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Congreds of the Enited States

4 ‘ TECHNOLDGY ASSESSMENT BOARD .IOHl:”!;.EgIg'?ONS
Moo s e mp STEVENS, ALASKA, CHAIRMAN OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT
5 MORRIS K. UDALL, ARIZONA, VICE CHAIRMAN WasHINGTON, DC 20510
WHAIN G. HATCH, UTAH GEORGE E. DROWN. Jn, CALIFORNIA

CHARLES MeC, MATHIAS, Jdx, MARYLAND JOHN B. DINGELL, MICHGAN

EDWARD M, KENNEDY, MASSACHUSETTS CLARENCE E. MILLER, QHID

EANEST F. HOLLINGS, SOUTH CARDLINA CDOPCR EVANS, IDWA :

CLASBORNE PELL, AHODE 1SLAND DON SUKDOUIST, TENNESSEE September 23 ’ 1 985
JOHN H. GIBBONS

The Honorable Jake Garn
Chairman o aes
¢ Subcommittee on HUD-Independent i RECENED S:!‘} 30 el
Agencies //,/
i Committee on Appropriationg. ..~
| United States Senate..—"
\\éggghingtony D.C.” 20510

Dear Jake:

I am writing to inform you about recent developments in the Centers for
Disease Control (CDC) Agent Orange Study. In March, OTA reviewed the method
by which the CDC proposed to assign relative exposure ratings to participants
in the Agent Orange Study. OTA was critical of the method, which relied on
classifying each man according to a location assigned to his battalion, a
single point that would be used to represent about 1,000 men on any given day.
This method differed from CDC's earlier plan, which was to rely on the
Jocation of the man's company, representing about 200 men. The battalion
approach produces a less precise estimator of an individual soldier's location
than would a company-level approach. According te CDC, the change to the
battalion appreach was necessitated because records of company locations were
not available for enough companies on & large enough numbexr of days during the
study period. 1In discussions with the U.S. Army Environmental Support Group
(ESG), the group that is abstracting location information from the military
recoxrds for CDC, OTA staff learned that the ESG believed they could provide
company locations. The Staff Memorandum included with my April letter to you
states:

If there are no improvements, OTA may decide that the
problems of deciding on exposure are so overwhelming

that it {s Iimpossible to study the possible effects of
Agent Orange.

Since April, the CDC researchers have been working toward a method for
agsessing exposure based on company locations, We understand they have made
substantial progress and they expect to supply OTA a revised plan in October.
After we receive that plan, we will hold a meeting of the OTA Agent Orange
Advisory Panel and will report our findings to you. Our eritique will
probably come to you in late November or in December.

! 1

ESG has already begun "qualifying" men for the Agent Orange study, and
has begun supplying CDC with names of potential participants. CDC plans to
begin interviews for the Agent Orange study in January 1986. Undoubtedly, -
this will be before the details of the exposure assessment method are worked
out. Since exposure scores do not affect the gelection of participants for
the Agent Orange study, that schedule should not cause any difficulties if a
suitable method for exposure assessment is devised,

L]



Without having seen CDC's revised method, OTA does not know if the
proposal will be complete enough that a judgment can be made that it will or
will not work, or if the proposal will need reworking before a decision can be
made. Nevertheless, a final decision about the adequacy of the exposure index
must be made before very many interviews and examinations are completed.
Otherwise a& mindset may develop that the study is too far along to be called
back. OTA realizes that a decision not to go ahead with the Agent Orange
study or to stop it would be a drastic step, but unless the exposure
assessment is much improved, that course may be recommended. Whatever
difficulties might flow from such steps would be minor compared to completing
a study that lacks solid estimates of exposure.

Everyone involved with the Agent Orange study has known since the
earliest days that a relisble measure of exposure Is the key to a valid study.
Therfe has always been uncertainty about whether such a measure could be
developed, not because of any inadequacies in the researchers struggling with

the question, but because the information simply may not exist to construct a
valid exposure index.

1 owill keep you-informed of any significant progress in the Agent
Orange study and will report specifically on CDC's October document describing
their method for assessing Agent Orange exposure.

Sincerely,

AL &
Joh Gibbons
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1. Marty still wants information.

