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immediately surrownding the aslwstus-pro-
ducing areas is practically identical with that
of eight counties sclected for comparison.
A While Mcgantic County has a rate ncarly
dtwice that of the combined cight sclected
Jeounties, it is lower than the rate for the
Province, and considerably lower than the
}mc for Montreal. The figure for Montreal

would certainly be higher except for the
very low numbers of denths roported dor
41950 and 1951, and it would appear that
in those years some crror in reporting has
undoubtedly been made. On the basis of the
Jother years, 1950 and 1951 deaths would be
Jespected to be about 200 greater.
4would result in a rate of 40 per 100,000,
The only possible conclusion from this
‘jcomparison is that there is no evidence that
i’d\e persons who live and work in the coun-

tes surrounding and adjacent to the as-
ibestos-producing arcas have any greater
Yincidence of Iung cancer than those whe
Jfive elsewherc in thie l’m\'inte

Comment on All Recarded Lung Cancer
{Cases, Liting and Dead, among the Asbes-
itos Miners.—Although a simple enumera-
tion of all the known or suspected cases of
ancer of the lung in these areas has no
{prticular value from a statistical point of
view, it is of interest to summarize such

wately, as has ]ases for the record. There were nine deaths
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sprior 1o the beginuing of the time period
l covered by the study, including one in which
‘the diagnosis was mediastinal lymphosar-
!com.m During the period covered by this
‘investigation, there were nine provad cases
and three suspected cases in the cohort.

hrough 1956 and 10 daie in 1957, there

jwere cight dueaths, six of which were merely
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suggestive of curer of the lung and in-
cluded such diaguoses as madiastinal
tymphosaromua, sesothelioma, cancer of the
leg with sctastases to ung, abscexs of lung,

. and caieer of the pancreas. One other was

diagnosed on the basis of x-ray auly. Tn
addition, there are now living four cases in
which the diagnostic evidence is strongly
suggestive of lung cancer. This is a total of
33 cases of all types, including 10 “‘sus-
pected” Lut unproved cases, and 4 that are
still living. The remaining 19 constitute the
total of proved cases of cancer of the lung
among the asbestos miners since 1940,

The proved cases averaged 59 years of
age at death, and varivd between 37 years
and 68 vears, Their working span covered
periods varying from a minimum of 14
years to a maximum of 37 years. Only
three men had less than 25 yearz of em-
ployment in the inllustry, Seven amang
those ou whom such infunnation is avail-
able had a weighted exposure placing than
in Categary Il and six worked in an
exposure representud by Category 1.

There were only 17 among these proved
lung cancer cases in which we have in-

formation reganding the presence of as-

bestosis. Asbestosis was present in nine,
although it was minima! in twa, Two path-
ologists disageeed regaeding its presence in
another. At least seven of the 19 proved

lung cancers, therefore, were not accom-

panied by asbestosiz,

! Summary and Conclusions

Interest in the question of whether there
may be an association between lung cancer
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