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7 : that'such airline respiraﬁors Qere "on the mérket,” he was
| fully aware that they cannot be worn except by a person who
stands in one place as fhey have to be hooked ub with a
rubber tube to an air line. I'doubt if they would be

/ ~ -

practical in a textile plant.”

Exhibit:

#Questions Asked Dr. A. J. Lanza and His Answers
Verbatim,” forwarded by §. Williams to A. Fisher
(August 29, 1933).

3034. Asked whether the workers should be warned of
the hazard in breathing asbestos dust, Lanza responded that

- ~_______.-—-—-'-"""""—--"—_‘~~—~—~-__—
no such warnings should be given, ”especially ... in view of

the extraordinary legal situation” (presumably a reference
[

i to the recently settled asbestosis suits).

Exhibit:

”"Questions Asked Dr. A. J. Lanza and His Answers
‘Verbatim,” forwarded by S. Williams to A. Fisher
(August 29, 1933).

’

3035. Asked whether employees diagnosed as having
asbestosis would be removed from areas that produce dust,

Lanza responded that it would depend on a number of factors:

If he is well along in years and shows
no disability, it may be just as well to

. leave him alone. One of the
~ ZL“"J?"¢‘%”’““" ! difficulties and vexations in trying to

4?%»;wafe¢ovuao&f7‘ deal with the problem of pneumoconiosis
- Loo s ! is that economic as well as production

LG O < ' factors must be balanced against the
oS-I t~ ' npedical factors. :
/933

ITI - 23



; " ) [ ] 0'
14 [ ]
-~
¥ -
Genarel agsdquarters,
dugnat 29, 10,
. ®r. .‘c l. w. s \ ) '
_ Beville Pestesy .

i wasked Dy, dpJ. lanss 2y onr Josal physician ab Gmiegm tnd
, .mm ‘h?hwﬂ-tm
* T weunld 210 5 have you txre WAl ovar 4 ponstms the evld
“yovier thls eorrecpmdmes and tha B¢ over AL Jeursal! apd
o Wi a0 Jour opdaimm of 46,
S b EAIiSS,
. . Mhyﬁh‘
¢ SR 2 ‘ ».
\ I O AU S PL I S o T
“& ‘.‘;... “"{;‘:' ( . '.
- ‘ ..‘ .
N :-’ .': l".-ﬂ;ns *.>
:GOVIRNMENT
EXHIBIT
. 25

B s U f T UVE PRI



(

EROIRMENDATIONG OF PLAFT FETSICIAN FULLOWING
EXAGRATION OF MFLOTENS 13 TRITILE BEPARTIMENT AED GURMNST N

M. A &0 LEZA

: L Hi s H “._ .wm“hw
_ w m i u“.. .m.“ rm HE
| W wm_w w_ | mmm ” ,mw_
s mmm,m" mm i wm i w&
w n ma-m -“n _ r .Mm-
“,? mm mm ““ wum H 2
N b i mm&ww
i .w. mm ALl __a

0
o e . . - DEEEEN P
O — - P P § TR P P WG PTG ; © W NS WV G oy PeE WO S

oo a wmem &



GISTIGS AKKID BR. 4¢ Jo LIEXA AND KID JDUNERS VERRAYON

eotden Bo.do

L]

» 611

aly There ¢ vesplrensy,

» feresd ¢ Soar theee vhetber
.'aﬂq-l r Ty resplretere
do dull plas of vish ym s

oloven aapleyees i the PTantile
olaln thay comnet weor than sentiancusly capeeially o Mot westher.

‘cobeoved dutt, e
Ghald ol
¢ msh

Smville 5.

y 1

i

m

w““
| “w_.

iis w

‘.

