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X-RD method up to August 1975 and 50 additional evaluations
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WHITTAKER, CLARX & DANTELS
supplier of tales of variou
rhe cosmetic industry, claim:
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Tfi gummary, though tire-svbmission—b
impressive at first band, it does not of

t offer much assurance Tha
cosmetiec talcs are adequately tested for asbestos. If this is all that
can be expected from the cosmetic industry in the form of analytical
effort in the light of the asbestos in talc publicity since 1971, we
have not much choice but to meve ahead as speedily as possible with
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a proposal of a regulation on asbestos
procedures and basing the levels of
fibers on the levels of sensitivity




