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GATKE CORPORATION 
228 NORTH LA SALLE ST, 

PHON £ STAT£ 0091 

Cl-i I CAGO 

Janunry 26, 1937 
' ' . 

Raybestos-Manhattan, Inc., 
Bridgeport, Connecticut. 

Att~ntion: Mr. M. F. Judd 

Dear U:ort: 

.:. 

' . , .. 

In line with your request of the 22d inst. I 
enclose herewith the agreement referred to. 

You 1.vill note that I have not signed, for this 
agreement does not seem to be dra.wn to cover the original 
discussion duri=ig a meeting held in Ne'.'l York, at which 
meeting there were ten comJanies, which ten did not include 
American Brakeblok Corporation or Asbestos ?:i:anufacturing 
Company, and sinc1~ the agreement states that the expense 
is divided equally bet·,:een those who agree to underwrite 
it is my opinion that the expense is not pro-ratad on the 
basis of benefits to be derived. 

I cite, for instance, that 11r. Simpson, signing 
for Raybestos-lfanha ttan, signs for four distinct plants 
operating as se9arate units, all of which might be classi­
fied as strictly asbestos textile plants where the dust 
hazard is an important matter. 

In addition to the four plants referred to you 
have the Manhattan Rubber Company, and any one of v1hich 
represent interests greater than ours. 

The Thermoid and Southern interests likewise are 
out of proportion to our interests, and certainly 
Keasbey & Llattison could not be considered from the same 
anele of interest as would ours. 

Since the situation h~s changed in the alienment 
of the different interes~s, likewise do I feel it necessary 
to confirm .·,hat I have previously stated th~ t it is my 
b~lief th:~ t the expense of the ex1Jeriments referred to 
should be bore1e b)• the different meiabers of the Industry in 
proJortion to th~ nuober of employees, and on this basis it 
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would make no difference to me whether Raybestos-~anhattan 
re~resented one plant or the great nUI::1ber t~at they operate. 

If you feel that my position is not justified 
I .·:111 be glad to have you tell me frankly where I am wrong. 

Yours very truly, 

G A T K E P O R A T I 0 

0< 
President 

TLG:F? 

P .s.: I have not referred to Johns-!Janville Corporation 
who likewise operate quite a number of plants, and certainly 
I would feel very much out of place in trying to draw a 
comparison betv:een their operations and ours, and it seems 
to me that this is a matter in which the interests are 
definitely based on the number of employees. 
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