.-u-

i

12

N.. N

_

_.
«*N
ﬂ__m

odud

_w_

G ian . GB . R BRGNS PEE THGES G § PSS B B WSS S

g



— > — v PO e emw—— o ammestm

w1
"ﬂ ?q;i }if,:l “!1
” e, Sq ql
| ‘?l ’gl‘ﬁ ‘l"i i‘!
il o i i
i G B l'i‘

_ lm i
i I
3!3! %}.‘? M i



e 'H | B
T ﬂi

ﬁf :!.gsg p. _

’l"‘ f;:li;

bt i



r

!giigi Al
.g . % ii?h




il
tisiﬂiﬂ ’ ‘*i’r- ‘
, !ﬁ?ﬂ' li '
iy

il ‘%" ':-

1 lg’ “

l‘iaih il

s
]i i' I;;
|



QUESTIONS ASKED DR. A. J. LANZA AND HIS ANSWERS VERBATUM

Question No. 1.

Among eleven employees in the Textile department, all
exposed to asbestos dust, one only wears a respirator, several on
being questioned claim they cannot wear them continuously
especially in hot weather.

Should all employees be forced to wear these respirators
whether subjected to much or little asbestos dust? Is any such
difficulty experienced at the Manville N.J. J-M plant or other
places of which you have knowledge?

Angswer:

Respirators are not satisfactory. It is possible to
construct a respirator which will filter out fine dust, but it
would offer so much resistance to respiration that it could not be
worn continuously on an eight hour shift. There are on the market
small face mask respirators which are equipped with positive
pressure and these are both satisfactory, efficient, and
comfortable but they cannot be worn except by a person who stands
in one place as they have to be hooked up with a rubber tube to an
air line. I doubt if they would be practical in a textile plant.

Question No. 2.

Do you agree with my recommendation that employees
definitely be made aware of the fact that asbestos dust is
hazardous to their health? My idea is that a poster be placed at
one or more conspicuous places in the department, signed by the
physician, stating that the dust is injurious, advising the
continuous use of respirators while at work and cleansing of hands
before eating lunch and after work.

Your comment on this please and particularly is there any
additional advice that should be given?

Answer:

This is partially answered by No. 1. I doubt if the
hazard is sufficient to justify warning posters as might be used
where lead, benzol or carbon monoxide are concerned. This 1is
especially true in view of the extraordinary legal situation. If
anything is said at all, (it would be better to make a general
statement that the Company is taking steps to control the amount of
dust in the air for general health purposes. Any action
contemplated at Waukegan would probably be influenced by the

experience at other plants of the Company. C? :7



Question No. 3.

Do you regard the findihg of asbestosis bodies in the sputum
as pathogenesis of asbestosis?

. I have one employee with x-ray and physical findings
pointing toward asbestosis but not suffieiently definite that I can
be positive as to whether or not she has asbestosis. However, every
one of four or five specimens of sputum examined show typical
asbestosis bodies. On the other hand, is it possible for a person
to have asbestosis and not be able, with careful and thorough
search to find asbestosis bodies in the sputum?

Answer:

The presence of asbestos bodies in the sputum only
implies that the individual has been exposed to asbestos dust. I am
not certain of the exact pathological significance. My impression
is that the presence of asbestos bodies in the sputum indicate some
definite lung pathology. I believe it ''is quite possible for an
individual to have asbestosis without asbestos bodies in the
sputum.

Question No. 4.

Are you of the opinion that the added information derived
from stereoscopic films of the chest justified the procedure of
taking a stereo on every case that is to be x-rayed? This is the
conclusion I draw from Dr. Pancost's talk in Chicago.

Do you consgsider it advisable and practical that an x-ray
film be taken of every employee in the Waukegan J. M. plant who is
exposed to asbestos or silica dust? To date I have x-rayed only
those cases suspected, from history or physical findings, of having
asbestosis of other lung pathology.

Answer:

Stereoscopic films are better than single films. They are also
more expensive. In our work at the Picher Clinic, we used single
films simply on account of the expense involved. You can diagnose
silicosis or any other form of pneumoconiosis from a single flat
film. On the other hand, you can probably get a more complete and
accurate idea of the -exact condition of any given case from a
stereo.

If it is the intention to determine what may be the
extent of pneumoconiosis among employees, obviously the only thing
to do is to x-ray all of them and then correlate your findings with
the length of exposure and nature of the job in order that you may
get a fairly accurate idea of what the hazard is.



Question No. 5.

