July 15, 1970

Jobn 5. Chapmen, M.D., Chief Editor Elect
Archives of Environmental ﬂealth

The University of Texas.

:Southweetern Medical School

5323 Ha‘ry ﬂines Boulevard

Dallas, Texas 75285
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'Thanks for your'letter of July 8, and for the privilege of a pen-acquaintance with
you in this new relationship with the Archives of Environmental Health.

1 am sorry that the papers forthcoming from my office as the result of the Conference
in Amsterdam cannot be published together in a special issue. I had thought, from

‘a letter of Dr. Hussey to Katharine Boucot, that this might be done if I were to

see that the extra expense of so doing could be defrayed. Howaver, if the decision
‘has been‘made, I, of course, will abide by it. I do hope, however, that these

papers can he gathered together aftexr their publication into a reprint with a very
simple paper cover.

Perhaps the best thing I can do for you is to explain the origin of these papers, my
role in. cmnnection with them, and their usefulness at this time for educational
purposes within the profession, as I see it.

This Conference was called in November of last year by R.L. Zielhuls, M.D. of the
University of Amsterdam, to meet in Amsterdam, and to spend several days together
discussing the problems associated with occupational health in the lead industries,
Especial emphasis was to be put on hygienic standards for the handling of personnel
in such trades and a report was to be made to the International. Association on
Ocaupatiomal Haalth who sponsored the meeting for that purpose,

The Conferees, with but two Americans, were to come from various European countries
(including England), and wefe invited to provide prepared reports representing their
experience: as . 1nvestigators‘and practitioners in industry,

A program was prepared under varicus headings and the speakers or authors on these
subjects were‘asked to speak and read their papera. Discussion followed, and the
subjects were explored as well as they could be by the assembled group. Ronald
‘Lane and 1, and one or two other elder investigators, were asked to conduct sessions
and to summmrize the reports of persons within an assigned, specific subject-group.
As you cam imagine, there was much which could not be dealt with, after the fact,

as proceedings, and indeed the only things once could get his teeth into, afterward,
were the prepared papers, which were as variable in their qualities of ideation,
observation,and writing as wera the individuals.

- At the end of this session, the question of the preservation of the proceedings and
the preparation of a report arose, and in brief, I was asked about a publication in
the Archives. I promised to find out what could be done, and to do all I could to
get this accomplished in a satisfactory manner, even to editing the reports, sybject,
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of course, to the wishes of the Chief Editor and the official. policies of the Archives.’

‘Two of ‘the British contributors were given the Jjob (cr petrhaps they volunteered) of
*putting the material together in understandable English (since a number of the
“contributﬁrs weres 1ncapab1e of daing this, despite the degree of’ their familiarity

with the proper usage of their own language.

In due course, the material, including the individual papers,; and a resume of the
meeting by the Britiah representatives (Dr. Malcolm and three other British Associates),
1 : ] I had been in touch with Katharine about the’

1€ gaterial to- her, on the . baais oi an

1 ALl of this took scma time to accomplish,
; 1n‘and were examined, all of tha material,

wers and also by the views of the
nal cangress on Occupational

”direct‘my attention arrived in Cincinnati
Qlarge or small groups, after having

ga&ng; and 1t is an. in:urfating
" I Have the worst of the job finished,
“mownﬁains, I eﬁpect to return to work

Now, as to specific papers and their disposition. I have rejected several papers
cutright, one of these being ‘a product of Dr. Beritic of Jugoslavia, The other, the
one to which you dbject, is of a different character. There is little doubt in my
mind that the observations and the data presented by Dr. Beritic are valid. However,
he has failed tog t ke 1nt0‘account the fact that the concentration of lead 1in the
blood of persons‘whose occupgtional exposure to lead has been brief, subsides rapidly
(after their removal from exposure) by the time they appear at a hospital. Days or

weeks have el&@ﬂadAwitﬁout, hiowever, a marked subsidence of toxic manizestations.

You will have noticed, no doubt, my tactful introduction of this fact into the article,
and I shall comment on this further in a discussion and summary of the outcome of the
Conference, matters of this type did not escape comment at the. time of the Conference,
and I need not express my owd views qf this matter in such a manner as to depart
from the spirit of the. Confenence. n.my view, this is much too excellent. an example
of this vbry important fact,\vhich his beem rgsponsible for a véry ‘largel amount of
fruitless controversy in"'this country‘and‘wbroad, to pass up, As it happens, Beritic
is a good clinician, whose- kﬂowledge of thsiological mechanisms and methods is 5canty.
: {
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He has had some good technical assistance.h\newlearned a great deal in this Conference,:y
and,in his country, he ha has | gfggg_nggd of learq;ng ‘where there are some rather appalling

;env ronmental probl,ms in relatimn ta lead Thia Cbnference was something of a8 means

yphysicians in i‘
‘lead tradzs.

authority es Chief Ed d 1 However, ‘this is not a series of
papers, each of whiph‘ ir dn itself. There are several papers on

ng~oi the status of’ the subject at
rly clear: to readers who ‘examine the
y have been put together.‘ That, of

I have sent in to Katharine Boucot, saven (7) completed manuscripts, and have two

others well upder way. I have had to“write to several of the authors for specific bits
of 1n£ormation, and, th“refare, therev 5 be b
think it worthwhile,‘
delaya caused by theiﬁa vete of
were, originaliy, twent
I sent to Dr. Boucdt.

érent lengths, 1n the material which

“ese, from her office with the reviews.
We‘been rejectgd cutright; two have been
jd elsew" re, and wera g;ven in but

dropped compﬂetely sinc
slightly: different forn i« o

(including the two now peering ¢ 3 sevan (73 papers, unlass there are
some which haVe not. L 1 me from the Editorial office. There is, I
believe, one such papemg be n 1 3 . I shall inquire about this
at once. In;%ny.cagg, o Y a*ers, in (hopefully) proper fcrmb

‘:ré Which are appLhcable 1n the
ad trades‘are spch‘that occupational
kﬂémworgipized industry if these 'could

but the standards of

handling of tha prens
lead paaacning could;‘
be adopted and complied W )
I have now written at some length to give you the setting and (I hope) the flavor of
this Conference, and, at the last, I have given you my view of the paper of Beritic

- one which I may apply to certain other papers. Having so expressed myself, I hope
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that I kave not gone to excessive speech, but I should like to reileve you of
any embarrassment in eXxpressing your opinions and in informing me of the decisions
which axe your responsxbmlitj to make.

Sinéerely yours,

Robert A. Kehoe, M.D.

Professor Emeritus of

Occupational Medicine
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