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X=-RAY REPORTS DATED JANUARY 18, 1985

Your memo about asbestos related x-ray reports has been
referred to me. 0Olin Allen will discuss your very pertinent

concern with his group. Thank you for bringing this to our

attention.

MEDICAL DIVISION

R. Keith Whiting, M.D.

Manager, Medical Services Section
RKW:brs
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X-RAY REPQRTS FROM DU PONT-RETAINED RADICLOGISTS

CW Medical only reacts (or does not react) to the reports from
Du Pont radiologists, regardless what chest x-ray readings are
reported as by non-Du Pont radiologists, in suspected asbestos
exposure cases. i
when the Du Pont radiologist places the infamous stamped -
description on our x-ray reading card, that case is entered

into the CW Asbestos System. If nothing else, this protocol
yields a consistency in the handling of asbestos cases.

In cases where additional oblique views duo-nek.confirm the
original suspicions suggested by ths PA chask views, I believe
these negative findings should be so de.gr&bcd in the x-ray
report back to CW Medical. That d&seriltiea‘thould suffice in
mgkigg it unnecessary to place the InTamous "stamp™ on the
char .

The attached copy of a CW x-ray reading report presents a

problem when 2 dissimilar descriptions are entered at the same

entry location. By following the dates on the x-ray reading -

card, beginning 10/9/84, you can reconstruct what occurred

here. The recall was to clarify an uncertainty observed on the

PA view. The obligue views failed to demonstrate the changes -
¢ WA ain of in the PA view - these negative

en in at 10/18/84. Simultaneously, the

sced next to the written report. Trying to

cting -reports to an agitated worker is not

whk ith the Radiology groug‘cad encourage them to
‘mainte n»;ﬁﬁkistency in reporting. :

Director,' q;g a% ﬂ!ﬂision

& - r-&‘&tﬁ Ve e 2.
AWEN/saw T
Attach. e
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