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T zm ¢lad to note that tha California Self-Insurers Assocla-

: ' 23 alatrd Cr
- tg riving serious considerztion to formulating }eglffatﬂgnw;or
‘f?nﬂtzgéLOP“3a7i?ornia which will protect IndusiIy and ;Asui%nu conin
f;f“?;:; ﬂg;ingifihe racketeering aspects involved ingzhe pnvuﬁig of‘*
baiA—;;ﬂi;é which are apparentl; *looding the courts imom One 2nG ©4
csis cla L »
the country to the other.

Ve Sy <
T+ is the feeling of tze pfficlals of our G%mgany‘infigi
¥ e y o Austries having a dust n2IZ8T0 Wit
nt ves of most other Incusuiri a ; Jata
Ee:aizicome in contact that the chief sateguard againz?ﬂizzgye
39;'1183 in securing the enactment oI %roperig g;awgov020p§ﬁsie.
b« Gis iz " b 1€Unon 13.0 !

t “ioh wlll cover the disabling Type T L ¢ 2
Lation Yoo esin ‘ pittsburgh on Jant-
a G Droblemse® held in Pitisburg: T

A 1gymposinm on Dust Probisms” OG0 L > o ot
e;PBSni?“ %ié suspices of the Uelion institute oibthe U“fzerbiﬂy
o - o Ao Y of 3oz
nburgh* The meeting was attended by ;eyacsenﬁ§:lves-oi‘zgéiqed

ias or trade sssociations end the dust probiem ¥as ?1J usse
5 p; pv warious outstandlng experts. i an en$105-5g nere:
“two of the addresses dellvered ffo the mseting, 33
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1) ®The Problem® by Alfred C. Birth of the fagmiogo onio
" williams, BEversmen & 3organ, attorgsys of o;en s On
wno are General Counsel IOr Owens—1llincils Glass
Company; and
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' ink® by ¥
- (2z) ®Silicosis from the Insurance Viewgoznt{ E{‘.. .
1 Robertson Jones, General Manager, gggocﬂapﬂ9n o
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-4 Casualty &: reﬂt‘y_ﬂ_:-‘xe v?,tj.:j':e.,st‘- e ,‘ s _7‘3 by BS"_:’.):“:
k .l ‘A, : 111:’ 3 .1 ." .. ‘. .- T RE I Lty . .L"‘ b . . 4 ' ‘”n
up, Hirth's address you will find extremely inf§f§s§i§§q;“d
. =ost thoughtful presentation of the backgfciii a?“é?i;g;:“ AnoronChas
€L a3 Radaled T - -~ = do A4 -
. . Y S ' address, as its € a indi 25, . ADDIC
- »oblen. Nr. Joness'® ad > , 21- +avn
The ?iogi:;}*rOm ihe insurance viewpolnt and:in:gereral ferns defunes
tha o from ;

:;: iz
oomioats. I would summarize the most important of these ess,n,~uls.
a3 Iollowss

3 " dis _aw coverirg pnsumonc-
a2 essentlals of the ideal occupational disease ! >
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{1} & listing and defining of the diseases 10 bg covired

e so-csiled M"scheduled" type of Act rather than
oy g 2 -
the "all -fnclusive®, I believe your CalL*qf?ia:135
i3 now of the latter type.
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) (2) A provision that the liability to compensate
for the scheduled dlseases be exclusive of all
other liability.

(3) A provision for the determination by medical
experts (rather then by lay comnisasloners) of
the existence of the dlsease and the dlsavlility
and of ths extent of the dilsability.

(4) A nrovision regulring a definite amount of ex-—
sosure to dust as a condition precedent to the
riznt to clalm compensation for pneumonoconiosis,

(5) A statute of limitations to safeguard Industry
agalnst stale cliaims,.

{(6) A provision for re-opening settleaments and awards
with the view of elther increasing or decreasing
or elizminatinzy an award as developments subsequent
to the initial award may irdicate zre desiradle.

(7) Provision for a definite maximum limit of liabili-
t7, both compensatory arnd =edical.

: Trhere does not, to the best of my knowledge, exist at
he present time ary state law specifically coverling any form of
eumonoconionsis except in Wizsconsin and I am not faamiliaxr with that
aw. Some of the all inclusive tynes of laws in other states are
zing neld ko cover silicosis, this I pelieve bzl true In Calil-
fornia. I upderstand from Dr, Lanza, Assistant Hedical Plrector
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Yetropolitan Life Insurance Company, that North Carolina has
ither very recently enacted what he considers a very adequate
law or has pendlng before it a draft of legislation for this purpose.
I have not seen this law, or the proposed law, and T am not able
to provide you with a copy. ZHowever, I am enclosirg herewith the

followirg:

e O

{1) Coples of two Bills which recently passed the
lower House of the New Jersey Legislature (Assembly.
Nos. 143 and 144) and which are now psnding
before the Senate and the purpose cf wkich 1s to
make "silicosis¥, as thereln defined, a compensadle
occupational disease. This proposed legislationm is,
in the main, satisfactory but we have opposed its
enactment in New Jersey by reason of the very mis—
lsading apd most unsatisfactory deiinition of sili-
cosis which you will note is defined to =mean the '
disease resulting from thelinhalation of "minute
varticles of dust containing free silica or combinred
5illca or both'. As you know, asbestos contains no
free silica which 1s unlversally regarded as the
only thing which can cause sllicosls; on the other
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hand, it does contain a sllicate or conpined
sxlica and i7 the proposed defirition were adopted
asbestosis would become, under the Hew Jersey law,
a form of the much more serious disease.

£

d by the T1linoils Manufacturers Associatlon
submitting to the Illinois Legislature. This
oposed law vas prepared by a Committee of the

nufactuers Associaticn after more than a year's
ucensive tudj and, in wy opinion, 1s fair to all
interests involved. Horecver, it presents a risk
whicn insurance csrriers consider ®ingsurabler. You
%11l nokte that asbestosls 1s separately trested and
defined in the Illinois Act and there is no fault

tn pe Tound with the definitions of elther silicosis
or asbestosis.

aft of a proposed occupational diseases law
are
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T have discussed with Ir. Lanza the various proposed_defini—
tions of silicosis and he has urged “he desirability of using a
definitiorn formulated by the Bureaun of Y¥ines which, as I recellect,
is substantially as follows: "4 dise cf the lungs dve to the
breathing of alr containing siliica ( ») dust, characterized
anatomic aﬁlj by generallzed fib*ot*c rnges in both lungs wilih the
developaant of mil4'”y ncdulation Me4onstrabl hy X-ray examinztion”.
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Yon will appreseiate that the yroposed laws in Illinois and
Jersey are drawn with the view of either amending the existing
Occupationzl Disease Leglszlation or building upon the experiance
of thouss particular S*“tea witn existing workmnen?s compensation
lawa and they will not, therefore, be nelpfmnl so far as the Call-
fornia problem is concerrned other than in thelr general aspects.

VANDIVER BROWN
I.egal Department
yB: T
Enclosures
VIA AIR 11AT5

CC: Hessrz. S. A. Williams
. ¥, Voorhees

?.S. The draft of tne prooosod I1linois law is not enc’osed as
I have only ore copy; dunover, 1 am obtaining another and
will send it to you within s day or two.
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