Getober 24, 1942,

D, *«?tll*am M. Schmidt,

Medical Consultant , Industrial Division »
U. 5. Department of labor,

Chi 'wrén'*' Dureau,

Washingten, D. C.

Dear Dg Sehmidts

I am veri glad to make an additional comment on the addition
to It of the draft of "Standards for HMinirmm Age for Employe
ment."| There is no doudbt, I think, that additions could be made
to the(lis* of items of work in which no young workers under
elghteen years of age should be emplayed‘ However, the sublect
is coversd felivly well in principle in the preliminary draft,
apd T did not see any ver { great sdvantege in adding:: new items.
As to any chenge in Item %, it would seem to me to be entirely
‘unnecesseyry. The mixing of anti-knock compounds is &n integral
part of manufacturing operations for tetrazethyl lead, and wune
dbubtealy. this will be the case throughout the entire pericd
of the wer. Thorefore, there is no point in making specific
mentior of this one 1tem of the msnufacturing process. On the
other hend, there is certainly ro objecticn to the inclusion of
part b under Item 4. It would be a gross mistske,on the other
. hsnd, to include Item c. It is true that this is a potentially
dangérous operation. It is also true that as this vork 1s now
hand 6d, there is no significant lead exposure involved in it.
Fo‘ youx' ‘infomtion I should like to point out that there has
1€ Lbe‘ 1 & case of lead poisoning in this occupation, &nd that
rsons engaged in 1t do not show any even slight increase
vel of lead excretion as evidence of leasd adbsorption.
e person Who proposed the inclusion of this group
: ist was: ill-informed and was thinking in purely
i - tems rather than practical.

Lh

theorq‘ti 8.

As thé persan vho will have to make the decision as to whether
younger persons shculd bhe employed in this occupation, I shounld
not 1ike to be bound by &ny such recommendation as this, ®f& I
can a#aure you that. I should be loathe tc advise the employment

of mnorsx m thils work, but I can also assure you that T ¥now of

' no lead trade in which it would be safer from the point of view
of Zj!‘.e \absorption, ir it seemed advisable to change present
polia:

r

| ' ‘ cordially yours,

Yobert A. Rehoe, M. De
N 6285
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