2. 8till wants to meet with DM&S/Budget Service to discuss.
3. Wants it soon.

B. Repeat a breakout of $196 million reduction similar to the
Budget Service chart for $296 million reduction.

Two versions: a) What the Controller's Office thinks.
b} What DM&S thinks.

C. Where is the CDC Study?

We've given all this money?
Where are we?

What are we expecting?

Is the design adequate to get reliable data?

Office of Technology and Assessment in a letter to Senator Garn,
expressed concern that the design of the survey will not give the

data we are seeking.
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Meeting on Status of Epidemiology Study
Held at Request of HVAC Congressional Staff

On October 30, 1985, a meeting relating to the conduct of the Epidemiology Study
by the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) was called and chaired by Mr. Jack
MeDonell (HVAC)., The meeting was held in the HVAC hearing room, the Cannon
House Office Building., A list of the attendees is attached,

Dpening comments were made by Mr, McDonell who stressed the importance of the
Epidemiology Study, and its ultimate successful conclusion, to Vietnam veterans
and their families and to various members of Congress. Mr, Jonathan Steinberg
(SVAC) addressed the attendees making a strong statement stressing the
importance of the study, pointing out that on this issue, that is, the
successful conduct and conclusion of the study, the credibility of the Congress
and the executive branch was at stake., He stated further that the study must be
conducted on a sound scientific basis such that it would withstand peer review
and be completed in a timely fashion, However, the "worst scenerio™ would be to
complete the study and then have it discredited because of technical or
scientific flaws,

CDC representatives were asked to describe the status of the methodology whereby
study subjects would be selected based on exposure or non-exposure to Agent
Orange. Dr. Vernon Houk, CDC, briefly discussed the background and history of
events leading up to the present., He also described the status of the Vietnam
Experience Study, one of the three conponents comprising the total Epidemiology
Study. This phase of the study is scheduled for completion in 1987.

Dr. Peter Layde, CDC, elaborated on some of the concerns and problems related to
the developoent of an exposure index. Mr. Dan McGee, CDC, discussed in more
detail the consequences of msclassxficatlon of study subjects with regard to
expasure,

Mr. Richard Christian, Director of the Army's Environmental Support Group (ESG)
and members of his staff responded to comments made by CDC concerning the status
of the study, particularly with regard to the development of an exposure index.
Mr, Christian indicated that the ESG had not approved CDC's proposed index nor
had the ESG been given adequate time to review that part of the methodology
provided by CDXC. He rebutted CDC's claim that the ESG had not provided CDC with
all of the documents they required for the conduct of the study.

ChC admitted that they have not yet completed their work in developing a useable
- exposure index. Part of the delay, according to the COC representatives, was
due to the difficulties in establishing an internal validation process. Another
cause of delay was OTA's rejection of their attempts to set up a mathematical
computer mxdel based on the "centroid® concept. This was a theoretical model
developed by CDC to establish locations of troop units. . The reason for its
rejection was that it did not accurately reflect actual troop locations based on
availahle operational .records.

-
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The meeting concluded with comments by Mr. Steinberg who strongly urged ¢DC and
the ESG to imeet as soon as possible for the purpose of developing a workable
seposure index 8o that the study can proceed on schedule.  He pointed out that
o hoped that such a methodology would be in place before the physical
azaninations scheduled to begin in Januvary 1986 are initiated. Both CDC and
the %G agreed to this cooperative endeavor, Mr. Steinber3's final coments
included the observation, that in his judgement, constitutionality questions not
witastanding, the QOTA would he regarded by the Congress as the body rasponsible
for dotermining the scientific validity of the exposure index to be used for the
conduct of the study,

- \ S A (
RN Vi< O~
BARC[J\Y “- S EPARD: Mo -
Dirzctor, Agent Orange Projects Office (10xX2)
Wwembar 13, 1985



M, Tony Princind
sr. Jonathan Steinberg
Mr, Bl Brew

HVAC Staff

“r. Jack mcDonell
Mr. Yac Flemning
“r, Pat Ryan

“r. Vic Raymond
Dick Fuller
“s. Barbara Dean

WD Stafr

D, Vornon Houk
Dr. Peter Layde
. Nan MeGee

Cannon House Office Building Meeting

of

October 30, 1985

Attendees-

E£SG (US Army)

