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1. Ashestos badies arc only the tip of the iccherg, representing only the largest fibres (including
‘ materiale otber than achedes), visible by opial microscopy, but missing fibres below the limit of * |
. re~olution of the methed, Rather, ashestos fihres and fibrils can be directiv sought by UM in lungs of .
ity dwellers—-anmil, when they are, found far moee frequentiv than coated budics (LaNGer ef al.,

)
i 1 Poowry e al., 17700 Morcover there need not be the insecuriy concerning the nature of the
l asheston buwly core (1 asitr ef al, 19710, As Holt and Young note, by LM chrysatile asixstos has a
! unique appeiarance, \Woe know what we are seving, 7
2. The authory ceem esigned to being unable 1o satslactonty exprees the concentration of ashesins
; Hlves inan. Adnaticdly, this cannot be done with (ine precean, bae tather refuabbe and 1oprslacible
. c~tmates can he made. (Duplicate analysis af samples i oot Faariieony indcate a Lo of 1w or
thiee s pocable.) The technigues they quote (Neray dolraction and safrated Spectrmtictrs ) are toe
insensitive for the purposes, On the other Land, mass concentrations zan he calenlated fiom number
and swre of tibeils, and the density of cheysonde (Nicttorson ef al, 19710 {n the United Staes for
cxample, our carly results showed the following concentrations 10 be found in the air of New York
(Scuekors er al., 1972; Seuikurr ef ol., 1968).
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! Tasis 1. CHRYSOTILE CONTENT OF AMNENT
AR IN NLY.C. PRELIMINARY RESULTS
Asbestos air kevel
Sample locations in1g-%gm-?
| Manhattan 25-60
: Bronx 2528
! Brooklyn 19-22
: Quocns 18-29
! Staten island I -1 p
!
! Additionally, specific sources of asbestos air poltution were defincd from sampling near construction
sites,
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Taste 2. Cuuvxmu CONTENT OF N Y C. am IN

VICINITY OF SPRAY FIRFPROOFING  WITH  ASBESTOS-

CONTAINING MATERIALS

Asbesios fewel in

Site 10-*gm-?

1 (downwind from soum)
1,2 {430, from ooume), i
4 (down nd!r“'s&'nbe)
$ (upwind from source)

5 UL = '
These nls were ObIAS '\ve ve quanlita
o U.S. citics and have found asbustas to he present in all.
[ 1. Wis difticult 0 comment upon the rekevance of comparntiv: lechniques, in lhe absence of detailed
doscription. Snnwe rescrvations might be liflted with alicrations in mcthods. For example, weie grids
scanncd muall or were phologmplu madc and fibeils counted (the hzu:r xs much more sensitive. We
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E It i evident that a good deal is ‘now known of ashestos pir rvollulmn nml corw:qnem fung

contimunation hy the ubiguitous fibrils, What has aot yet heen duvipheied, as Hol amd Young
v correctly state, is the disease potential of such peneral communaiy ashestos air pollution, Cancer insy
occur with occupationsl asbesios cxposure, with that aswwiicd with neighborhood pollution
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