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July 17, 1774

Dr, J.C. Calwuira /4@1@
{m)uatun BIO-T:ST Luboratorier . {@T

810 Frentase Rd, Cﬂa,
fort! Yrook, Ill. 5C052 ) ! QM\O"
. re: AROCLCR 2~yvar Fat Feedi-g Stadtlos M‘
i
Dear Joe: Ny
v 34,

The attachad Mw"unn a comparificn of tha 3 reviscd Wm

AROCLOR reporta((1242,) 1256,/ 1260).

Ia 2 instances, the provloul concluglon of “rclizhtly tu-non'nnic
WAS CIVNern i “duws HUL BPPNRE Lo DY Cascinteinie . The swblie
phrase 13 profcradbls. tay we request that the ARCCLOR 1254
yeport be uaendod to say 'does nctappear to de carcinezenic’.

The aunder of hapatomas reported for ARCCLOR3 1260 and 1247
have bsen intorchanged., Thin oppears to have ariucn from cone
fusion ronarding the ousdboring of the animala., The oriiaal
geports shov tusors in animals wm: nutberg in tho 100-3(‘0 range
for AROCIOR 1260 and in tho 500 to GO 1anme for ARCSLOR 12%2.
is 13ads me to conclude that thn numsbering schemo snowr in the
secend set of roports s correct. Vith AOCLOR 1254 confusion
18 compounded, The original rchort showed tuzors in animaln
with nusbers in the units to tecnn, bu. tho revincd repert zhows
-aﬂ. ansders raniing from 40 to 1000. Can this Lo stralihtcned
on!

L was unadle to reconcile tns differences in the nnimal numbers
betwaen the rirat supplaaeantal report rnd the or!-~!ral regarts,
X had ingquarcd as to tha chan<os in the nuwhers. Az T reenll,
I was told that the scetions had Lean renwatered ten tha new

sl4des wero made and that a jicy rolatin; to the n.ta of runsars
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Nould. de supplicd, Thia has not been doae, It =iy not be
t'n.l-y' 'z"gg AROCLORS 1260 and 1242, but AKCCLOR 1254 re=atna
snresglved.

Mhr as I can cee, the romalnder of tho reports nppear
asceptablo.,

Eindest personal rezanis,
8incorely,

Qeorss J. Lavinakas, PhD
Mzr., Environnental Assessment
and Toxicololy
Ny
&' Dr, Osorge Roush, Jr., H.D.
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