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_spldamiological ts;hnl_t;uu.so thelsr, content nnd_.t.l;o-t.o( the authors domot _ . ... ... _
make claim to having doao so. What has happencd It that eucceeding authors
have drl“'couhnleno and genorallsed heyona the lcépc of the works which
they quota. ﬁwheu. for example, hive we found roforences to a ulation

of asbestos workers, elthough sovaral suthors who bave quoted the cbsorved

incldence of lung cancer (o autopsles of pcrsons who also had agbestosis lmply
that this {ocidence applieas to asbestos workers, generxally, We bave likawlse

been unable o find any study which actuslly calculated the lacidence of lung

cancer among & populstion of persons who had asbestoslo, and not just those

¢
who came to autopsy, - With tha excoption of a paper by Doll (za)' nons of

those ruviewed gave ony data on oxposure and dust concentrations, and even

Dall's pzper morely toations "acheduled" areas, by which s meant, “those

) uet-u whore procescad are carried on which woro echodulod under the Asbos-

-. toe ladustry Rogulations of 1931 as bolng ducty, "

Thare is, furthermore, a complota lack of ddlnt'non of torms as

'nud o the pubiished iitorature. For example, the term “asbostosis”, as
usod, may rofor lo- changes oboorvable only by micrescopic examination.of
the lung tissue, or {t may mesna r‘dlologfcally detoctablo condition,

. Most o.l the published rsports abviously included '.omon among thelr
casos, but.-soms of them ;!n not givc:' tho number or proportion of womea (o~
volved in n?o"nudy.

Thora is-aloo a lack of uniformity as to what type of exposure most

studies bavo doalt with, Of 99 caces coumorated by Hucpor(“) {n 1955, onlfy
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