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THE U.K. DOCKS PROBLEM:

(:on zr...., ‘[7\,’6
The continuing adverse publicity from 1965 described under the beading
"Ihe Developmeut of the rroblen”’ ran parallel with the difficulties deing
g oxyortonc“ &% the various docks. The U.X. Unions concerned with the ports

have bocn for many years trying to clean up their mesders’ werking cenditions.
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O - 7Y ‘pasking of a-buto- origlully fo cpen veave Juu bags, created a lot
of dust and the situation wus never holp-d by the fact that the shipping
.CODp‘hi.l rarely gave Asbestos bulk stovage in the holds, dbut all too
frejuently used it as dunnape arvund other cargo and for packing in any avajilable
.-w COrmer of the hold. This treatwent nuturaily tended to damage the bags and even
Bore duat was released into.thd hold or shed.
The adverse publicity about dusty caryoes and "Asbestos as a bealth hazard®
provided them with ju;t.tho weapon they needed to apsin press the shipowneras
and Port Employers to clean up working conditions.
The Qrig!nal difficulties arosc in connectiun with the Rusaian ship
"aMiZK® which arrived at the Surrey Coesercial Docks with a cargo of short
Russlan Asbestos in opwn wesve jutu sacks. The very dusty condition of the
cargo resulted in the Uﬁiun Local Branch Secretary asking a Dr Donald Hunter
of the Hiddlesex Hospital to advise thes. Dr Hunter visited the ship and
iy aftervards made {t very cleur that he felt Asbestos dust wss dangerous for
the men's health. He auvised the use of respirators end vacuum cleaners even
if it took the men lonjer to unload the cargo and said” that {f theisr health
is damsged by Asbestos, tne jrocess is irreversible”. These comments, together
with the article in the ‘vutn London Press, under the headline "A cargo with
a risk of cancer brinpgs threat of strike" was sufficient for the men to refuse
to handle asbestos normully.
lLondon is merved mainly by two Uniona - The Transport and Gemeral Vorkers
Union, and the MNational Amalganuted Stevedorss and Dockers Union - although
they work tndapcndt;tly, one usually supports the other In any dispute. In
this case, while the normal unloading rate for asbestos was about 35 tons per hour
the T.G.W.U. unloaded at an averaye of 18 tons per hour while the N.A.S.D.U.
varied between 1 to 8 tons per hour. As the different Unjons work different

sections of the London Docks, the unloading rate for ships was related to E.12/96
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 Bo% being hm with. thc ruulu of nup-nt- .{n korduurg.m

‘whieh docks they used. Canadian Pacific, for emsaple, wese &ips wers
unloaded by W.A.5.D,U. labour, decided that they could not afford o suffer
the long delays and re¢fused to accept any further consignwents of Asbeetos
fibre from Canada.

This action subseyuently revealed the lack of a kncvu sutherative voice

tor the A-boctos Indu-try tor th- C&n&diln A~beatos Produo-r- bad for aomae

their liability ggvtocr or burst thus relessing the Asbestos, had agitated
for a }iﬁod jut; bag.-nd experiments had already begun i{n using a laminated
jute-paper bag. If Canadisn Pacific had buen able to consult such a body
as the Asbestos Information Committee or tha Asbestos Fibre Imperters Comajtteos,
they could have beer informed of these new i3s3 and arrangesents with the Unions
could have proceeded imwediutely fur triel shipsents tuv come forward.

Approaches were made tn the tmpioyers Association and to the Ministry of
labour {n an attempt to resvlve the initiu}l difficulties. It was at this time
that the ;irlt meoting of the Representatives of the Asbestes Iroducers and
Importers was held (this tume was changed in May 1967 ts the Asbestos Fibre
Importers Committee) to Jdiscuss the problems. In response to agitation to
the Ministry of Labour for some uction to refute the dangerous and mimleading
statements that were circularing, or to put thes more into perspective, a very
non commjital letter was received in October 1965. This dealt mainly with
Asbestosia 'and the long exjposure rejuired to contact it and also mantionsd
that their dust tests hau s.0vn that where {mpervious bags were used, Asbestos
dust wes well baelow the published upper licit of safety. Mesothsliowma was
mentioned when fho letter carrj« on to say that the risk of mesothelioma did
not appear to be more commui it thuse expused to Asbestos and that the problem
was under urgent review., The risk ol wesothelioma {s no greater for dockers
.than for other workers exposed to Asbestos.

