Is there a workplace cancer epidemic?

The question of & cancer epidemie in
the worl took . center stage and
drew heated debate at 3 “media semi-
car” sponsored by the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration in
Chicago eariier this month.

At the opening sessior, workers' and
reguiators’ rights of sccass to company
dats on the effects of chemicals on
employees held the spotlight (CW, Sept.
19, p. 28).

"And during the final session, OSHA
Director Eula Bingham disclosed that
the generic cancer standard, proposed
two years age, is scheduled to be issged
‘“within weeks.” Questioned later for a
more specific date, she said only that it
would be by the end of October.

"The seminar, bilied as [ost in the
Workplsea: [s There an Oecoupatiomal
Diseass Epidemic?, drew about 30 from
the media and more than 300 from
unions, industry, and regulatery and
environmental groups.

Cancer Epidemie? “There is no
cancer epidemic,” said Romald Lang,
executive director of the Americsn
Irdustrisl Health Council. Lang: quotad
various scientific sources as the basls for
his ciaim and said that the only epidersie

is “ia the minds of those who need one to
:um!y masgive new government peo-

“"Bat David u.u. director of the
Natioas! Institute for Environmwentsl
Health Sciences, would not budge from
his position om oecupationally
cancers. An suthor of the Dept. of
Heaith, Education ancd Welfare docu-
maent that estimated that 20-38% aof

are occupationally cansed (CW,
Oct 28, 1973, p. 27), he coatanded, “The
20% figure looks pretty good to rze.”

in defending the HEW workplace

cancer estimste, which was produced for

AINC's Lang can't use simplies appressh,

hearings on the CSHA generic cancer
standard but has not yet been published
for peer raview, Rall hit at some of its
critics. He said Philip Handier, presi.
dent of the National Acsdemy of
Sciences, who claims there is no cancer
epidemic (CW, Sept. §, . $), is “not an
expert on eanesr.” And he said John
Higginson of the International Agency
for Ressarch on Cancer (Lyou, France)
“has been changing his view lstaly, [

good case™ (CW, Oct. 25, 1978, n 87).
Moreover, Samuel Epstein of the

University of [llinois’ Sehool of Public

Health said HEW's 33% estimate “seri-

‘Only epidemic is In minds
of those who need one
to justity new programs’

mncy lhouid be making inaccurats and

Bm K:rrh. Du Pent's mcdxw direc. (
tor, said the 100,008 figurs is “an excsl-
lent example of
mathematical sdroitness that adds to
the continuing detarisration in the tone \
and substance of the dialogue over oceu-
pational health.”

John Froines, depmey director of thn
National Institute for Occupational
Safety and Health, ;ndx:uxi that oceu-
pauonnl health will be the “most umpor-
tant issue in the 19808 and 1990s.” He
reasons that “whes ane looks for {an
exposure problam), oms finds ic."

Froines cited as am example the “lack
of control of lend in the workpiace. [n
many foundries the standards are not
met. Exposures are as high as 5,000
parts per million, well above the existing
standard.”

William McCarville, director of envi-
ronmental affairs for Moosanto,
that “to know of a preblem and not act
responsibly is inexcamble. But it seems
wmcuzuwu'ywlhundonxmua-
cient evidence is also

wige is adequate to parmit either indus-
try or government te issue conclusive

aad ‘, - -n“m: "“‘x: such s
compiex undertaking, or whether funda-
mental publie decisions of this kind must

mmnmch

8 carcinogen.
mﬂumhutmmhﬁhmph
tic manner,” says Lang.

Rall, howaver, contends that “am
weil-designed and i
shouid be sulicient to initists mhm
sedon.”

Sad Publicity: [ndustry was upeet
sbeut more than cancer epidemic argu-
ments. in the publicity brochure for the
seminar, OSHA said thare is & “massive
bat silent slaughter” of 100,000 Ameri-
cana, who die esch yesr from exposurs o
materials in the workplace.

Lang described industry as “diemayed
and angry that a responsible federal

cnserning the l:mmon of
ional-disesee p

Aud Anthony Mamwochi, director of
health and safety for the Oil. Chermieal
and Atomic Workers union. said it is
“solely a question of who pays now the
workers pay with their health.” He
charged that “s poiluted environment is
secsesery to maximise production.”

In the face of theme differing views,
the chances of reaching agresment
un:: the different groups appear sifm
ind: [m]
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