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- a £ilicosis hazerd, ia notewortipi.

Both the foregoing obeservaticns Included in your
originaY report praosented an aspect of your zurvey that was
favoroble to the indusixy end we ghould like to gee thom re—
tained. ' ‘

(3) On gelley 14 the word "death” has beez omitied after
the phrase #6 of 36%

{4) Counclusion tic. 3 {g=2ley 14). The word Ppreliminary®
ie inserted — to =y nind uanecerserily — since the
entire article is definitely lcbelled at the coo—
wencerent as a "prellainary® stu: cbr.

{5) Referring to the last sentence of the third parsgraph
on pago 13 (which iz not changed in the galley proof),
1% peens to me thet some sort of additlcnal phrase or
clauce 1s resuired in order to relets 1t properly to
whet has gone before. As 1t gionds= now, it is not
. . entirely clear Jact vhat ona is expected- to deduce
therefrom.

-

Very truly yours

Vendiver Brom
¥B:T : Attorney

CC: Pessrs.Ceorge S. Hobert
E.M, Vowrhees
S.i. Wi3liens
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I reeelved your letier of Tecgnber 10th wilth cncelosuxed,
fncludine proof of the wroliminary study ontitled, »Eifccto of the
mhalaticon of Astestes Tusé on $he Lunps of Astesios Workera®, I
rave caralully exaxzined the proof aund return zamse,.

In razding this proef I have comparcd it with th
the cate title which wad preparsd by the Indusizial Heallh
the Watroralitan phrout 4hroe yearzs agd. I Jurnit the foll
{7or ecanvénisnce of reforsnce I have nomtered my pommeants

in the wmorsin of the eeveral pages of the galley proofs)s

(1) col. 11. - At the cnd of the pararraph vhich
tke "variatlese uwpon ¥wiich the pregresy ef tho dlosazue is
the follewine sontence aprcara: s1t misht woll te sosuze
voriablea would influenco tho sccurreuce of ushostousic,”
recall that in 4onling wlth the Xeow Jerte
has kad charma of the prepesazd new lepislatiea In Lew Jors
Billicouin ig to Lo addcd io the list of oocupalional displ
compensation iz recuirved undar the terns of the cotpensatl
#a Liavo ecorsgisteutly ursed thatl there fs cutratanticl atifd
Silicogla and asrantesio —w toth 2g to tha clinical natura
snd an to the ressonakle nrotarilily eof its inciZerce; wn
rpcal tiat in particular we hovo urged that antestoula N
tho nragent times e included in the iist of eoxuanontion &
trhe roasen that $% 18 only witkhin 2 cunnzrativoely recont €
astedtes tan Yeen recoznized vy tho madieal and scientif
an n flconno ~- in foct one of our princlrel dofenses in o
the ¢rmen
clentific one nmeodicenl ¥rawledrs hao heen Insufficlient wnt
neriod to yloce wnon tho owmers of plants or factories tha

ToEakine o i1 treecnutiong araingl Mo poesillis onue?
nele enployecs.
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fir. vandiver Irewny nan

- wlihip which 1t mich? develaop, or as to the devarge recoived by
cs, or ae to tho guantity of dust, cte.

R
~

¢al. 11, At the Totton of tniis galleoy I olgerve thatl
sct fortn in a woto (instesd of in the bady of the article) the
1 thnt anpeary in the Reporit of 1231 relating to the enlargement
of ¢ varticles and the ure of logarithmss ~ (8es p. 7 of Report of 1931)
1y a nattor of curioolty I wonder why this ototonent (which ceexs to ne ’

;gite fmroriant) is put in s notse inovtoad of in tha »ody of the artiecle.
i1 the outhora prafer to have it in the Torm of a note, of courze, thelir
'junrmcnt ghould control, e3 it has no particuler tearing {n eny ovent
vpon the nelinta {n which tng company is intereated,

{3} =nral. 12, The lant pararrark on thio gnlley haz a sursins
A

e
£ the 2ugt coomty with repgpect to the szveral plunts, I notice that
ate

23 49 stated thet plant B Pyms unnecedsarily dusty®. I underotund thia
dcea et in zny wmay refer to any plant of Johns-lanville, but I nonm.

wenderine whether the proprictor of plent = hag kand an opportunity to

review the comaant, It striles un thet the remnoxrt would gorve gvery

purpose it wo leave out in tho first line af the paragrach on that palley

the woxds "was unnecessoarlly dusiy®. MHewover, that i 2 maltor with

whied wo mra Intircolly comearnced and I nerely guppceat it Tor consideratio

It is tho somo oyprosaien whieh aprpeaxrs in ihe Meport of 1931 at page 11,
v

Gallay 10, Lo commend.

.

