
UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION
CHEMICALS AND PLASTICS
P.O. BOX 8004, SOUTH CHARLESTON, W. VA. 2S303

SOUTH charleston plant June 13, 1978

Robert Hollingshead, Esq. 
Pitney, Hardin & Kipp 
Counsellors at Law 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, NJ 07102

Re: Maliko, et al vs. Union Carbide Corporation
PVC-VCM Literature Survey and Engineering 
Opinions by R. N. Wheeler, Jr.

The report, Polyvinyl Chloride - Vinyl Chloride
Monomer, Literature Survey and Engineering Opinions, I sub­
mitted to you earlier contains an error on pages 23-24 of the 
section relating to Vinyl Chloride Toxicology.

The original report contained the sentences:

"From this tabulation of angiosarcoma cases, 
it is evident that it could not have been 
concluded prior to 1974 that there was an 
excess of angiosarcoma cases in the industry. 
Approximately ten cases of angiosarcoma are 
diagnosed each year in the United States from 
all causes."

These sentences should be changed to read as
follows:

"From this tabulation of angiosarcoma cases, 
it is evident that it could not have been 
concluded prior to 1974 that there was an 
excess of angiosarcoma cases in the industry.
The number of cases diagnosed in the United 
States each year from all causes is estimated 
to be 26."

The reference for this statement is Item No. 28 on
page 55 which is: Kuzmach, A. and McGaughy, R.,: Quantita­
tive Risk Assessment for Community Exposure to Vinyl Chloride, 
United States Environmental Protection Agency, 1975. Appendix 
E, page E5.

Dear Mr. Hollingshead:

Very truly yours,

^ ■' ' ' ^

R. N. Wheeler, Jf.
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