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I have recvieuwed the report, "Asbestos Az & Zeolin
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Fazzrdéd In The United Lingdom™, preparcd by I. C. Sayers,
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aznd in general I find that it is reasonabliy accurave,

1 do not attach very nuen importance to tne ata oa ine
incicence of asbestosis and qecth Irom 2s36sSTosis &n
cancer pecause these are merely tabuliations ol evants
anc ¢o not talke into consideration the rwivers ol people
wno wWere suvbgjected To tnie pos3ipility of the event
occurring.
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We had been interested In thne =oocibilicy Thos L&
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zr.ore fiber Coalingz nreduct 1S nT hove a groater nazald
de e - ey > . o de o o [P - - N .. ey F. PR
tnan the more conventionnl Jommic o &sheotol Dt Ll

cub-nicron cllica nuc been 2n0wn TO Cause a rapili.y
progsressive cllicosis al'ter exceedingly briefl exnciure,
Ve were concerncd about whether the Coalinga matverial
with 13s exceedingly fine fioril diameter migat nave 2
similar effect in causation of asbestosis. Ve therefore
nade some preliminary sftudies 1n whicn the materizl was
injected into the belly cavity of gulnea pigs, rats

and rabblis and alsc was injected intratrachezly by a
method wnich distributes the aspbestos throughout tne
lungs of rats. The materials injected were the standard
fiber, a refined fiber and a long fiber obtalined from
Johns Manville for purposes of comparison. In the in-
Jectlon study the Coalinga refined fiber procuced the
-most severe reaction in the belly cavity, wnereas the



standard fiber and the Jonns lManville fiber wers es-
sentially the came and legss severe, In the injection
seudy in <he lung she crude fibers caused a nmore severe
lesion, the »elinzd fiver was intvermediate ang the
Jonns Manviilie Diber was lszst resacitive, The only
coneclusien we can draw from this crude test 1s that It
i3 poigible trnat our Coalinga product may be more naz-
ardcus ©o usce than long flbp” asbasvos in that it mayv
L1aduce the diseacse, aspestosls, at an early tine alter

cxlposure,

Tne question was raicsed wiather the 5 million
rt*cles per cubic foot were Zuill valid ac a Mnrecrnold

poted -
Limitv Value, I maintain that wnic value iz otilil con-
rect in termes of preventing the discase, asbestocis
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who have worked in an enviromment wnere the
concentration was KkKept within the Threshold Linmizs
Zt is proozble that the 5 milliion particles per cudlc
root will nov pe acceptable for the or;vention of
mesothslioma. I have no idea w.a: concentration mizat
ne effective in preventing this disease and I would
wonder whether even a limit of 1 million particles zer
cublce foot would be effective in tq;s regaxd.
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Trhere is no evidence of asbestos.c occurring among
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Finally, I would give my uvnquestionable uovO”“ to
“he regquest ol the Pneuncconiocsis Rescarch Councill [or
race clement analysis of the standard sample of auoygtos
dv SO doing we would develop techniques wnich could e
appliel To our product from King City and which woull be
uselful in making comparisons with the standards,

I rope this will e nelp?

el o you, il you have
any furiner questions plezse let o
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