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T : ' T August 7, 1940

Re: Smtko vs Johns-Manville Corve.
Ia r_-jly ,t'o_'M:'."Ya.ﬁﬂiver. Brown's letter of July 30th, I submit the following answers to
Tha questions in a2 order iisted:~-

"I.'-:'-If -‘ﬁik.bee: a in"actorx. rule since 1935 thai in certain departmnta. respirators are to
be worn by emxployees at all times. However, this rule has not been rigidly enforced. .

«

Tha N.Jo Department of Labor has inspected our Plant periodically, averaging atout once
per year, but no report is made by ths Deparitment ol Lavor approving or cxiticising
the eonditions that mey exist in the Flant, This has Teen done verbally. Thase inspec~

%ions were wade by Mr, Jcha Roach ead lir. J. Falton.
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3. ODuring the pericd of Smmutko's employment, & mechanized ventilating system 7as irstallad
ami was in use during his employment. ’ :

44 It is pnot possible to get the history of Smtkets family in view of the fact that they
~ .~ epent only a short time in the United States.
%,.. .0ur records.show that ventilation was provided on March 31, 1937. In discussing this
. with'Mr. Binder, we can assume that the dust count was the same from the date of
« " ‘installation of the artificial ventilation at the Crusber until the first dust count
was. mads after the installetion. However, Mr. Binder says it ia perfsctly natural.
‘that there would be a slight variation in the dust count from day to day becauss of
sclimatic éomditions, and also due to various types of fibres used, Two samples were

J"ﬁqukf;gg;ki'zom Fibre on June 23rd at the time the equipment was installed on #k
Crisher-and both revealed that there ware 2.6 million particles of dust per cu. ft. of .
au-:‘;;an& on-C apd' G.Fibres, samples taken revealed 1.6 million particles. .
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',;l_’éa;;?di‘h'g‘_to the Supervisor of the Department, Smutko was never warnsd of any dust
danger; 1t was not the policy of the Company to call things of this nature to the
[ g%g,_nt:.gnf of our employees. '
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(¢ {s trus that.the hesd of the department at Glen Gardner Saniterium agreed with Dr. Fritts
o7 end-MIsw Mairs that this was not a case of Asbestosis. In fact, Dr. English went so far as
- rRoyssy ~that he hed never seen a case of Asbestosis from Johns=Manville. The name of the
- Déetor who prepered the admittance record of Smutko was Dr. Landry. Dr. English stated
not be possible to change the record at Glen Gardner unless the X-ray were

authority suck as Dr. Gardner at Saranac, and he edvised that we make such a

S . _ _ ‘ o e
ngiisk promised Miss Meirs on londay, August 5th, that he would write a letter stating.
fryy 487 opinion, Smtko 414 not have Asbsstosis but a case of pulmonary tuberculosis.

palinl ad” this letter is received, I shall forward it to you. Niss Msirs is at present on
$¥ucation end. I hed hopes that this letter would be received Tussday or Wednesday.
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%&a«u’uﬂg this matter with Dr. Fritts, he was at a loss to nams any competent ician
SNME nortiman. New: Jersey who might be qualified to diagnose lung disorders. The only suggestic
B l"!"'l”.-g'lf“ mds Was: Dr. McConnell of Metropolitan or Dr. Gardner of Saranace R

ST

%

Ce W. Hite,
Ind Rel.Mgre

The Lacho and Smutko Suits Against Johns-Manville, with C. W. Hite's Memo on Smutko (1939), Hite to Begert me...
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