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James T. Stevens, 7hD
qua”e* of Toxicology
I3A~GEIGY Corporation
Agricul.ural Division
P. 0. Zox 18300
Greensboro NC 27419

emo frem Dr. Terry Jackson to me concerning the liver
>logy Zer Study No. 30030, "Twe-Tear Toxicity and

Cacogeniclny é:_iy with Metolachlor Tachniczl In albizo Rats.” In
it he discusses the fnci of cellylar change and primary aneoplasms Iin
the drafr expedited liver patholog" data and his subsequent review
and reclassificaticn cf the lesions in scme of the animals prior to
issuance of the Iinal report.
T rrust this explanatory memo will help link the draft dara fo that
presanted in the fizmal report
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FROM: T. Jackson

TC: Merr 11 Ticael
RE Craft ws. final data for liver, DATE: 10/31/83
Srud- Moo 52030

:tions of L over from all animals in this study were examined during October,
$2

Se

1932 followiry = spe ial requestc by CIBA-GEIGY. Draft data, subject to a more
tinely an ugh examination of the liver sections, were prepared and
submitzad Tiif data iadicated that a grea:e: numper of foci ol eetllular

change aut or.iiory liver necoplasms were present in the freated groups,
the oigh dose level, tham in control groups.

; iver sectlions were reviewed during the examination of all cther
protoccl ' issres and it became apparent that some of the ‘original diagnoses’
weald nave Zc be changed. Primarily this was because the presence or absence
of "compression of surrounding parenchvma” by foci of cells had not been given

Suosequ er:l'

yr.iferm ¢onsideration during the original examination. Where appropriate
disgnoses warae changed and subsequent data were submitted i1n the final

regert. he >Iimary difference in the two sets of data was that some of the
lesions o-iginatly F;assified as proliferative foci (necplastic nodules) were
ulcimarels clasvified as foci of cellular ¢hange due to lack of compression of
surroundiag Caronchyma.
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