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WASHIN‘GTO»N, NEW JERSEY

F. J. Schlink, President and Technical Director

sday 9, 1238

Ir. Sobert A. Hshoe

Care of

College of lledicine

University of Cincinnati
Cincianati, Ohio ‘

Dear Dr. Kehoe:

late to be answering your lettsr of Decerber 27, but there arc one

it is wr

or two points in it which I think should be brought o your aiiention,

bzeause you clearly have a micapnrshencgion skoub uc, and T think nossibly
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zoout Dre Cerdiff too.
T taink, &g to your second "antence, Dr. Caz
or meny of the things atiributed to hiz, be
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57 publ icitv materiul for hisz

raiff has probebly said all
calee he is & frﬁﬂupnt‘nontributor
¥ journals,

point of view 3
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vith coples. Second, I think scientific great migtake

fer zlcof from the trouble and turmoil of apolied

i thzy GO not concern thenselve uo corrzct cionc of 2

=0 nich appe.r in ki I mow thp or not holing
Hot. the t ivialitis representa—
'ticns of newspajgers anc Lrad ich comumonly
Tlow ITOd}SClenﬁlilC men's e ern themsel practical
snetters, pa rticul;ggv tha r scient’ to be held
on account of bhsir 1Ty 4 ; c welfare. that vou
resent vhait you consider +o be exagpﬁ ation in & "ho_y" cause 1s no rezsoun for
act conesrning yourself, if I mey say so, with misrepresentation inh a self-

b4
serving cause. That ig a 1ittl= bit like the famous economist who disposed
of Your Tpusy's Torith in a review in a learned sconomic Jjournsl, by explaining
that such wastes as we discucsed in the book were, of course, real and ex-
istent, bub they didn't make any diffsrence because wastes in industry tend
£o _cand eL each ota«r cut.

You also epeak of confusion. Iodern social scientists know that it is also most
contusing to propose a separatism betwsen emotionzal resuonse and honest and -
orohuptlfe thought. As understanding of the human mind advances, it is dis-
covered thet the supsosedly aloof scientist is just zs self-serviang in his way
as the CJQ;OSﬂcl* emotional or sensationsally minded man >f the street or of
Qustingse &v01dance of the arena where other psople are being sceratcied up in
conbroversies is itself & form of self-service, and the common man vio is wrong
zboubs mony thinge, Lo be sure, is right in his apprescialion in sensral of those

1
whopo not shrink frocm combating a wrong or correcting a wmisreprzsentation in
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,“otlonully disturbing S’thatLOqS. He rzsents coolnees and aloofness
indesd on a large scale, as he did in the case vwhen ¥r. Hoover was made
to seem s0 by the ewotionally effective ir. Charle§ Michelson.

1 was not<

.,.

proposing that you should fight windmilisy I was proposing merely

vou see & widely promilgated mistalke involving your work oxr
“rOfeSSlOLdl interests, you should turn from your regular duties long enoug

to try toTcorrect it. I do not consider tqat a matter of choice in a seciasntific
man —— aﬁ% I have imown a good meny and worked with many as well - I consider it
mainly a matter of simple duty, °spe¢1ally when a question of toxicities in-

volving a|very large fraction of the total noaulatlon 1 involved.

taat

I agree “itn you that there has been too little sound clinical and experimental
work in the field, but you cannot blame us or the emotionally-minded people whom
you 1 eceﬁ% for 1at. It seems to me that an excellent opportunity for resent-
mentn"1-+°u at the moment when Congress passed legislation stopping the work
which it gad previously approved on the toxiecity of lead arsenate, and the
“Food andDrus namlnlstratlon not only stopped it, but &also aestro"ed the ex-
peasively lacouired evidence already availeble in the bodies of the experimental
animzls. |It seemws to me thal sny toxicologist who is strong for sound

clifica and experimental work would have a duty to become at least reasounszbly
SﬂotionalIZbout the destruction of many thousands of dollars worth of such work
of the vaff highest zrade and authority known to modern invesbigators in his
fisid. 4e wrong one by Congress, it seems to me, is within the scope of
oropsr interest of toxicologists who would have used the findings had the ey not
been rendsred unuscble by aaministrative action or failure of administrative
action,and proper publicity to a dangerous situation, on the part of cther
toxicologfsts.

