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Dear Dr. Kehoe,

Thank you for. your letter of October 2nd, and the complete
manner in which you have expressed your views upon the subject of
what I regard as the private work of the Bureau of Iines.

I am in complete agreement with you upon the amount of
work which must be done to protect the public from new materials
of unknown physiological effect, but the duty to have this work
done rests with the manufacturers. The cost of such work should be
a part of the cost of introduction of every new material. I do
not see that it is proper for the government to do this work for
the manufacturer, particularly when the latter does not pay the
full cost of the investigation. As I understand it, the government
contributes the time of the staffs of the laboratories, and all
overhead expenses, the manufacturer paying only for actual
materials used, which is always the smaller part of the cost of
investigation.

I have no criticism of the Bureau for doing the Tetra
Ethyl Lead work, nor for the lMethanol work now in progress, save
that these two investigations do much to establish what I consider
the bad precedent of acceptlng payment for doing work in the public
interest. Cf course, even in these two cases, the primary duty
was on the manufacturer to see that the materials were safe before
offering them for sale, but since the manufacturexrs evaded this
duty, the Federal government was justified in investigating.

I: very much question the reliability of publications
of the government concerning such work financed in part by private
parties. Not that any false information is published, but that
all the information obtained is probably not published. No one
who understands one-tenth of the devious activities of politicians
can believe that the Bureau of Mjnes is free to publish all its
findings. I have yet to hear of a case where the Bureau of kines
hes published information condemming any material which it has
investigated. This seems strange, in view of the number of materials
which it has worked upon. I believe that the private laboratories
are freer to publish their findings than the Bureau of NMines,
although the latter uses complete publication as an arguement '
justifying its private work. o

What you say about the poor compensation of government’f~'
employees applies with equal force to University teachers, at least
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Of course I have nothing personal against any of the
men who are doing the work I complain of. Some of them I count
among my very good friends. I have told members of the staffs of
both the Bureau of Mjnes and the Public Health Service of the
efforts I am making to stop the work I complain of, and have
assured them that there is no perscnal implication at zll.

I have no doubt that if such work were stopped, these men would
have plenty of opportunity for productive work still before them.

I hope you understand that, although I am writing on
University stationery, the views I express are my own. I am
primarily concerned with this matter through the private laboratory
of myself and my son. I realize also, that if my efforts are
successful, this private laboratory would receive only a very

small portion of the work which the government laboratories are
now doing.

With kindest personal regards, I am,

Sincerely yours, = U

Henry Field Smyth ‘ g
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October 2, 1930

Dr., Henry Fileld Smyth,
Leboratory of Nyglene,
University of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, Pa,

Dear Dr. Smyth:

I shouléd have answered your letter of Septamber
16th earlier, but since your istter took me Ly surprise I have
deliasyad answering it and have given some considerable thought
to the understanding of your point of view, However, I have
been quite unable to see any soundness in your positions I do
not dzlieve tho work which the Bureau of Mines has done can be
regarded aa private work, and Y believe that it 1s distinctly
a proper and a vory necessary govornmental function. WwWith the
introduction into common use of many of *he modern chemicals,
problems of great importance to the public health are arisinge.
It 1s imparative, 1t seseuws to us, that these problems be ine
vestigated as carefully and as accurately as possible. I be-
licve this to bs s governmental function whica chould grow
rather than diminish. Purthermore, if government agenrncles can
develor a point of view in industry whereby wzateriszls, the use
of which is contemplated, cen be exemined into and sither cone
victed or acquitted of dunger before thelir use snd cdistribution,
a tremendous contribution will heve boen made to preventive mede
icine. e need investigation before the fact rather than after,
There are. only a few lnboratories which are properly equipped to
do this kind of work, nor do many of these hold the complste
confidsnce of the general publlie, %Then too, if it ls necessary
thet governmental agencies act in puvlic haslth matters, I fail
to see how they can act wisely without assuming the responsibdi«
1lity for the acoursoy of this type of invaestigative work. I am
heartily in sympathy with their attempt to do this, and I could
wish nothing better then that 4t might be developed more and
more, Considering the number of unsolved problems of this type,
I see no resaszon why there should not ba plenty of work for -
everyone uha 13 1nteraated.',‘:;:,ﬂ“ S AN - o

