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(61 cases of lung cancer) suggeets==but does not prove=mthat lung cancer

la an occupational hazard of asbestos workersa.” Nelther this articlo or any
provious one which we have examined presonts any figures to prove that as-

bestosle |s an Infrequent occurrence. _Estlmates of the number . of persons

.potent&uy expaoed to ashecstos dust in the Unltod States nlone vary {rom

10,000 to 35,000 and the incidenco of asbestosts of any degrue might be highor
than Doll imagines. .
This u.udy. like so many others, {nvolves autopsy records. The

number of persons involved {n the statistical nalyllu h only 113 representing

“only 1.942. 5 man years of lifo, It {s also true that Ea selocting men who had

bu.n employed for at least 20 years, the study automatically excludodlthou
who dlad from o:her causos afier shorter employmaont.

Another reason why &\h publication {s of lmpor@nce {s a statement
which {¢ collttauﬁ to tho offect that "the atrongeat ov‘tdcnce that It (lung cancor)
may be a hazard (in agbostos workers) has been produced by Megewothor_ ;nd
by Gloyne." ' ' : _ . ' .

In 1931 Gldyne “41) presented a roview of 1205 autopsies on persons

who had worked {n variaus dusty occupations, This number included 132

asbestos wbrken. of whom 121 ,lbO.WOd "proumoconiosls ' «—presumably ae-

- bestosla, Primary cincor of the lung occurred 17 timeas in thio group, an ‘

hc’ldan;o rate of 14,1% for hu:j cancer among autoveled ashestosls cases,
There wore In hie serics 796 casen with alilcosis, and 6,97 of thase alse

showed prlmn;y cancar of the lung. Tho lncldonce of lung cancer In other




