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SHOULD CHOC IDOLITE DE UTILIZED IN A NORE RESTRICTIVE 
MANNER THAN OTHER FORMS OF ASBESTOS? 

The experience reported to date indicates that all 
types of asbestos have produced pulmonary fibrosis in 
workers exposcd to thcse matoriales. An excess occcurience 
of bronchogenic cancer has alwo been repotted in workers 
exposed to cach of the commercial varietics of asbestos. 
An excess occurrence of mesothelioma has been reported 
in workers oxposad to cach of the varioties of asbestos 
with the exception of anthophyllite end tremolite. 

A marked variation in the pruportion of workers ex- 
posed who give evidence of these biulcuical end results 
has beon reported. Wwhy this varistile 1enponse? There is 
clear-cut evidence that all of the biological effccts are 
Jose related and thus the variation may be entively a funce 
tion of different doses, It has been speculated that this 
variable response may also be related to varioty of asbes- 
tos. To learn whether or not the specific varicty plays 
a roll one must dotermine whother or not differing bio- 
logical experiences are due to dose, which may in turn be 
a manifestation of the variety of asbestos, or whether it 
is also due to the upecilic sical-chemical nature of 
the variety under consideration. There is inadequate 
information at this time to resolve the dose va. variety 
factor as explaining the marked variation of biological 
eoffoct arising out of different work places. 

The biological mainifestations of exposure to ashestos 
fiber as seon in the chiysotile wines and wills ol Canuda, 
Russia and 1taly appear to be les. scvere than in various 
manufacturing operations, Dose doterminations in these 
contrasting sottings are not suffliciently eatablished to 
dotermine whother this difference in soverity ia the 
rosult of higher doses in the manufacturing wotk place 
or that in the manufacturing workplace thew is exposure 
to smphiboles such as crocidolite or anthophyllite in 
addicion to chrysetile. 

The striking concentration of cases of mesothelioma 
on the Morthwest © as compared to the reat of South AMrica 
has suggested that crocidolite mined in the Notthwest Cape 
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