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Ceer Dr. Kehoe:

If vou reac¢ TIYE no doubt vou saw tne iten
wnicn zppcared in tae becember 20 issue entitled,
"Paint Baters" cderived frow an urticle br nyers and
Lord, published in the Kovemter, 1847 issue of the
Luericen Jour.el of Disezses of Crnildren, entitlegd,
"Late rifects of Lead Poisoning on ientcl bLevelopment.™
It 4drew some amazing conclusions zlleging that lead
poisoning in czrly cnildhooa had leflt eifects snowing
up years later. It wzs a most clarxzinz revelation.
tiaturelly, I iscediately instituted an investigation
beczuse, if wvhat tuis article describes is correct,
then we have indeed z most serious public health
hazurd,

however, on examining the hrtlcle from which

tae TI.E condiensztion was made, I ar rezlly snrprisea
thqt z reoutable journzal of the Arerican wedical Associa-

iox would pubtlisn suen z dissertation. Suparficiclly it
is & long osaper, well illustr:=ted, and must seein inpress-
ive to tae profession at ldrge. Lany ca nistories zare
described, but to any one who aas studied lead poisoning
1ntensively and wno is familiur with the vast amount of
WOTrX that has been dcne in recent years on the mctzl,
and who wishes to sift fact from fancy, the as ertlons
made &ppear to be far from proven.

Although 20 cases of alleged lead poisoning in
children are ;nleldually described in not a sinzle case
have I found the authors making the slizhtest attempt to
escertain wnzther or not the peint used on the cribs con-
tained any lezd. Thej npnareutlv proceed on the sssumrction
that eny »eint cnewed from zny cridb must e lezd be ezring
and build up tacir conterntions on medical ciagnoses thnt
do not sound convincing t: xe.

For ezemple, take tas very first case. Thsre
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"der.se bands of m@tzllic deposit &t the growing ends of the
shafts, cnzractevistic of leczd poisoning." For that rzason
~lone the czse was zlleged to be lead poicsoring.

Take Case Lo. £, the youngster had scarlet fever
and other infections. Agein the X-ray is relied upon as
tae only evidence. There was no anaslysis of the paint. -

Oor Czse 4, in which it was stated, "results of
tne physicel exzuination and laboratory investization were
riot remarkable," but sgain tae X-ray comes &long witn a
"pocitive" determination of lead! No paint analysis.

A1l the cazses are mzore or less alike, but one
of tne prizes is Cuase lio. 6 because here therzs is alleged
to be a nign lead conternt of tae blood but the X-ray was
nesgetive! Neverztheless it was diezgnosed a2s leadé poisoning.

Or better yet, loox &t Case 1l in whicn an in-
fant's blood a2t £-5/12 yezrs snowed "a pild secondary
znemiz and her urine a moderate amountlof pus." (‘hen she
vas 4} yezrs old she chowed & "history of chewing wood.."
end "her blood wes examined for stippled cells, witaout
success." At 5% yezrs her family stated definitely that
"in chewing wood she had chnewved painted articles of furni-
ture." JOn t is occasion "her blood showed 1.2 per cent
stivpled cells znd & riléd cseconcary anemia." The X-rzy
exezirnation suzgested "recurrent lead poisoning." Two
years later the X-rays showed "faint bands of density some
cistance beninG the growing ends of the long bones, thought
to be cue to tae old deposits of lezad." But, here comes
tne moct interesting point of all; four years later, when
she was 11, znd still growing, "her blood, urine ‘and
epinal rluid showed atout one hunured times the concentra-
tior. of lezd found in norzal persons. In spite of thece
results, roentgenogramps of the loag bones snowed no evi-
dence ol lezd deposits." Lather confusing, isn't 1it?

£11 the cases are wmorz or lesc similar ané tnere
is no need of going into any nore of tuhex here.

o I note, too, that urost of the wori involved in
tiils article was prepzred by Zlizabet:u £. Lord, Ph.C., who
¢ied recently.

