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Oear Mr. Barnes:

I am sorry that I wes unabie to meet with you during your recent visit
to HIJSH as I was away on vacation,

Several of <he pecple whe cfd meet with you have conveyed your concern
with sy statement on British television concerning the transmittal of
fnformation from ICI to NIOSK in mia 7973. Because I am particularly
concerned about the negative effacts of cortinued debate among those
concerned with the unusual cancer experience of workars exposed to

vinyl chioride, I feel a clarificaticn of my position and the backgreund
to it may help “clear the air®.

As you may be aware, during the past twe years we in the United States
havé been bombarded with press reports of urethical and even illegal
activities 2t the highest laveis of govarmment, many of which fnvolved
attempts to withhoid- iafermarion from the public. Ard as recently as
today, there is a2 story in the New York Times suggesting that certafn
activities of our Institute were limttad as part of the 1972 presidential
camraign, Consequently, we are quite sensitive about such chirges or
inferances when we know them to de false..

: 4
As regards the controversy as to who krew what about anglasarcoma of the
liver associated with VC exposures, 1 have personally concerred myself
with tracking down the rumcrs which began circuiating the week ¢f
January 22, 1974, that NICSH had previous knowledge of the problem. And,
after thorough review of the facts which convinced me that there was ng
substance to these rymors, ! strengly urged our Director t9 publicly
state that there was no supccrt for such stories. To give you some
further background on the atmosphere nere during that time, I should
rote that unfortynately a great cart of the news coverage of the
New York Academy meeting had to do with the possibility that scientific
evicance of great import had Deen withheld. And as Professor Maltonf —
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car assure you, {t was 3 very aisconcertirg ssner‘ence.  Fyrthernore, the
fedturec speaker 4t Tne d37que’ sessior, 4 righ-level spokesman for
the Arerican :écor movement, 2rase as m1s treme the need %0 end the
“secret” studies condulied By incustry and govermmart to Zhe exclusion
of labar. Mere speifocally, ne cmarged that NICSH Fed knowledge of
the anginsarcema pretien ieng cefcre wne 3.F. Goodrich report of
Janyary 22, 1974, and had purpesals kast this informatior secret.
Inmediately following the speech, I ¢nalianged the speech writer to
tdentify the ‘ndividual whe nad *ransmizsed this informaticrn to NIOSH
and tre persor tc whom it had been transmizted. [ was told that
Professor Maltoni had irformed the lancr pacolie %aat he had trinsmitted
the {nformatisn dut refused to jcent‘fy nis NIOSk santact. For your
fnformation I am enclcsing @ copy of correspondence betwaen Dr. Key
and Professsr Maitoni on this question.

Before ] address the question of the Chemical Industries Assoziation
(CIA) statement, allow me to sy 2 few wcrds about why all this nonsence
makes me so furious. 1 have already mentioned the general atmosphere
in this country and how disturdiag 1t 1s to those in govermment wha
are honestly trying to serve the zubdifc. There is adcitiorally the
rmatter cf guesticning the integrity 5f our public health officials and
sciertists who are deeply dedicated to protacting the health of the
worker, You may question their= excertise or knowledge of a subject.
You may question their jogic for drawing conclusions about the {nter-
relationships of exposure and disease, But you dare not, without
syupporting evidence, question thair integrity unless you want to scrap
with re. 1 might point out that I am of Nelsh ccal-mining stock.

