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Dear lvan: . e . . 

. "~ .[: . . . 

Magh Jackscn and I have revisved the condensotion of the survey which 
you sent us. We have noted deletion of all references to the szscciztion of 

» asbestosis and lurg cancer in this condensation. While we beliecve that thip in- 
Sfornation is of great scientific value, we can understand the desire of the 
Q.A.M.A. to esphasize Lho exposure of the asbeslos xiner and not tho cases of 
asbestosis. We also are in agrecvent with the deletion of the referente to 
saoking and lumg cancer. . ", 

Jt must be recognized, however, that this report will be suljected to 
eriticism when pablisned becawae al) other authors today correlate lung cancer 
and cases of xsbestosis, If we ure to restrict this condenseticn to acbestes 

- miners, greater emphasis should be placed on the choice of werds used in defane 
ing the conort. The fact that all menbers of the cohort had 5 or kore yzars of 
expusure 1o asvestus should be reiterated. . 

- 

Following are cumrents on certain paragraphs of the cordensetion. 

Paye 9 ) \ ’ 

We believe the first scntence in parsgraph 2 shouwld read “Perlapys no 
une has written so extennively « = « =%, 

Lage 1N 

In the third sentence of parapraph 2 the definition of cohort shzuld te 
expanted Lo emphaasize tnat nen-exposed purscnoel were not Ancluded in 4he sanple. 
This might ve done Ly avding a sentenco sixilar to tho following: *“Uffice and 
viher nun-capused personnel, repardless of length of eaployrment were not included 
in the conori®. 

. Yape 18 

To furthar em, tusize the expusuro aspect of he miners the second 
sentence of paraprayh 2 might resd, "All workers with mure tnan § years of ca- 
rodure were placed in one of three catcgorles". 

-, 

JU mipght bo suvirable to ndd anolhur sentence 8t Lhe end of this para- 
craph, "As previoutly noted vorters with no expo..uro vore not includud in tho csta” 
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Page 23 

In the fourln senience refercnce $x made to “tho 957 level of sipnif:- 
cance®. This phrase was eaplained clearly and thorsughly on Pages 23 to 25 in the 
soction on Statisticn) Methods of the original survey. Decnuse this whole seclion 
wes deleted in the condensation wo fredl it wight be advissble Lo ex.lain by fout- 
pote the meaning of *the $5% lecvel of sipgrificance”. 

Wo feel that the fifth sentence mipht be made stronger by the folloving 
thange. "Kowever, having found just 12 cezes, we arc ncl above this level, and 
theréfore the hypothesis that asbestor miners do not have a bigher mortality {re= 
lu;g cancer than doos the general population cannot be rojected, 

Fage 1 * 

The table in the center of the page shovs a rate of 271 in tho LS - SL 
age proup. In the original survey thic rate was 27. 

v . --. Fape LB 

. +In the last sentence of the first parapraph ve would like to suppest the 
' substitution of the word “undertalen® for the vord Yeommissionszd®, 

In the second sentence of paragriph 3 we would 1ike to sugprst that the 
elanents of the cohort definition be reperated, "A cohort war defined os a proud 

| of asbestos miners having ot least 5 years of oxposure in the indstry and who were 
‘ in the industry daring 1950, 'Ooly thosc workers who met these c’ritc:’h were in- 
L cluded in ths etudy". 

Page L9 

In the last sentence of paragrigh 1 we would like to - ipprest the dels- 
tion of the phrase "wiich bave been explained in some detallTM since such explanation 

! wes deleted 4n the condensstion, 

Trnis putlication should form the baasle for future surveys and reporis. 
br. E" - x';wlu be saked to estsblish the framework of reporting for Docturs 
c-. - 7 Cartier so that esch year the status of every pezober of the priginml 
ct :: be reported to tho Industrial Hyglene Foundaiion and the continuing 

o stus, . analyzed by their experts. We cannot emphazize this point too sirongly 
: Pocsuse novhere in the litorsturs today is there reportcd 2 atudy wiich is 0 

d“ valuadle and vihich approximates this magnituds, 

L\ 

We agree with Doclurs Cartier and Draun that e certain nunbur of workers 
probably have some usLestotiz librusis vhich carnol bo diagnosued by x-ray. Uu- 

- furtunately, ve cannot take lunz dbiopsies on al) workers and we havo no olher 
means of making a diagnosis befure thers are m-ray changes. Therefore the avmisl 
study of all erposod aslestos worksrs becomes increasingly important. 

- We focl that Dr. BErazun and his etaff ore Lo Le congrutulaled heartily 
for this very valuabdle contribution to our nedical knosledyu. We trust that their 
effurts will e revarded in th: nuar future by tha pnbli:./a don of this work in a 

! 
} 

z recogniazd journal. ’ 
L4 

i Si.ncoy!,:/, 

Y 4,,,-_.;7; W, Saith, MN.D. p/ 
lédi:al Direztor .} 
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