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Conference Call Summary
July 23, 2001
Technical Review Committee
Benzene Health Research Consortium

Participants:

Patrick Beatty (Chevron) Don Burnett (BP)

Shan Tsai (Shell) George Woodall (API)

Stuart Cagen (Shell) Lorraine Twerdok (API)

Bill Broddle (Conoco)

Issues

1) Selection of a CHair for the Comimittee — Patrick Beatty was chosen unanimously.

2) Role of th Commlttee/r/v({ C0< ;Qum Several roles for the Technical Review

Cornrmttee withimthe Con, rtiu pwere suggested. F

presentation to the Execufive
(July 26, 2001).

e Liaison between the Independent
Committee, serving to foster cle

authority over technical issues.
e Consultant in Technical and Financial decisions — final decjgions would be made
by the Oversight Committee
1) Passive Option — keep the Oversight Co
participate in the decision process
2) Active Option — participate in some level of decisions (e.g., what parts of
the project need to be scaled back if financing becomes an issue) as
determined by the Oversight Committee.
e Chair of the Technical Review Committee will serve as an ex-officio (non-voting)
member of the Oversight Committee. The same would also apply to the Chair of
the Communications Committee.

Ritte€ informed but not actively

Review of Manuscripts and Reports
e No Comment Option — Receive copies of reports and other documents to keep
informed but no comments given.
e Advisement Comments — Comments given but with no binding obligation upon
the Investigators to accept them.

SHELL-MCCLURG-060548



DRAFT - July 24, 2001

Interactions with the Investigators
e Passive Option — Keep informed on issues and needs for decisions to pass along
to the Oversight Committee and/or the Scientific Review Panel, bringing critical
issues to their attention for action.
e Active Option — There are several tiers of activity that are listed below.

o Serve as a resource for the Investigators during periods between meetings of
the Scientific Review Panel (making some decisions and providing
advisement)
Monitor progress on the

project, ensuring that the Investigators meet

end portions of the pfeeti @ he S¢ientific Review Panel meeting where
the Inwestigators-dre Presenting their fiddings, then withdrawing for the Panel to

3) Composition of the Scientific Review Panel ahd inges — Each of the nominees
in order of preference are listed under thy i

from each field).

Epidemiology (2)
e Nancy Mueller (Harvard) - A specialist in epi of lyyr

e Martha Linet (NCI) - She was part of the original N¢I team in China, but seems
to be more objective about their work than Hayes or Rothman. My
understanding is that she has left that project. Her presence on the Panel would
bring significant credibility.

e Robert Millikan (U. North Carolina) - Originally a Ph.D. in
Biochemistry/Molecular biology with subsequent return to school for Public
Health degree. Would be useful reviewer of Molecular Epi and epi aspects of
the Disease Progression study.

e Elizabeth Delzell (University of Alabama at Birmingham) - Also one of the
original reviewers, but with a stronger tie to the industry that may make her seem
less independent to outside view.

Industrial Hygiene/Exposure Assesment (2)

e Robert Herrick (Harvard) - Extensive experience and credentials. Credibility as
former NIOSH adminsitrator. Has consulted as reviewer for an EMBSI study.
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e Robert Harris (U. North Carolina) - Lots of experience. Participated in early
Pliofilm work. Not sure if he is retired. Recommended by Dennis Paustenbach
as non-aligned and respected

e Lance Wallace (USEPA Ret'd) - Not an IH'er but well known name in exposure
monitoring, although predominantly not occupational. Could meet the
requirement for a regulatory representative

e Neil Zimmerman (Purdue) - Second tier name from Paustenbach. Younger than
the 2 above. Experieddg with occupational epi and solvents.

e Steve Rappaport (XJ Nortin(arolina) - This one is controversial. He has

published on bg il hydroquinone aducts to protein. He has one paper
arguing that, is not protective for workers. Paustenbach says
that he digagree ent process in general and used benzene as

an exay d'be an OQjective reviewer. Biggest value is his
credibility régulaporyagencies and NGOs. Rob Schnatter says that he is a
perfectioni iti including his own.

bibliography on AML, botlclinicg
studies of radiation effects in Hay
e Nicholas Jewell (UC Berkeley)
with epi studies including diseases.

Hematology (2)

e Richard Larson (U. Chicago) - Clinical Hematologi
Ottawa Conference and on previous review of CHina protocols. He was very
useful in that first review. Good solid reputation.

e Mark Minden (Ontario Cancer Institute) - Molecular hematologist. Publications
in area of leukemia progression and molecular biology of leukemia (especially
AML) induction and regulation. Could be an excellent person to review the
disease progression study.

Hematopathology (1)
e James Brunning (U Minn.) - Recommended by Larson. Currently emeritus
professor, but active. Involved in recent WHO reclassification of MDS.
e (The two really big names, John Bennett and Harold Vardiman are wanted by
Irons for a pathology working group to review tissue slides as needed. This may
make them ineligible as reviewers of their own work.)

Genetic Toxicology (1)

e Richard Albertini (U. Vermont) - Big name in genetic biomarkers. Participated
in Butadiene study of Czech workers. Participant in initial review of China
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protocols. Was not a strong participant. Will participate in 2nd review
upcoming.
e Need a 2nd candidate to discuss in this category.

General Biochemistry (1)
e Jerry Rice (IARC) - Rice is the head of the group in [ARC which develops the
Monographs. He has agreed to review the protocols and to participate on the
i IARC partlclpatlon is a very big score for the
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