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Dr. Smith sent to me yesterday a ¢opy of his cocrments to i
OSHA under “Identification, Classification and Regulation of
Toxic Substances Posing a Potential Occupational Carcinogenic

Risk" outlined in Federal Register of Cctober 4, 1577. A copy

i is attached for your edification.
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Attached are the 3 lists of comments on file in Washington. The first
(index #1-53) is of those vho filed written comments at the original
December deadline. The second (index #54-97) 1s of those who filed -
written comments at-the February extended deadline. The third (index
-#98-185) 1is of those who filed written comments at the April e.xtended
desdline. . —
o ——
Some partiesgfiled comments on all three deadlines (such as W. R. Grace = _=
& Co.). Others filed comments only on one or tvo deadlines (such as - -
. John:-!hnvillc Corp., filing in December md April, but not 1n ?ebnury). g
. -~ t -I. - -
.- - We wm of..the comments from Eouutake ‘Mining Company, mruo- -
_ Industrial Minerals, the Asbestos Information Associstion, the American
. Mining Congress, and the ASTME. - I. mtend to aﬁ&-gc: cuun: copiu- f:cn L
R Vandexbflt: Co. und Jnhm‘mvilh._ : M o

LR I WA
-— - "

If chere are any cosments you (based on process, products, etc.) feel -
might contain information helpful for us, would you please tell me which
ones by Friday, May 7, and I'll request them with mine.

- | ALt

- - : R. H. LOCKE  mmip: | o S
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Enclosed for yourgintormation is a listidé of those ‘comments
filed ) meet the April 9, 1976 deadline for cormments on the pro-
posed revision to the asbestos standard. These comments are
numbered sequentially tc comments filed previous po such date. I
believe I gave you a listing of the comments which have been pre-
viously filed. If you don't have such, please iet me know and I
will provide the same to you. Also attached are copies of comments
filed by Homestake Mining Company and Cypress Industrial Minerals
Company.

My information is that the Government's Inflationary Impact
Statement in respect of the proposed revision to the OSHA standard
will not be ready for at least three moaths. Therefore, no tenta-
tive date has been set for a hearing. OCptimistically, a target

date for a hearing would be late swmmer, 1976.

O M Favor1CO
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\ S : The atttchad article appeared in the January lh 1976
) - um of The Chronicle of Two Barbors, Minnesota, under the head-
ing "Reserve Comments on Homestake Stuw

You will see that Dr. Wright's cormeents on the NIGSH
study at Homestake are somewhat similar to the points we already
wade. I* appears that the final paper may have already been
accepted for publication by the New York Academy of Science. I
will see if we can get a preprint of the article.

The second article is on the dis:niss;i of Judge Lord
‘and makes for interesting reading as well.

C\ ]
Ci}UuL_k_—f
Y. C. Duscker
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