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You have asked for a status rcport on Aroclor 1242 with regard to .
chick cdema. 0'Dell is not planning to do any more work beyond
that that he has already told us about. However, ihe word hac
cotten around in toxicology circles and more studies &re under
vey.

Samples of Aroclor 1242 have been cubmitted to Proctor &nd Gamble,
to MIT, and to the National Dairy Products Corporation, for
evalurijon 4n chick edema studies, The Proctor and Gamble people
speni a doy with us about six weeks apgo and gave us a detailed
report on their work with chick edemn factor. 1t appears that
Aroclor 1242 does indeed produce the sane symptons in chickens
as docs the chick cdema factor that has occurred in commercinl
fats. Howcver, the Prcctor end Gamble people are convinced that
ihe degree of toxicity 35 so much less Tor Aroclor 1242 than for
ilc naturally occurring matcrial, that the two are not identicel.
Furthenuore, their physical-chemical datn available on the chick
edona factor indicates that it is structurally different from
Aroclor 1242. 1 believe that we arc pretty much out of the woodc
on this problem because of this mnrked difference in degrec of
toxicity.

Most researchers in this field realize that many compounds can

produce the chick edema factor and I believe that the problenm
will bc solved within the mxt six monthc, and that Aroclor 1242

will not be involved.

Kenneth H. Maddy
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Talked with Maddy and he is sure it won't bother us.
R.E.XK.
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