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May 11, 1934
-*c"- x, '7 S ':  i —£»■ ,* .o

Oerard Swope, President 
General E le c tr ic  Company 
Sew York, B. Y.

on In e*re:f rfci/u ri.c ered LO’i ,u air') o) 'o*rj3V3‘I i- iw -on 
’’•o firms I *»rfi of busier 

m o l  beaoqrsDear Mr .s *^0c4r.fciri? ai sec  rn? .erifactnro
-•.* k irrn^v ori *un;- m u x  æ «w h *- , ,v Voü'w ill'perh aps Remember that Jjy rrp te  a s  vd

winter suggesting that an inquiry he made Into’ the use o f asb esto s 
In General E lectTlç p lan ts  because., pf, ^rio^w ;-troublfb^^JBh has 
ar isen  reoefvtly in ; othepr plants.¿Mfittife'] th is  j& a # * 8 ^ . M rS a i
in stru ct ed* a f  to - look ^tttpr e? s ‘Xipporï î  t m t a s x 9

Atlffche. ou tset I §.s£Vff,çd...ttfl.t the^probLes^ çpuldrbe 
a t tacked'-' inP thè-:%amer wây a s  vbmzls a 2
namely, by-!àh e iaaih atlon -cf; tnfe'"Ôü&£‘ content'or the* a i r .  But 'sL,qu- ¿\stfi 
consu ltation  with Dr. L. U. Gardner, of Saranac, d isc lo sed  the 
fa c t  that .̂ there are no $ata as yet #£$b regard rtpr ^ g x^pge^auB

ering whétĥ ryéĥ 'âaôunt întfiOi^Jaf-'¿§¥jg&$n;g^
to be harmful^ i s - to  'e r a m i n e ^ Æ h o .W e .^ s ^ je ^ ç ^ ^ f P g ç i d i l y  a2 s t d i
I M F  n n û o n d n r v r  .9__ * « \ t r i  > *A 4  1 ’ T « 4 w* « ’» jS  * *  _  •  .  . # a ____

a completely enclosed ^ p m ra tu a  WhXdh ̂ ?oM£ j^ e v ^ n t  $a*tofiw>H 
e e c a p f n g i \ ^ i M . h ^ ^ d e ^ t q ^ Q r  v.sb owi
and not easily ' soaked'in by an exhaust, The draughts from the 
moving b e l t s  blow them about .pnpr^tJw^acciiatulate on su rfaces 
higher than the men’ s headsT • rk  i s  oeyond doubt that the men 
breathe in  some of th is  asbestos d u st.

!?e d iscussed the question o f taking X-rays o f  some 
of the o lder employes, £ wapr ^rp^uctant to advise  such a procedure 
i f  i t  would mean alarming ‘thef rTdn' ah ir"slarting rumors o f danger, 
but Mr. Opermeier was qu ite  sure i t  would not. He offered to 
explain to the four men who have worked longest in that department 
(from 18 to 35 years) that the Company wanted to be sure the dust \ , o c S )  
was not harmful and bo wished to have the o ld est employes examined.
He said  they were reasonable men and th e ir re la tio n  to the Company 
was such that they would respond with entire confidence.

In Bridgeport I found a quite d iffe re n t s itu a t io n .
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not with. regard to dust, for there Is much here also, b u t t . ^ a  
regard to the length of exposure. The men in Bridgeport have ’been* 
exposed lean than two yearsj therefore nothing, would, bq.-revealed by an examination. nT-then-. ?3;y‘-;'A .-•«̂ ¿•y

;" r?  7  7 7 . .  7 i 7 l -  7 7 7 7 7 i  7 . 7 7 7 7 , 7  ‘-’̂ n e O  nl-■ 1 d-isGuapMed- my' investigatipn'.'of.: York' With. lir'. ' *a7  i r s
in  Bridgeport^, arid h<  ̂paid; he.WaV pffT febtlV ^U U nsV torW ^iShfeioi.ginrii 
examination o f ' the four old employes in "th at plant carried  out.

The third pl^pe in  which asb estos i s  tused,.-Scheneatady^oaf i s  
i s  already under Dr.-Voshurgh’ s superv ision ,, and. I d id joot take- /¿iemrcr 
that up•■■■ ■*-1 - • j- ~ - .. * i ’■  ̂i*‘',** r

'• - C . -s • » '---- _ • i. ' Y  ,Yr '... ' '...-V1 .-■ '- *-•■"- +^>1'
My con clu sion -is"th at th erry is ir. .h o t !• Yorfo a n d , ; ¿rxs&'o 

port an atmint o f-asbesto s; oust „large enough 'to' b$, pxobably~hgy»---> 
fu l and''eventually"cause-‘trouble.,,.The only ray tbtldetsrainejjif-ir.d * 7 i  
th is  i s  true-!is to riSe'-’vhat effect^years'VbfvCTpo3u?axtov£|«hasnha^ii3Ei vd 
on those exposed. I Would, th ere fo re ; advise you*'to authorize 'Sir, 
Overaeier to have X-ray p ictu res taken of ...the,, four, men ¡longest 
employed-; This' can'be'done tn Y.qrk /'b u t the films^-shcr^ld '$o jtq'>i_-pr an  
Dr. L. U. 3aran&a'Lake „ scW-Was"
fo r  in te fo retatto av  "There " i s  .no; cine‘ ‘in York Who lu -  -.nii£/b
th is  f ie ld  li'artd G ardner'is ̂ the1 foremost one in\..tW ;c<^£iah7 «7-^Hia 

--**• :. . .„ . .. • .- >  ■*-•- ■■.•■■■*•■ r ... leaden* ‘'Xeielcrsco n
two day

11 : v o  a .' v * ? * • f ■'i»' r - Vii
... _  ; A lice Tliwallton a j^ rr  i i  i t

, ‘ 'r.' ) '/ ̂   ̂ ‘ »all hijO

(Snc.)
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May 15, 1934

Dr. Alice Hamilton 
School of Public Health 
Harvard University 
55 Shattuck Street 
Boston, Massachusetts

Dear Dr. Hamilton:

I have read with interest your letter of 

May 11th, regarding your investigation of the method of 

handling asbestos at our York, Bridgeport and Schenectady 

plants, and have forwarded it to Mr. Burrows, Vice-President 

in charge of manufacturing, for his consideration.

Very truly yours,


