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Asbestos Information Association/North Americs

22 East 40th Street
New Yorkx, N. Y, 10016
212-689-3378. ’

) . PLAINTIFF’S EXHIBIT

CAP-1630

December 20, 1972

Director
Bureau of Mines
Washington, D.C, 20240

Dear Sir:

In accordance with the notification in the Federal Registexr
(Vol. 37, No. 215, Page 23645) on November 7, 1972, of a
Proposed Rule Making (30 CFR Part 71) with regard to certain
proposed amendments and additions to the Coal Mine Health

and Safety Act of 196%, and especially with regard to the
establishment of a new standard for exposure to asbestos

dust (71.202 Asbestos Dust Standard:; measurement), we would
like to file the following comments on behalf of the Asbestos
Information Association/NMorth America (AIA/NA), an organizasion
comprised of 19 of the nation's largest miners, manufacturerss
and importers of asbestos and asbhestos-containing products.
The member companies of the Association are listed on a fact
sheet which I have provided,

I would like to state at the outset that the Association and
its member companies are fully cognizant of the health hazards
associated with the excessive inhalation of asbestos fibers,
and of the shared responsibility of industry, labkor, government
and the medical profession to provide a safe and healthy
working environment for all employees exposed to potenzially
hazardous levels of asbestos dust.

Nevertheless, it is ocur firm belief that the proposed standazd
in question is unnecessarily strict, is not supported by
current medical knowledge, and that the heavy reliance being
placed upon the Criteria Package produced by the National
Institute fer Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSE) is
unjustified. )

Since, according-eo NIOSIl's own studies, the highe§t a§b§stos
fiber level found to result from the repair og strip mining
shovels (the only use of asbestos in coal mining operations

of which we are aware) was 1.4l fibers per cc (a level far
below that recommended by any competent or responsible medical
authority as being necessary to safeguard health), we are pot

.

CAPCO KIN 0001601




Director, 3ureau os Mines - < = cew .

faced in thif situya®ivn with a matter of life and death.
Thus the question revolves around the theoretical argument
whether a TWA of two fibers per cc or five fibers per cc
(the two levels being most hotly debated by the experts)
is necessary to safeguard health.

To state that competent medical opinion on this matter is
divided is an understatement, £ one takes as an example
the March 1972 public hearings of the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration on asbestos, one finds four or
five experts (mostly associated with the Mount Sinai
Environmental Sciences Laboratery in New York City) in
favor of a two fiber standard, and an egual number of medical
experts in favor of a five fiber standard., This latter
group would include Dr. Stephen Kolmes of the British
Occupational Hygiene Society; Dr. George W. Wright, Head of
Medical Research, St., Luke's Hospital, Cleveland, Ohio;

Dr. J. Corbett McDonald, Chariman of the Department of
Epidemiology and Health, McGill University, Montreal;

Dr. Bans Weill, Professor of Medicine, Tulane University;
and the American Industrial Hygiene Association.

Since his uvummants stand as the most complete Tecent review
of the overall asbestos-health problem, especially with regazd
to the setting of occupational standards, we are including

the full text of Dr. Wright's statement at the OSHA hearings
as part of our submissions.

Because the Proposed Rule Making states that the proposed
standard for asbestos was developed "to conform to the
recommendations developed recently by the National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health," it is important that

Dr, Wright's statement be reviewed in great detail, especially
those sections, beginning on page 18, dealing with the
validity of the NIOSH recommendations.

One of the most important objections that has been raised by
Dr. Wright and others with regard to the NIOSH Criteria
Package is its heavy reliance on the British Occupational
Hygiene Society (BOHS) 1969 standard of two fibers per cc
which, to quote the Criteria Package on page Vv-10, “"was given
great weight_in the development of this asbestos standarxcé.,"
This is curious in light of an earlier statement on the

same page that existing medical evidence “is not sufiicient
to establish a meaningful standard based upon firm scientific
data,"”
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a recent medical meeting in -zon, France, en t ?
2cts 0f Asbestos, Dr. Steghen Helmes of 3CHS ag d =
data upon which the current 2C0HS standard is based &
ufficient, and that the comnmictee which developed the
standard has "become increasingly cencerned wish the att
wizd which it has become invested in the international £

In additiow, Dr. Zolmes s~a-ed that the 5oc;etv has deci d

to do "an up-to~date reappraisal of the origi inal data and”
. the study of new data which has since heccme avai ilable® .7
" (a2 cepy of Dr. Helmes' Lyon paper is attached)., Other
freminent asbestos-health experts, including Pr. Hilton
Lewinsohn and Dr., Irving Selikecff, have also =zecently [
cwnpla ned of the insufficiency of the data used by the~
‘:i;ish -n the deve;ocnent o- th ir WO “He- -“aﬁda-d '

-

-,

'nzt would te hlngy -napp c;r-a.e and %
sbestos ex*osu:es,ln surface oal 1;ne'oue
icns- containe £hel NIQ§§; iz
'n-basedau:on‘ He
ey iy ;ff‘”«. B ari¥es o ES

et dzi nsufficlen é?y DY eXDest

field includ ng» hcse"wb éeva’oced 3 and (HiC

e Drecesssal; ‘beingrrevaliatead Bas
ég %%Egé? %%11_, 7
set“ng o‘ .an asbest g

o e AT
13t-£fhex 5 £ Qikvb%->—m 3Go 2 X
,--va co1s‘de*a:~cn.3‘ add‘ticn, as: D*»aHo-m Spoin
l‘“ wcu’d ‘also” be unwise to hse data® frem studl esj;sucgsa-
those of insulation werkers, in wh_ch the worka en’ e
High seaxs of concentraticn, -ecause too little
known about "the :effacts of such peax" albeit.,
De:icds of_t.me, on tha rornal 1"“9 clea—aﬂce mechaa‘sms

the 'enazﬂ-ﬂg med-ca‘ ev deﬂca,(e.-.-nat
,“::c -vns-de:at-cn the abcve mentioned daua) as Dr. ¥Wri gh.2;
-,Haa dene mcs* thoroughly and pa:suasively in his, OSHA \

atement, & beccres guite c’ea: that a two £ e-:
¢ is uwnccessa*y for the protection of American wo:kne1 \:
asbestos-related disease, and that a TWA <34 ;ve_ be's pex; el
. wWith a peak of 10 is acceotable and safe, :_,_- o

o~

. Tor unataly, “as' was mentiocned ea:l;e* we are nct faced with:
;2 matter of 1life and death, The Hea‘*h of men employed in-
- strip mine shovel 'epa'- will not be placed in jeopardy, nc-
mat er which standard is adopted, since their actual ex,osn. s
i3 less than either of the debated standards. Thus, we can’™ -
- aZford to act with more flexibility and await the devolopment_'
;)' of additional -Teliable data, such as the ccmpletion of the:
"BOHS review of its standard, before taking such a drastic step
. as reduc.ng tne *WA for asbestos in coal m-nes 50 two ibe
pe- cc.- .
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Very truly yours,

77
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" . Matthew M,
Executivg“
Encloau;§3"
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