Mr. Richard Christian
Mr. Doug Clark

Major Tenberg (US Army)
Mr. Dan Hakenson

DHHS Staf€

Dr. Carl ¥eller
Dr. Peter Beach

OTA Statf

Dr. Michael Gough
M5, Helen Getband

VA Staff

Dr. Barclay M. Shepard



Lg

Al

QD Yeperans ion Memorandum

Date:
" From:;
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Te:

MOV 131985

p)
Director, Agent Orange Projects Office (10X2) (l 0
VA Policy Relative to Communication with Centers for Disease
Control (CDC) on Conduct of Epidemioclogy Study

Chief Medical Director (10)
THRU: ACMD for Programs, Planning and Policy Development (10)()7’"

1. Recent developments relating to the conduct of the Epidemiology Study on the
Health Status of Vietnam Veterans by the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) have
shown that there is a serious breakdown in communication between the Veterans
Aministration (VA) and CDC on the conduct of that study. These developments
include the creation and submission by CDC of a proposed exposure index for
review by the Office of Technology Assessment (OTA) and the award by CDC in
mid-September 1985, of a contract to the National Academy of Sciences Institute
of Medicine to monitor the Epidemiology Study and review and evaluate the
methodology for an Agent Orange exposure index. Although the CDC provides
quarterly status reports to the VA on their Epidemiology Study research
activities, neither of these events were reflected in these reports, nor were
they the subject of open discussions with the VA or in meetings of the Agent
Orange Working Group (AOWG). We became aware of them only after being informed
about them by sources external to this agency.

2. The two events described above were the subject of a meeting held at the
Cannon House Of fice Building on Octcber 30, 1985. This meeting, called at the
request of the House Veterans Affairs Committee Staff, was attended by key
congressional staff including Mr. Jack McDonald (HVAC) who chaired the meeting,
Mr., Jonathan Steinberg (SVAC), CDC representatives, Army Envirormental Support
Group (ESG) staff, OTA representatives, other DHHS staff and myself. The lack
of progress by CDC in developing a useable exposure index and the award of the
NAS contract were obviously of great concern to Mr. McDonald and Mr. Steinberg
vwho enphasized the importance attached by a number of other key congressional
staff in both the House and Senate to the successful conduct of the study. This
meeting concluded with an agreement for CDC and the ESG to resolve the matter of
developing an exposure index methodology prior to the initiation of physical
examinations of the Epidemiology Study participants in January 1986,

3. It should be noted that the VA will be submitting, on or before Pebruary 15,
1986, the first status report on the Fpidemiology Study to the appropriate
congressional committees. This report is mandated by Public Law 96-151 enacted
December 20, 1979, Although CDC is responsible for the preparation of this
report, the VA remains the agency mandated by law to transmit that report to
Congress with any recammendations the Administrator of Veterans Affairs deems
appropriate. As shown, the VA cannot rely solely on the quarterly status

VA FORM
SEP 1984 2105
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reports submitted to us by CDC to remain abreast of such significant
developments, activities which may bear heavily on any recommendations or
observations which will be included in the letter transmitting the first

mandated report to Congress.
4. Accordingly, I recammend that:

(1) The VA more actively follow the CDC's conduct of the Epidemiology
Study without in any way advising or assisting the CDC in the design or
conduct of that study and

(2) The attached letter to the Acting Assisting Secretary for Health, DHHS,
be sent as evidence of CDC's failure to keep the VA fully informed of the
difficulties enoountered in the study's design and conduct. In pursuing
the first recommendation, guarterly meetings would be held between staff
of the VA's Agent Orange Projects Office and appropriate CDC officials to
discuss the content and implications of that agency's quarterly status

reports.
5. Your review and approval of the above recommendations is appreciated.

e (B oo, AT

t»macmy M, SHEPARD, M.D,

Attachment _ ’-/ﬁﬂ
scree il Dt i DTl

< J W. DITZLER, M.D.
DISAGREE (" Chief Medical Directo

e

——
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James 0. Hason, ¥ n.. Dr. P.B.

