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I am sure that many of yvcu have asked voursalves, as T have askad
" myvself, why has ths asbestos industrv seeningly been singled out
’ as the prime target fcr so many assgacvlts by government, labor,
the press, certain secments of the medical profession, anéd by
various environnental and consumer achtivist groups?
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Why us? Can asbestos really be all that kad? Ara the procducis we
_produce truly going to kill millions of fhmericans, as ScCme @Xner:s
have predicted? Or is there some sort of nefarious conspiracy
afoot to destroy ‘the asbestos industry?

s/

The answer to tha question of "Why us" is hoth complex and simple,
o Complexn because it is a corbination of three interralated but
separate factors. Oimple because cach of the factors is, when

‘ considered. by itself, quita obvious.

‘i The three factors are (1) asbestos can cause diseass, (2) a spcres-
man arose to champion the need for asbestos control, and (3) a
coernucogia of new governnent agencies were sat up to control
materials and prcducts that can cause disease., Let us Yook at
each of thesa factors in turn. ’

First, there is no doubt that the inhalation of substantial amcunts
o of ashestos can lzad to increased rates of various types of lun
: disease, including two forms of cancar, These are fachts which can-
not be denied, even if they do not apply in all circumstances and
. under all conditions. The medical literature is full of solid evi-
dence linking ashestos tc disease. In my office, I have on file
- more than 2,000 medical pavers decaling with the health risks of
asbestos and hundreds more are published every vear.

Secondly, the sprezading of concern over *he health risks of askes-~
. tos has as its prime spokesman one of the most talented medical
Publicists of the age -~ Dr. Ixving J. Selikoff of Mew York's Mount
Sinai Hospital. ilot cenly is Dr. Selikoff capabla of arousing the
Lo ire and moral_indignation—of -the most conscrvative -reporter or

politician with his graphic descriptions and predictions of the
ravages af asbestos, hut he has also surrcundad himself with a
groun of similarly talonted associates who have carried the Mount
Sinai message to the far corners of tha naticn, o

.~ Yhile Dr. Selikoff has, in his zeal, unquestionably painted a far
(v qazkgr picture than the facts warrant, we siould aluvays remember .
. in his defense that the insulatinn workers he has been stndying for
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mora than a Jdecade wvere and sitill are dying £xem asbestos ralated
disease at an appalling rate. Such a situation would be sufficient
to make a crusader out gf the most consarvative of scilentists.
Finally, in the paszt dccade Ehere has been a tremendous grewth in
public and govermmental~interast-in “environmental and occupaticnal
health matters. This interest has beecn translated intc a saries

of far-rcaching laws affecting industry in a manner hitherto
unknown im this or any other countrxy., I khelieve it is accuratzs to

-

say that these new laus, such as the Occupational Sa_aty and Health

Act, the Clean Air Act, the Consumer Product Safaety Act, and others
have forever altered the ccncent of ;“a free enterprise s7sten as L
was known in this country for a hundred and f£ifty years.

(T~

Thus, in combination, thesn three factors crsated & situation in
which a cadre of freshly created fedaral agencies, with strong
statutory authority, were prcdded inte assigning priority statis to
asbestos by Dr. Selikoff =nd his followers, who achieved-thesa ends
throwugh skillful.- use- of the cgreat woalth of negative asbestos~nealil
data contained in the medical literatur=a.

In short, the asbestos industrv was singled out bacause it wa
vulnerable to attack, because there was someone willing to le:a thex
attack, and because Congroess had graciously providad the vehicles
for such an assault.

The background of industry efforts to deal with tha ashestos-—-health
problem as a national issuc goes back nezaxrlyv a decade, to Dr.
Selikeff's now famous 1964 seminar on aspestos disease at the Yew
York Academy of Sciences. {hile this seminar did much to prick tha
industry's conscience about asbestos and health, the nroa*er still
remained cne of limited public and press interast unt around
1967, when the media hegaﬁ bBeating the medical busnas saarchlug hc
stories that would grapnically poriroy Amcrican indusitry's supposa
disregard for the environment and for the health and safsty of its
workmen and the American public. The ashestos-health problem was

. found to be tailor-made for such stories. As a result, starting

with Paul Dredeur's infamous Mew Yorker article of March 1963,
asbestos has since grown irto an item of major press intorast.

In those years, industry efforts to combat the spate of negative
prass articles on ashestos wera carxried on prlmarily ry the Johas-
tlanville Corporation, which sat up a task force of specialists in

variocus. flelds~to ~do-ythat-it could to portray the ‘problem in its
proper perspactive,., (hila some minor successas were-achieved, it

was found that no one company acting lndpnendentl/ could ndacuata’v
or ef fectively represcnt an entire -ndustry in dealing with the

press and with government officials.

