February 25, lU47

Lr. ¥. E. Cbetz,

Medlcal Investigator,

Tafety and iygplene Uivislon,
indusitrial vommission of Chlo,
¢Golumbus, Ohio.

Tcar Dr. OUbetrz:
I am wriling to ycu concerning & situation vhich ln my oplinlon
{5 more than iteivisl Lo us beth. IL concerns the hyglenic
siiu&tlon in the plent of HMegnus Metwl Division of hution&l Lead
Company ln Cincinnatl. Lhis plunt ceme to cur atieniion reccntly
throh the cccursence of & cesc 0 leod uoisoning some vweeks 8g0,
and 1t w&e our renort of this cese to the Leparument of lealih of
the Sltale of Chio, which led, I belleve, to your visit on Dicember
¢7. Ey resson ci our meveral contécts with the peonle representing
this compeny, in &n effort te inquire concerning thc conditions in
the planc, whicin we &lways do whpn the oppertunity affords Ltsell,
we céme upon their interpretatlicn ¢i your statement to them,
fellowing your visit, buau the conditlons in ihis rlant were not
such & (o have caused lead polsonling, @nd lherelore we might well
Le mistaken.

I have encountered ithis altustion once vefore folloxin& & visit

on your part Lo ihe Fagle Ficher plant fn Cincinnati in wnlch

vhite lead was velng manufactured by lhe 012 Dutch process. I had
reported certalin cases of lead polsoning &s occurring in that plani,
followin@ careful stady ©f a numver of referred cases &nd sonme
further chiecking up on ihe oderadlons. I Wes surprised grasally ol
the occcurrence ©f such «n igsue at thet tlime, and I am ¢ven more
surprlzed vy Li &l lne present Lime. 1t gust does net seem LO e
to be credivle thau jou could feel thet I or my clinical esscclsues
have made & Gisgnosis ol occupétlonal lead poleoning vidhoutl having
wholly adeguale evidence on which to va&se our concluasion. In &ny
case I hé&ve determined to write ¢ you and to c¢all jyour avtention
to certein me&tiers which, In my opinicn, &re vorthy of your cone
sideration.

First let me poinl ocut, in cennectlion wiih the plant of hagnus
Metel Tivision, thait we have undeyry ouy obrervation al present in
the Ceneral Hospital or clsevwhere 8t leust seven proved cases of
lesd polisoning among the employces of this plent. It sppears that
theie are sseversl others. ‘These cases vary from relatively mild
lead pelsoning of the gastyo~enteric type, to severe Cisubling ond
persistent lead COllb, ang even Lo a perfectily typlcal case of
bilateral vwrist drop. 7The dlagnoses In these cases have Leen mede
on the basis of unequivocal clinical and laboratory evidence, in
assoclation with such information about the plant condlilonsg &s



Dr. W. E. Obetz - (2, - February 25, 1947

¥e have been able to cbtain. The cofficials of this company have
corresponded with State agencies, and have sought an invesilgation
&t the nands of the Oepartment of Health. Ultimately they have
been referred to us bty virtue of the 1nablility of the Htate
incdusirial hyglenists at this tlme Lo carry oul the plant survey
that is necesssry ito appralse the significsnce of the entire
sitvetion. We have responded to ihe request from the company of-
iciuls for advice and have recoamended (o them vwhai should be
done, gg? ¥9y %% h of it we &re prepared to do. It ssems probable
anc alse ThattTng hesiiation on the vart of these officials to
follow through on this necessary procedure, ls occgaloned by thelr
uncertalniy as tc our compevence and gocd faith. 7T0 the extent
that this is true, it kas been implemenied in part by your letter
ie them of Jenuery &, of which I have & copy. It may wvell be that
the interpretecion vhich hes Leen pul on your letter Ls neot
wieclsely wvnat you wouwld have intended. On the other hand, I
velieve you have expressed an opinion which Ly substentlsally counter
Lo our own, anc on ¢vidence wvhich was in no wise capable of Jjusti-
fying your conclusicon. I am not sure &8z Lo just whet jou vere
shown in thils planuy, oc¢ just what the condlileons vwore whan you S&aw
1t, bul I think your genclusion raiher cbvicusly leevea someithing
to be desired In view of lhe facl th&t ¥we have found a surprising
number of cases of acute lead intoxiceticon among the enployees of
thie clant within the lasi fevw veeks. I um quite sure that you
vould not guesticon ths correciness ol ithese dimpnoses on the basls
ol the evidence zvailsble. Lhere ls neo one ¢f them aboul whilch
there is the slightest questlion, since they fulfill sll of ihe
classical clinicel s8 well e the mofern rhyslicloglesl criteriu.
I sm sure tpat you cre quite famliliar with the extent to which wve
nave ceveloped ihese lattor criteria cut of clinical and lnvesil.ga-
tive vwork snd Lrosc imdusliriel oxyerience.

