Proposal for producers.

As you know the anti asbestos activity was verhhigJapan last summer. As result Japan has banned
all type of asbestos by 208. It is not need totkay influence of Japan on the rest Asia is veghhi

For instance Korean government is becoming incngasstricter in their regulations regarding the us

of chrysotile. A meeting entitledsian asbestos Conferencwill be held in Bangkok Thailand on July

26 & 27, 2006. The conference will explore the @aging use of asbestos in Asia and discuss the
problems arising from occupational and environmlegtposures to this carcinogenic material.

In the light of these circumstances we urge to tiale immediate steps in Asia.

Some important for our business countries do notigi@ate in ICA activity. These are Thailand,
Indonesia, Vietnam and Sri Lanka. The national @asions of these countries are not working due to
lack of cooperation between local producers anérates of financing. Today as never before, we need
strong, active, and effectually working associadiomecause only national associations will be &ble
confront anti asbestos activity. Besides we nedtht@ control on the work of these associations.

Our proposals are as follows:

1. To create or revive national associations in caltabon with leaders of local producers;
It is important to find leaders of industry who Whbe able to organize and make all
arrangements;

2. To do this we have to open financing. Most parthat should be directed on PR activity of
association. What we understand under PR activity.

Hiring of PR manager, who will be responsible fogating web site, media relations, press
releases, media monitoring, i.e. PR complex. PRaganshould coordinate his plan with
us. The ideology and other materials will be preddy Chrysotile Institute.

3. Principle of financing. In every country it will bdifferent sum that depends on many
factors. For every country we will have a budgete Ttotal sum will be divided among
producers in accordance with their market sharedmh country.

4. Associations should increase work with their goweents. For instance, Indonesia and
Vietnam are not a Party of Rotterdam Conventiorail@hd is a Party but is keeping silence.
We need much more supporters in Rotterdam Conventio

Finally we should have neatly acting structure viatanches in every key country, which will follow
common policy.



EUROPEAN ASBESTOS COFERENCE:
Policy, Health and Human Rights
Brussels Declaration — 23 Sept. 2005

Preamble

Asbestos remains the principal cause of occupdticmacer among the workers in Europe.
Asbestos products in European homes, commerci@dibgs and infrastructures and asbestos
waste in our environment continue to cause unpeted levels of diseases and mortality.

Year of Action

European labour groups, medical associations aeinetional agencies have issued calls to
make 2005-2006 the Year of action on Asbestos.hi®édnd, the participants to the European
Asbestos Conference held in Brussels on SeptemB&322005 call on all European
Institutions: mainly the European Parliament ane Buropean Commission as well as The
Council of Europe to devise and implement a Europ&sabestos Action Plan which would
take:

Action on Prevention

To prevent future hazardous exposures, the follgwteps are recommended:

« rigorous enforcement of EU and national health safdty asbestos legislation;

« as with other carcinogens, all asbestos productsildhbe labelled with a skull and
crossbones; the use of the current “a” letter liegmacceptable;

e introduction of mandatory asbestos audits of publicldings by 2007 and domestic
residences by 2008; as well as all transport me¢ams ships, trains, planes) by 2008;
introduction of EU legislation, including a certifition scheme, for the regulation of the
asbestos removal industry;

e introduction of guidelines for measuring asbestosc®ntamination;

» research on safe methods for treating asbestog;wast

» the derogation which allows the use of asbestasliorine production should cease;

» the 2003 Directive should be strengthened by eluimg the concept of “sporadic and of
low intensity exposure”. No exposure to asbestesis!



Action on Human Rights

Human rights and the abolition of the death peraléycore values of the EU. Yet, hundreds of
thousands of Europeans are being deprived of tighit to good health through hazardous
asbestos exposures; in many cases, these expasar@smtamount to a death sentence. Action
is needed to secure the basic right to work araliiva safe environment. The following steps
are recommended:

the reclassification of pleural plaques and somgerotasbestos conditions as “non-
malignant disease” is required; the current caiegbon of these symptoms as benign is
not an accurate reflection of their impact on patiehealth and employment options;

the establishment of national registers of worlexgosed to asbestos and of workers with
an asbestos related disease;

the recognition of all work related asbestos dissaas occupational diseases in the
framework of a harmonization of occupational dige@®mpensation schemes in the
European Union;

the development of medical guidelines for the “lisssitment” of asbestos-related diseases;
the development and funding of a research prog@nthe treatment and care of people
with these diseases;

the setting up of specific European or nationaldBior schemes financed by: companies
involved in asbestos production through contringicand public authorities to grant
assistance to all victims of occupational, envirental or domestic asbestos exposures; the
support of asbestos victims’ groups to mobilize assist the injured;

the relocation of non-EU companies to the EU tapscasbestos liabilities in their home
countries should no longer be permitted;

the setting up of a European research centre firthestigation and implementation of
safe technology for the removal/cleaning of aslsestmtaminated areas which are high risk
activities.

Action on Double Standards

The EU should support an international ban of askely an ILO Convention or other
global instrument and a just transition in devehgpcountries;

EU legislation should ban the use of asbestos byb&éd companies anywhere in the
world; lack of compliance with this legislation shd be punished by fines which could be
distributed amongst foreign asbestos victims;

Strategies for minimizing asbestos liabilities ddlgpl defendants are well-developed; the
EU should work with other partners to establish iat@rnational fund to compensate
asbestos victims of EU companies;

The transfer of risk from Europe to developing does is unacceptable. In particular, the
shipbreaking of asbestos contaminated vesselsasitk Clemenceau in India violate both
the Basel Convention and EU waste regulations:etlrakes should be rigorously applied
and enforced;



Good practice regarding the successful introductibmon-asbestos safe technology in
Europe should be disseminated to countries whiets@t using asbestos;

* Finances from the European Social Fund should eragailable to support the clean-up
of asbestos contaminated areas

» EAC patrticipants call for national actions on sfiecilays like the 28th of April 2006,
International Workers Memorial Day and the 14th of MayMemorial Day for asbestos
victims in Belgium. In particular they recommendnamstrations in front of Canadian
embassies;

* The European Union should promote an inquiry om pinesent and past activities of
asbestos multinationals and their corporate links;

* The European organizations involved in the campdagna world asbestos ban should
support the struggle of NGO'’s, trade unions aneiotinganizations in developing countries
against asbestos by providing them with informaton best practice, effective legislation,
medical and technical issues;

European bodies have an important contribution tkentowards the development of
international networks of cooperation and soligarit

Furthermore
Asbestos affects a wide range of issues from od¢mu@ and public health to the environment

to consumer affairs to medical research. It isdéfee recommended that a person be designated
to coordinate the EU Asbestos Action Plan.