Ls a result, in late 1970, eight companies gathered in New York City

.to launch the Asbestcs Inﬁormat;cn AgSOClatlon of North Ame*ica,
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which was patterned after the 2ritish Asbestcs Infcrmaticn Cenmmii-

. tee, which had been established scoe three yvears ecarliex.

In our original concept, the Association would limit its activities
to providing accurate, unbiased information on astestcs and haalih
to the press, to the public and to interested politicians and cihaer
governnent officials., It must be ramembersd that at this particu-
lar time, the enormous prcblems that would later cdevelcp with
regard to O0SHEA and othexr Federal reculaitorv agencles wers as veb cr
the distant horizon aend hasically uarscognized by the indusizv,

Fortunately ~- and prorerly ~- the Association has had the wisdem
to alter its original limited concept of its proper functions, and

now endeavors to assumz whatever activities and rasponsibilitiss it

deems necessary -to protect the inkterests of the asbestos manuiac-
turing industry in the United States vis-a-vis asbestos~hnealth.

From this rather narrow initial public relaticns ccncept, the

rAssociation has grown in the last two years into an organization

with priorities in eight major fields of endeavor. These are:
Medical Affairs, Legal Affairs, Environmental Control, Customar
Relations, Employee Relations, Inter-industrv Relations, Publicity
and Public Relations, and Gavernment Affairs.

To take these activities one at a time, let us start with medical
affairs.

It is an obvicus fect that 1if an organization is to sveak autheri-~
tatively on a medical matter, i¢ nust not only be steeped in tha
literature of that particular medical subject, but it must also
keep itself constantly informed of new discoveries and develcpments
This we have acconplished in a number of ways. For example, by
sending representatives to important medical meetincs, such as the
1972 Lyon, France, international conference on the biolcgical
effects of ashestos, which was sponsorad hy the Ylorld Ecalth Organi-
zation. :

We also meet on an irrogulax basis with varicus medicnl expearis in
the field, both from the United Statas and abroad, to raview and
discuss recent develonnents and discoveries.

Qur literature research is eased considcorably b¥ receiving the
monthly medical paper distribution of the Institute of Occupaticnal

FR Py

- individual's potential susceptibility to ashestos disease. .l=7=7.0 -

and Environmental Health_in llontreal, which 1s funded by -the -Quebec
Aisbestos Mining Association. o

This year, for the fifst time, the AIA has elected ko sponsor
medical research of its own. Currently underway is a completely
AIL/NA funded study of chast sounds, which is being conducted by
Dr. Raymond HMurphy of the Harvard School of Public Health. The
purpose of the study is to find a new method of dctermining an-
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"The Association haz also recentlv decided to contribute to scme Ve
exciting reseaxch into a possible cure for mescthelicme threugh
alectromotive treatment. This study is being ccnducted at Somers.
Lospital in New Jexrsav. -

in the legal affairs arez, the Assoc;atiod varticipated in an
amicus curiae capacity in the law sui brough* v the Industrial
Union Departmen“ of the AFL/CIO aca*n~* the Qcc“fat‘ona‘ Safety
Health Administration on the asbestos standards., In our brisi !
Association supported CSEA acalnst the IUD, scmewhat of a unicua
pesiticn for an industxy to find itself in vis~-e-vis a govaermmental
regulatory agencv. OCral argument on the case was hald April in
¥ashington. While a decision has yet to be handed down by tha Ccu:
of Appeals, we ares confident that the case will ke decided in cux
favor.

anc
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The Association has retained the servicas of a special technical
consultant cn envircnrental control affairsz. At the prasent tirme,
he is working with tho n¢A/IA Invironmental Control Sub-Cormittee

, on the develeopment of a serias of five Association compliance
manuals on the OSHA standexds.

Last year, because of the well established unraliability of ths
mambrane filter method as a ponitoring tool in the asbestcs
induztry, the AIL undertoox the sponsorship of a study at
research laboratory in California to determine the effect oI car
variables on the cverall accuracy of the method., The results oI
the study showed an exxror Zactor of plus or minus S0 per cent undex
the most favorable of measuring conditionz. These resulis wera sen
to both OSHA and to the National Institute for Occupational Safecy
and Health. A number of the racommendations co“uaﬂnad in the szu
for improving the accuracy of the methcd haue Scen incorporated i
a soon~to~he~released revised NICSH ogeratvicns manval on fibherx
counting.

