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" Doctor Admits He May

NEW BRUNSWICK — Johnson & Johnson officials
yesterday decried a story which appeared in The New
\nr)c Times, alleging that Johnson & Johnson's baby pow-
der might contain asbestos fibers.

The doctor who performed the tests on which the
charges were based said the story had bEFY\ Dlown eatire-
Iy out of proportion.

Arthur Langer of the Mt, Siani Hospilal Emviron-
men{al Laboratory in New York City told The Home
News that he hed conducted the tests about 18 months
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ago at the request of the city Environmental Iiotection
Administration,

Langer tested cne container of Landers baby powder
and onc of Jolmon & Johnson’s. “Foolishly I sent them &
written report after looking at unly two samples,” he
said.

“The dala were very preliminars ™ nature. and what
is more. 1 may have mistaken long taleum fibers for
ashestos fihers. They have similar properties,” the doctor
said,

He continued, *“Ib annoyﬂ the hell out of me-—there
are a lot more Lmporlant things than locking for ashestos
in taleurn powder. For example. they should be WOrrying
about asbestos in spray paint and paper mache.'”

The Mt Sinai lab has been actively nivolved in warn-
ing the public of the dangers of inhaling asbestos fibers.
‘The primary danger is a Jong-tevm risk of cuntmnlme a
rare kind of ling cancer.

!

Dr. ermg Sciikoff, who heads the laboratory, bas -

heen 2 centrel figure in Ihe conlroversy over asbesics
tibers floatingiin the air at the Johns-Manvilie plant in
AMonville. SelikoRf has diagnised Iung cancers in a num-
ber of former workers at that plant.

But Langer said tho amount of asbestos he saw in
the baby powder was “only a bare trace level” Al the
currenl state pf moedical kiowledge, he said, there is no
way of knuwng if such a small quantity could be harm-
ful

Johnson & Johnson denied that it has any asbestos at
all jn its baby powder. A company spokesman. Iawrence
Foster, said ha has reporis from three independent labo-
ratories provirg this.

'l‘lxe Lhreeu\n are McCrone Asso&ales in Chicage,
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Fred Pool In Great-Britain and the University of Colora-
do School of Mines.

“\yhether there was a slight wace of sumeﬂmg that’
Dr. Langer might have interpreted as asbestos is a mi-
nor point,” Foster said.

“The important point is that he sald the Times story
was erroncous and out of peﬂpeuwe

Langer agreed luat there is “some controversy over
what the levels are. It lakes an eleclvon micrescope 10
see these fibers,” he added.
© - “IPs no sceret to anyone that the type of rock that
talcum is in usually contains asbestns,” the doctor said.
“Syme talcum contains lois of asbestes, seme very little.
Tae Johnson & Johnson sample happens to be very pure
tale.””
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Provided by Johnson & Johnson through www.factsabouttalc.com





