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1 have run iate 2 problem with Travelars over the pavment of weexly 
benefits to empleyses whe are out sick vith a mson-industrial {llress, 
but vho also may have scme degree of asbestosis. 

While the recent specific case involves Georre Lewis, I would 
anticipate a2 fev more similar saes in the mext seversl years, 
as our older employees become ill, of some nom-industrial naturr, 
and ve knov tham te heve some degree of asbestosis. 

1t vould seam to me that my situstien may sccar in nther plants 
as vell, sad 1 need some guidance in resolving this satter, 
to fevrestall other employses from attempting to file for Verkaen's 
Compensation when asbestosis is not the primary cause. 

Ceorge Lewis' last work day was 10/21/69, and he went fiato the 
hospital with a diagnosis of "Hemefibrothorax, right, reconlary 
to ? trauma ? Pnewmoconiosis (asbestosis).” Where s "Thoracentesis 
snd Pleural Biopsy"” occurred on 10/24/60, a "Bromchoscopy" 
occurred on 10/28/69, end "Scalene Fat Pad Excision” cccurred 
on 10/28/69, performed by our own Plen: Physi.ian, U'r. .o*er. 
(All quotes arpear exactly on the Travelers Physicfan's state=ent). 

At n0 tiss was the hospitalization and tumor operation considercd 
industrial, and Travelers paid weskly benefits without question. 
Lewis returned to work 2/9/70 for two weeks and went out again on 
2/20/70, unable te perform his job, as & result of the operation. 

Ve paid Lewis the following 4 weeks with vacation ray, at his request. 
Travelers erronsously paid for this same & week pericd, but we 
wvould not pay Lewis their check until the 4 wveeks following the end 

~ of his & weeks of vacaticn, sc no duplication occurred. 
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On 5/21/70 Travelers would not accept his release with paragrapn 3 
revised, sc in order to satisfy thez I agreed tc sien another 
statement, copy ‘s attached. Benefits are now being paid satisfactorilv. 

1 would not be sc con.ermed sxcept that we must separate non- 
{ndustrial iliness {rom indwstrial i{llnsss, and it appears that 
Travelers w.ll henc fort: thoroughly investigate a~i question all 
claims, 

There will be cases vhere an employee shouid be receiving bdenefits 
for which we pay for, wnether there {s industrial d:sease or an 
"alleged' injury, which we may deny, such as our T:coas iartlett 
and Roland La Pointe as examrles. 

We csnnot rr should rot permit Travelers to refuse to pav the e-plcvec 
anything during the time we are investigatine cr detatine t.e 
possibility of an industrial claim, vhether he {s out on a ron- 
industrial disease or {llness or not. 

From the standpoint of Johms-Manville’s obligatio~ to cur czrlovees’ 
velfare, we should not cause then to suffer irmr~ ~¢ cepliyv braefics 
fron Travelers if they are out sick with a nen-industrial roi-ar 
cause, suc: as stroke, heart attack, hign ble~d pressure, cc., 2ven 
though there may .. other comnlicaticns, of an inzustrial 
ieplication. 

Frankly, ! can foresee a fev similar cases to Lewis in t-r~ ful.re, 
and therefore request soze advice, or a deciefon {ro- vou 1 
nave not uritten to Jim McGee or Cliff Sheckicr becr se I ’elt 
that the decision irvolves both group insurance and wori-en's 
Compensation and has toc be looked at from ar . .o 1 . Sttt 
howeover, they have been sent coples. 
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