(TR
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In the custcmer relatlions axaa, the total effac

0f negative press
publicity ard government regulations cn industzy customexs is still
today rather poorly defined. Scme mambers of the Asscciaticn have
reported serisus nroblcﬂs in this arca, while gthers have

Lo phio\s. J
experienced few or no difficulitiecs thus fax

P
v
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Where custcemer prortlens do exisi, they nox ﬁallj £all into one oI
five categories,

First, the custemer has *Horourhlj investigatad his..gituaticn and .
“has"found that he can no longer afford” to continue using asbestos
or ashestos-containing products, either because the cocst of
control is %00 high oY because ke would have to raise the price of
his product to a level that would make it non—competitive with
non~asbestas containing suhstitutes.

Second, the custonecr has not thoroughly investigated his situation

and only thinks that he can na lonqer afford to cont;nue using -
.asbestes, . - .- . . _ S
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Third, the customer has rezad ons Or WOre negazive articles c¢n
asb stos in the public press and has made the snap decisicn that
"we ought to get that dangercus stufl out of ouxr plent. ften,
dec1s¢ons of this nature are forced on top managament bv ill-
informed medlca¢ advisors or safety and healun direct )

Fourth, the custome: has neither a contrnl problem nor is he parti-
cularly afraid of using asbestos in his own vlant, fHowavar, ha is
fearful that those of his ccmpetitors whosr fiaishad praducts do o

contain asbestos will strass the adverse healih effscts ¢f asbest:s
in trving to take business away £xom hin Custcocrar fears of this

ature are esscentially "cut" reasacticns and &rn hence extramaly
difficult ta deal with, .

?lfbh, the custeomer has ncone of these problems or fears but he has
been advised by a governnent official or inspector that he would ke
better ofI if he guit using asbestos or asbestos-containing product:
in his plant. Whila this problem does not appear to he wides:rcu“,
we have learned of -a nunbper of situations wherxe it has cccurrad.
W ey G
for and should be dealt with oromptly and decisively. The best
solution is to oktain cocmplete details on "the incident and.then &
register a formal complaint with the cffending official's irmediz

supaericr or with the government agency involved.

‘Actions of this na%ture bv gevernment cfficials are totally uncallad

-~
o
o~
-

The Association’s first reaction to the overall custormer relaviens
vproblem was to approve funds for a sexies of four regional seminars
at which industxy custorers would be given a number of basic prasen-
taticns on the various aspects of the asbestos-~health orobL;m. Tha
seminars werc tentatively scheduled for the Spring of 1973.

However, the experiences of a number c¢f ocuxr merber corpanies showad
that general "catchall" type seminars o the tyze criginally
contonplated would not be effective in dealing with the majcrit £y
customer relations prablems. In cxder to o the jok properly, i
was found that customer presentaticns have to ke tailecrad te the
needs and prohlems of the individual customer

Hy

T
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Hs @ result, the Iissceciation cancallad its scheduled serics of
seminers and instead elocted to develop a number of packaged slida
presentations on such topics as "The FPacts About Asbestos and
Health," and "Understanding the 0SUA Regulations,” which could he

used by nenber companies as part of a tailerad presentation to
individual custemers., :

e . e o = i ity vt i O iy ) w v
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s with customer ralations, the Associaticn feels that employ
relations is a prohlemibest handled by the individual nerber ,
companias. Thus far, the AIA's sole contribution in this aresa of

.industry concern has been tc prepare th: draft of an Emplovee Safoty

and Health Guide on Ashastos-Health. The draft was mada available
to the moember companies for their own usc and at least one has -

PeruCed it in book‘ct forn for dlstrlbutﬁcn to all 1ts employccs.

. ) - -
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I personally believae that the emploves relaticns asvect of the
ashaestos~health problem is one that has been so*Plj neglectad by
most companies within the2 industry, and that it could develop into
a major problem area in the near future and that stens should ke
taken now to deal with it. We kncw that various organized lekcr
groups are planning a full scale campaign to bring their intarpre-
tation ¢f the asbestos~nealth problem to the attontion of asbestcs
industry emplovees thyoughout the natien. If the industry pernits
this interprstation to he disseninated withcout rehuctal, the
consequences could be grave indeed.

Intar-industry relations are best defined as keeping the industxy
informed about imgortant new davelcpments on the governmental,
medical and press relations fronts that aifect asbestos. This is
acconmplished within the AIA by pericdic distributions of decuments
and information to the nember companies and to others on ouxr
mailing list.

