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MEMO OF JANUARY 2, 1875 T0
" TALC AND ASBESTOS *

I ecannot help but feel that zome additional input from
Research is needed here. Several points

1. The National Faint. and Coatirg Associat
a trade organization. It caxrzes,mo'le
We are still bound by the law as descri i
documents. It seems to me that Stender, in his
letter of October 9, 1874, d=stroys his own
organization. Until this confusicn within OSHA is
resolved, we have no choice but to comply with the
law as written. ‘

Z. As I read the NP&CA Builstin Mo. 20, I get twe
strong impressions:
2., Rather than clarifying © “tker o smoal,

they only add to my coni

b. Asbestos is not really a. .. ..:os, but it can be
anything you want to.call it, e.g., "commercial
: talc. M : )

I am g;eatly concerned w1th the point. ralsnd by’

A. Finkbiner at-our last meeting. 'This has to do
specifically with the faés that we are "sitting" on
information:which- shov,«qul“c. nclusively that.

R. 7. Vanderbilt's tylc.productyg ceontain not only
tiemolite,. but smgn‘fxaant amoynts: 6f chrgSc&ila”and
anthoahyallte as. welll. What pight be J-M's leégal
résponsibility by *xthpoldz guch information?
Refer to:
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. R. Keefe -2 January 7, 1875

Memo October 9, 1874 V. B. Wolkodoff to 3. Lama
Report No. 414~T-33, October 4, 1ﬁ?4
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“Memo October 10, 1874 K. L. Jauna ais to R. §. Lamar
Mémo - October 23, 1974 V. E. Wolkogufr to R, §. Lamay
Memo October 11, 19874 R. 5. Lamar tc V. E. Wolkodoff

7ith this informa-
- 'I alsc feel that
to R. T. Vanderbilt.

Do we $till- intend to pr
3 on on Vanderbilt's ta l' pxoédcts
o we shoul& prcv;de this i formqt;

¢, Finally., the real question is medical-in nature. From
information I have from Kotin and Fenner, there 1is more
than ample reason why we should label regardless of
what the law might say. And, thig could in time have
a great deal to do with J-M's legal-as well. as its
imbralfobiigationsg ' '

I guess what I am really trying tc.say, Harry, iz that the

‘decision to. label was ¥ight anpd-should not be- sub;ect for

redongideration: We have to Yearr to liveé with it in &

business sense regardless of how.cifficult this appears.
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'R. S. Lamar
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