{1) ¢al, 14, The werd ~deaih” should be inzerted afior the worde
oG of 3C» ip the tkird parsginph of auliilie “Insuranco Clofwms', You
havs alrendy called attentien to this dn yeour lettar of Decenver L0 to
Ir. Janza,

{(5) gal, 14 under subiitlo #Conclusizngr, :

¥o, 1. I mrroe with your suggestion in Zetler $o Iy, Lanma

of ifgcenmbeay 10th that there should Ye cfded ta tris concluuion a ctatenent
similar Lo that wiich appesred (ot pe 20) inm the heport of 1931, numely,
“Clinically,it is of = type rmilder thon siliceoin® -~ or, if the dociors
49 not woni to wmke the atatement In that ponitive ferm, £4 might Ye

ad follows (as suapesiod in your letter):  “Clinicelly,frum this study it
arpeared %o Ye of o type nilder thav eilicomia®; er, if that 1o tes
streng, 1t Tickt Lo get forth oo Tollews: “se far as indicates Yy ths
study, acrestoais ig of a tyve (o™ uppears Lo te of o type) miléor than
e{licnuisg”, <ho ewoct werting ir nol immertant, except that 1 thinx it
wauld Yo Jenirovle (A5 the deeiers ore satisfles that ouch 45 the fact),
1o have g-me expressieon ecomparing ratesteais wity v1licacis and indientin

" G

a real difforence votwveen 1ko  tug ¢izeages, so for ng b
2wledre now indicates. O couraa, hero crain I bavo In wipg
tv trnt the liew Jersscy Cormiisslen will Introdues » ¥121 in
re w-leh orpens An Jonuary of 1035: and 18 41 {5 1lo
a-anvilla to opveus any TEIYL that atterpted te incluc

trnt treve i
celontific %
tza vrovnwil
ihn Le~inlnt
Tallcy oy o

CLulie
askatliozlo, a2 comperonlle, 1% wevld To very felnful Lo Tave an wf03etal
r2rort te o choe that there fo a wurtlantial diCforovee Lebtwoon antacteois

&
and Silicesisy nnd Yy the pamr toten At wouLld we troutlesnoe 4T



Jr. Yangiver Brown : - m3e , .

i

offisinl verort should anyear fron which the conclunion might to
drasm thet ihore i{s very little if any éifferoncoe tretwsen tha tug
diseases,

as
: To, 2. I understand that the .statenent/to the cardlne
grliavgement i3 correct from a sclontific standpoint, and X do not
906 hew ve can cenglistently object te 1t. : :

Ye. 3. I agree tkat the word "preliminary* is superfluous,

.

?:0' 4‘ 0. K.

Yo, 5, This rcads the zase ap on page 21 of the feport of
1931 and, henco, it may o a little late te otject. il-wever, I
point out that as Lo, 5 mow weadas tho inforence pight be dwxown that
askastodig doos ndd te the mortelity of tulsrculosis casez. .But that
inference G0us net agesm to ro justified from this study, I an
wenderine 1T it would Yo a more pecurate zcienfitlc statement iF
thore wers omitted fronm ¥o. 5 the last thrae words, to-wit “other
tran tuberculrgisge, - ‘ . : .

T2, 6. This is tha samm a5 sed forth on pase £l of Revort
of 19231y With tho srconticn thal the JNoepert of 1931 at the snd of
+ye gentorca kon the words “than fr 23ttea (0402)" und the pmller
proef bBA8 the words »than granite dustv, ere cgain 1% way *e o
31its1e 1ate te oriticize the ptatement, tut I dJo not like the
purreticn that ttere 1o & poscivility that asbtestoonis may cunvee
pnéggccaniesis wors roadily than granite dust. The recaves 1 agtject
jn sratl Taby cagses of silicosis are oupposed to oririnste in {rn?}tﬂ
dust ond thie xtatement os it new roads murpesto fhak o poasitllivy
that A pqaumccaniocis my arite wmore Teadily From astostos. - thal
pronit? Gust, I think we sheuld, if rossitle, climinate a1) thal
part of €erclusien Yo, 8 fellewing tha ssml-colen after the wordt
rap gir?-In Ulne T of the conelusion, ' '

L4

¥2. 7. 7hin is the bamo &3 tn the Repert of 1931. lis geommoats

{6) ©alz 14 md 18 surtitle "Decoimendations™, .

In my copy of iho Teport of 1951 I have a penci) neide
an to Tocomzndatico TWe, 4 1o fncert the swerd "pessitle” vefere
tro rord Pofiects® 35 uy to have it read “as well as ptudlss o we
ropni B1C cffncto of agteatosis on the hooart and circulation, I ¢¢
not tnin% the Toint s of mueh iujartance, Tut I coll attention tv
14 go that 1t 1z nol overlosckad, )

]
H

I apree with the cothor suggestiung in your lotter to
S 7onIn of Tecenhor 13th,

*2)
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ooy truly yours, //' %4
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December 21, 1934

Dr. 4. J. Lanza,
Hetropolitan Life Insurance Co.,
1 Madison Avenue,

New York City.

Dear Dr. Lanza:

I am handing you herewith the galley proof of your
preliminary study entitled "Effects of Inhalation of Asbestos
Dust upon the Lungs of Asbestos Vorkers". I am also enclosing
copy of Yr. Hobarfi's letter to we of December 15th which contzins
his comaents as to certain zspects of the study that he considers
undesirable from the industry viewpoint. I trust that you will
give his comuents and suggestions, as well as those mentioned in
ny letter of December 10th, your most seriocus consideration. I
axn sire that you understand fully that no one in our organization
1s suggesting for a moment that you alter by one jot or tittle
any scientific facts or inevitable conclusions revealed or justi-
fied by your preliminary survey. .All we ask is that 211 of the
favorable aspects of the survey be included and that none of the
unfavorable be unintentionally pictured in darker tones than the
circumstances justify. I feel confident we can depend upon you
and Dr. YcConnell to give us this Ybreak® and mine and iir. Hobari:s
suggestions are presented in this spirit.

Sincerely yours,

Vandiver Brown
Attorney

V3: T
Enclosure

l‘\ ,..i[c.’.;_.fn/::nek



