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R and I have reviswed the cangensat

1 oview - Couae én)gg;zhevsutygy wnich
/% ncted geletion of all relcrences to the associztion of

¥O. Sent us. we ha

~a30estosis and lung cancer in tnis condensation, wnile we believe that this in-

. smpadng

-

formaticn is of great ccientific value, e can understard the desire of the

- QeadtiAL o empra ize Lhe exposurc of the Aabestos,min”'.éad not tne cases of

astestos

is. 0 are in agreement with ihe deletion of the reference to

ust be recognised, however, that’ tnis rejidrt i1l be subjected to
*n;publi% ea because a1l other authors today correlate lung cancer.
_ asi 818, If we are to restriect this condensation to asbestos
mirers, greater emphasis shculd be placed on tho choice of words used in defin-
ing the conort.: The fact that all members of tue cohorv had § or hore years of
éxi.csure tu asvestus snould be reiterated. : .

S

crivicis

Following are coumments on certain paragrasho of the cordensation.

Page $ N

We believe the first sentence in raragraph ¢ should read "Perhaps no
une nac written so extensively - - - -, )

Vage L

In the third sentence of paragraph 2 tne definiticn of cohort should be
exranced to emphasize tnat hen-expesed perscnzel were not included in the s=ample.
Ti.s mignt ve done by aoding a sentence similar to tne following: "“Uifice and

viher non-criused personnel, regardless ol leagtn of employment were not included
in ne conort'.

Page 13

To further em.nasize the exposure asgect of the miners tie second

sentence ol paragraph 2 might read, "All workers with more tnan 5 yeary of ex-
“"pesure were placed in one of three categories".

1t mignt be auvisable to add anotner sentence at the end of tnis pPaAra=
graph, "An previously noued worrers with no exposurec were not incluged in the cata',



Lre dvan-Sabourin o -2 .- ‘ i Pogemeer 30, 1057

'S

"”M_clekgq exyla;n ty feoot-

1@ tatle ;a'tha center qf tﬁe paga snows a rate of 2;1 mn vﬂ@ bb - Sh
IﬁAth, Hrng;nal survej tﬁ*s raﬁz wau 27. Z ; ;

In the last sentence of tne flarst parag 820 we wouxa like %o auggeat the
suost.b¢tzan or the word "undertaken" for the werd "commissionsd".

Ln‘theu¢econd sentence of paragraph 3 we would like 1o sugPPSt that the
elenanils of tile ‘cohort gefinition be repeated. "A cohert wac. défined a8 & qreup
of ‘ashestos miners noving at lesst 5 years of exposure in the indstry Ahd who wers

in the incustry during 1950, Oaly those warxars who met these criteris were in~
cluded in the study™.,

Page ‘L9 l ' i

In the last sentence of paragra-h 1 we would like to shgrcst the dele-
tion of the phrase "wiiich bave been explained in soms detail" since such explanation
was deleted in the condensation.

This publication should form the basis for futurs gurveys and reports.
Jr. brsun shoula be asked to estatlish tne framework of reporting for Docturs
Grainger and Cartier gso that each year the status of every member of the original
cohort could be reported to the lndustrial Hygiene Foundaticn and the continuing
study Le analyzed by their aexperis. Ve cannot emphesize this point teo a.rongly
boecause nownere in the litorasture today is there repcrted = study which is so
valualle and wnich approximates this magniiude.

We agree with Doctors Cartier and Braun Lnat a certain number of workers
provably have some agbestotic Uibrusis whien cannot be diagnosad by x-ray. Une
furtunately, we cannot take lung bicpsies cn all workers and we have no other
means ol making a diagnosis Defore there are x-ray changes. Therefore tine anmal
study of all exposed asvestes workers becomes ipcr casxngly important.

We feel that Dr. Eraun and nis staff are Lo Le congratulaied heartily
fur this very valuable contribution to our medical knowledre. We trusti that their
effurts will be rewarded in the near future by the uol.%?vlon of thisc werk din o
recognized journal. ,‘

Sln.e.;lj,

Cw/.,,

Y;nnehn W. Smith, M.D.
Hedical Directer



