July 1st,193%6

.luI‘g '50 S. GdZHSf ield ' '
“he Virginis State hofticultuval Socisty
Stauntong Virwinia

Dear ﬁ?.‘Gampfieldt

I have gone to some 1ittle troubls

to make notations on your ranuscrzpt, not bscause there
Ls aﬁything vrong with whai you said, bub rather because

I fecl that vhat you say mnst be gaild rather carefully.
For example, you will note that I have eut out your
sentence indicating “that one of the big pronlems in the
ilzsad residue situac*on would be to ch*nge the attibtude of
sclentlsts, ebe." In ny opinion this is an-unwlse statement

and I have, therefore, delebed 1t. It would antagonize a
Lansznerable number of men, and $0 no purposes In fact I
have deleted or modified eny and every statement in your

article which would place me ind;rectly in & cartveversial

positicn.  This 1s not because I dislike controversy so
e c0031vely; bud rather beceuse conbreversy wilth regard to

the subject of experimentation should come afber the faclts
are ontained, rather than before. Horeover in connection

with $his lead problem, ore must bear continually in nind

tue problenm of the dhy4101an who knows whabtever we may chooss
to °”g, that lead poisoning is an all too freqguent occeurrsnce.
Tho ¢ acter who sees these cases usuvally has no way of telling
the Ja&nktude of the exposure. He does lmow, horuvsr, that
his patient is sick and in msny 1nstanees, though net alwoys,
he is right in believing that he has lead poisoning. He is,
uhGTGLO”e” very loathe to gccept any situation which he believes
has a ceruain element of risk vttach@d to i%, and no amount of
fam will change his atbitude. It can be changed only by
ay and’ in. this £1old the datarare not yet available
certain limlted waye 1% is wise, therefore, not to
though I realize that you are in
@ an interest in this subjcct,

and to raise ném hopé, ve mus%‘noc - at least I must not =

anlticipate the resultg.

Very truly yours, .

RAK:ls | Robevrs A, Kohos, H.D.
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