L8 you xmow, it is our belief here, based cn
careful investigztion, that no crib zanufacturer in the
United Stzies todey is using any lead paint on cribs, nor
has ne used any for yezrs, for two reasons:

o - (1) other paints, such zs zinc oxide, lithophone
and titznium base enamels are chezper than white lead, and
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(2) taey wake z harder znd more satisfactory
enawvel tuan wnite lezd.

wouldntt you taink, thsrefore, that rather
than jump to conclusions, conclusions basea crieily upon
only orie premise, and a-ray aiagnosis of tne bones, tue
autiors woula wt leust have Iriid to zscertzin whether
or iot the crivs haa been paintea wit: lead? This would
hav: becn soO easy to cetermine. winuow sills migat be
peinted wit:. lezd but nere, too, leadless paints are more
apt to be employed wnica i1s the current vogue on interiors.

In the second plece I am struck wita the fact
thzt the examinations made of tae childéren in almost all
cases snowed no stippling of the blood and in most ceses
vhere an effort vae made to {inc out whether the cnildren
were excreting any lezd, the urine was normal, or no analy-
csis wes mede. On the other hanc, tns sutaors vlace creat
velsnt upon the Z-ray and their article is replete witn
r-ray pnotocrzvas of the bones calling attention to well
mzrkec Cerposits of M"lexud" on tne margine of tne shzfts of
lony tones.

liow it may very vell be tnat the authore did
not see or don't agzree with the careful work of Dr. L. T.
Fairhzll, reported in Public Hczlth Revort Vol. 52, &c. €,
dzted rebruary £, 1943, entitled, "Icdentification of Leal
in Bone Tissue" vhere he stztes: ‘

"It is apparent that the small amounts
of lcaa deposited in Dbone are insufficient
Lo register by mezns of X-rays &nd that
darxened areas wiaich nave heretoiore. been
accepted &s lezG deposits are likely to bde
due to celcium. tras what is now ¥novn
concerniing tne cdistribution of lead in bone,
it would te surpricing indeed if such szall
arounts of lead so evenly distributed woula
be revealed by X-rays in the presence of
such large amounts of calcium. Tne lead
content of human lones with lmown exposure
to lead is zlso insufficient in amount to
lupart any marked opacity to X-rays."

If lead was so prominent in the X-ray photogravhs
shovn by Byers and Lord in their puaper th:are must have been
pg;fectly enorapous amounts of leac in the bones to do so.
Tnls seems incredible to me. %hy didn't it show up in the
urineg?

fnothsr point which I can not understand is thzt
years zfter these youngsters were aslleged to have contracted
leed poisoning and were removed frox the exposure azndé sub-

ceyuently re-exaxined, tunis so-called lezd line was still m

found in the bones. liow cdo the authors zacco for theat?
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I hesitate, of course, to bothsr jyou in warti.e
vita tnis togic but + tninit you will azree with ze tazt
this 1s zn episoce whic:, because of your deep int:rest
- ir. lezd and ycur hign °t“nu1nz in the pr01e551on, cen not
be ignored. Is it unfortunately true, arnc I imow from
bitter expcrience, that other doctors will esccesnt as
eutsoritative tais peper cf Byers and word and nrooablj
build upon it still more fantastic zssertions. I would,
tn-refore, 1ike to mow fror you what, in your judgmernt,
~is the best thing to do. Do you tnink, for exaz»nle, that
it is somctaing wnicihi xzight be brouznt to the citention of
your distisguisned comsittee on lezd poisoning waicnh hes
just pudlicshed sucn an zble report for tne Lmericanr Putlic

dezlin Acsociation?

Vith ¥indest regards,

Jecretary.
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- Ir. the event you do not hzve = cory of the paper
wentioned at your disposal, I an enclosxnv a
pnotostatic copy.
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