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Auguast 23, 1357

Mr. Hugh M. Jacksen, Manager
Industrial Health Program =
Johna-Manville Corporaticn

22 iKapt 40th Street

New York 16, New York

Dear tugh:

Thank you for your lo:ter of Augusi 19 regt:ding tho Sap~
tombur meeting of the ATI,

As a matter of fact, having complated tha litsrature search,
it is apparant to ua that the possibility of an zssociation batween lung
cancor and asbestosis is rouch more likely to exist in asbostos factorics
than in mining operations. Yor example, of 99 cases which had Lagn re-
ported up to 1955, at least 80 appear to kave occurred in asbestos warkers
othar than miners. A numbar wers wowmern, and the occupations givon
ware: weaver, carder, mattreas maker, lagger, bagger, pipe coverer,
apinnar, etc,
AY

S Two specific articles which mention the type of sxpoaure and
the job {a that by Doll {1)-and that by Isselbachar,’ et.al {2), Sevonteen
cases studiad by Gloyne and 31 rsporied by Merswather, as well as thras
menticned by Harriscz and ons each by Guroton and Gwan occurred in
wngland, If my in{ocrmation fo corvec?, there is no miaing of naboates in
Zngland, and thease must all have bagn workars in coxrila oz similar joba.
In this country, the tan caces reported wers apparently sil in textilo workess,
The first case, reportad in 1935 by Lynch and Smith was a weavar {n an
aabvestos {aciory for 21 years. lseslbacher's casos involved a contracter's
helper engaged in cutting and sawing aaboatos board and ocorter in an asbartos

mill,



Mr. Hugh M, Jagkson 2= . August 23, 1957

The QAMA atudy is in the final stages which are, of course,
ths sloweyt. All of the atatistical analysis has been complated, and the
raport iz 99T written. What remaina is mainly minor revisions, typing
the manuscript 2ad proofing, It should go to the print shop by the end of
this month. ' '

I hope thim supplies you with what you need for the mesting.
U there is anything further, pleaae lst ma.lmow and I will try to get it to
you in time,

Slucerely yours,

Daniel C. Braun, M, D,
Meadical Director

LCh:la

Enclosure
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Dece.ver 30, 1957

My, lvan Savourin
St. Jouns ‘ _ Ra: I.d4.F. Survey
Wiebac : ’ :

ear Ivan:

Hugn Jackson and I have reviszwed the condensaiion of the survey wnich
F0. sent us. we nave noted deletion of all references to the associziion of
asobestosis and lung cancer in tnis condensation. wnile we beliecve that this in-
formaticn is of great scientific value, ve can understand the desire of the
Q.AM.A. Lo emphiasize Lie exposure of the astestos winer and not the cvases of
asl-estosis. We also ars in agreement with the deletion of the reference to
sacking and lung cancer.

1. must be recognized, however, that"this report will be subjected to
criticism when publisnea Lecause all other authors today correlate lung cancer
anu cases of asbestosie. If we are to restrict this condensation to asbestos
rirers, grealer-emphasis shculd be placed on the choice of words used in defin-
ing the conort.: The fact tahat all members of tue cohort had § or hore years of
exposure Lo asvestus snouid be reiterated. .

Fullowing are coumments on certain paragraphs of the cordensatien,

Pare ¥ N

we believe ihe iirst sentence in Haragvaph 2 should read "Perhaps no
une nag written so extensively - - - =",

Fage ;hf

In thfthi:d sentence cof paragraph ¢ the definiticn of colbiort should be
exranded tu empnasize tnal nen-expesed personoel were not included in the sample.
Tr.s mignt ve dene by auding a sentence similar to the following: "uifice and
viher non-cxpused personnel, regardless ol length of employment were not included
in we conort".

Page 13
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To further empnagize the exposure aspect of the miners tie second

. sentence ol paragraph 2 might read, "ill workers with more toan § years of ex-

rezure were placed in one of three categories”.

It mignt be auvisable to add another sentence at the end of tnis pars-
graph, "As previously noied worrers with no exposure were not incluged in the cata.
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. M. Ivan Sabourin o -2 - e

Pagn 23

In the leurth sentence reference is mace to "the 957 level of signifi-
cance”. This phrase was explained clez:ly and thcroughly on Pages 23 to 25 in the
soction on Statistical Metheods uf the original survey. Decause tuls wnole section
was detleted in the condensaticn we feel it mipgnt De advisatle Lo explain oy foot-
note the meaning of "the 95% lecvel of sigmificance".

wo feel that the fif'th sentence might te made stronger by \he fcllowing
change. "Hewever, having found just 12 cases, we arc not gbove ilaip level, and
therefore the hypothesis that asbestcs miners du not have a pigher nortality from
lung cancer than dogs the general population cannot dbe rojected".

Fase Ll

The tatle in the center of the page gnhows a rate of 271 in %the LS - S&
age group. In the original survey this rate was 27.

Puge L4

In the last sentence of tne f{irst paragragn we would like Lo suggesat the
gubstitution of the word "undertaksn" for the word "commissioned®.

In the second sentence of paragraph 3 we would like toc suggest that the
elamanis of the cohort uefinition be repeated. ™A cohort was defined as a group
of asbestos miners naving at leagst 5 years of exposure in the indsiry and who were ”
in the incustry during 1950. CQCaly those workers who met these criteria were in-
cluded in the study".

Page LS o

In the la=t sentence of paragrach 1 we would like to ;:ug;;cst the dele-
tion of the phrase "wiich have been explained in soms= detail" since such explanation
was deleled in the condensation.

This publication should form the basis for futurs gurveys and reports.
ur. Brasun shoulae be asked to estsblish the framework of reporting for Doctors
Grainger and Cartier so thai each year the status of every member of the original
cohiort could be reported to the lndustrial Hygiene Foundation and the continuing
study Le analyzed by their experis. lie cannot emphasize this point tco strongly
because nownere- in. the. literature today is thesre reperted = study which is so
valuable and wnich approxinmates this magniiude.

We agree with Doctors Cartier and Braun Lnat a certain number of workers
probably have:some asbestotic (ilrusis wiich cannot be diagnosed by x-ray. Yn-
furtunately, we cannot take lung bicpsies ¢n all worliers and We have no other
means ol making a viagnosis befure there are Xx-ray changes. Therefore tite anmal
study of all exposed astestcs workers becomes increasingly important.

We feel that Dr. Eraun and ids staff are Lo Le congratulated heartily
for this very valuable contribution to our medical knowledrs. VWe trusti that their
effurts will be rewarded in the near future by the publivaiion of ihis werk ina
recognized journal., .
Sincergly,

M&A—

/ O s
Kane!’,h W 531.11}}1, M.D.
Aedical Directer
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