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Dear I, Lansas

- I bave exsmined the galleay proof of yours snd
Dr. McCounellts preliminary study entitled 3Effects of the
Inhalntion of Asbhestos Dust on the Lungs of Asbestce Workers®,
which you were good enough to send me with your lettsr of Decer—
ber 7th, and have compared it with the mimeographed pamphlet of
which it purports to be a condensation.

Confirming my telephone conversation of this
afternoon, I am plaming to transmit the proof shests to Mr.
Bobart so that he will receive ther tomorrow and shall request
that ha return them to me not later than Thursday with his com-
ments, after wiich I shall ses that they are promptly transmitted
to you. I 8hall also inquire of the Raybestos Company whether
or not they desire to examine the proof of the article befors its
final printing and shall endsavor to persuads them not to insist
upon such an examination.

) have thy following comments to mekes

(1) Conclusion Ho. 1 {galley 14) has omitted a
sentence appearing in the original whieh, as
modified by you, read as followsy #*Clinically,
from this study 4t appezred to be of a type
milder than silicosis®,
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(2) Thera im aleo omiited the first paragraph on EXHIBIT
page 15 of the originanl report thich reads ap
followss

YDuring the progress of the study, physicians
who wers practicing in the commmities whers asbestos workers

lived, were questioned, and stated that they did not find an un—
usual amount of tuberculosis among theass workers. The contrast
between this state of affairs and that found in communities with



a pilicozips hazard, is notewortiy®,

Both the foregoing observatioms included in your

ariginal report presented an sspect of your survey that was
favoradle to the industxy end we should liks to see thum re=

tainsd,
()
(4)

(5)

YBsT

On gancy 14 ths wvord ®dsath" has been o-ittad urhn-
the phraee ¥6 of 36%.

Conclusion Koo 3 {galley 14)e The word ®preliminary®
is ingerted — to xmy nind unnecerparily — since the
entire article ir definitely lebelled at ths eon-

mencenent as a “prelinminary® atub

Raferring to the last rentence of the third paragraph
on page 18 {which is not changed in the galley prvo?f),
it secns to ma thet some sort of additional phruse or
olause {g reuired in order to relats it properly to
what hap gone bcfore. As it stands now, $t is not
entirely clear just what one is expected t.o doduno
therefyron,

Yery truly yours

Vandiver Browm
Attomey
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