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and cancer of the jmnervas. One other was 
diagnosed on the basis of x-ray only. In 
addition, there arc now living four cases in 
which the diagnostic evidence is strongly 
suggestive.of lung cancer. This is a total of 
33 cases of all tyjws, including 1(1 “sus­
pected'' but unproved cases, and 4 that arc 
still living. The remaining 19 constitute the 
total of proved cases of cancer of the lung 
among the asbestos miners since 1940.
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periods varying from a ininiiuuin of 14 
years to a maximum of 37 years. Only 
three men had less than 25 years of em­
ployment in the industry. Seven among 
those on whom such information is avail­
able had a weighted exposure placing them 
in Category III. and six worked in an 
ex|>osurc represented by Category I.

There were only 17 among these proved 
lung cancer cases in which we have in­
formation regarding the presence of as­
bestosis. Asbestosis was present in nine, 
although it was minimal in two. Two path­
ologists disagreed regarding its presence in 
another. At least seven of the 19 proved 
lung cancers, therefore, were not accom­
panied by asbestosis.

' Summary and Conclusions
Interest in the epical imt of whether there 

may be an association between lung cancer
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