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Thank you Dr.' Robbins, and gcod afternoon to all of
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you. For quite some time, a number of us in the p@e&xc -\:}\w

health connunxty, both in and out of government, %?‘av%t;}‘; ”
expressed concern about the healt‘] effects q\Qe‘ibaﬁ&re
to asbestos. In recent years, the substct::ilge h@@gcome
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the focus of public attenticn as wegkf"aﬁbes\;} is now

) perhaps the foremost symbol of th‘%s\ZEOLné‘?}:‘) concern
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about toxic substances 'in the \e&xro@én’t and in the
workplace. Consideration @ i;sb\e’\"s*t;t:s health effects
and regulatory protect@m‘havg e]:ways been complex, and
conl;roversial. In .z:‘gis tg?. the current data and
solid recommepgg ns ‘Eo é’ome out of tlus HIOSH/OSHA

project are _gs:pécx.;l‘w‘ welcome and important:.
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The Ep\rt nel‘e‘ased today is certainly a cause for
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concern—-coad‘em for the numbers of workers stlll
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exgosed t,%aangerous levels of asbestos. But this
tepor%\and OSHA's response ta it, should also be a
faué@ for hope among American workers everywhere.

It should be a cause for hope because it conf:.rms
that occupational health research is not a static -
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