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DRAFT OF BISAC MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 30, JULY 1 1992

As revised, September 8, 1992

The meeting was convened at 0800 on Tuesday, June 30, 1992 at
the Marriott courtIard in Tucson, Arizona. In attendance, in
addition to the full committee, were Messers Robert Rozalk and
Hugh Hanes, Vice Presidents of Brush Wellman Inc. (BWI) and Mr.
Sam Moyer, Manager of the BWI plant in Tucson. Minutes of the
previous meeting were approved without revision.

Visit to st. Petersburg

Dr. Markham expanded on his Srwiausly distributed trip report
on the beryllium meeting held in st. Petersburg, expressing a
general impression that the Russian fartioipants Wwere not
acquainted with the current Westarn iterature on beryllium. He
noted with concern the prevalence of opinien that skin
absorption of beryllium could cause CED. Dr. Eisenbud shared Dr.
Markham’s negative reaction to the meeting, observing that the

b of non-Russian icipants was dinapfcintingl{ low. He
noted the report of chromosomal abberations in beryllium
workers, a condition that Dr. Miller could not recall being
reportoa elsewhersa. The St, Petersburg meeting was a ently
planned because of Russian concerns that 40 kg of beryllium
released to the environment during the accident in tha Urals
might result in CBD in the genaral community. Dr. Eisenbud noted
that this was. not a large release

- considar ng that an estimated
5 kg per day was discharged from the Lorain plant for many
years,

Dr. Eisenbud distributed an analysis that he had prepared on the
outplant data from the Lorain plant, and referred to his letter
of May 23, 1992 to Dr. MacMahon, on this sulég:at. After

discussing the guuiblt interpretations of data presented,
Dr. Haan:gon felt that thers were too many unknowns about the
activities of the residents in the lorain plant area to
distinguish between two hypotheses: la) the residents as a group
received lower exposures those immediately adjacent to the
plant (this naomlh would suggest the exist of a dose-
res @ relationship between exposurs level and diseass risk),
or (b) a lower proportion of the distant than of the immediate
residents received a sufficient oxs::un to provoke the disease.
He felt that no conclusion can be awn from this experience
other than that a threshold lavel does exist.
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