
October 16# 1938

Mr« Ira  D* Card JIT  
Yak In a# ’Washing ton

Dear Mr* Ca r d i ff:«•

I  re gre t to --say. that., your
information about the  pub licatio n  o f a fu rthe r a r t i c le  
from th is  labo rato ry on the spray re s idue  problem Is 
inco rre ct* Y/e have some info rmation on one phase o f 
the problem which is  in the developmental s tage # but  
about; which nothing is  l i k e ly  to  be published fo r some 
months.

. My own re actio n  to fu rthe r
publicatio n  on th is  question i s  that I  s h a l l  be qu ite  
care fu l to  s t ick  ve ry clo se  to  experimental data* Much 
too much has been sa id  on both s ide s  o f th is  problem 
without adequate support o f an experimental type* I 
have been c r i t i c i z e d  in some measure by both part ies 
to  the controversy#  p art ly  because o f some o f the th ings 
I have s a id  but la rge ly  because o f th ings  I have «ever 
s a id . I fin d  I s h a l l  have to  bo very care fu l hot to be 
misquoted# and s t i l l  more# not to be misunderstood* As 
an examole of what I  mean# some o f your co lle ague s have 
taken the pos it ion that the a t t i tu d e  o f the Pure Food 
and Drugs d iv is io n  o f the Department o f Agricu ltu re has 
been unreasonable#  and some attempt has been made to  use 
our experimental data in proo f o f th a t po s it Ion• I 
do not share th is  po int o f view about the work o f the 
Pure Food and Drugs group# and moreover# I  do no t regard 
our experimental data as pe rtine n t except in so fa r as i t  
has shown that ce rta in  small qu an ti t ie s  o f lead can be 
cared fo r adequate ly by the normal human body* We have 
not determined the exte nt to  Which lead can be taken care 
o f when i t  is  in ge s te d , nor Is  there any source  o f in fo r­
mation a t the moment# In my opinion#  which Is  adequate 
to  provide the  answer to  th is  question* I t  is  ay fee l in g , 
the re fore#  that the governmental agencies which are designed 
to  p ro te ct the pub lic he alth  should err#  I f  a t a l l# on the 
s ide  o f s a fe ty . Consequently I  do no t be lie ve  i t  i s up to 
them to prove the co rre ctne ss  o f th e ir  conclus ions which 
have been arrived at by reasonable  methods# but rathe r 
do 1 be lie ve  that i t  Is  up to  persona who d isagre e  with  
them to prove th a t they a fe  in co rre ct . In saying this
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I  am not unsympathetic w ith the a t t i tu d e  o f the  f r u i t  
grow ers, nor am I  unmindful o f the ir d i f f i c u l t i e s . A t
the same time I  am qu ite  frank in  be lie v in g th a t the ir  
a tt i tu d e  in th is  matter i s based on a wrong p rin cip le *
I fe e l  some ju s t i f i c a t io n  in making th is  statement 
s ince  the data o f th is  labo ra to ry , and statements which 
I  have made, have been used somewhat in accu ra te ly  to 
attack  the p r in c ip le  on which the Pur® Food and Drugs 
Bureau base the ir a c t i v i t i e s .

Sin ce re ly  yours*

RAKjis ■ .. Robert" A. ICehoe, M.D.
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