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ETERMIT I 1. Gleno Asbestos supported and endorsed the submission to
i the ACA (see page -2, Selected written Evidence), made by ths
“ ! Asbestés Cement Manufzcturers Association.
1. waste Disvaosal | .
{ In paragraph-28 (XV) they submit that ""Factory waste, including
The
. 4 fibre, is.dealt. with in & regulated manner on controlled tips
naplt-a
‘under 8 Code of Practice”.
(P77, publish , ’ D
. ‘ ’ But at Clenos we found their waste was left in 2 mound for some
This procedure ‘ 2
d con’1’te?tly ia long time-before being shovelled by a tracter into an open
practice. The pit o a number of occassions ‘ ’

topped lorry and being transported uncovered through residential
vhen ve visited {it. .o . )
areas to an authorised tiy. We have enclosed photographs for

your atteatien.

.

2. The sound of waste 1s in 2 yard close to private housing

2. Yorbidity and mortality

. . and resideats hzvu'ccnplained of the dust which {s-blown’ into
The conpany stated to the A in the catchment area of . (- . ’

: — : . ’ their homes (see press cuttings).

the Meldretil “factory, ‘ ’

the conmencenment of asbestos c . . ..
: These criticisms of the industry underline the need for policing

of the Asbestos Regulations and the Code of Practice for the

alsposal of ssbestos.

enquiries. We found
Daniel Archer - asbe

Sert Adams - peso

Arthur Ward . pegffinelioma

Lillan de Bonnai mesothel foma

June Rule held a s )
n - sothelioma
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