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On July 24t I h-id . oconferemece with Dr, Scheeles, tae Surgeci: Geuera of the
Pudlic Heulth Sforvice oxnoorning the pro-osed public.tica of & ruport of ths
clinicel examin: tic: of ezploywes of the chro= te plat in Ohloe

Just previcusly, I L d . dlegcussion on thds --2s cubjoct with Dre liler,wio 16
he-d of tiie Divirica of Indu-tri:.l Hygleme of ti.e Fublic fSe-lth furvice, <nd hLe
told me th.t he <! iz stail £:1t the s:=e vy -poui toe Buwper-Menmisc report
L I did.

There were dresont tie confer-uce bteeides Ur. icheele, Dr. UWli i, zs, fssicst .ot
Sursecs Gmneral in cth.rge of St tea Kel tians, Dr. 'dller, nnc nyrelf. I .Ldew
Wrief st tazent -ointing cut ¢ Dr. Schoelim th-t tie r=-ort In uestion, wile it
represented « 127 of prinsteking .ond det:lled vork, ¢ond inod ¢ consider bilo numzber
of egrumption: wiicnh were purely a xutter of ondnion rud th-t the -ublic-ticn cf
zue!: zssux Licns would give rive to o pre-t de:i of “dorprrehamaion wzd fulce
iz=-ressicns, 1 strosesed further th-t bLoth the Publilc he lvn Cervice i ot-er
(gencles Cepekisd upon tne coojyar tior of laduetry ic order to succeswflu.ly wvue
tnelr lzwesti. tions 1a the gener I ficld of inmurdr ..l re Lth ond to ¢ 11 Luey
neodlessly :-nt -onlced imlusiry, ther voull be un-biz to count ujon cuch €03 pere-
tUova. I :1so wuy veted th t X2 stndiag of dn'w ri 1l slorndr be hradled by tae
personnss ¢ tie dvision o 4n.u. tri.i Sy icne so :o t: Couvi te 7 ving resrecento-
tives from ciff:rent Fuier.. ..;uncles vicitin, & cst blishzeat fur v erae ur-
pose, I pointed cut tot thie Dvimion of Industri. 1L Zy iens h'a 4 u ye ri of exver-
ienage In tii: <ori -nd ho2d buflt up throns. the e 1o oa Rl degree of couli-euce
an the p rt cof incustry viich ;re tly £ cilit ted thelr work, Dr. ziller @t icd
tt 2re Hecper-Nuncuso rerort ceont incd £ tencnts Lt v XL once vith tic re ort
noortly to be uilisned by Lie Division which coent loon the reculls ol thelr
stuadlos of c.ron e gl onte,

) S A, ot Dre Hucuso,
e ‘%o, =i ht vish to

The Surgeon Ge.er > puinted sut tt he b d 00 conirol ove
wio heuds up; the Divisicon of Industrdri :y lens in the ©t
pablish btut he did h.ve sueh: juripdiction ow- Lo ofiicers irn hir ovr Lep riuent,

Dr. Ochoele Min lly st-tad th.e he would a0t ro.ke - docaoioa lmaell bud odula rilor
tie -tter 4o Ur. Selrell .o ervs uu .0 N tionl dnstlituts o e Jth snd to
Ir. ¥iiii o8, t.e feriet ut bur,edn Gonerile Tuc X tion:: Goneor Inot_tuie 1b one




oo

of ths ocaponent parts of the L tionul Inctitute of le 1th, 21l of wiie: 15 a
Division of tie Public He:lthk Bervice.

Our conference wug vory ;less:nt and I sucpect th + the sublect wmw.tter wvus not
entirely nev tc either Dr. 8cheele or Dr. Willirms. I will keep yuvu infor-ed if
I hnu#anytzdng lurthesr, ‘
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MEMORANDUM TO: Mr. George A. Benington Mr. O.F. Tarr
Mr. W.W. Cooke Mr. A.E. Van Wirt
Mr. Clyde D. Marlatt Mr. T.C. Waters

Mr. William Rurode

Oon July 24th I had a conference with Dr. Scheele, the Surgeon General of the
Public Health Service concerning the proposed publication of a report of the
clinical examination of employees of the chromate plant in Ohio.

Just previously, I had a discussion on this same subject with Dr. Miller, who
is head of the Division of Industrial Hygiene of the Public Health Service,
and he told me that he and his staff felt the same way about the Hueper-
Mancuso report as I did.

There were present {at] the conference besides Dr. Scheele, Dr. Williams,
Assistant Surgeon General in charge of States Relations, Dr. Miller, and
myself. I made a brief statement pointing out to Dr. Scheele that the report
in question, while it represented a lot of painstaking and detailed work,
continued a considerable number of assumptions which were purely a matter of
opinion and that the publication of such assumptions would give rise to a
great deal of misapprehension and false impressions. I stressed further that
both the Public Health Service and other agencies depended upon the
cooperatlon of industry in order to successfully pursue their investigations
in the general field of industrial health and that if they needlessly
antagonized industry, they would be unable to count upon such cooperation.
I also suggested that all studies of industrial plants be handled by the
personnel of the Division of Industrial Hygiene so as to obviate having
representatives from different Federal Agencies visiting an establishment for
the same purpose. I pointed out that the Division of Industrial Hygiene had
had years of experience in this work and had built up through the years a
high degree of confidence on the part of industry which greatly facilitated
their work. Dr. Miller stated that the Hueper-Mancuso report contained
statements at variance with the report shortly to be published by his
Division which contained the results of their studies of chromate plants.

The Surgeon General pointed out that he had no control over anything that Dr.
Mancuso, who heads up the Division of Industrial Hygiene in the State of
Ohio, might wish to publish but he did have such jurisdiction over the
officers in his own Department.

Dr. Scheele finally stated that he would not make a decision himself but
would refer the matter to Dr. Sebrell (unintelligible]) to the National
Institute of Health and to Dr. Williams, the Assistant Surgeon General. The



National Cancer Institute is one of the component parts of the National
Institute of Health, all of which is a Division of the Public Health Service.

Our conference was very pleasant and I suspect that the subject matter was
not entirely new to either Dr. Scheele or Dr. Williams. I will keep you
informed if I hear anything further.

A.J. Lanza, M.D.
ajl:1le