I have made a diagnosis of asbestosis on an employee who has
been working in the card room of the textile department six years.
This place is extremely dusty. He is not disabled. In my judgment
the best disposition of such a case is to remove him from the dust
and give him a job in some other part/sof the plant. From your
remarks in Chicago I believe this was your advise as to the
disposition of such cases.

Answer:

It is difficult to answer this question. I think it would
depend upon the man's age, the nature of his work, his length of
service, and other considerations which might have some bearing. If
he is well along in years and shows no disability, it may be just
as well to leave him alone. One of the difficulties and vexations
in trying to deal with the problems of pneumoconiosis is that
economic as well as production factors must be balanced against the
medical factors. "

Question No. 6.

We have what seems to be an unfortunate situation
existing in the fact that the asbestos textile department including
looms, twisters, pools, etc. occupies one side or about half the
width of a long building, the other side of which is occupied by
the packing, brake lining and other departments in which there is
very little dust. The card room, or most dusty part of the textile
department is isolated by partition. Further isolation of the
textile department involves considerable expense. Should or would
you be guided by the dust counts and other observations in these
adjoining departments?

Answer:

I think the answer to the situation outlined in this
question is the control of dust in those processes that cause it.
When everything possible has been done to accomplish this result,
it may then be necessary to isolate or confine the dusty processes
so as to avoid needless exposure or other employees not concerned
in these processes. This is a situation that occurs in many
different types of industrial hazard. It calls for nothing more
than the application of common sense to the problem.



RECOMMENDATIONS OF PLANT PHYSICIAN FOLLOWING
EXAMINATION OF EMPLOYEES IN TEXTILE DEPARTMENT AND COMMENT BY
DR." A. J. LANZA

1. The provision of the best type of dust collection and exhaust
ventilation equipment.
Comment: By all means. 4

2. Personal respiratory protection of an adequate and approved
type for every employee in this department.
Comment: I do not know

3. Employees in the textile department should tactfully but
definitely be made aware of the fact that work in asbestos dust is
hazardous to their health. Every reasonable effort should be made
to induce them to war respirators. They should be instructed in the
necessity of thoroughly cleansing their hands before eating lunch
and after work and provided with adequate facilities for doing
this.

Comment: I think this is out, at least''for the present. Personal
cleanliness does not enter into this problem.

4. I advise rigid adherence to the factory manager's order that no
employees we hired or rehired in this department without first
being examined and approved by the plant physician and further that
no employee be transferred to this department without first being
approved by the physician.

Comment : Absolutely correct.

5. I advise re-examination, as indicated, of all workers in
asbegtos dust and x-rays of any suspected cases. I consider the re-
examinations and the continued study of this hazard and its effects
of more importance than the first examination. From this point of
view, the study of some of these cases may be considered complete.
Comment: Entirely correct, with the understanding that no
examination without an x-ray is worth anything in dealing with
Pneumoconiosis.

6. I request, if possible and approved by Mr. Williams, contact
with some authority on asbestosis who has x-ray films showing the
condition. This for the purpose of comparative study of our
suspected cases. -

Comment: We can probably help you in this if your company is
willing. -

7. My rejection of Marie Lutenski, made at the time of first
examination, stands.
Comment: This is outside of my knowledge.

8. I have deferred rejection or classification of Dwain O. Bell,
first: because of the delicacy of the situation which might arise
in connection with his case, and secondly: because it is generally



believed that removal of a worker from the dust will not retard or
affect the progregs of the disease once it is established.
Comment: Ditto.

"



August 29, 1933.
Personal & Confidential
Mr. A. R. Fisher, R
Manager, : SR

ManvilleFactory

QUESTIONS ASKED [R. A. J. LANZA
AND HIS ANSWERS VERBATUM

Attached is copy made by Mr. Kottcamp’s office of questions
asked Dr. A. J. lanza by our local physician at Waukegan and
his answers; also the recamendations by cur plant physician.

I would lxkemMVeywmmtmsovertosamommocmld
review this correspordence ard then go over 1t youzself and
write e your opinion of it. .