Acting Mssistant secretary for Health

- Department of Health and Human S2rvices

- ‘Washington, D.C. 20201 L v

Desxr Dr. Mason:

“The Jamzary 1983 interagency agreemant between the Veterans Administration

“{VA} an2 the Centers for Disease Qontrol (CoC), reletive to the conduct of
the Epldamioloyy -Study of the Health Status of Vietnam Veterans, provides
for the preparation by CCC of e quarterly status yveport to the VA on the
conduct of that study. These reports are of great assistance to the VA in
responding to frejuent injquiries from many sources regarding the proqress of
the study.

Recently, the VA became aware throush extemal sources of a significant
Gevelopeent not mentioned in any of the quarterly reports received to date
by the VA, The development concernaed the creation and submission by CIX of
& proposed exposure index for review by the Office of Technology Assessment
{OTA}, Wwe have learned, again from sources other than CDC, that the OTA
review found this exposure index methodology to be unsetistectory. The lack.
of progress by COC in developing an exposure index has never been mentioned -
in any of the guarterly status reports received by this agency.
Additionally, to the best of our knowledge this fact was never comunicated
in discussions with the VA or in meetings of the Agent (h:'ange trbrking erp

The purpcse of the guarterly status reports, es orminally envisimed during
the developmant of the interagency spresnsnt, was not only to prowide a £ull
report on CIC's progress on the conduct of the Epidamiology Stwdy, but alss,
to elert the VA to any real or potentizal problems encountersd by CDC which
might impact on thrt study's procress and eventual successful comletion,

As you will aporeciste, unanticinoted difficulties in the rescsarch can
affect its ultimets outcome and the mannsr in vhich it will be perccived bty
vzterans. I'm sure that you will egree that the future inclusion of such
sirnificant developments will assist both the VA and COC in ful€illing our
respactive agency responsibllities as they relate to this wmajor stuvdy. It
would be very bensficial to the VA tor the amropriate COC officizls to
provide a briefing on the content and imlicztions of the status reports to
br. Barclay M, Shepard, Director, Anent Oranje Projects Office and menbers



2 . '_‘_:- e
Dr James O. Magon i _ _
;f .hiS':ithff imdiately foll.bwihg the subnigcion of the unort to that
office. Accordinaly, I request your econsideration and anproval tor this |
sctivity for all future reports.

1 annreciate your assistance i_n this matter.

Sincerely,

JCES V. DITZLER, #,D.
Chigt Fedical Director

cc: D2C
101E11

LADRASM:11c 11/1/85 10x21 1032 HASON
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Puw'e- To alert the Cbnters for Dmease Control (CDC) of need to keep VA
fully briefed on significant developments related to conduct of the
Epidamology Study of Healt.h Status of Viet.nam Veterans.

Gener:al. omn advises the Act.lng Assistant Secretary for Health, DHHS, that
VA has become aware of a significant developwent related to the conduct of
the Epidemiology not reported in CDC's guarterly status report to this
agency or in open discussions, Particularly cited by the CMD is the
develomment and submission by CDC of a proposed exposure index for Office of
Technology Assessment review and its uvltimate disapproval. The O“D regquests
that the appropriate CDC officials brief the Director, Agent Orange Projects
Office and members of his staff on the content and implications of the
information contained in all future status reports to that offjice.

The CMD reminds CDC of the need for full and coé::plete informatibh to assist
the VA in responding to frequent inquiries from many sources concerning the
status of the study. He states that he believes such information will

assist both the VA and CIXC in successfully ompletmg their respective
missions. .

Implications: It is essential that CDC keep the VA fully briefed on
developments. The first congressxmally mandated report to Congress is due
February 15, 1986.

Recommendations: Approve and di.spatch
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Asst Directors
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DEC 19 1985 Health (2)

The Monorable Patrick J. Leahy

Ranking Minority Member

Subcommittee on HUD-Independent
Agencies

Committee on Appropriations

United States Senate

Washingron, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Leahy:

I am writing to inform you about OTA's continuing review of progress in
the mandated Agent Orange study being carrxied out by the Centers for Disease
Control (CDC). The item of greatest concern has been the lack of a methed for
assessing exposure to Agent Orange among study subjeccs. We last addressed
this issue in March 1985, ac which time we expreésed serious doubt to you
about the exposure assessment method CDC had proposed in a February repoert to
OTA. In September, I wrote to you expressing. concern that, although CDC's
cimetable called for interviewing Agent Orange study subjects beginning in
January 1986, a revised exposure mssessment method had yet to be produced.