,The value of this activity can be gauged by the fact that cur
cverall mailing list increased freom approximatolyv a dezen naemes in
1971 tc more than 60 a year later. Thile we have had to trim the
list scmewhat this year for logistical reasons, we assume frenm the
freguent recuests we still receive to be placed cn the list thaco
the material we send out is being read and is of considexable
value to thosa receiving it.

Mext to government affairs, our public relations and publicity
activities constitute the single larcest consuner of time, efiors
-and noney within ths Association. These ¢f you who are familiar
with the treatment that asbkbestos has bean recsiving in the public
press over the years can reacily understand whyv this ﬁct‘vit rank
so high on our priority list.

What you pay not uncderstand are thic rzasons why cur extasnsgiv
ffores in deallng with the naticn's press have been sc nsacszS--

ful to date in produc ng the thecreticzl "halanced" or "positive"
story on asbestos anéd health,

The "simple fact is that fxom the sitandooint cf ctoday! s veurg
activist reporter, industrv is the had guV, nd nothine we do, savy
oxr achieve can ever change this impressio IZ we spend 5100
million dollars on envircnmental cont*ol, the press either savs we
ocugnt to have dane it ten years ago or that we should have spent
__$200 million. _If we sponsor medical ressearch, they say we are . — ..
"Ttrying to buy favorable results. If we are opposed tc ridi culously
stringent standards, t&ey say woe arc in favexr of letting our
emplovees dia.,

<
-
e

A television exccutive in tMinneapolis descxibad this new breed of

reporter as being "so intent on demolishing the establishment that
they would blindly destroy the credibility of thc media in the bar-
galn. Another TV executive, this tire in Chicago, statad "they .
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dfi~ want to make moral and political and secial judgments on their
i assignments and then take sicdes. Mever mind cetting the facts

= straight,"

. As a result of this "industry is a monster” philoscchy, askestces
; will remain a hot news item only so long as the news is bad. The

© "good" that asbestos does in protacting lives and prcperty is of
no ccncern to the press. Likewise, industry efforits to protact
workmen and the general public from ashestos exposura will alwavs
. ' ke given minimal coverage, since such informaticn is diraccly
contrary to the pertrait of an irresponsible indusiry prodiucing a
"piller® product that is the sole element ¢f news werthiness in
the asbestos storv.

The press relations battle will therefcre be won, not when the
media starts to print pecsitive or balanced articles about asbestcs,
but when the press ceases to print anything zbout asbestos at all.
As long as negative news on asbestos-nealth ccntinues to ke
,9enerated, the media will continue to eat it up. The media will
only cease to carry such stories when the gene*at*cn of negative

_ - ~~._ news ceases, It is as simple as that. . Positive or balanced

stories are a chimera, since they are, by definition, not

. newswoxrthy.

ég Let me give you a very specific example of this last princi

action. As most of you already kncw, the Asscciation is cu
engaged in an extensive campaign to interest the tracde pres
articles on the benefits of asbestcos and on industry acccompli
ments in the environmental controel arsa. The trade press, un_ike
the national or public media, is much more receptive to articles
of this nature and we expect to be seeing a number o gpositive
stories in the trade press in the next few montas.

In any case, we also frcm time to time put out press releases cn
various subjects relating tc asbestos~health. A few wesks ago, we
issued a release on the report of the advisory commiftee cn
asbestos cancers of the VWorld Health Organization. In brief, the
report concluded that the general public is net in dangexr fxcm
asbestos in the environment. Thus f£ar, we have racaiwved ne""ly
two dozen press clippings frem trade publications that carried the

. . story. To the best of our knowledge, not a single newspaper, naws
magazine, radio or TV station, or anv otherxr segrent of the puklic

. media ran the story, with the solltnry exception of a French

= language paper in Torontc. &s I said before, iZ the news is gced,
-———-—~-—-~—the press simply isn't interested. 7 - ’ - o

Nenetheless, the Asscciation has no intention of abandoning cux
efforts vis~a~vis the national media. We will continue to issua
.appropriate press releases, cooparate with feature writers doing
stories on osbestos, write letters to the editor when those
-stories appear,-and in shert, do all we can tc present the press
Wlth a balanced VLew af the asbestos«health situation. - ... -

PN
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Our most recent effort in this recard has been the preparaticn and
printing of an Ashestos and Health Infcrmation File, which we have

. mailed to some 3,000 newsdapers, magazirnes, trade publications,

radio and TV stations, science writers, etc., across the Unitad
States,

Dasically, the file contains copies of five industry position
papers on asbestos and asbestos-healtn, 2s well as a nunmber of
inportant medical papers and a pair of photographs illustrating
the benefits of asbestes and ﬁndust:v efforts at envircnmental
control. Uhile we don't 2upect our infeormaticn file teo change the
whole attitude of the praess toward asbestns, we ara heping that
the media will make use of it to accuzataely report the industry's
position when doing stories on the subject.

