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We beliéve the first sentence in paragraph ¢ should read "Perhaps no
vile nac writien so extensively - - - -, .

lape 3k

In the third sentence of paragraph 2 tne definiticn of cohort should ve

gxranced Lo empnasize tnat nen-exposed persensel wers not included in tle gample,
Ti.s mignt ve dene by acding a sentence similar to wne following: "“uifice and

- biner non-¢rpesed personnel, regardless ol leagtr of enployment were not included
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To further em.rasize the exposure asgpect of the miners tie second
sentence of paragraph 2 might read, "All workers ¥ith mure taan 5 yeary of ex-

T'resere were placed in one of three categories",

1t mignt be auvisable te add anotner sentence at the end of tnis parse
gragh, "An ;reviously noied worrers wWith no exposure were not incluged in tho cata®.
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In the last sentence of paragragch 1 we would like to m.grcst. the dele-

tion of the phrase "wiiich bave been explained in some detail" since. ¢uch explanation

was deieted 1n ‘the conaensation.

Thas publicatlon should form the basiu for futurs surveys and reports.
Jr. Braun shoula be asked to establish tne framework of reporting for Doctors
Grainger and Cartier so that each year the giatus of ¢very member of the original
cotort-could be reperted to the lndustrial Hygiene Foundation and the continuing
study Le analyzed by their sxperis. ‘e caanot emphegize this point tco e.rongly
bocause nownere in the litersture today is thare rnycrted study which in so
valuatle and winich approximates this magnitude.

We agree with Doctors Cartier and Braun Lnai o certain number of workers
provably nave some usbestotic Uilrusis whiich cannot bo diagnosad by x-ray. Une
firtunately, we cannot take lung bicpsies en 21l woriers and we have no ouﬁer
means ol making a diagnosis oefore there are x-ray changes. Therefore toe anmal
study of all exposed asvestcs workers becomes increasingly important.

We feel that Dr. kraun and s staff are Lo Le congratulaied neartily
fur this very valuable contributiosn to our medical knowledre. We trust that their:
effurts will be rewarded in the near future by the p'-_"nl:'u.?'wion of vhis werk in a
recognized journal. ,‘ :
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