelling on fault is past, and the time has amved to address the issue of *;
s compensatxon for asbestos- related disease, They have proposed a system ot
..‘speedy, equc(able and umform compensauon “and have' called’'upon industry -
and govamment to'share the responsibility of provtdmg ihe funds. necassary tc
IGVIGS compuns'\:non ‘While such e crcqrcm will e cocily, pernaga maore o«
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*. would be'prudent. Should excessive levels be dlscovered programs to seal or, ,‘

service in the U:S. for. decades. o i~f'-‘:'

: Johns-Manvme has been a Ieader in estabhshmg sately precauuons and has

- smokers have been especially hard hit, However, there is nothing to be ganned

| .,manufacturers govemment the medical profession, labar, the scientific'and -
. academ:c communitiss and the media are all involved, Attention today shoutd

publlc btfnldxngs.

pen

Much hagi been made of the use of sp(ayed msulauon contammg asbestos on' .
school cejlings. Again, ‘the facts have been ignored in favor of headlines. .
Johns-Manvme neither made nor sold such materials. Further, the facts are that-
the usa of.asbestos spray materials in the construction of schools or-other publi
bunldmgsﬁ\as nat been shown 1o be hazardous, Nevertheless, a.well-designed : 5
program Lo determine the presence of airborne asbestos fibers in such buildings: ™

F
remove t matenal would be in order

In most of our asbestos contammg products the fabers are ‘locked in* by .
cement, plastic or other binders; such fibers are'not easily released during.. ~ * .-
normal handling and application. We are confndent that, with proper precaunons
asbestos and asbestos-containing products can continue to be used without a ; .
health risk. An example of this is asbestos-camen! p:pe wh;ch has been tn useful B

acted responsxbly over the years, consistent with the known facts of the heatth”.v :

- hazards of asbestos fiber. We deeply regret that many people, our friends, . 5

coueaguqs and employees among them, are currently: sutfenng the effects of- 3
having years ago inhaled an excessive amount of asbestos fiber. Cigaretle. -***

by witch hunts to determine fault where none exists. Industry, cigarette

not be on’ assessmg blame, but on hov mose suffering from asbestos-related |

., Giseases gan be properdy and fairly compensated, This iswhy we, as-a company.

s ,!' e
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are encouraglng ieglslanon which would establish'unifarm, eqwtable and'
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