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\unMu ly 27^1972 ^ofl?Jtnggtrf *

tpoctorsReportMineralboes^NotCause 
Disease biif Enhances Smoking Dangers

(B^-Twa groups Jlffiere^essentljiLly, c a n g e r researchers, say the same, Kannerstein and
ough human-lung-ean— thabthe documented in­ter cases the theory that creased incidencfe of lung pational.. exposure to ' c a n c e r  among asbestos as^estps enhances the can- .workers cannot he attri-Cfertcausing effects of cigar._buted to asbestos alone: •ret -smokfe-i — ..... —This agreesjwlth a find*Asbestos exposure .by it- ing by a leading asbestos ed  ̂ researcher, Dr. Irvmg J. Lhesday, does not appear to Celikoff of MU- Sinai, that*:increase the incidence of 

i  ;ltmg cancer among asbes-_ o s “wrkers who do not smoke.. ,
Studies Confirmed

These~findings;the re­searchers sa i d ,  confirm | fifudtes*based onsyich ap­proaches. as reviewing imedical record? but come from what .they'^lgid was — "— are

occupational exposure to asbestos does not appear to cause cancer among' nonsmokers.The incidence of lung ^caheer. among c i g'a r et- smoking asbestosf workers was 92 times as high as it is for npnsmokers not ex* posqd to asbestos.
A/Cocarcinogen’__ =_____  “It-wouldappearthem1-aware" of based on actual * _ KannerstCtrf" andr Churg ung cancer specimens; said, "that it is as a cocar- , The report inlhe journal ciaogen,. in combination Cancer, hpubticatfcm of the -  withxigaret ampking. that American-Cancer-Societyy-—asbestoshasarveffect."—was.written by two patho­logists, Dr. Milton Kanner- steinrof the Bar nert-Mem­orial Hospital Center in Paterson  ̂NLL,and Dr. Ja­cob Churg, of the Mt. Sinai °~hbol of Medicine in New rk.The- pathologists .said hey compared 50 ancer cases cupationalh

control cases not exposed.The major the . c a n c e r s  in

^sim ilar situation has beeTt; suggested for lung cancer a m o n g  uranium miners, thejrsaid.The authors said they were forced to assume7 that cigaret smokers exist­ed with the same frequen­cy  ̂ in ' their two study lung - grdups as they do in those in patients . g r o u ^  at'^'arge ' because- exposed to smoking histories w e r erm f a.-u:qi1ahl<̂ - f n r  a l l  th f tin persons groups. The researchers said they were confident features of the assumption did notboth>—lead-to anymajor error.
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