On November 18, we received a report from CDC ticled "Exposure
Assessment for the Agent Orange Study, Interim Report Number 2." We had by
then arranged to have the OTA Agent Orange Advisory Panel meat on December 14
to review CDC's veport, Based on our reading of the November 18 reporc, 0TA
staff requested some additional information from CDC, without which it would
have been impossible for the Advisory Panel to adequately evaluate the
exposure assessment method. On December 9, we received another report, dated
December 8, which contained much of the information that had been requescted.
A final packet from CDC, containing specific informarion requesced by OTA

T —_3t5ff‘1nnn3nRFTHFTEtEmber‘tT“*ﬂhe—advfsory*Panei—meEwﬂur%h%{OUtngﬂkb
Their advice to OTA is reflected in this letter.

In sum, the recent reports from CDC outline an Agent Orange study of
radically different design than the one that was inicially reviewed and
approved by OTA. The changes in design are of sufficient’magnitude to require
interruption of any plans for initiating interviews or examinations of study
subjects. Furcher, the plan still appears to be in a state of change. While
all or some of the changes proposed by CDC may be necessitated by relatively
new information about troop locations and eligibility of men as study ...
subjects, the reasons for the changes have not been coherently or convincingly
presented in any of the reports OTA has received from CDC.

When the original Agent Orange study deslgn was approved by OTA, there
were still many unanswered questions and uncertainties which only would be
resolvable when representative data from the military records had been
assembled. There now exists a body of data which, while not complete, gives
an indication of what the records contain. CDC should now be able to make
some final decisions about study design and about the quality of the exposure



data on which the study results will be based. OTA, therefore, requests a new
statement of study design, incorporatimg, as necessary, new plans for exposure
assessment, a plan for selecting study subjects, and new plans for data
analysis. The discussion of exposure assessment should contain an explicit
analysis of che probabjilicy of misclassification within the “"likely to have
been exposed” group. Finally, there should be discussion about whether the
range of exposures likely to be found among the study subjects forms a firm
underpinning for the proposed study. As CDC stated in its original protocol
of November 1983, "Since many of thé proposed procedures are untesced,
modification, indeed even a recommendation not to proceed with an Agent Orange
study, may be required afrer pilot study assessments.” The data collected to
date should serve as an adequate pllot test of the methods and representation
of results of exposure assessment.

At the same time that the mew study protocol has been evolving, the
study has faced a severe managerial problem. This problem, which seems
soluble, is one of collaboration of CDC and the Environmental Support Group
{ESG). Sceps should be taken to insure that this problem is resolved
expeditiously. The Agent Orange Working Group Science Panel may be the
appropriate body to catalyze discussion between the two groups. If other
military experts are required as consultants, they should be brought into the
process, with a clear statement of their-roles. While it is net appropriate
for OTA to moderate the dispute, we can evaluate the resolution. It is
important that formal work statements for data abstraction from military
records and for assessing data quality be agreed upon. jointly by CDC and ESG.
OTA would like to be provided copies of these work statements when agreement
has been reached.

I am sending copies of this letter to both CDC and ESG. OTA staff
currently are writing a detailed set of comments which addtess the issues
raised in this letter. Copies of those comments will be sent te CDC and ESG,
and to the appropriate Congressional committee staff dealing with Agent Orange
issues.

If OTA is to consider the revised Agent Orange study protocol for
approval, another review will be necessary. Our Agent Orange Advisory Panel
is prepared to meet again in early 1986. I believe that sometime in March or
April is a realistic expectation for that meeting. In our view, no major new
phase of the study should be undertaken before the new design and exposure
assessment method are found acceptable and the managerial problems resolved.

If you would like further discussion on this matter please do not

hesitate to call me at 4-3695, or Hellen Gelband of the OTA staff at 6-2070.

Sincerely,

John H. Gibbons



The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy
Ranking Minority Member
Subcommittee on HUD-Indepeadent
Agencies
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20310
Senator Leahy

The Honorable Frank H. Murkowski
Chairman ;
Committee on Veterans' Affairs
United States Senate
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

My. Chairman

The Honorable Alan Cranston
Ranking Minority Member
Committee on Veterans' Affairs
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Alan .

