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Gordon D. Hamelt
President
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Dr. J. Donald Millar, Dirscter

National Institute for Occupational safety
and Health

Center for Disease Control

Public Health Service

Department of Health and Human Services

Building 1, Room 3007

1600-Clifton Road, N.E. (Mail Stop D3s§)

Atlanta, Georgia 30333

Re: A Mertality study of workers at Seven Beryllium

Processing Plants
Elizabeth Ward, Ph.D., and Andraz Okun, H.8.

Dear De. Millar: -

This letter supplements our previous correspondence in which
I axpressed my concerns with the unjustified conclusion set forth
in the subject study. Dr. Roth recently concluded an evaluation
showing that NIOSH's own SMR figures, when appropriately adjusted
for smoking and gecgraphic location, retain no statistical
significance. We have submitted the subject study together with
Dr. Roth's analysis to Dr. oOtto Wong, San Mateo, california, for a
further. independent evaluation. Dr. Wong concurs in Dr. Roth's
findings .and our position that the study conclusion is not
supported by the data or results. Both Dr. Roth's analysis and Dr.
Wong's comments are enclosed for your conaideration.

We are unable to conduct the further analyses recommended by
Drs. Roth and Wong since the study data necessary have not been
released by NIOSH despite our requests through Freedom of

Information.
Recently, the Department of Energy circulated the draft of a
pProposed new workplace standard for beryllium with reduced

environmental linits. DOE cites the subject study as evidence that
beryllium is carcinogenic to support its position as follows:
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The study dppears +g conform to the Pattern Seen in
Previous investigation (Infanta et al., 1sso, Mancusg,
1980, Wagoner et al., 1980), a modest increase in lung
cancers byt only after a long latency,

Prior to Publication of the study containing itg Present
conclusion, 1 Tequest we be given adequata advance notice of the
publication journai. This will allow ug to contact the editor ang
request publication of oyr rebuttal in the Same issue., Ahgent
that, we will avail Ourselves of a1l legal avenues ag Necessary tg
protect ocur rights.

Studies. My review of the files of that Period reveal that you
were the principal force in the effort to eliminate the 2nalyticaj
8rrors and bias in the earlier studies. The current study does not

t
then itg Publication, with No more scientific Support than ig ip
the study, would be difficult to explain short of 2 malicious
effort to harm the industry.
=, -

I have received your letter of June 24, 1991,and will have our
Pecple arrange a meating with pp, Larriv Fine as you Suggest,
Howaver, I urge You to become pPersonally involved. 7t again offer
to meet with You at your earliest convenience &g discuss these
matters and to e@Xplore an amicable resolution. vYour Prompt reply

). s

Gordan D. Harnett

GDH/rh
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