And now, having heard the had side of the publ
it's time for some good navs.

Fie

¢ relations prchlem

- And the good news is that despite all the negative articles on

asbestos~health that have appeared in the press over the past hali-
dozen years, verv few pecple have keen paying attenticn. Let nme
explais

In February, the Association undertcok a personal intzxview
rasearch survey of the Anerican public to determine its attitude
teward asbestos and its awareness of the health issue. The survev
was conducted by the Opinion Research Corporation during larch and
April. 1More than 2,000 dencgraphically salected Rmericans weaxra
interviewved.

Without going into encormous detail, the resulis shew that cenlv 22
pex cent of the Zmerican - -public are aware of the health hazards of
asbestns, and that 80 per cent of these consider it a hazard onliy
to these whe are cccupationally cexposed. L merc three pex cant

of those interviewed shatcd that they considercd ashestcs a healih
hazard to the general public, and less than one guarter of on2 pex

cent consideared it *he most dangerous mataerizal on the list thay
were given to chegse from.  Surprisingly, the college age ycuths
of America are no neore avara of the nazards of asbestos than their

‘parants and graondparsnts.

These rasults should be reassuring to those industyy customers whe
fear that the gereral puhlic will stop buving their products
because thevy _contain ashestes. ‘

. e . . e e e - s mm mEs e 4 ma ot v e Pmmeem s
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Before going on to describe our activities in the government
relations area, I think it might be interesting at this point to
take a very hrief look at the manner in wnich Dr. Selikoff and h*s
supporters have used his research results tc dramatize and
exaggerata the serionsness of the ashestns~health prablem. I have
two charts which point this out rather conclusively, ’

. L F—. - - - - I N
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The first chart shows the actual resules of Dr. Selikofsf's fouxr

martality studies of ashestos workers. The numbers in parenthcses

beside the figures for total number of werkers indicate those who
have so far died from all causas. Tae perccntage figuraes alcngside
the total number of deaths from ashestosis, lung cancer and
nescthelicma are bhased on the total numbher of daaths £rom all
causes, not ¢cn the number of vorlkers in the studv.

The most inportant study of the group is the secend frem tha too,
.sheuing the deaths fron ashestcos-ralatad diseasz ameong all membaxs
of the insuleition worliers unicn, recardless of length of expGsure.
Yeu will note that 34 pexr cent of thosa workers who have diad thus
far have. diad f£rom cne of the threec asbesins-related diseasas.
These, then, are the facts Dr., Seliloff wveorks fren. This is whot

he knous freom his ovm invastigations. ilow let us take 2 leck an
wihat he has done with thesc figurces in corder to dramatize the
sroblenm, : : ’ ST '

Chart number II shows Dr. Selikcff's predicticns about ashestos-
related deaths in the United States. Hithout going inte details,
Dr. SelilofZf has arrived at his projections by the simple procadurs
of multiplying the percentage of deaths from ashestos~related
dissase among his insulaticn workers by the tctal numbexr of
employees in the entire industry.

¥You will also note that he has raised his proieched death estimate
tc cnormous heights over the past year by sinply incroasing the
hase figure of emplovecs exposed, vhile still retainine the
percentage multiplier of 2¢ per cent heing experienced by the
insulation werkers.

I might point out that this tac+ic, hovever decoptive, has baen an
enormous success sinc2 each railsing of the estimatc has cammad Do,
Selilefl corraspondingliv groater coverage by tha redia. 1Mo finex
exanple exists ~f the total cullirility of tho pross than the
manner in wnich it allcrred its projudices &N ha nanipulated and
played upon in this situasion.

Pleasa den't gat me wrong. I have no doubt that the insulation
workars ara in fact -dving as rapidly as Dr. S2likoff says thev arxo.

The problem is that he has translated their nortality cuparience
o the rest of the entire industry, hich is completoly erroneous.