You will gathery from wvhaet I bave said acove that I zm scomevhatl
irked by ihis sltusticon. Youw ore quite yight. In eddition,
novever, Lo some personel snd professionsl Lrriteticn, I am led

Lo lhese commenis by much more =igniflicant consliderstiong.  Zur
public und professiopal yesyronsibilitles sre quite &2 greal &s
youl's, ana youss &are cerialaly nou to be ignored. You and your
assoclates, as well &e curselves, can 1l afford a cenfllet of

this type. 2uch & conilict can only nave the eifect of injuring

ug toth, end morye ‘mportancly, of militating szainst the sccome
plishmenc of cur purroses n terms of the health of pgople employed
in hazeprdous trades. ¥Wiia the Information that ls availsvle at the
present time in relatlon Lo Industrliel lead hezaxds, the problem of
hdustrial lead poisoning could be eliminated for all tine, I we
nud but had the intelligent andersianding of pnyslcians, public
cfficials and respensicle Industrisl menagement. It 1z gulte
pousible to measure occupational hazards in relacicn to lesd in
preclse terms. It 18 quite possible to defline safe ccocupatlonal
lead exposure. It 1s also gquite poussible Lo disgnose lead intoxie
cation and to differentiate it from other disease procesges in most
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instances. Any controversy on matters of this type between offi-~
cielly resronsible persons such &3 yourself and publicly and
protessicnally responsible peonle llke myself and my associates is
foolisnh and wholly unnGCﬁasary. You sinould know Lf you do not,
thet we &o not malke dizgneses of oceupaiional or non-occupational
lesdé poiscning wiihouat having complete and satisfactory clinleal
and l=borewory gviaunce. ’ou should alsc know, 1f you €0 not, that
ve ave never convictled any plant of being hazardous In tsrms of
lead expesure, withoutl having cthe cold evidence on which t0 speak.
I am notv saylng Ly this ihat we are Infellible. What I am saying
ig .lhat we a0 not come to a concluslon at all, unless we are
prepared Lo support Lt by adequate evidence. Therefore, I should
say Jisi wien you walll thiough sp industrial plant epd look at the
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surroundings and presune o suy, againsi cur evidence, that Lt scems

anlikely that 1 mun vae polsoned & hls work, you are doing us,
Joursell, and more laporiantly ihe oxposed parsonnel, a heedless
apd unnecessary lngury nven with the yszars of exywrience that I
nave nad ln otne le&a araaes, L should fecel the necessliy for nore
precise informuticn tnwn can ve odbiolined LY such means.

I &am veing blunc, vul L am calking direcily to ryou and noi Lo any
third party I irust you will not regard wha: 1 am gaying asz

any thing OLher chun an honest cffort to arrive at a satlizsfoctory
uvasls for the congideraticn of our mutanl osubllce wnd Lrofessional
espongiblilivies. I amve appreciatsd e direcl contacls withh you
which I have nald In (ae phial, &ud 1 trusi what thers will not be
misunderetanding and perscnal or nwofesmional unpleassntness in the
future. I¢ 1g te this end primarily, Znd e the loorovemwens of
induscrial healih n Jhe conmunily and clecwhere, ihsl { maXe thes
somevhaet polnted comments.
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Cordlally sours,

Feoberl AL Lohee, M. B
FAK ef

C.C.: Uir. Henry Ww. ,.yder
Lr. Wm. ¥. Ashe
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