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CENTER FOR SCIENCE IN THE PUBLIG Iy,
Washington, D.C., Decenber 5
My, WILIAM RUCKELSHAUS, -
Administrator, usironmental Profection Agency,
Tashinglon, D.C.
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(L e limit, as Well a8 statements by recoguized anfhorities of the
0 %x%inai Fovironmental Sciences Laboratory to the effet that 4% of
Moull: of insulation workers in this country, whose time-weighted exposure to
ﬂ:ﬁﬁsfos is 3 t/cc, are attributable to occupational asbestos expoeur. This taet
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he Criteria document prepared by the National Institute for Oeeupational
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ile 8 2 f/ce level cannot be declared safe, it is undoubtedly less hasardous

1 tant/cc and all haste should be made to reach that level industrywide.

Tabershaw, reviewing the literature on asbestos in 1967, compared asbestos
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" | lrge buman populations can be exposed with no enhaneed risk to developing

wtain diseases, this threshold is not kmown, it wil not soon be known, and é;
tpears to be quite low. We are perplexed and alarmed by the goreramemt
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