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TO: BISAC

fROM: M. POWERS
SUBJECT: REVISED MINUTES or 'l'UCSONKBE'l'ING
DATE: September 9, 1992

Enclosed tor your review is a copy at the aubiec1: minutaa. Tha

only chanq. tram" the July 28 revision ia the Insertion at the
tirst paraqraph on paqe two and the table that tollowa.

DRAFTor BISAC MEETINGMINUTES
JOKE 30, JULY 1 1992

Aa r.v1Sed, September 8, 1992

Th. me.t1nq was convened at 0800 on '1'II88day, June 30, 1992 atthe Marriott court
rard 1n Tuoson, Arizona. In attendanc., in

a44ition to the tu 1 c01ll8itt.., w.n M rs Robert Rozek and
Hu9h Hanea, V10. Pr.sid.ntsot Brush WelllllanIno. (BWI) and Mr.
Sam Moyer, Manaq.r at the BWI plant in Tucson. Minute. at the
previous meet1n9 wer. approvedwithout revision.

Viflf.~ ~o A~A P8t!.rabt.lI.q
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Dr. MarXbaa .xpandedon his previouslydistributedtrip report
on the bery1l1wa .estin9 h.ld in st. Petenburq, expre.s1nq a
9.n.ral impr.ssion"that the Russian P8rtioipanf8"wer. not
aoquaint.d with the current Western literature on be~lliUIII. He
not.d with conc.m the prava1ence "at opinion that skin
absorption ot beryllill1llcould causs CBD. Dr. Eisenbw1 shared Dr.
Markham's n89at1" reaction to the ...tinq, obs.rvinq that the
nUmber ot non-Ruesianparticipantewas disapPOintinql

I
low. He

noted the report ot chto8oa0lll81abberstionain beryll WI
worka~at a conditionthat Dr. Miller could not recall b.inq
reporaa e1aawher.. The st. Petenburq l118etinqwas apparently
plannad because ot Rueaian concarns that 40 kq ot bery1liWil
r.baaed to the .nvironment durinq the acoident in the Ura1a

1111qbtr.ault in CBD in the qenara1 community.Dr. !isenbud not.d
that this w...not a 1arqe re1eas.,:consid.rlnqthat an est1mated
5 kq per day WU discharqed troa ~. torain plant tor "lIIanyy.ars. .

D~..-r..ftftftft. R.1.vaftft8 8' ~raf.ft ftu~~1.ft~ D.~.

Dr. Bisanbuddistributedan ane1y.isthat h. had prapared on the
outplant data froa the Lorain plant, and reterred to his letter
at May 23, 1992 to Dr. MacMahon, on this subiect. After

diacusainq the poasib1e interpretations of ~e data prasanted,
Dr. MacMahon t.lt that there were too .~ unknownaabout the
.ctivities of the re.idente in the 10rain plant ar.a to

dis~ish bet_n two hypothe...:l:i.ctth. Z'8t\idant. as a qroupreceiv.cSlove expolures than tho.. iately acSjacent to the
plant (thi. hypothasis would suqq..t the existeno. at a dose-re.

~
ns. r.lationahipbet""" expo.ure 1ev.1 and di risk),

or b) a lower propoR1on of the distant than ot the i1lHc1iate
ns dints received a sufUoi.nt expo.ur. to "provoke the dis.....
R. felt that no conclusion can be arawn" froa this experience
othlr than that a thr.sho1d 1.vel doe. .xist.
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