In the f£i

rst place, -the estinated nunbar of erpleoyees in‘the ™ 0 -
industry i:
r

tno high -- five tinmes. toa high to he precise. IDven
merae important, according to an analysis by the Rssocintion cf
Dore than & dozen nortality studies, including those of Dr. Seli-
loff, cur prediction is that aperoxinately 25,007 past and presont
emplnyees in the asbesics industry have died or vill eventually
dia of asbestos-ralatad diseasce. %his is loss than ono-thirteents

. ) . . A ek wm e cen Ve . - —
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of Dr. Selilkcff's rost recent estinmate. In addit ’ b
show that 20 c¢f the 25,000 deaths == or 80% -- will cccour ancng
those in the iansulation troades. ’

fmile thesa estimates should Le reassuring 4o L£hosz2 in the mining
and nenufacturing areas <f the industry, we sheould net fcrget that
5,009 cf our woriknen are still coing te die of asbestos-relatad
isease and that, all thirngs considared, thexe is absolutzly
rothing that we can do to provent it., The only thing we can do is
Lo clzsan un cur plants to assure that thesa entaring the Industsy
in the futurs will act have the same experience.
Uithin the past vear and a half, the main thrust oi Associaticn
effort has shiftad to the government affalrg frent., The pripcizal
acencies in Vashington with which ve have hesen dealing ars the
Occuvaticnal Safaty and Health Administration; the Envircnmental

Protection Agencwv; the Food-and Drug Aministraticn; the Buxecau cf
Hlines; and, to a lesser degree, the lational Inszitute of
Cccupational Safaety and Feoalth, and the ational Institutas of
calth, both of whicihh are mainly invelved in ressaxch eficr

In additicon, a few useks ago ve were contactad hv the Federal Txada
Commission, which hal received a patiticn Zxem the Canter for

Eciznce in tha Pubklic Intarast recussting an investigaticn of
consunaer usas ¢ asbastes for theo purpese of determining wiether
certain products ought tc be laheled as hazardcous and wvhether

warnings saculd bae required on all advertisements Icr thcse pro-~
.Aucts. On thae basis of a preolininery mecting with an investicazer
from the F2C it would appoar that we have listle &5 wvorzy aious in
this particular area.

‘The Ceccupational Safety and fealth Adnministration has bhesn of
enornous concarn to the industry over the past 18 months, As ncst
of yeu already know, the Lszociation expendoed tremendous efforzs
during the six month paricd leading to the preorulgation of last
June's CSHN standards on ashaestong. T think 1t iz a cauga ol the
effaoctiveness of the Lotal industsy involvement in this mosh
crucial matter that of elsven main reguirenents in the standards,
tie industry position was accented totally hy 0OSIUL on ninae of fho
cleven, aphout £ifty per cont on a tenth, and tozally rejected on

only one.

~

J

n

OSUA 1s ncu planning to rodo the standard pack
ing closely--with -them on this projeck.-The £

e

waa and we are, yori-
v oRhe “first Tsken il) be thao

t k4
formation of a 15 man advisorv committac to rrviev tlie current
3 . - - v . - -
stancards and any additional medical and technical data that has
_becone available in the vear sinca the stamdiards wverc promulgated,

2 Vs T . . . . . ’
-Morliing in cooperation with nine othar trade asscciations va have

sclected four individuals as industry-wide recommendaticns to OSEA
four so-callad "employver” spots on the advisory committec.

- -
~" M

7
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In discussing the formaticn ef thé advisory ccrmitiee with Johm

0'tlelll ef the OSI. Standa-ds Davelosment Saction, we wers asked
to add a couple of names tc the list sc that CSIA wouwld hevae nrore
0 a sclocticon to choose from. This we have agreed to do.

The committee will be given up to nine months to ceorslete its
cdaeliberaticns and prenare Zcr C3BA a revised standard package
This will be followed by public hearings, apgrozinately a ven

e

s b4
S
(Y

frem now., ile do not expact te see a neyw stendaxd pramulcga

PRy L) try
-~

hefora the Fall of 1874.

It is of course irmgossible to determine 2% this tirme whet
standards will lcok like, heowever, I wculd wventura to say
they will certainly nct he lass strict than the cnes we have
teday, although thay will prepanly he less cenfusing and leave
less rocm  for emplover inteérpretaticon. Something vill unques-
tionably be done to improve the current difficuliies with the ____ .
monitoring regquirements.,

The main function of the laticnal Inastituts for Occoupaticnal SaZery
ancd Health is to conduct rassarch and to prepcre sc-called Criteria
Packages, which ara gssantiellv recormmendetions to QS84 for stan~
dards on various nmatariels,. chemicals and activities., Such a

package on asbestos was preparad by ICSH at the time of the OSUIA
prcceedings last vear. (1ICSE will not he preparxing & new or ravisal
criteria package for the upconming raview of the ashestes standaxds.

