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In reference to our telephone conversation of two weeks ago, I
know of no specific indigations or need for electrocardiography as part
of the|surveillance program in workers with potential e-posure to vinyl
chlorige or to TDA., Similariv, I believe that the serologic tests for
tumor fcarcino-embryonic-alphafeto nrotéin) have ng proven application
and if| they are being done by Dow, it must be on an investigative basis.
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I have discussed with Dr.Beidleman the management of the two j’ﬁ'

‘ patients who continue to present with abnormal liver function tests in ., ;/,If ’ »

the ebgence of any other zbnovmalties, namely, W - gf/ ///-"
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‘§ |\J°, 1 have also examined their liver biopsies which are essentially negative. ,-;[/"]
?Lﬁ' 3 I have informed him of our mutual decision that they be seen by an ex- - "
) ert in liver disease in consultation and he is to arrange such a consul- A TY LI
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g/ g In a letter to me dated November 7th, Dr.Blalock raises the:ques- g4 5
. ,:,..!\\; \\,\tion of the six months testing for individuals having 10 or more years - ;(,}2/ )
o X ;\.‘bf emplloyment, He points out that we had hoped that the computer would LA
W oo N iflag those cases which fall into this category. Is this something that 1) ¥
z 3 E :e should discuss or can it wait until the meeting that will be held , / 3
f;’;w 32\"@.:&111 the next month or two? There seems little question but that the 1 ', B
= 3 % INpix months exazinations are required by Federal Regulation. DPr.Blalock i _,f,
E%‘\‘ Mplans to re-start the examination of those requiring yearly investigation YR,
w S‘} "*Q'_.‘,iu RES pary and I see no problem at all with this. %;’4",:5'
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