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Doer Pege:
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I was plessed to sea the copy of Ir. Hauper's paper can Cancer
in i{ts relation to occupation and environrent and, ss requested, I em
retwning it herevith.

It 18 wall known that asbestosis has been mentioned ss one of
the causes of pulmonary cancer because of the fact that there ars ncw on
record soms twenty-three cases of coincidence of the two conditionz, I am
not at all surs that selection has not played a large part in these publicaticns.
Everybody 1s locking for a cause of cancer, and vhenever oven 2 suapicious
occupational history is obtained, the doctor 1s likely to pudlish hia case
vith suggestions that some dust or fume hes been the cazuse. Hovever, the
number in the case of assbestosls is sufficiently great to be impressive. I,
nysel’, have felt that this notlicn is errcnecus, since exzaminatiocn of filma of
persons emvloysd in the asbestos indusiry has, to my knowledge, not ahown
any excese of carcincma of the lung. DI, Vestal concurs in this idea; never-
the lees, the noticn prevalls in medical circles, :

It 18 to collect and publish more reliadle informstion on this 2nd
other little appresciasted phases of the ssbsstcs problem that I bope ve may
have the opportunity to reviev 2ll films of Johns-Manvills employees. Some-
bedy should do this for the asbestos industry {n the United Statss. I belisve
that ftsomedody' should be outeide of the {ndustry, as obviously {t would then
carry more weight, I hope, befores I dle, the opportunity may be sffcrded us.

: There {a one other phese of the subject, hovever, that I bellsve
deserves considerstion. In one of my reports to your group, I noted thet thers
wag sn unusually high {ncidence of cancer of the lung in vhits mics whick had
Yeen exposed to ssbestos dust. This species of animal does not develop asbestcsie,
largely, I think, because of ths eir passseges too small to permit inhsling of
fibrous ssbestos. Nevertboeless, ve did Find over 8C% of mice expcsed to asbesiocs
sboving tiumors of the lung, and only scme 15% or 20% of those expcesed to other
dusts shoved tumors of this nsturs. These findings represented a suzzary of all
our experience with mice in esbestos dust. Experiments wers not done vith the
purposs of deconsirating cancer. KNo attempt was made %o control the observation.
No care wvas tzken %o select a atrazin of mice that wss or vas not susceptidble to

w=or, Cancer hes not developed in any other specles of animal used in the
experizent.
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In view of the publicity glven cancer of tks lung, I thought that
the sublect deaerved further experimental investigaticn. I have made s
proposal to ths Netionel Cancer Instituts for a grant of $15,000 to carry on
a thres-yesr expericent.. I talked the matter over with Dr. Rhcads of the
Meporial Hospital snd he wes highly enthusiastic, As & member of the
appropristion committes of the National Cancer Inatitute, he made favorable
reccrmendation. EHovever, other members of ths cozmmittse twrned it down and
the sudject vea dropped. I etill believe that 1t might be a suitadble matier
for further investigation.
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More important, howvevar, would be the analysis of films of persons
exployed in the asbestos industry. If a large enough number of such fllms vers
revieved by one central agency, I sm quites sure that ve vould have evidence to
controvert the ixplications of the cass reports nov in the medical literstura.

I encloee a reprint by two of my associates dealing vith the
genersl sudbject of pulrwonary cancer and inhaled dust. In the didlicgraphy I
have checked several articles reporting casees in asbestos worksrs.

Sincerely,

_8/ Roy
Leroy U. Gerdner
Director




