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Dr. A. J. Lanza, '

PLAINTIFF'S
EXHIBIT

Metropoliten Life Insurence co., L LT
1 Medisgon Averum, - Lo o o
" New Iork c1ty. ~ ST -

s+ . Bst Preliminary Study of .
REE ._A&Em&mm )

I have examined the galley prOOf of yours and

N Dr. McConne]_l's preliminery study entitled ®Effects of ths

:

;_’_ upon such a0 examination. ~:..V:{ G

i

... 1ived, were questioned, and ptated that they did not f£ind an un- -

" Inhalation of Asbestos Dust on the Lungs of Asbestoe Workers®, ~. _ - _-,

which you were good enough to send me with your letter of Decem~ e
ber 7th, and have compared it with the mimeographed pampblet of :
which it purports to be a condensation. v

PN Yo Sa ey
e R

- Confirming oy telephone convereation or th.is
ai'ternoon, T am plarming to transmit the proof sheets to ¥r. '
Hobart so that he will Teceive them tomorrow and shall request
that he return them to me not later than Thursday with his com-
ments, after which I ehall see that they are promptly transmitted
‘to you, I'ghall also inquire of "the Raybestos Company whother
or not they desire to examine the proof of the article before its .
‘final printing and shall endeavor to persunde them not to insist

1 bavn t..a folmwing comments to maket

(l) Conclusion Ko. 1 (gelley 14) has omitted a

" gentence appearing in the original which, as ™~
T modified by you, read as follows: "C_Hnical'ly,

N from this study it mppesred to be of = type

- milder than ai_ucoaia" . - -

There 18 also omit.ted the first pa.ragraph on - L DTS
--" page 15 of the original report which reads B . T . b~
- follovat'\,','” DN T S

A P . ST P -
SR . ~ - B

: - "Ihring the progreea of the study, physicians
'ho were practicj.ng in the commmities where asbestos workers

usual amount of tuberculosis emong these workers. The contrast - '?"'__ :

between thia state of affairs and that found in communitiea vith



Do

a sllicoplis hazerd, is notewortt;y"

Both the foregoi.ng obsemticma included in yorur

original report pmesented an aSpect of your eurvqy that van B )
favoreble to the industry and we ahould like to see the:n Te-
ted.ned. s

e w)mmwuwumummemmmMMr
i phrase '6 of 36%, e

AN Conclueion Fos 3 (galley L/.). The wond "preliminary‘ -

: is inserted — to my nind unneceresrily — since the
‘entire article is definitely lebelled st the com=

. :,mencement a8 B 'pre]iminary“ ttudy. I "

{5) Referring’ to the leet sentence of the hird paragmph
;- . 7 on page 18 {which is not changed in the galley proof),
1t seems to me thet some sort of sdditionnl phrase or
cleuse 1s rejuired in order to relate it properly o - -.io- .

' . what hae gone before. As 1t gtands now, it ig not ~
“entirely clear just what one is axpected to deduce
-hherefrom. s .
. ) - et T ery truly yours
. -_-_"",f' R .S Vendiver Brown T
-_YBST:_‘ S - Attomnegy -
CC: Heuara.(}eorge 8. Hobart S R
E.E. Voorhees - L
Sehe ﬂwW
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