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~eal ivan:

Hugn vackson and I nave roview ied tu c:uce*sailon of the survey wnich
~¥3. sent us. we nave ncted cdeietion of all references to tne associaiion cf
ascestosis and lung cancer in tnis condensation. wnile we obelieve that ithis in-
formaticn is of great ccientific value, we can understand the desire of the
GoAaMeAL Vo emprasize Lue exposure of the agtestos ziner and not tne cases of
asbestosis. We also ars in agreement with the deletion of the reference to
szoadng and lung cancer.

1L must be recognizecd, however, thnat tnis reuort will be subjected to
criticism wnen publiznea because all other authors today correlate lung cancer
anw cases of asbestosis. If we are to restrict this condensation to agbestos
rirers, pgreater-emphasis shculd be placed on the choice of words used in defin-
ing the conert.: The fact tnat all memvbers of tne cohort had 5 or hore years of
ex.csure to asvestus suould be reiterated. .

-

Fuliowing are cumments on certain paragrapns of the coricensaticn.

Yae Vv

we believe thne first sentence in ,arag*aoh 2 should read "Perhaps ne
vne nac written so extensively - - - =",

Vage l_'L"

In the third seatence cf paragraph 2 tne definition of cohort should be
exranced L empiasize tnat nen-expesed persconsel were not included in the sample.
Ti.s mignt ve done by auding a sentence similar to the following: "uifice ani
viner non-crposed personnel, regardless ol leagin of employment were not included
in we cubort”.
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To further em.nasize the exposure aspect of the miners inke second
sentence ol paragraph 2 might read, "All workers with more tnan S yeary of ex-

pesure were placed in one of three categories®.

1t mignt be auvisable tc add another seatence at the end of tnis para-
gragzh, “As previously noied worrers with no exposure were not incluged in the cata”
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In e feurin sentsace reference is mace to “the 955 level of signidi-
car:ce”, This parase was sxplained clecily and unerougnly ca Fagec 3 ve 25 in e
goction on Statistical Metiicds of tho criginal survsy. Decause inls wucie seciion
wés deoleted in +whe condensaticn we feel It wignt e advisatle Lo explain oy feot-
note the meaning of Mthe 95% level ¢f sigoificance".

we fecel that ithe fifth sentence rignt te rmade surenger Ly ne followang
chanpe. “However, having {ound just 12 cases, we are not above \nlis le"el, ang
therefure the bprvHESls that asbestcs miners do not nave a nigher mortality frem
lung cancer than doss the general population cannot be rcjected”.

fage bl

Tne tatle in the center of iite pagse enows a rate of 271 in %ac U5 - Y4
age grour. In the oripginal survey this rate was 27.

Puge L4

In e last sentence of tne first paragrasa we would lixe 10 sugzest <he
gubstitution of the worc "undertaxen" for the wora "commissicned™.

In the seconcd sentence of paragraph J we would like to suggest inst the
elamants of the cohort gefinition be repeated. "A cohort wac defined as a group
of asbestos miners naving at least 5§ years of exposure in the indstry and who were
in the incustry during 1950. Omly those workers who met these criteria were in-
cluded in the study".
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In the last sentence of paragrah 1 we would like to sugrest the dele-
tion of the phrase "wuich bave been e gl ined in soms detail" since such explanation
was deleted in the condensation.

Tnas publication should form the basis for-ruture\surveys and reports.
Jr. Braun stioula be asked to establish tne framevork of reporting for Doctors
Grainger and Cartier so thai each year the status of every member of the original
cohort couls be reported to the Lndustrial Hygiene Foundaticn and the continuing
stucdy Le analyzed by their axperis. Wwe cannot emphasize this point teo s.ronsly
bocause nownere in the litoreture today 13 there reperted 2 study which is so
valualle and wnich approxinmates this magniiude.

we agree with Doctors Cartier and Braun inab & certain number of workers
provably have some usbestotic Uibrousis wiicn cannot bo diagnosaed by x-ray. Un-
furtunately, we cannot take lung bicpsies en all woriers aad we have no other
means of making a ¢iagnosis vefore there are x-ray cranges. Therefore tue aumal
study of all exposed asuestecs workers becomes ibcrcasingly importaut.

We feel that Dr. rraun and uis staff are Lo Le congratulaied heartily
fur this very valuable contributiosn to our medical knowledre. We trust that their
effurts will be rewarded 1n the near future by the F.bl¢%§ulon of tais werk in a
recognized journal. ,'

Si.n.a-;.u,

Cuz,.*.

Y;nn»'ﬂ We Smith, M.D.
Hedical Directer