I do not believe it weould be unfair to sav that of all the agen-
cies in Uashingteon dealing with ashestos, Dr, Selikoff has had his
createst influence on ths voung idealistic scientists and doctars
at 11T0SII. cnsequantly, industrv influcnce is weakast in Lhis
agency. It was ITI0OSH, after all, that made the criginal reconnen-
dation for a two fiber standard in the Unifted States . ashastos
industry. !

S i

*- vhich were published in carlv hpril of this vear.

Mext to JQCIA, the Envirzconnental Protaeckion Jgencv has the greatast
pctential of anv feleral agency for adversaly affsciing the future
of tlie asbestos industry in this countrv. Mot onlv is the IPM
ragsponsible for developine and anforcing air and watar pclluticn
standards, hut the Taxic Subdtancas Contral Act, nou vending in
Congrass, will also lLeconmc an IIPA function afior passage.

Fer this reasen, I an pleasad to ba able to say that the ashestos
industry has an exccllent relaticnship wita the TPA. ile finax
proof ‘of ‘this exists than the fact that “theres was not a sirgla
major industry recormmendaticn mada o the DPA at tho public heor-
ings on the propesed asbestos enission regulaticns that was not
accaptad either in toto or in principle in the final standoxds,

We are presently unrking with the EPA cn tha develonnent of waste

. water effluent standards for ashestos manufactarine plants. e
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; cartainly hapa- that thase atau Tara¥ w~ll tury out to e as roascn-

- able os the air poltlution rzqullations. The proposad effluent '
standarda arz scheduled to br publlsho& in the Fedaral legistex

. cregtinme  this Summer, to he followed by opublic hearings, witﬁ the

: f;nal standands being promulgoted in thae Fall, perhaps as eaxr as
Octaber.

"z are alsc plannineg, in the ncar fut u:e, to meet In Washington

with rapresentatives from the stanfards devalomment and enforcement
ot branches o the EPA to dizcuss uitly the” guesticns cf intarprataticon

and compliance policy with regard €0 the new air polluticn

ragqulations,

e have al:eady resolved ¢ne interpretaticn guesticon that 1s of

sveclial intarest to the ashestos textile indu stryv. Approxizataly

two weeks agec I was asked by a rember cemrany oif tha Asscclaticn

to find ou* whether the IPA was planning to reguire the manufac— -—-

turers of askaestos safaty clothing to registaer as pctential
enission sources under the law.

Irn discussing the situaticn over the nhone with EPZL compliance
officials, I argued that the producers of asbestcs safety clothing

* | werz ncu d“nuﬁqctururs as efined in tha recgulaticns hut were instceaacd
(; only fabricators of an ashestos pro'uct, and as such, should nct

hava to register as potonticl emission sources.
pA 4

Lfter our phone conversaticn enda2d, a hrief neeting was held amceng
tha CPA complianca pecple. I was then called fack and informed
that thov ag“ee? with me that the safetv clothing nroducars should

not he rgthred to rogistax.,

o T’hile this rather rminor problen tocl: a
half and two or three phonae calls to @
the &typc of day-to~dav scrvicas that the N
its rerher companies.

4

Over the past year the Foed and Drug rdmninis

Jdncreased interest in ashestos a mossnible : e
. in various fcods, hsveraces and ugs. Late in 1972 thevy cet un an

ashestos task force to roview the situation and to propose ragula-
. tions and guidelines vhera appropricte.

{

D.l,'.') 4

40N

. Thus far they have crncentrated  thelr
—— = 0n _the use of ashestes-contaminated tale 1
in cosmetics, and sccendly, on the use of ask

pads in thy beveragz and drug industries.

cffcrts in tun arx
n foo packacging and ---—
estes celulosa Lilte

i - In our first meeting with the FDA task forece last Ncvembor on the
. filter problen, thay denonstrated and adnitted to an apnalling

(- ] ignoranca about tha health hazards of ashastos. Since then, they

‘L. .. . hava gotten one heck of a lot smartar, dus at lﬂﬂst in park tc the

., e - tremendous amount of data and 1nfnrmnrlon which tha Lssnajation
'3. 7
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. has been supplving o thoem. Ay a Cunseguence, the FLA is teday
e less panicky about ashesitos and thexeiorne less likely 1o propose

fooliish, unsupportable 1eguld ong,  Spokesmen from the FDAL have,
\ in fact, defended the £ilicy LudUSﬁT? against cuvironmentalist
o attacls in the press and cluevhere in yecent menths. This is,
quita obvicusly, a healthy sign.

