. . L — A"

] . (\“\L/b’ {r’i’//’?&'

L fo5.97 k4
/

Decamber 10’ 1934.

Dr. Ae Je Lanza,

Hetropolitan Lirfe Insurancs Co.,
1 Hadiscn Averme,

New York City.

Re: Preliminary Study of

. Dear Tr. Lanzag

- I have examirad the galley proof of yours and
Dr. lcConnellts preli~inary study eatitled BZffects of ths
Inhalntion of Asbectos Dust cn the Lungs of Asbastos Vlorkers*,
.. which you were gcod cenouza to send me with your letter of Decerw
¢ ber Tth, and have compared it with the mizeogrophed pemphlet of
which it purports to be a condensation.

Confirming =7 telerhone conversation of this
afternoon, I ax plaming to trancuit the proof sheets to r.

- Hobart so thet he will recsive taea tomsrrow and shall reguest
tkat he raturn them to z=e not laiter than Thursdar with his cone
nments, after which I shall see thnot they are prozitly trononitted
to you. I rhall also injuira of ths Reybestos Cozpanmy whethes
or not thcy dogire to examine the proof of the article befoze 1ts
final printinz and sholl endeavor to nersuade thex2 not to incist
upcen guch an exaninestion.

1 have tha following comments to make:

(1) Conclusion Ho. 1 (galley 14) has omitted e
sentence appearing in the original which, as
modified by you, rezd as follows: M"Cliniecnlly,
from this study it apseared to te of a type
milder than silicosis®.

(2) There is elro omittcd the first paragrarh on
page 15 of the originel report which reads as
follows:

SDuring the prosress of the atudy, phyreicisn
( who were practicing in the cozmunities where azbestos workers
’ lived, were cuestioned, and stated that they did not find aa un-
usual amount of tuberculosiz a=cng these workerse The eentracst
between this state of affzire snd that found in comamities with
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2 silicosis hazaxd, i3 noteworip,

Both the foregoing cbeervations included in yeour
originel report presentsd an aspect of your mxrvey that was
favorzble to the induztyry and we ghould like to see tien re-
tained, -

(3) Om galley 14 the word Edeath® hes been omitted after ?‘0\
the phrase %6 of 367

(4) Conclusion Yo. 3 (z2lley 14)e The word *prelizinary®
18 inserted — to =y nind unnece:rssrily — gince the
entire article ie definitely lzbelled at the conw
mencenent as a "rrelizincry® atudy.

(5) Referring to ths lzet centencs of the third rarrgra-h
on pags 13 {vhich is nob chazged in the zzlloy prwof),
1t seeme 40 ne thet scae cort of 2dditlicnnl phpare on
clruce is reuived in oxder to relnto it nroperly to
whet has gone before. As it stande now, it is not
entirely cleer Just what one 12 expected 45 Cdeduce
therefron.

£y

Very t—3y rours

Vendiver Brem

CC; crers.George Se Hobrrt

Eoile Tevrhnes
Sede Mllians
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