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ashwmlon 0 R dlseane proceas usually depeids pon. auch deranairalion,
{mived, the obaervatinn of these fibers in uniquely facilltated by the fact
that, ar a result of tiaxue reaction, many of the fibers become coated with

an unuaual iron-rich el of characteristic uppenrance and behavior, readily -

recognized, only infrequently mimicked, and, for practical purposes, pathog-
nomic for the preaence of ssbentos. At first termed “curious bodien” or
“brown bodies” they were noon numed *‘usbestowis bodies’ by Stewart and
Haddow® and “asbestos bodies’ by Gloyne.! '

It was the presence of these unuasual, specific, coated fibers — asbentos
hodies — that called attention to the nature of the first cuses of asbestosis.
Waen Montague Murray® described the hirtological findings in the lungs
of w mun who died in 1900 after having worked 14 years in an asbestos
textile plant, he commented on the presence of these particles; although no
illustration of them was recorded at that time, re-examination of the tissues
of this origina) case by E. L. Middleton confinned their presence.® Simi-
larly, Fahr published no illustrations of the “peculiar crystals” seen in the
lungs of & woman urbeston worker, reported by him in 1914,* but he re-
ferred to their appearance as similar to the crystaln described by Marchand

" In 1906, when the Iatter dexcribed the unuxual histological findings in the
-Jungs of a young man working in a dye fuctory and a woman, the wife of

an aven-placer., Review of the illustrations in Marchand's paper, leavea no
doubt that these were asbestos bodies.

When the first “contemporary” ease of asbestosis was reported in 1924**. )

the unusual bodies were also rediscovered, with Stuart McDonald" calling
attention to them on pathological study of Cooke’s case. Carefu) investiga-
tion by McDonald led him 1o believe that they were not of vegetable or
animal origin although they were briefly no considered by Cooke. Gloyne
dnrlned their nature when he disaolved the bodies in eoncentrutcd aulfuric
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- < old,” demonatrating ‘& minute asbestoa Aber ai“the central-core?. Gloyno_
summarizod the early atudies on the identificution of asbestos “bodlev.' -
s At was poon found that fiburs might well be present unaltered, umulu- :

7 owsiialy ‘With the ‘changed, coated, llbeaunl body Shuur" repomd exton-

ilve fibrosin in & ‘dog that lived In an ‘asbentos factory, wlth many anbestos
fibers present, but with no asbestos bodies. Experimental studies soon
showed that among various species, there was a different pulmomry re-?

sponse in the production of asbestos bodies.® Thus, as with the dog, ~
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