QUESTICNS ASKED [R. A. J. IANZA AND HIS ANSWERS VERBATUM

3% Y.
- e

Questicn No.l. e

Amcrg eleven employees in the Textile department, all exposed to
asbestos dust, cne only wears a respirator, several on being guestioned
clain they wuwtweart.tm contimiocusly especially inhotweather.

Should all employees be forved to uaar these respirators whether
subjected to much or little asbestos dust? ang‘;a:dx difficulty experienced
at the Manville N.J. J-M plant or other places of thich you have knowledge? -

Answer:’

*  Respirators are not satisfactory. It is possible to construct a
respirator which will filter out fine dust, but it would offer so much re-
sistance to respiration that it could not be worn contimucusly on an eight”
hour shift. There are on the market small face mask respirators which are
equipped with positive pressure amd these are both satisfactory, efficient,

nd comfortable but they cannot be worn except by a person who stands in one
ice as they have to be hooked up with a rubber tube to an air line. I
it if they wauld be practical in a textile plant.

Q.m‘:.lons No.2.

‘ Do you agree wlthmy recmmendanm t.hat erployees detinitelybe
nadeawamofthefactﬂutasbstns:mstishazardmstomeuhealth’ My
idea is ﬂuatapcstarbeplacedatmeormrecaspxan:splacsmtbede—

partment, signed by the physic:.an, stating that the dust is injuricus, ad-
vising the contimxus use of respirators while at work ard cleansing of hards

before eating lunch and after work.

Your cament on this please and particularly is there any addi-
tional advice that should be given? i

Answver:

'mis:.spamallyamredby}!ol. I doubt if the hazard is
sufficient to justify warning posters as might be used where lead, benzol
or carbon monoxide are concerned. 'nﬁsisspecmlytmeinviewofthe
extraordinary legal situaticn. -If anything is said at all, it would be better
to make a general statement that the Campany is taking steps to cortrol the
- amount of dust in mforgeneralbealth Any action contem—

purposes.
- plated at Waukegan dpmbablybeinﬂwcedbythee)q:erdjz{;tomer //W@
A’ /

‘ants of the Coupany. | m M)q d
—./H;\\\\'ows du%d S (!




stumNoB.

Doymregardthefmdin;o!asb&stosisbcdisinmeswum
nspamcgermzsotasbstcsis"

I have cne employee with x-ray amd physical findings pointing
tovard asbestosis but not sufficiently definite that I can be positive as to
whether ar not she has asbestosis. However, every cne of four or five speci-
:me:sofsputz.me:amnedshcwtypnzlasbstoslsbcdis. On the other hard,
is it possible for a person to have asbestosis ard not be able, with careful
mrlﬂmxu:ghseardutoﬁ:ﬁasb&smsxsbodi&sinmespu’am

™
Answer: . o e~

Mpmofasbstcsbodlsinﬂ\esp:umaﬂy implies that
the individual has been exposed to asbestos dust. I am not certain of the
exact-pathological significance. My impression is that the presence of
asbestos boadies in the sputum indicate same definite lung pathology. I be-
lieve it is quite possible for an individual to have asbestosis withaut
asbestos bodies in the sputum. :

wWestion No.4.

Are you of the opinion that the added information derived from
sterecscopic films of the chest justified the procedure of taking a stereo
on every case that is to be x-rayed? This is the conclusion I drew from
Dr. Pancost’s talk in Chicago. : :

Do you ansider it advisable ard practical that an x-ray film
be taken of every employee in the Waukegan J.M plant who is exposed to
asbestos or silica dust? To date I have x-rayed only those cases suspected,
from history ar physical findings, of having asbestosis of other lung

pathology.
Answer:

Sterecscopic films are better than single films. They are also
Tore expensive.  In our work at the Picher Clinic, we used single films
sinmply an account of the expense involved. You can diagnose silicosis or
any other form of pneumcconiosis from a sinjle flat film. On the other hard,
You can probably get a more camplete and acmrate idea of the exact cordition

ofanyglvenmseﬁ:mastereo

1f itisﬁ:einte:rt;mtodete:mimuhatmymtheextentof
preumcconicsis amorg enployees, cbviously the only thing to do is to x-ray
alloftbanardtrencanelateyumtudm;snththelergthofexpcsxmard
-atureoftheJobinozﬁerﬂatymmygetafwlyamteideaofvhat
ehazar.dls.



sestion No.S. {

Ihavemadeadmgmslsofasbstcsismanenplcyeew!whasbeen
“working in the card roam of the textile department six years. This place is
extremely dusty. K_eismtdi.sabled.-mmijmntﬂnbstdlspcm
tion of such a ¢ase is to remove him from the dust and give him a jab in
sane other part of the plant. nmymrmrksincﬁcagolbelievetms
astoﬁmedispositimofmdxcases

M . Caa M v e % e . ..