tions have heen

for the uvccming
reform, at which
ad over the ¢oals
2

OQur activities in the area of Congfegsionzl rel
guite ninimal to date, although wo are proparin
struggle in Congress over workmen'd cocpensatio
tine asbestos is unguastionably aomng t& be rach
by Dr. Selikoff and bv representatives af organi

Lte ,'i‘ :5 Q I‘-'

Un:ortunately, the Associaticn has neither the wmanpower ney the
time to embark an a fullw-scale legislative inforzation program.
¥e have met on occasion with the legislative and legal assistants
to various Seunators who have atitacked asbhestos,; however much mere
needs to be done in this ars® and I anm afraid individual member
companies are going tc have to ke the prime ball carriers and not
+ ~. the Association. ) -
For cssentially the . Jszagon, our government activities at th
- state and local level have daclined o essentially zero over the
i past year and a half. This has not been too sericus a deiiciency
s; : as most of the authority of the cities and statas in asbestcs con-
trol has bheen usurped by various Fedaral ragulatory agencies.
Mcenetheless, more individual company activity is required at these
levels of government, ‘

In conclusicn, I think we can all be just;f;anlv pleased with what
t7@ have heen ahle to accomplish in the past few y8“*3 in resolving
the cornucopia of interrelated problems that constitute the
asbestos~health situation.

Our pmlants ars cleaner and our woerkman hetfitar protacted, The gene-
ral public has been showa to be in no danger Ircm asbestos, if it
ever was. While we hava heen regulated extensively, Zcr the mest
part the standards that have Leen develcped have nct heen as bad as
. we feared thev might he, arnd in some casses they turned cut far bet-
. ter than we aver dared hope. In additicn, while vc are still taking
vt ' cur lumps in the public press, the net effect of all this adversc
v publicity has been shown to be surprisingly swmall.

ar ¢
. ' -

- e =~T{lg have sveated a lot ard ve have groaned ‘a lot, but we are still
- - standing and we are still v1 hle. I sense today within the indus-~
Ty a greater faeling of‘confidence in the future than at any t ire

an the past fﬂw years. Dut . vwe nust nﬁt rost contentad.

) We must rcnembﬂr that Dr. Selikoff bas to dat° been far less suc-
<(~ » ices ful than our indus try has in influcncing the decisions of the
i\ .-.1_5#vgrlous governmental vegulatory agencies. This vill make him try

¢ . N 4
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Docket H~033

U.s. Dﬂpavuﬂv t of Labor
ROOH M-3620 S

200 Constitution Avenus

Washington, D. C. 20210

Deay Sir:

120-day extension for comment on the proposed revision ta the
8, 1975 to apxil 9, 1376,

to sponsor an in-—

on the asn acos

The
OSHA asbestos standard; from. Decembsar
has perxmitted this Association the time necessary
dustry-wide review of the p?ooocal and its effect
using industry within the Un1 ted Sbares, » '

The analysis, CONﬂwutS; and racommcndaulcns portalnlng TO “the pro-— -
posal are respectfully submitted in n,¢ndu»try effort TtoO ccoperate
fully with the Department of Labor in. Lhd“develooﬁﬂnu of a reasonable
and praculcablc,stancard for the probectlon of workers in thousands
of work places, where ashestos productisare manufactured or cther-
wise processed. The task force eLLo*p\reacnod out to all ssctors

“ of the asbastos industry, eycepulng conSgructLoh- The results of

this vork are contained in the two volunes, appended hexreto. The
first volume contains summary. comneﬁhs and recommendations prepared
by the tas& force chairman, Guy G. Gabrielson, Jr.; a statemsnt on
the scientific-medical issues raised in the proposal prepared by

M.D.; and detailed comments on the Droposn& -standard

and Technical Committee of the Asscdiation

B  under the chairmanship of Harrison B. ‘Rhodes, Ph.D. The second
P volumg is the technological Ffeasibility and economic impact study
P prepared by Lhc 1ndep puent consu1 tant ;lrn, Roy F. Weston, Inc.

further communicate or meet with any officials
the findings and recommendations Pressnted

Hans Weill, v
prapared by the Standards

We shall be pleased to
within OSHA to discuss
he rew1tn-- C e

We belleve a PLbllC hmarlng on this matter WLIT bgst serve the in- .

terests of asbestos workers, the employers within the industry, and-
the general public. We request a public hearing ‘at the socmest

Dracticable date.

blncarely your
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