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Dear TerryJimmy S ta ck  has allow ed  me to see your l e t t e r  o f 13.11-80 co n cern in g the J .M . su g g ested  m o d if ic a t io n s  to  the M .A .P . c r i t e r i a  fo r  d ia g n o s is  docim ent. This'-'Ireached me on my re tu rn  from the w orking p a r t y 's  m eetin g in  Derive-r ¡'la st w eek, where we had a most u s e fu l d is c u s s io n  o f our " t r a in in g "'document''and d em o n stration s o f a u d io -v is u a l  m a t e r ia l .
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J jA t  < one ' s ta g e  the d is c u s s io n  was widened by m utual consent to  a co n s id e r a tio n  > o f  ¿the' M. A .P , " c r i t e r i a "  document. Had your l e t t e r  been a v a i la b le  to form .;>;a .b a s is  -fo r our d is c u s s io n  o f  both the J .M . and the M .A .P . v e rs io n s  , much 4̂‘argumenR'would have been u n n e ce ssa ry .D r s ;K o t in , W right and P a u l were g r a v e ly  concerned about our paragraph 2 ,1  :.ion X -ra y " fin d in g s  y p a r t i c u l a r l y  the s u g g e s tio n  th a t f in e  shadows o f  p ro fu sio n  jpjl/O '/were ̂ .d ia g n o s tic  .o f a sb e sfc o sis . In  t h e ir  view th a t  ..Statem ent .unde C..'.the'., fia e g is^ 'o f .'such a p r e s t ig io u s  body as the M .A .P .' or the A . I . A .  "in  Europe'"'(the f f :: «p h ra se  was t h e ir s )  co u ld  g iv e  p o w erful ammunition to  those ten d e n tio u s ;- ^opponents who would then quote as a d ia g n o s t ic  c e r t a in t y  what inform ed ^ m e d ica l o p in io n  re g a rd s m erely as one. in d ex  among o th e r s ."The d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  between the c l i n i c a l  and the e p id e m io lo g ic a l approach •Jwas ’•emphasized in  D e n v e r, j u s t  as i t  has been in  d is c u s s io n s  in  the l  .K . j .F o r  t h a t ’reason the J .M . m edicos were r e lu c t a n t  to r e t a in  the Preference to  ..the I .L .O .-  sta n d a rd s l e s t  the e r r o r  be compounded by those who do not a p p recia te  the need fo r  com paring any fi lm  w ith  i t s  p red e ce sso rs r a th e r  than w ith  a r b i t r a r y . stan d ard  f i lm s .Your agreem ent w ith  the m o d ified  statem en t in  t h e ir  2 .2  as exp ressed  in  the -"sixth paragraph o f you r l e t t e r  in d ic a t e s  how w e ll you too a p p r e c ia te  the su b tle  d iffe r e n c e s  in  d ia g n o s t ic  ap p roach . I  f e e l  c o n fid e n t th a t  the accep ta n ce  o f L t h e ir  paragraph 2 .2  w i l l  enab le  a l l  o f us to  r e a l is e  th a t  the im portance o f  t h is  m o d ific a t io n  makes o th e r minor p o in ts  fade to the le v e l  o f e d i t o r i a l  ^ d is c r e t io n , ' Y  .. 77’
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