The Honorahle Jake Garn

Chairman

Subcommittee on HUD-Independent
Agencies

Committee on Appropriations

United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Jake

The Honorable G. V. Montgomery
Chairman

Committee on Veterans' Affairs
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Mr. Chairman

The Homorable John P, Hammerschmidt
Ranking Minority Member

Committee on Veterans' Affairs

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
Congressman Hammerschmidt



The Honorable Edward P. Boland

Chairman

Subcommittee on HUD:Independent
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Committee on Appropriations

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515

Mr. Chairman -

The Honorable Bill Green
Ranking Minority Member
Subcommittee on HUD-Independent
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*Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
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Congressman Green

The Honorable COrrin G¢. Hatch

Chairman
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United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510
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Orrin -

The Honorable Edward M. Kennedy
Ranking Minority Member

Committee on Labor and Human Resources
United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Ted

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman

Chairman

Subcommittee on Health and the Environment
Committee on Enerpgy and Commerce

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.G. 20515

Henry )

The Honorable Edward R. Madigan

Ranking Minority Member

Subcommittee on Health and the Environment
Committee on Energy and Commerce

U.5. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515

Congressman Madigan



The Honorable William H. Natcher
Chairman
Subcommittee on Labor, Health

and Human'Services, and Education
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. - 20515
Mr. Natcher -

The Honorable Silvio 0. Conte
Ranking Minority Member
Subcommittee on Labor, Health

and Human Services, and Education
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C, 20515
Congressman Conte

The Honotable Lowell P. Weicker, Jr.
Chairman
Subcommittee on Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education
Committee on Appropriations
United States Semnate
Washington, D.C. 20510
Mr. Chairman

The Honorable William Proxmire
Ranking Minority Member
Subcommittee on Labor, Health
Human Services, and Education
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510
Senator Proxmire

The Honorable Silvio O. Conte
Ranking Minority Member
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
Congressman Conte

-

The Honorable Jamie L. Whitten
Chairman

Committee on Appropriations
U.5. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Mr. Chairman



The Honorable John C. Stennis
Ranking Minority Member
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510
Senator Stennis

The Honorable Mark O. Hatfield
Chairman

Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Mark

Thie Honorable John D. Dingell
Chairman

Committee en Energy and Commerce
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

John :

/

The Honorable James T. Broyhill
Ranking Minority Member
Committee on Energy and Commerce
U.S5. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
Congressman Broyhill

The Honorable Harry N. Walters
Administrator

Veterans Administration

810 Vermont Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20402

Harry :
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SHIEF STATEMENT OF INFORMATION REQUESTED AND GIVEN

Kingston Smith, Minority Stafif, House Veterans' Affairs
Committee, called to discuss a letter the Committee had
received from the Office of Technology Asseisment
concerning the progress of the Agent Orange study mandated
by Pub. L. No. 96-131, The OTA had expressed serious
‘reservations about the approach being taken by the CDC.
They especially questioned the methodology being suggested
for deterrmining the exposure of study subjects. This has -
been a topic of concern for about three months and was the
subject of a meeting held on the Hill at the end of
October., Attending that meeting were representatives from
the House and Senate Veterans Affairs Committees, the
Department of Defense's Environmental Support Group, the
CDC and the VA, (A copy of a memo surmarizing this
meeting is attached.)

Mr. Smith stated that the Agent Orange study, which he
characterized as the most politically sensitive part of
the effort, was in serious difficulty. te strongly hinted
that hearings on the progress of the study was a definite
possibility and that it would probably not be a pleasant
experjence for the CDC. I noted that the VA had adopted a
posture of neutrality regarding the study fellowing its
transfer to (CDC at the request, in part, of the
Committee's Chairman. For that reason, | suggested that
the VA had no comments to offer -concerning this
develovpment. 1 did note that this controversy did not

- affect the progress of the Vietnam Experience Study which
is now underway nor the selected cancers study which is
also being conducted by the CDC. Mr. Smith stated that he
would forward a copy of the OTA letter to the VA in the
next few days.
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