¢

Ina way +ou see, you are arguing both ways in your lstter: there should be
more factuzl, scisntific informution and fewer emotlonal expressions in
regard to|it; yet when factual material is -suppressed or prevented from being
doveloped it would appear, folloglng your own nomenclature, that the time
has come. for some degree of being emotional sbout the suppression, and it has
not come to my knowledge, though I have followed the case closely, that the
well-gualified toxicological experts of the country have seen their duty ia the
oremises &nd dons ibt.
is to your having yet to see a case of ill-health demonstrably deriving from
the uoe of contaminated fruit, we xnow of a number, and officials and advisers
of the ;ederal government have not only knowm of a number, but have given
evidence. Ef them before a congressionzl committee. Results of such ev1dence

in this or a similar casg were also suppressed by the act oi a congressional
conmltteeland the fact of suppression made 2,18 71 c rgg d ( Sf un- -y
uoqtrover‘ed thereafter) in one of tﬁz le§t~w1ng Journals Your'zommant in

thiz connection reminds us somewhat of the home economlot ‘from the State of
vashingbon who felt that we had no right to consider that a case of poisoning

hzd occurred from fruit in any case where the person died or became ill under
circumstances which did not permit the atiendance of a physician or pathologist
especiully cualified in theé field. It was not a coinecidence that she was from
the State|of Washington. ©She was emotionally bound up in the appropriations to

a certain public institution, though she thought she was being very unemotional
zbout the|whole matier. HNo ordinary physician, she held, had any business passing
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on a case lof arsenic poisoning, and 1f he thought it was arbenlc poisoning,
it very likely wasn't unless he had been to the right institution and studied
under the right people. By this calculus there are certainly no demonstrable
cases of arsenic and lead poisoning due to contaminated fruis, because few
oeople heve heen tnourhtfu_ enough to have thelr serious illness or death occur
uncer proper and super-professional auspices.
do not wish to guarrel with you on this point at 2113 T realize that most
cientific men have their blind spots and thsir strong will-to-dishbelieve in
Lelds waere they feel that the only expertness is towbesf their own and
that of & few colleagues who happen to agree fétrly closely with them. However,
there are 2 large number of suthoritiecs, and they are the best possible autﬁorlw
ties asvw=asured by the customary criteria available to scientific o e, who
disagree strongly and oubspokenly with you. Just why anyone living in this
complicated age should suppose that it is wrong to conduct propesganda in favor
of the public heelth but right to do resesrch which, reasonsbly interpreted,
oalL for| prepaganda or some socioeconomic use, I am unable to determine.
4 attitude tovard sciemtific work-was much commoner ;11t" _years ago then now.
s almost the standard view in highly protected institutions in the govern-
nt service as late as 1215 when I was in the Bureau of St “ndardp.' It is now
vrded & bit old~faghioned to seek to wall off science from life in such a
tltlﬁhed fashion. As a metier of fact, a good many writers in the
iences have discussed the subject and the blindness of those 1ho are
teaching,others to see, in such fieldgs as your own. You will find
. oriefly but well precented in the book The New Universe, by Dr. Eako
Browvnell of Northwestern University, pp. 4,5, and 6 - Jarch 193 printing.
\a 77

I do not in the least wind your somevhat acid comments on my own work and
that of our orgenizatign. That viewpoint is enbtirely a matter of your own
attitudes), opinion,,sersonal end official connections and interests. We do
not raise any question zs bto your right to take the position that the applicatian
of your sclence to humen affairs, whether it is misapplied or not applied at
all, does| not inberast you; Jjust as you would not wish to quarrel with us in

ur feeling that sclence in vacuo hasgrnoggoecial signjficance for us except as
a frecuently intercsting psychological,pijferionsnon.

I ¥now yeh will have full tolerance for my having been correspondingly frank
with you in ceplying. It is by such definite and clear-cut (I hope) intcr-
changes of poimts of view that the worla progresses (if it does).
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encs ”Heqlth Hazards in Conteminated Foods,"
by P. J. Hanzlik
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