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) .7 1 understand your concern over that part of the presentation to employees

L . .. that makes the point that cigarette smoking converts & nonhazatrdous level .

of exposure to asbestos into & hazardous one. I have told you that at

I every presentatfon so [ar the question was asked as to vhy ve vere
iaplementing a smoking elimination program {f in fact the 2f/cc level i
acceptable. Our response to such a question sust be that it is a non-

- ’ ha:ardous level but combined with cigarette smoking it can be hazardous.

3 1 realize that this might be interpreted as saying that there is no safe

8 level of exposure to asbestos ia the presence of cigarette smoking and that
N, such & misinterpretation can have negative implications fros the viewpoint
- ¥ of customer purchase and use of asbestos products as well as {rom the

viewvpoiat of a legal position.

»,' The position of J-M is and alvays has beem that the potential adverse effects
of asbestos exposure are dose-dependent, as vith all other agents, and that
there is clear evidence of a no-adverse effect level. Clinical data and

) epidemiological studies support the pt of cigarette smoking converting
- a nonhazardous exposure to a hazardous level by virtue of the fact that lung 3
"8 cancer is aleost exclusively limited to cigarette-smokiang workers, whereas

other wvorkers vith siailar exposure who do not smoks do not show this disease
sanifestation. It is ioporcant to realize that dose response applies not
only to individual ageats but also to combinations of agents, including
cocarcinogens and predisposing other factors. To assume that any asbestos
exposure in the presence of cigarette swking is hazardous conzradicts the
fundamental pharmacological principles of dose response and no-effect level.

A second fact vorthy of comment is that cutrently virtually all asbestos

production is committed to products im wvhich asbestos is locked into the

product, 50 that users of asbestos products im vhich the asbestos is bound

ia face s totally different situation from that in the manufacturing of the
p: product. Customers of rav f{iber do indeed face many of the problems we have 1
-§ im our plants snd they would be well advised to institute smoking slimination

- N - prograss similar to our owa. *
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- : Since the area is 8 complex one, it is difficult to simplify for employee

. ’ presentations, but misunderstandings can be clarified with further
explanations. 1 believe we are making a responsible management decision

! in terms of our no-smoking program and that our presentations should not
be changed.
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