More serfously though, following the New York meeting, Or. Duffield
visited us at Rockvilie and sat in on a discussfon of staff notes from
the Manufacturing Chemists Assocfation (MCA} meeting of July 17, 1973.
Eis recollaction, withoyt reference to his own notes, were as our
stafi reported. It, therefore, came as quite a shork %o read the
fress statement relaased by the CIA shortly thereater which stated:
v« o and in particular, American industry and govermment (NIQSH) were
t814." I could only infar that what we were told was described in the
ereceding paragrapnh where it was ncted that Maltonti had reported a
very rare form of liver cancer in rats. As best 1 couid determine, no
representative of NIOSH was ever made awara of these findings prior to
January 22, 1974, ana even sn that date, they were transmitted with
the stipylation that they be xept confidentfal., I interpreted the
CIA prass release to be intentiorally misleading since 1t was at
complete variance with the facts a3 | knew them, Srortly after the
CIA release, the Manutactyring Chemists Asscciation released its
ehronology of events wnizh also inferred that NIOSH had been given the
sane information. I was, to say the least, very upset. Therefore,
‘when the British television intervizwer askzd my reaction to the CIA
statement that NICSH had bezn informed, | responded that I would
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characterize thcse making sucn Stacerents as darned iiars. [ should
peint out that [ made no reference to spectfic individuals and !
qua’{fiad my statement t; cfferirg to apologize to anyone wrc cou'd
prove me jaccrrest.

If I understand correctly the regoris ¢f your recent conversatior with
Ni0SH staff, we may b= avr an impasse or this since you Suggest that
our disagreement may be sue %o honest diffarerces in inte-pretatien of
these statements, ! am, tnerefore, willing ¢o assume your geed faith
in tafs matter and am 2ffering my 3nology to you for ary negative
reflection my statemeny may nave had on jyou perscnally. Furthermore,
[ should Yike to ctatz that my response tc the CIA statement shoyld
nct be interpreted &s casting asperstons on [CI, nor as implying
untryths on the part of iCI.

Finally, { should Jike tc poirt cut that I and many of my colleagues
ere convinced tnat the health and weifare of the worker can best be
&dvinced only by the joint efforts of industry, labor and government
agencies. To tnat end I have activaly campaigned to effect such
efforts in this country and am a founding member af sur Society for
Occupational and Envirommental Hezlth whick was recently organized
for that purpose. It is, therefore, rather disconcerting to me that
I have become invoived {n such a cantroversy among the three parties.
Ihg?ge that these are the grow!ng rains to be expected in a young
child,

Sincerely yours,

il N

J. Willdam Lioyd, Sc.D.
Director '

Office of Occupational Health
Surveillance and Biometrics

Enclosure

¢c:
Allan Segal
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Deayr Doctor Key,

. I kave just today racseived your letter of June 28th,
wizh enclvsures. As a scientist, I find *1: difficult to understacd the
turn of events.

Sinee vinyl chloride has beez an important sector. of the work of
our Instituts in the last few ysars, I am of course swue of the facts
and of the ssquence in which they occurred. Morsovsr, .1 am protoxmdly
soncerned that the sad siory of VC carcenogenicity should indicate the
rneed for predictive experimental bdicassays om any new and wideapread
compouxds, as well as or any cozpounds nhich are already being produced,
but whose effecss are not yet kmown: in my spinion, this is the only
effactivs way of protecting both the workers involved, and humzn society
in general.

In ¢he light of the corresspondence be:ween yourself and the Editor
of “"American Medical News", 1% sesxa t¢ me that any further stavement on 1y
would be suparfiuous. Iz fact, the velue of predictive vesting is
wibstantiated by mary of <he facts in Mr., Rowliaads' letter.
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13 ccacerred, oay I point out

tbat I never stazed vhat NICSH «zew of experimenva. gviderce bacause
a represenzaiive came t3 3oiogna on ary occasion. It appears that
saers zay have been soms nisapprenension arising from confusion
between information received, and ai aciual visit %o Bclogna. I am
80rTy if my limited knowledge of the Engiian language has given rise
this goint,

to any aisunderstandirg on

Iz relation to tae referaace ia Mr, Rowlands' letter to the re=
port ty MCA that it had vegun to sponsor VI-PiC researcn in Burope
in March 1572, I wish %7 avoid any possible conusion by making it
clear that MCA has at B¢ time promoted or supported our own research.

I hope that you will agree thst sy »8ply t0 your lester has suf=

ficiently clarified the ponsition,
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