Howevaer, it was nearly six wontha bofor; Canadian Pacific agreed to take
a trial shipment of 200 tons in impsrvious bags, but even desplte reyuests
for block stowvage, some of this lLind been packed as dunnage around large rolls
of kraff paper and in ;h- unloading a nuaber of dapgs were damaged. Ome ‘
Cunadian company unfortunstely hud not accepted ths instructions that only
Jute lined bags were to be used and had shipped in S-ply paper. It wvas

ironicel that it was a number uf these bags that had been used for dunnage
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* arourd the rolls of paper, with the inevitable reanlt of deret i‘.. he . ’
Unien’s representatives vho had been invited to inspect this trial shipwent,

hlt they had bm eisled when uny sav the damaped peper bags bul agreed

_ ovmtu.:lly tha.t tha luhutod blgl lookod a pm.hln. type of m for ' o

Do-pitc the fact that nearly a«ll Asbeatos was ﬁoQ f;ciid in impervicus
bags, - duﬁnuniu were atill being experjenced, partscuu.rly ln certain
sections of the london idocks. At one Dock, in Novesber, 1966. the dodu»ro
refused to unlead a consfnmant of Cyprus Asbestos. A ‘Factory Inspector,

Dock Ncn‘gor.>tho Shipping Corpany, the Importer and the Uni-n were ‘il present
to discuss the stoppaye. The Fuctory Inapector pointed out that the bags

were ispervious to the escape of dust and in good condition and there was
virtually no danger to health, but as an additional precaution, masks could

be worn. The dockers still refused to handle the cons{gnment and even suggested
that "dirty”™ money should be paid to those handling the carge underneath the
Asbestos in case it was c mtaminuted by isLestos dust. They were only prepared
to handle future shipwents of Asbestos if it was loaded onto pallets and
wrapped in a protective covering.

A meeting between the Principal Medical Officer for the Port of London
Authority, the Medical Adviser to the Trades Union Coogress and a Censulting
Phyesician, led to the publication of a Report on the Nedical Aapescts of
Yorking Cargoes of As!:estus by Jockers of the Port of London which stated that
"ve are fully satfsfied, so fur us the Docks Industry {s concerned, that no
* wnacceptabla risk at present exists und that provided the curremtly approved

requirementa and methods >f work arc followed, Dockers mey preceed with
confidence in the ha;:dling of Asbestos cargoes.”

Soon afterwvards (17th April, 1967) the Ministry of Labour mads a statesent
in the Mouse of Comssons summarising the present knowledge abeut asbestos as a *

cancer risk.
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Bsth of thése Reports vere sreprinted in o pamphilet -muu 2ishectos

and your bealth” prepared by the A.I.C. for issuance to the Doskers. This
parphlet alse included a quenstion and answer section desiing with varieuws

..puu of Ahe ;rou-.- mx..wz‘.‘rm cuunet'u e the, m,m-.-

.. the pa.phlat togothor Jwith oth-r -rtici.n‘ _
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ropcrt-d on the tomnon of tho Aabo-toa In!cn-ation Co-.lttoo ond carriod

ieEters Wiros dotkers w: The subJ-ct.’ The -nphnpln vas on the eontainari-a‘xon

f ot A-bo-tos.
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In the -;antinq. the dockorn 15 other ports lround tﬁo U.K. were -‘kin;
their own d.ci.._zlona about the handling of Asbestos. Some would only han'dlo
p.xz.ea..a‘c;?%ga., some would hanile crocidolite on paliets but ether types
of Asbestos {n the impervicus Lags., Some would only handle pressure packed '
bags, soma reqyuired sdditiocnal payments and sose cantlnpod to work Asbestoa
normally. There was n¢ set pattern of sction by the men at the different
ports. Fortunately the lorger ;wrts servad by the ntuashlpAlln-l from the
Asbentos producing countrie» were those that continued to bandle Asbestos
normally. The Asbestos caryoes rormally shipped to London {approximately
40,000 - 5C,000 tons per a:num) were mwitched to other ports and although
there was occasionally svme difficulty in obtaining shipping space bscauss
of the bigger demand, on the vhole Asbestos continued to move into the U.K.
fairly s;ti-afctorily.

One probleoc: vhich still occasionally r--;x:cur. is when the dockers want
to know what type of usbestos tiey are handling - Is it crocidolite ?

farhaps the re-telling of an incident at one pofnt wijl {1ilustrate the

.difficulties. The dockers at this particular port stopped work because they

thought they mipht be handling crocidolite {it wus fact amcaite). The local
Secretary called in & local Consultant vho advised them that it was impossible
to tell the difference visually and that he would submit a sample of the
AsLestos for enalysis. The U.h. Agents for the producers,immediately they
heard of the incident, sent manples of amcaite and crocldolite, peinting out
the colour difference. This sstisfied the wen and they reetarted work on
unloading the Ashestos.
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28111 deing imperted, thare was always the occucor.bh risk that any

further adverse publicity could affect dockers stii} vorking Asbestes.
[ 1ga @&

There wap cloo tbo rl'k thac doc.korl who had rtfulod te hudlo mu..
ruuung u.. ‘lonu.g- thcry vcr. looling to o\h.r pom. l.l'ht t&k. scuoa_”___

_._,&z;g:k ere_in }hoh_‘t&mr ports to Npgc{»}h.a,_ﬁa"g;&l
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