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Even as far back as the preparation of the carliest critoeria
decumeent for setting a stondard of safe asbestes exposure,
Dr. Selikof f o has ingsisted that the standard should be wmueh
less Uan 2 P/ce Lime-weighted average. e bases this on
his eoperience @ith insnlation workers. He appears to belicve
that the exposures of insulation-workers measured in the

lant two or- three years is characteristic of theiy euposure
over the past 40 years., Also, he uses a time-weighuved
average arrived at by dividing the calculated exposurcs by
the total number of wonths wvorked in the year, p.xyi.m_: no
attention to the fact Lthat there are long periods of time
vhen his insulation workers have no exposure whatsocver to
asbhestos,  He completely ignores the probable more adverdo.s:
cffects of the hiogh iptermitlene exposwre when he constraats
his Cime=weighted nvt:rm;o bhut on othcr occasions males th
proint Lhat pesrsons exposed for only a few day may oxparicnee
adverse health effects. LU is nobt surprising, thoervelore,
that he s now mownting o campaign to reopen the UL, asnb oston
standard and do’ everyching in his power to lower it boelow

2 tibers and, . in my judgrent, Lo abolish the use of asbeston
fiber complotely. 1 say this in spite of his repeated
statemonts Lhat achestos can boe \l..n.(l sately  and he has

no G lention of bavning its use. '

With the ahove in mind, 1 beliove. the Oramuceript of hix
Ctatewentssat Lhe Americen Todustrial fiyqiene Conforence,
el e formal paper ond discussion, ove of great interes L
toneen that Iy, Holmes and Loewinsohn, on well as Mo Luxon,
wooarven copies of this transeript and asted for iy

conm nts with Jespeat Lo acenracy of s 0 sments from the
it ol view 0t Lheiy own kpowdedge. ! oam certain there

Gre grave Tnaccuracies but would profoy o have the se pais. ““‘
ot by Ahe omen antimately involved and vhie would hoow

fiveat hand abcout (hese comments of Setrket ! with regard te
the ritinh cxportence. '

.

Whaetr it suits his purposce, as for exaenle, in comparing
Jorwinsohn's X-ray data (o that ol Jolne Y ox, he praines
the dust counts at Turner Brothers frem 19%0 on, but in
my presonce amd at. the hearings, he aned Soosn associatens
have dectared this information to be of a0 use whatooevaer. 72
Furthermore, he completely  jgnores the large body 0l

data available in Lhe Quebece asbentos and min eg dadustry.
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1 heJiceve there are sorious faults in his utilization of
Jewinsohnd s information wnless, in fact, Hilton has some
new inforgaation that he has passcd on to Dr. Selikoff,
and whichs I have never seen.  The following questions
reloted o ilton's paper, published in the Royal Socicty:
of Nealth Jaurnal, Volume 92, Mo. 2, April 1972, will R
1Mwitvate the arcas in which Dr. Seclikoff, in my judgment’, °
has distoxted or perverted Hilton's “information. The
gquestions are duesigned not only to point this out but also
to assist me in a better understanding of Hilton's paper.

>
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“The questions are as follows: .

() In Table 2, were the criteria for a diaynosis of -
ashestosis the same in 1968 as they were in 1957 :
and 19307 ' :

(2) Was the diagnosis of the single case in 1968 and also -
in 1997 in the group exposced 10 to 14 ycars based on
definite X-ray abnormality or was it based prcdominantly
on rales? (It would appear Dr. Selikoff doesn't '
consider the reduction from a 32¢ incidaxe to a 0.72% :
incidence in the 10 Lo 14 year exposcd group as cvidencw .
of a good control of fiber.)

A3) 1t possible to learn whether or not Lhe sinagle cane

in the cateqgory of 10 to 14 year oxposure and 15 to 19
yoar exposure, as shown in Table 2, wvoere in fact noever
exposed Lo more Lhan 2 F/ce throughout that period of time?

Stewve, Milton and M. Luaxon should be shoun the tricky araph
mepared by Salikof £ and shown at the Boston mecting, and
from vhich he apaavently derived support for his contention
that azbesitonin was developing. in less than 100 fiber years
of voposme. T have the following guest bong abont this

aned they e tain to Figqure 2 in Hilton's paper as well as
s aquetbions (that would be uscful o have an ansver Lo

.

for my own knowledge,  These gqueries are an follows:

(1) Vhat e the eriteria for the categorization ol fibrosis.
in Figure 22 B

(1) 1 fibrosis countad more than once in any one person,
as wag apparently done for changes in the pleura?

