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: :Sept‘ember 17, 1962

Merle Bundy, M. D.
- Medical Du'ector L ‘ ' . .
£ "~ Room 1629 * 7 s D T -
: United States Steel Corporanon o '
525 Wiltiam Penn Plagce . ;
thtsburgh 30 Penna. ' . L

TR RE: William Scott
SRR (our No. I.M. 4 56)
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+1 havef cntxcauy; rewewed and studxed the transcnpts
of hearmgs swhich were forwarded to me by G. T. Skixmer, Esq.
of the Law’ Department, United States Steel Corporation. .
. The transcripts pertain go testunony of witnesses in the
, mterest ot‘ tha Cla.ima.nt, Thelma Scott, widow of the Deceased

..\

o ’Wxth respect to the testlmony. I am 1mptesaed v'xth
~.the welght. of evidence presented by the various witnesses,
nctably, ‘Mrs, Thelma Scott; Emerson Venable, Chenust
“and Industrial Hygienist; Charles C. Bookert, M. D. . g
‘Physxcm.n to the Deceased; and W. C. Hueper, M. D.,

National Cancer Inatttute. United States Public Health Servicé.

In essence the seemingly moat perttnent bits. of teanmony .
are as fouows- S . SEL L ) B
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e 1y Mrs. Thelmé Scott estabhshes,
"7 . § » - thather husband, the Deceased. oL
%, . :Wworkedin the Clairton Plant. for; . il
. a pex‘iod of approximataly 16 yeara SN
(Thankagivmg Day 1942 tokAugust '
16 I958) She further te&l t!mt_ o

LN B 1,

. c"he\st. AL, aﬁpears that‘the cas
i, the Deceased was ;ﬁrat diag op€d
’ ,-aa ‘Pulmonary Tubé“fculesi fé
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on January 11, the Deceased was
admiitted to Western ‘Pennsylvania
Hospital where he remained until
February 23, 1959, having been

i discharged as a hopeless case {Cancer
of the Lung by biopsy). The patient

' died at home on April 2. 1959.

"' 2. Death Certificate diacloses tha.t a

- " biopsy of bronchus, made on Jan.
16, 1959 disclosed a Jpoorly differentiated
epxdermoid carcinoma.

3.2 Dr. Charles Bookert discloses that he
‘ attended the patient after his discharge
from the hospital to home. Dr. Bookert
o : - further discloses that in his years of
PR N T - practice in Clairton he has secen n: :any
' i K . cases of mahgnancy in men who had
i . . .worked én the coke ovens. Subseguently
L e _he nan.es a number of his n.ile patients
» who had so worked and who hd.d died
cEe e e T of C&ncer of the Lung.

oo 1. Mr. Emerson Venable testifies tha.t
T at least ‘two job. situations of the .
o e Deceased offered exposure to smoke
and fumes of coal tar and coal tar
pitch. and that these, two -jobs totaled oo
. 820 days of the: Deceased employment s,
at the Claxrton works. P A

Yo
-

Dr. Hueper cites epldamxological S
‘evidence concerning the; high incldence L
" of lung cancer which attanda coke. oven o
operatwns. d He anaw er the hypothet{cal
T*tzugstim bv
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studies concerning the etidlégy and genesis of canc¢er of the
lung, it seerns to me that it would bie extremely difficult to
deny -
a)  that thé'.Deééaaed experienced a mignificant
occupational exposure to the inhalation

of substances having the ability to produce
Cancer, L -

b) that the Deceased died of primary broacho-
genic (lung) cancer on the basis of
bronchial biopsy, o

c) that the Detea'ﬁs’e'd‘fg,}hiﬁ;tary of cigarette
smoking is unlnipressive as a possible
factor in the causation of htp lung cancer,

d) ° that-other workers, slm'_h_ahy enmiployed in
the g'an;ne plant did die of primary lung cancer
and that the attack rate is higher than in
cohorts living in the same community or
indeed working in the same plant but without
comparablé exposure,

R 1

e) that world wide eplden iological studies
disclose a high incidence of lung (bronchogenic)
cancer in workers _s_iﬁn}.ficanﬂy exposed to
the inhalation of é:ﬁﬁl&“&::~iﬁd fume emissions
from coke dven ‘operations,. -

#

In ‘viaﬁfdffﬁljo‘@bﬁv hndun "_é:'cs? }tanling factual evidence
is presented in the interest’of .,'t.'_h'c‘Qe,_fpndant‘;y-it,;h} Iny personal .

. feeling thatevery:eﬁottahoulﬁmn@déhm reach a ‘settlement, o

 rather thanto conlgst the Ease in the Court of Law.. Frankly, )

‘and fn"all h’qxfééi’:}’f'."‘w:l};doﬁﬁt‘}thqt, thecase can beiwon by the Defendant - e

on the basis:of the ‘svidence 'lzquy”'pre'pentﬂea;"'alljg_fe'it'»_th;-clgiw_'s_," P i
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Profiseor aud Chatrmian® v

Departsiidnt of ndugtrial :




