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RAINING AND METALS BIVISION ~ . P © BOX 579, NIAGARA FALLS, ai 1430? 

To (Nemes) Dr. H. B. Rhodes | Dete July 25, 1973 Ma 
Division Mining & Metals " 

lece'ien: Niagara Falls, N. YX. ‘ Originating Dept. Reseatch Deveberment Departnent 

Ansrerieg letier date 

Coyy te R. E. Byrne Sebject 
J. L. Myers 

peor. Thurber 4 

Dear Harry: 

This letter is written in response to your July 18 correspondence 

concerning the potential usage of 5G-210 in suspension fertilizers by TVA. 5 

Before taking the discouraging course of action it seems we want to 

take here, I would like to offer an appeal from a sales and marketing point ™ 

of view. First of ail, the potentiai here of this one product for this one 

customer frem @ sales standpoint represents, should we be successful, the total 

“aos pounds of our whole CALIDRIA preduct line sold in the Southeast during 1572. 
We have neither encouraged nor discouraged the use cf asbestos in their study 
work so far, and TVA initially disccvered CALIDRIA on their own and came to 
us fox samples. My only persoral meeting with TVA people was to lay out the 

Lard, cold facts of both the OSHA and EFA standards on the use of asbestos, and 

it was presented to them in such a manner that our product would certainly have 

to have some real advantages for them to get involved with the required dust 

counts, medicel exams and registration needed as an asbestos user. Despite 
this negetive selling aporoach, it appears they still ree? thet our material 

merits continuing their work even though they could easily uce sttarpulsite 

clay without any restrictions. My feeling is they fully realize the political 

questions involved here, having been in en internal battle among themselves 

on asbestos, so I sure woulan't want to te the guy who presents the final 

death blow to the project. Part of the consideration also involved rere is 
_the fact that Conoco now has a patent using asbestos in almost tue same ep- 

plication, and TVA feels thet if tney are still proceeding forward with 

asbestos, why should Coneco get e211 the glory when TVA, which is the fertilizer 

research center for the U. S., also having a very veluable contribution to 

offer the industry stcp tueir work. 

To sum up, my appeal is basecé on the potential asbestos we can sell 
here, the fact that we have not offered them any encouragement at all. Let's 
also not lose sight of the fact that perhsps the TVA management, who are more 

familiar in dealing with goverrment people than we may be and would have a 
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better feel for the political aspect of the problem, may best be left to 
make the final decision by themselves on whether sr not to use aoveEslUs, 
rather than our running in and killing off the project for them. It is 
hard enough to sell asbestos today and it sure doesn't make it easier if 
new markets are uncovered and.we must consider what Dr. Selikoff might think 
about it. If we are not questioning the safe use of asbestos in the applica- 
tion, I feel the moral or political decision should be made by the potential 

- user and not by us. ~ 

Very wy yours, 

Hh Ye, 
J. E. Walsh 

JEW/cs 
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