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Status - 5 yr. update, basic epldemlologlcal study by Equitable 
Environmental Health, Inc. (EEH) 
Review of plans for raw data assessment and evaluation by EEfI 
for brain study and 5 year update. 
R e v i e w  of the preparatory work for the OSEA Harch 20, 21, 1980 
VCH & PVC Conference I n  Bethesda, Maryland. 
Status Report on current teeearch. 
a. Domestic 
b. International . 

. _  - 

Discussion 

A. Agenda reference 3.0. 
Discussion on the OSHA/NIOSH/NIEEIS Conf er'ence. 
is supplied. 

Tentative schedule 

1. Epidemiological study of VCH by EEH/HCA vas accepted for the 
conference. 

2. Other data not accepted by OSHA 

a. 
b. 
c. 

Review of sarcoma records for VCM. 
Statistical review of Hattoni's paper. 
Other 6tudy, but could not remember exact study. 

3 .  Extentlon to Hay 9, 1980 - deadline for OSHA request for 
Information. 
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4. R U o r  - J o e  Wagoner has a bomb s h e l l  t o  d r o p .  
to b u i l d  8 record f o r  standard f o r  pyC d u s t  and  possible 
t o  l o v e r  I e v e 1  of  e x p o s u r e  t o  v i n y l  chloride. 

symposfum, in an o p e n  f o r u m ,  s e a t s  400 p e o p l e .  
t o  p a r t i c i p a t e .  

0% trying 

5 .  Reserve early 

E. Agenda re ference  1 . 0  

VC Epidemiological S tudies  

1. 

2. 

3. 

Do not have t o  use EHA as t h e  c o n t r a c t o r ,  but can ask f o r  
b i d s .  

Timing of follow-up of b ra in  cancer cases  i s  c r i t i c a l .  
Cont rovers ia l  i s s u e  here ,  t h u s  need t o  act  quickly.  

Need agreement of 31 companies t o  update da t a .  
of su rv ivo r s  i n  1972 and checking t o  see what dea ths  have 
occurred. ( 5  year update) 

Comment t h a t  ve may f i n d  o u t  what ve do n o t  want t o  know wi th  
r e g a r d s  t o  b r a i n  cancer. 
ques t ionab le  incidence,  which Union Carbide has ,  then  should 
people  be contacted.  Union Carbide does n o t  w a n t  any contact 
w i t h  f ami l i e s .  

Proposed and seconded t h a t  middle paragraph on Page 4 of 
CMA w i l l  be de l e t ed  and t h a t  middle paragraph Page 2 of EBA 
will be i n s e r t e d  v i t h  changing of t h e  wording of may be  t o  
w i l l  be. Last sentence i s  de le t ed  from t h i s  paragraph. 
This w a s  accepted by t h e  group. 

Dr. Wen pointed o u t  that-we do n o t  have a p ro toco l  t h a t  
p rov ides  a case c o n t r o l  study. 
Dr. Torkelson. 
moved from Rockvi l le ,  Xaryland t o  EHA i n  Ca l i fo rn ia .  

a. 

Taking list 

4. 
If company bas a brain cancer 

9. 

6'. 
This  w a s  acknowledged by 

It was noted by Hr. Seawell t h a t  data was  

Should cons ider  what else could cause brain cancer, 
besides v i n y l  ch lo r ide .  
are I n  Lou i sv i l l e .  
Is t h e r e  another approach bes ides  a case con t ro l ?  
Dr. Wen s t a t e d  that It is more e f f i c i e n t  and economfcal 
t o  perform t h e  case c o n t r o l  study. 
study need t o  conbider h e a l t h  f a c t o r s  such as life style,  
smoking, family i n t e m i e w s ,  e t c .  I f  t h e r e  are doubts 
as t o  t h e  1 2  cancer cases, need t o  c l a r i f y  t h e  e x i s t i n g  
da ta .  I f  b r a i n  cancer be l ieved  t o  be due t o  VCM, then 
should do a case c o n t r o l  study. Dr. Wen, recommends t o  
do a case c o n t r o l  on t h e  12  cancers ,  and then a follow- 
up of case c o n t r o l s  on any o the r  b r a i n  cancers uncovered 
i n  t h e  5 yea r s  update. 
D r .  Wen motioned and was seconded that w e  r eques t  a 
rev ised  p ro toco l  w i th  a c o s t  estimate f o r  a proposal for 
8 case c o n t r o l  study. What we need is a S t a t i s t i c a l  
eva lua t ion ,  i n s t ead  of a c l i n i c a l  eva lua t ion .  Motion 
passed-cost t o  be roughly $30,000 t o  $40,000. 
What ve  don ' t  knov is  whether those people wi th  b ra in  
tumors had o t h e r  types of tumors. 
t y p e  of b ra in  tumors t h e s e  1 2  a r e .  All of cohor t s  a r e  
white males. 
parameters,  but not all. 

Six of t h e  12 cancers r epor t ed  

b. 

For a case control . 

I 

Discussion followed. 
c. 

d .  
Also, don ' t  knov what 

For a case  s t u d y  need t o  match up  c e r t a i n  

. . -  1 ' 1 '  T .  --m -- I- . 


