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- Magt Jackscn and I have revisved the condensation of the surmvey vrich

you sent us. We bavs noted deletion of all refcrences to the azsociztion ef
asbestosis and lurg cancer in this cordensation. While we belicve that thip in- ’
j Sormation is of great ccientific valve, we can understand the desire of the

| Q.A.M.A. to emphasize Lho exposure of the asbestos ziner and not tho cases of

l asbestosis. We also are in agrewyent with the deletion of the rcferenze to

saoking and lung cancer. . ",

1t must be recognized, however, thot this report will be sutjected 1o
i eriticism when publisned becausc all other authors today correlato lung cancer
- and cases of xsbestosis. If we wre to restrict this condrnseticn to ecbestcs
it - miners, greater emphasis should bs placed on the choice of werds uscd in gefan-
ing the conort. Thne fact that all wenbers of the cohort had § or kore yzars of
expoesure to astestus shovld be reiterated. .

Following are cuments on certain paragrapho of the conjensation.

Paje 9 ' .

We believe the first scntence in parsgraph 2 should read “"Perlaps no
“ une has written 30 extennively « = - =%,

’ : Tage b1 :

In the third sentence of parapraph 2 the definition of cohort shzuld le
i expantied Lo emphasize that nen~exposed perscnoel were not included in 4he sample.
Th:zs might ve done Ly auding a sentenco sisxilar to tho following: %Uffice and
tviher nun-capused persornel, regardless of length of eaployment were not included
- in the conori®

. Yape 18

To further em;nasize the expusuro aspect of Lhe miners tie second
sentence of paraprayh 2 might resd, "All workers with mure tnan § yeare of eca-
rooure were placed in one of three categories®™.

-,

I JL might bo adviradle to mdd anothur sentence st the end of this para-
crtpb, ®A» previoutly noted vorters with no expo..uro vore not i.nclud .d in tho csta"
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Page 23

In the fourln senience refercnce $x mado to “tho 957 leved of sipnif:-
cance®, This phrase was eaplained clearly and thorsughly on Pages 23 to 25 in the
sottion 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-
note the meaning of *the §5% lecvel of sigrificance”.

Wo feel that the fifth sentence might be made stronger by the folloxing
thange. "Kowever, having found just 12 cezes, we arc nel above this level, and
theréfore the hypothesis that asbestor miners do not have a bigher mortality {re=
1|u;3 cancer than doss the general population cannct be rojected®,

Fage L] K

The table in the center of the page shovs a rate of 271 in tho LS - 5L
age grovp. In the original survey this rate was 27.

v L .. Fape LB

i I . - .
: . -In the last sentence of the first parsgraph we would like to sufgest the
§ substitution of ths word “uncertalen® for the word Yconmissioncd®,

1In the seecond sentence of paragraph 3 ve would 1ikc to sugenst that the
elarents of the cohort definition be repeated, %A cohort was defined &s a greoud
i of aslestos miners having at least § years of orposure in the indstry and who were
‘ in the industry during 195C. -Only thosc vorkers who met these criteria were in-
L c€luded in tho ptudy".

Pape L9

In the last serntence of paragrich 1 we would Like to = guest the dele-
tion of the phrase ™wnich Lave been explained 4n sone detall since such explazation

! was deleled in the condensation.

-

1

Tnis putlication should form the basis for futere' surveys and rejorts.
br. £-= - -'soule be ssked to establieh the framework of reporting for Docturs
c-- - -7 Cartier so that each year the status of every oeober of the original
[ X :: be reported to tho Industrial Hygiene Foundation and the continuing
o stus, . analyied by their experts. We cannot erphaczize this point too sirongly
; Pocsuse novhere in the litoraturs today is there reportcd & atudy which io so
li“ valusadle and viich approxirates this magnitude,

We agree with Doclurs Cartier and Draun that e certain number of workers
protably have som= usbLestotiz [ibrusis vhich carnol be diagnosud by x-ray. Uu-
- furtunately, ve cannot take lunz blopsics on all workers and we havo nn olher
means of making a diagnosis befure thers are »-ray changes. Tihcrefore the avmisl
study of all erpesod aslestos workers becomes increasingly important.

- We focl that Dr, Braun and his etaff ore Lo Le congrutulaled heartily
fur this very valuabdle contribution to our nedical knosledyu. We trust thatl their
effurtes will e revarded in th: nuar future by tha gmblic’a don of this work in a

!
}
z recognizzd Journal. .
4
! Si.ncoy!,:/,
Y 4,,,-_.;7; W. Saith, N.D. p/
lédi:al Direztor .}
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