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Minutes 
BOARD OfF GOVZRNOR'S “VIATING 
Asbestos Textile Institute 

Barbizon-Plaza Hotel,!lew York City 
October 8, 1964 

In Attendance: 

S,J, Peele,Jr,, -~ United States Rubber Company 
J.AN. Bettes,Jr., - Raybestos-Manhattan,Inc. 
J.A. Brown,Jr., - " "o " 
J.T. Griffis - H.K. Porter Comanp.Inc. 
W.S. Hough - Johns-Manville Corpqration 
J.L. Rainey - American Asbestos Textile Corp. 
Ted D, McCluskey - Tallman-McCluskey Fabtrics Company 
Jay Flocken - Cadwalader,Wickersham & Taft (Legal Counsel) 
H.LE. Sunbury - Asbestos Textile Institute (Secretary) 

1. The meeting was called to order by President Peele,who noted 
that Mr. J.L., Rainey and Mr, Ted D. McCluskey had been properly 
accredited by thelr respective companies to serve in the absence 
of Messers J.!. Weber and T.C. McClusksey. 

2. The minutes of the last meeting were presented for reading.It 
was moved by Mr., Bettes,and seconded by Mr. Griffis,that the 
minutes be accepted without reading.Agreement was unanimous, 

3, The Financial Report as of September 9, 1964,was presented by 
Treasurer J.A. Brown. Mr. Peele stated that he had received a 
letter from Mr, Charles W, Briggs,Jr., of Raybestos-Manhattan,Tnc. 
dated October 2, 1964, in which Mr. Briggs reported that he had 
examined the books of the Institute for the year ending Sept.9,196. 
and the Financial Report as presented by Mr. Brown "presented 
fairly the financial position of the Institute on that date." It 
was moved by Mr. Hough,and seconded by MMr. Griffis,that the report 
be accepted as read, and made a part of these minutes. So agreed. 

4, President Peele brought up the subject of the coming Conference 
on "Biological iffects of Asbestos" to be held under the auspices 
of the New York Academy of Sciences,Oct.l9-21,1964. He asked what 
further action,if any,should be taken in respect to the position 
of the Institute towards this conference,as adopted at our last 
meeting,in view of the publicity which appeared 1ln many newspapers 
on October 6th, in which asbestos was cited as a possible cause of 
cancer. This acdverse publicity, relseased by Dr.Selikoff and his 
associates, is based on very limited background information, as 
compared to that of the asbestos industry, but is very harmful to 
the entire industry. 
There was a lengthy discussion as to ways and means of combating 
this unfavorable publicity. The question was raised as to whether 
those who have issued the publicity could be warned of the gravity 
of their charges, and its unfavorable effect on the entire asbestos 
industry, without giving the impression that an attempt was being 
made to suppress or intimidate the medical profession. Legal Coun- 
sel was subsequently asked draft such a letter,(copy is attached) 
and 1t has besn submitted to eacyMember for approval, before being 
sent to Dr. Selikoff, by Mr. Reycraft. 
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The Board of Governors of A.I.I. requested Attorney Reycraft to 
prepare a letter to be sent to Dr., Selikoff on behalf of the 
Institute, and the letter as drafted by Mr. Reycraft,follows: 

Dr, Irving J. Selikoff 

Dear Dr, Selikoff: 

Our client,the Asbestos Textile Institute,has requested us 
to communicate to you the grave concern which all member companies 
share over the possibly misleading implications of recent articles 
carried in many local and national newspapers on your report and 
news conference concerning mesothelioma. 

The linking together of asbestos and mesotholioma in a 
cause and effect relationship is clearly made in =zu articie which 
appeared in The New York Times of October 7, 1964. But in additior 
to describing your comments on possible occupational hazards, 
that article also ascribes to you and %o Dr. Hammond statements 
and inferences that go beyond the confines of the studies which 
you actually conducted: 

" The worrisome feature,Dr. Hammond and Dr. Selikoff said, 
1s the evidence that asbestos, once taken into the body,stays 
there, Thus even a single heavy exposurecould conceivably produce 
a cancer after a latent period of 20 years or more,they said. 

" This idea, for which they said there is some experimental 
as well as epldemiological evidence could expand the risk from 
s8imply those occupationally exposed to virtually anyone who might 
only occasionally encounter asbestos dust.” 

Again, that article stated: "The specialists who gave 
the report expressed worry that the danger might not be entirely 
restricted to a limited occupation group, but that it might be 
more general and possibly of considerable importance. There 1is 
no direct evidence to substantiate this,they said, but some of 
the available findings hint that this may be the case." 

It 4s common knowledge that developments in the field of 
cancer and possible causative factors or possible preventative 
and curative measures are subjects of very great and vital public 
concern, It must be recognized,however, that only the most careful 
and dispassionate efforts in presenting the results of limited 
researchin this field to the public can avoid misinterpretation, 
oversimplification,and exaggeration. This is particularly true 
in discussing with members of the press such limited and tentative 
conclusions as those suggested by your studies, 

Unfounded inferences and hints of danger, though sure of 
receiving wide distribution, contribute nothing to public under- 
standing. Nor do they aid intelligent action by anyone,whether 
at the individual or group level or in private or public agencies, 
The health and welfare of workers in the asbestos and related in- 
dustries,no less than the general public, in part of course rests 
upon wise,careful,and practical utilization of scientific know- 
ledge. Innocent but unwise treatment of research data in public 
discussions or leaving it to laymen to appreciate the carefully 
phrased limitations and qualifications,can cause reactions that 
are not justified by the state of scientific-kngwmpgge. 
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TLetter to Dr, Selikoff, continued - Page -2« 

The efforts by members of this asssociation in their own 
scientific work and medical programs and in cooperation with 
studies by such groups as the Public Health Service amply 
demonstrate the willingness of this part of the asbestos industry 
to act responsibly and intelligently in matters involving the 
health and safety of its employees and the general public as well,. 
These companies welcome all responsible efforts along these lines. 

The Asbestos Textile Institute urges no restraint upon 
independent medical inquiry or research -~ indeed it earnes®ly 
desires expansion of existing knowledge in this field. Nor does 
this Association seek in any way, K to discourage the right +to 
discuss the results of such efforts. But 1t does urge caution 
in the discussion of these activities to avoid providing tue basis 
for possibly damaging and misleading news stories, The right to 
study and to discuss these subjects is clear,of course. But the 
gravity of the subject matter and the consequences implicitly 
involved impose upon any who exercise those rights a very high 
degree of responsibility for their actions, 

Sincerely, 

CATWALADER, WICKERSHAM & TAFT 

PRODUCED 
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