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668 Discussion

• Sou! asbestos works or in households or asbestos workers, but these art presumably heavier exposures 
lhan we now observe in (he general cnviionntcnl, and the c licet of general asbestos air pollution 
remains lo he denned (ScL.Korr rt at.. 1972; hiucoir el at.. IV68).
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AUTHORS* REPLY,..1?' j< •* 7 — ‘
OukwniAnvt results for the concentration or asbestos in New- York City are valuable and a reprodu­
cibility inJicalcd by a difference of only two or three limes is impressive. Values for the 49 other cities 
will Ic of great interest.

The dilTcrcnce shown by these figures between concentraiions of asbestos fibres near to a point at 
which asbestos was being sprayed and (he concentraiions found in the general atmosphere was little

. more lhan the difference between duplicate samples estimated in the laboratory, except when the___
^' sampling was carried out Immediate)/ downwind fro^ *o«ot.'XWs jwt>ves'that there Is. widespread .iS-

and rapid dissipation of the dust from The .postil dr Ofigm ■  -------
The neighbourhood hazard has again been emphasized in a report given by W. Douchd at the mcet- 

.. Ing of the International Soeietiei forHygiene, Preventive and Social Medicine, 1972. T1»c report showed .
*3£ lhat, soM*. 196 patients with mesothelioma reported la ihe:'efyr of Hamburg, SJ had no known'2.
' ‘Todustrurfexposure to asbestos "but had lived in the neighbourhood of asbestos factories. This indi-' 

cates the importance nf independent surveys of the type carried out by SclikofTand his collaborators.
The object or our investigation was only to determine whet Ivor asbestos fibres are present in the 

atmosphere of towns where there is no asbestos industry. The result was positive in every case.
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DISCUSSION

p ^ v ASBESTOS FIBRES IN THE AIR OF TOWNS*
-

Th* a in mows stress the frequency with which asbestos flbres 1 re round In numanlungi. They present 

• P. F. Holt and D. K. Youtso (1975) Atmospheric Environment 7, 481-48).
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