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H. MAYNARD RENNIE

-7 TC.F. (LonD. ) FRACE.

MACQUARIE CHAMOERS,

* 183 MACSUARIE STREET.
L IrHONE: BW 7711
1ACtEe 4 rmy XL 2340 SYDNEY
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30th October, 1961.

Dr. D.D. Letm’

Dapartment of Public Health
Box 134+ G.P.0.

PERTH. Wehe

Dear Dr. Lethan,

Thank you for your letter of the 2nd October 1961 concerning the
employes . _— —===5 1 have perused his bistory with great intereet
end algo loocked at the slides which I return herewith as you requested.
Thank you for letting me ees them.
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I have been in touch with the Company agein a few daye ago and I
an informed that a conference was held with the Mines Department in
Perth, a Mr. Thomas of Austyalian Blue Asbestos a mining engineer and
an ex manager at Wittenoom % present. The Company bas now made
arrangenents to take regular dust samples and make counte on the
konimeter and this will be dane regularly in order to give a series of
readings imder varying conditions. Sazplea of dust have also been sent
to ventilatory engineers in United States of America sesking their
comments on dust counting particularly in relation to asbestos.

[ apwers

The Company will elso be very pleased indeed to receive fron
medicel sources advice on what is regarded as "safe dust count levels®".
It will then be possible to compare such recommendations with actual
findings over e period of & few months. Tt will then be possible to
deternine whether further action is necessary. In the meanlime Ian
continuing my erquiries along the lines of securing this informetiom
and T shall be most haspy to receive from you any comments or advice
thet you mey have at present or are able to procure.

Thie seems to me to be the sort of action that ia desired in the
cireumstances ard I hope that you agree. If mot, I will be most
interested to hear your further suggestions.

I an gending a cozy of this lotter to Dr. Bruce Hunt and Dr.McRulty.

Kind regavds, Yours sincerely,
b
“H.
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Yo ieGa s (LONGL} FuReweCoP.,
iucquurie Chambers,

183 ducquarie ‘trees,
STONET,  Ned.we

dear Sr. Rennte,

Hany tharks for your letter and for your interest
in the health of workera employed -y Australian Blue. Ashestos,
4% 4 acetin; 1 Ferth racently, between repregentatives of the
Company, and dinee and Public Realth Departuoent, we discussed
the situution und 1t is %0 be hoped, that there 1z now u better
appreoiution of the sertisusness of the conseguences of dups-
in the mine and mi:1,

: I wus able to supply-details of 3% men, seriausly
aff.cted by u mixture of asbestools und 8ilicosis, whose

+ d1sesase could reaso-ably be atiributed <o Fittencom, One of

thex 1s deud already and =t least 3 are dying. There are
alsc 22 men in whom there are reusonable grounde for suge
peciing thut they ure Seveloping disease,

“he :2an who died was aged 48 and worked about 2 yesrs
in the mill, o5t morten showed gross asbestosis and silicosis
=ivl u asllzaant cuncer of the pleurat directly attributable to
his m=ork ir  ittenvow. I am seriously voncerm:i that these
canc. “s vl the pleurs which ure bein- »ep rted in large
nuthers 'ro. vouth .frica, ure dus t0 un individus] 8US~
ceptihility i mindmal -xposure to blue asbestos {Crocidolite).
Irytollsie icpeure o cause lung cuncers,

135 huéd less than 5 yeuis aining.

3 » -e ] 6 L4 ] -
5 " " ” 7 L] "
2 (1) 2 ~ a ” "

1i " ub..1 10 or .ore yeurs aining.
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5th Decerber, 1960

Dr. Alan Bell,
Director,
Division of Occupational Health,
Box 31, George Street Nthe PoOey
SYDNEY, N,S..
Dear Dr. Bell,

Acbestos Dust Counts

Thank you for ihe answer to my querye However,
one part of the letter otill remains unanswered and that is
how do you estimate the asbestos cantent of a sanple of
dust? The point I was trying to make in my previcus letter
was that for givem concentrations of eilica, upper limits
of a dust count are designated. As far as I can ascertain,
no comparasble figures have been worked out for asbestos.

. Can you give me a lead then as to how the asbestos
cantent of a dust sample cen dbe ascertained? Is there any
lmown method during a dust count of distinguishing asbestos
f£1bres from other dust particles.

Yours faithfully,

(D.D. Letham)
PHYSICIAR
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HFALTH,
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