i,‘Igl&nd Steel Gampany

Seytémber 5;;1939; - 3";"

" Dr., A, O, Kemmer
‘ eﬁieal Direetar

East: Ghichgo, Indiana o

Dear-Dactor Kam&er:* N

. ' - In resnense to your latier

of Auvast g% h,yto which I have not replied becauss of
- my absence from the laboratory on a vacatlion, I am

"~ g#lad to authorize you to gquote me on the atand of -

. two millipramsg per 10 cuble neters of air, If you
“3r4ll ‘examine my - renert rmade to you on January Eeth. you .
- will see on Page 2, the following sbatements: PAL present

it oan be sald that the genersl concensug of opinion,. L

a8 well as certain offleiail and seml-offiaial agencies,

L»ﬂ £EVOPS 3. ﬁermissible goncentration. somevhers between 1

1 zoreliminate.

. milliﬂrqm and 2 m&lliprama of finely particulate lead per

; ., Hy ezperienea hag indicated that -
: a mllligrqms per 10 cublc meters
:;ragardlesa of the type and sube ‘
empounﬁ, provided general hygienie .

?af air, is a safe,a
- division of the lead
“gonditions are maintalned in a sa$*sf:ctary state In- .
Aindustrial ulants, and yravided ﬂ“diﬁal supervision aervea
the definitely unfit worker fron the plant

” fgnpnn?qt19n". £ you Antend L6 quote wey I would suggest -

'“El*aat you do so with the’ provisos whi

ch I have shated §bovs.

,hf7i1ny rensons forithis are ‘that 'there are plants in which work- 79~fft5f;'
‘s;fmen are not properly advised againgt rioks of Lead ingestion, EE S

n which rigid preaantiens»are‘

and © 12 0% taken: againat this
V;;  manﬁal meana ef 1eaﬁ abanrn ;

1 Go not mean by

is o gestion in and of . v .
itgelf as an impor%ant cause of 4 &uatrial lead inuoxlcation, '
B ~unle ingesuion 18 prevented,it makes &' significant ‘:,S¢gi
1" ;eontribut19n ta ﬁhe hazard uhiﬁhz,é provi&ed by contaminated B

”bair.,v _ , ; , ;ﬁ"

T must regretmlly point out that
. the statement whioh I maﬂe at the Narthwestern University

' Medieal School was in evror., This statement was made in
' gomething of an aside and at the time it was made, I was

. figures referred to the lead intake per day rather than the
=7'\7‘5?.,{[;v;:@:v.riz.‘».a}.e vhich I had in nind was not Bloomfieldvs but Leonard

‘gulaboring under the imp“essian, since correctea that Blcomfialdcs

"eoncentration of lead in the atmospheric alr, Actually the

‘ *"‘{4’"};Greenberg*ﬂ. ‘The latter and hid colleagues in a study of

fa storage battery plant came to the boaolusion that the dail§‘



,1nhalation of 1.“5 milligrame of lead would not prodnee
lead poisoning within a year, but might produce lead
" “'poisoning within a period of two and a half years, On tha
~basig of Dr, Duckeringvs figure; this would be equivalent
 to spproximatel] millipgrame per 10 cublo meters of air
- @lnce’ Duokering oak 5 ouble meters ss the aversge smount
e re ir in'a working day, Bloomfield called =
he ‘srror which 1 hpd made and cited his _,f
ffeeﬁ that 1.5 milligrama per 19 cuble -
shold adopted by himself and his
Health Bulletin No, 205 entitleﬁ "Lead
Pla“t“‘by Ruasell, Jones, Bleémfield S
ited as evidence Qf Bloamfield's

yau”a'ain to my renort of January POth As
LI‘have never garded anplyses of alr .
isntisfa ory meana of measuring otoupae
lbviou@“y,.thprefbre, I do not regard
: f'1 s of air‘samrlﬁng a8 _beling .
gwi*f ‘lead exposure, This 15
f‘i'im?ield_ ut perhaps it is -
he avoidance of too hard and
,*vﬁxicity 1n tarms of air .

"3J;ana1ysea.‘”“

:jaaraially”ycuré,? :