-
-
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(3) Woere ghe criteria for X-ray fibrosis different in the '
seric§ read Ly John Knox as contrasted Lo the: recent =
!.cuci rcad by H.\lt.on'-‘
{4) what ducs lilton mean by “abnormal X-rays"?
(5) boes Hilton hawe aye matched contruls from a non-exposed
population for. X-ray reading? In my experiencze, a
small poercentage of people will have 1/1 or even 2/1,
. especially in the ulder age «group bul: who have ncver
’ heen exposed Lo asbestos fiber
(6) boes Nilton have x~r;\y data for wmon only? I agrce ‘ : .

fully vith him that the cateyorization of 1/1 or 2/1
is very difﬁ.cult in the films ot most women.
More specific quc stions with ruspect to Selikoff's chart
caxe as follows: '

(J) boes Hilton's "years of exposure” coincide with m‘
express the same thing as cumulative fiber years
Scelikot! leaves the impression at first glance Umt
the Knox-curve and Lewinsohn curve both relate to' the
abscissa, One must note that in fact, Knox's ds
bated on fiber years whorcas l.‘.\um.uhu'*' is bascd on
yoears 0f axposuroe.

MR EN

(2) rhe sccond guestion asks whether or not the X-ray
criteria in the Knux data wese the same as those in
the Loewinsohn -data., :

1 belicve 1 knou thye answers to many of these but T would: _
Yike to have it with assurance from those whom you arc .
Mlanning to visit. I addition, theiv consirdered comments
vith respect Lo Selikoit's presontation, part 1culm’]5 vith ‘
telerence Lo erronecas statements or. interences would
be churmows Ty hclplni ' ) ‘
t might add that in the p.::.l. fow wocks 1 have been Lrying to
educate “‘Y'v"” by visiting insulation operat ions and discussing
< exponren an o monid Lot ed visually with old vimers . ip the trade
in the huxu o that they could tell me sonee thing about cavlicr
daysi-= Lhe Jays of cxposure. causing Uu- di: eane now bodnug )
obrerved, Without exception, thus ta, the insulation opcerationt
- Yook very ¢livan, make 1little or no usce.o! asboestos fiber
( (o great deal of fibrous glass) and it wonld’ appear to

o ra ‘\’
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support the contention that the number of fibers to

hich th workers are cxposed is low, at present. .

- The excepfion, not obuerved by me as yet, is the :
manimousdy repeated statement that there are occasions

when insulation workers handle crude asbestos - fiber
inteamittently in o manner that crecates a great deal

of dust in the immcediale breathing zone. Naturally,

if these high cexposures ave worked into & tiwme-weidghted
averaqe, including the many months ol 2oy o exposure to
asbestos vhen Librous glass is being used, the time-weightod
averege wonld ke very low, Without cxeeption all of -
the men wvho worked 2% years or more ago have told we Lhatl
conditions arce vnormously less dirty nvav than in those
carly days. They spoke of working many hours cach weoek:
in the carly days when even in the application of new
insulation (85% magnesia) the dust created by pumme)ing
the material into place was so dense that they wouled le
unable Lo recognize anybody four or five Fect away.

This, of course, was amunite exposurce.

4
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Thus far 1 have not been able to speak with anyone who
. has worked as- tar as 40 years ago. 1 hopy Lo do sos
5{:‘ Vohave Teioned that from time to time foreign vessals in
the shipbui lding yards, move so on the West Coast Lhan on
the Bast Coast, were ot ten repaitoed dand menbers of the
Heat ond Frost Workers Union had exposure to blue asbeston.
In some instances this apparently was quile high but jt
would appear Lhat many tnsulation workess in the ULGCA.
have prohably never been exposaed: Lo blue. :

1L i most unfortunale -that. br, Selikoff, in many of hij:.
publicat tons, has never attompted Lo reconstruct Lhe
exponte histories in detail, compar ing the exposure «.ﬂ
those wath mesothebioma, ote to those without,  In spile

of the taidlme to do thin or to. look at total dust exponures
Bated on concent rat ion of dust ag well as time, Selilof!
comtinues Lo aunert- that tha-mild or moderale exponuee:s
al the dast tev-years have ccausad Lhe soverae experience
of the innalation vorkder, '

! .
G. Wi Wrigitt, M., ' - ' i
. ) . w )
L. GWW/enn ’ ) . ) .
L3 ' —
: n I
TR
. tnoq
CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-002084
G. W. Wright to F. J. Solon, Jr., on Dr. Selikoff's Asbestos Standard Statements (1973) Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

ACL Doc 13003 - Page 4 of 4 asbestosclaims.law/library/13003/4


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/13003/4