‘ 'I am speaking bluntly 1n this matter becauae I
feel deeply. It so happens that my own experimental work s
almost entirely dependent upon the support of industrisl cone
cerns, Despite this fact, 1 am not willing to discourage the
development of a good quality of experimental work anywhers in
order to safeguard the financlal baclking of my own interestes.
If my laboratory can survive and obtain support for itself on
the merits of its woric, I shall be happys On the other hand,
if it loses such support to persons who can demonstrate thely
abllity to do better work, I shall ;egard it as a perfoctly
natural eonaoquence;
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T - Furthermore, thoro is another point of view in
this. Governmnnt experiment laboratories have in them men who -
have genuine soientific interests., Laboratories cannot exlost
without such individuals, On the other hand, the Govermment
does not adequately support their work. Consequently I kave
every sympathy for my sclentific colleagues working in governe
mental laboratories who are able to do work of such quality
that they can interest industrial groups in bearing a portion
of the expense. That they should have the scope of their work
1iml ted through our action is almost unthinkable,

The regular workers at the Buresu of Yines, so
far as I know, have not received compensation for their work,
but have merely accepted funds with which to defray the necesg-
sary expense of their experimentation. I have been partly
responsible for two of such investigations. One of these had
to 4o with the »ublic health aapocts of the use and distribu.
tion of Ethyl Gsgoline, while the other was one which you mene
tioned, namely the study of the ftoxicity of dichloredifiuore.
méthane, for the Frigidaire Corporation. The Corporations in
these two inatances supplied a considerable sum of money for
the carrying out of these two pronlems, this money having been
apent in purchasing animals and in providing the necessary
eauipment, Cartain additional technical agsistance was also
employed.  In these two Instances I was very much pleased that
it was possibie to interest the Eureeu of #ines in the worke.
If I had known a better or more trustworthy laboratory to which
to submit these problens, I should certainly have used my ine
fluence in placing the work in their hands. fven so, 1 might
not have been successiul in Influencing the Corporations in
this matter, for theliy principal interest wus in obtaining
information which the pudlic as well a8 other selentific men
would be willing to ragard ag entirely unbiased and authorita-
tives

T agree with you in believing chat a government
1aboratory sheuld be working on matters whieh have to do with:
the public interest, S0 too should University laboratoriea. In
fact, the latter has the greater reason in tradition and ethics
for sticking to the study of principles rather than to their
application according to the particular needs of the moment,"

I doudbt 1f government scientific workers should be personally
compensated by Industry for work of this sort. Government '
officiale aprarently also feel thai they should not. 3ut
adequate saiaries should be provided by the Government. One
knows, however, that such men are componseted even less well
by the Government than are men of simllar ability in the
universities, which fact makes it rather embarrassing for us
to state too convineingly a principle which might have an
undesired effect. I think the public interest is involved

in the case of most of the compounds which are used in
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industry and distributed to ths public, and I do not bslieve

. that all of the experimentel workers combined will be adble

in our life time to give us the necessary amount of informee
tion about materials which have been and now are quite genw
erally distributed. This is not even mentioning the large
number of things which will certainly find further use in the
futures I should find myself very hesitant about doing anye
thing which would dlscourage the development of informastion
along this line, As to whether any fleld of scientifie or
practical work is by right the property of the University

or a private laboratory, there might be a considerable debate.
I cannot bhut feel that such right must be proven pragmatically
by test of quallity and productivity.

I trust that what I have sald ashove will not
give any offense, for I digtinctly wish to be impersonal, Howe.
ever, I feel it proper to make my own point of view perfoctly
clear. I have taken the liberty of sending a copy of my lote
ter to Dr. Howe, as expressing an opinion which oppoases that
which he has previously received.

With kindest personal regards.

Sincerely yours,
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