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Sl had l>etn asbestos workers. Much more unex­
pected, however, was tier discovery that nine had 
merely lived in the household of an asbestos worker, 
raising the serious question of a special hazard of 
family exposure. Then, of the S6 who neither 
worked with asbestos nor had relatives who worked 
with asl>cstos, eleven had lived within a half mile 
of an asbestos plant. The latter cases, of course, 
suggested a special risk associated with neighbor­
hood contact with asbestos.

Similar findings were reported by Jan Lieben last 
year in Pennsylvania. Of 42 cases of mesothelioma 
reviewed by the Pennsylvania State Department of 
Health, twenty had identifiable occupational ex­
posure. In addition, eight individuals had lived with­
in the vicinity of an asbestos plant and three had 
had family contact.

We have confirmed that family contact is a dis­
tinct possibility. Sampling of both ambient air and ■ 
settled dust in the homes of New York insulation 
workers has shown characteristic asbestos particles 
to he present, presumably brought home on the 
clothes of the workmen.

It is obvious that the spectrum of asbestos dis­
ease has considerably widened in the last several 
years. In addition to lung cancer and asbestosis, a. 
number of other tumors are how recoghlted^kailKii-.- 
constituting a hazard. Rather than a small number ,"

Perhaps so. Indeed, I do not share the demono­
logical theory of industrial hygiene history, in 
which industry is seer, as callously exchanging 
human disease for profits. Rather. I would say 
industry shared the ignorance and lethargy of us all.
. The answer will come in these next several years. 

We have some reason for optimism. First, we have 
the law of averages on our side—sooner or later, 
some important environmental hazard is bound to 
be controlled. I suspect asbestos will be one. We 
have reason to believe that the dose-disease relation­
ship is on our side—to the present, disease has been 
uncommon except with significant exposure. And 
our data suggest further that such significant ex­
posure can be prevented, that we can learn to live 
and work with asbestos. Ail it will tike is the doing 
—but herein lies another tale... D
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