It is difficult to answer this question. I think it would
depend upon the ‘man’s age,” the hatire of his work, his length of service,
and other considerations which might have same ing. If he is well
along in years and shows no disability, it may ba-just as well to leave him
alone. One of the difficultiés and vexations in tryin; to deal with the
problens of pneumcconicsis is thist ‘éSGnamic as well ‘as production factors
st be_balanoed against the medical factors.

Question No.6. = - ©

Wehave\-hatseenstobeanmu’orbmate sztx.)atxmex.xstmgm

the fact that the asbestos textile department including loams, twisters,
nools, etc. ocaupies one side or about half the width of a long buildirg,
e other side of which is occupied by the packing, brake lining and other

-epartients in which there is very little dust. The card roam, or most

dusty part of the textile department is isolated by partition. Further
isolation of the textile department involves considerable expense. Should
orwmldycubeguidedbythedmtcamtsmﬂcﬂ\ercbservanas in these

adjoining departments?
Answer:

Itlunktheamtothesztuaﬁmmtlmedmt!usqnmﬂm
is the control of dust in those processes that cause it. When everything
poss;blehasbeendavetoaccamlmtmsmsznt, it may then be necessary
to;solateorcmﬁneﬂndnstyprmsessoastoavmdneedlessacpcsure
of other employees not cancerned in these processes. This is a situation
that cccurs in many different types of imdustrial hazard. It calls for
nothing more than the application of camen sense to the problem.

1



mrwmnasornmnusrmmumnn
mmormmmzmmwmmm
IR AL T IANZA
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1., Mptw;\.sxm of. the bst tme of . dust collecticn an:l exhaust ventilation

. &

equipment.
Carment: Byallmeans

2. Personal respiratory protection otanada;\mtemﬂapprwedtype for
every erployee in this department.
Sament: -I do not know. .

3. "Employees in the textile department shaild ¥acEfilly Bt definitaly ‘be™
nadeauamofthefactﬂntwrkinasbstosdﬁiishazmmmmm
Every reascnable -effort should.-be made to induce them to war respirators. They
should be instructed in the necessity of thoroughly cleansing their hards before
eating -lunch ard after work and provided with adequate facilities for doing this.
Cament: I think this is out, at least for the present. Persanal cleanliness

does not enter into this pircblem.

4. I advise rigid adherence to the factory manager’s order that no employees
e hired or rehired in this department without first being examined and approved
" the plant physician and further that no employee be transferred to this deparz-
nt without first being approved by the physician.

Lcert: Absolutely correct.

5. I advise re-~examination, as imdicated, of all workers in asbestos dust

ard x-rays of any suspected cases. I 'consider the re-examinations and the continued
study of this hazard ard its effects of more importance than the first examination.
From this point of view, the stixly of same of these cases may be considered carplete.
Comment: Entirely correct, with the understanding that no examination without an
x~ray is worth anything in dealing with Pneumcconicsis.

6. I request, if possible and approved by Mr. Williams, contact with scre
authority on asbestosis who has x-ray films showing the codition. This for the

purpose of camparative stdy of cur suspected cases. )
Corment: We can prubably help you in this if your campany is willing.

7. Ny rejection of Marie lutenski, made at the time of first examination,
. ’l" :

Comernt: This is outside of my knowledge.

8. I have deferred rejection or classification of main 0. Bell, first: be-
cause of the delicacy of the situation which might arise in connection with his case,

- ard secarxdly: because it is generally believed that removal of a worker frum the
~ dust will not retard or affect the progress of the disease once it is established.

ment: Ditto.
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