June T, 1337

Dre Fe Le Hoffman

The Biochemical Research Foundaticn
of the Frankl'n Institute

153 Scuth 5éﬁh 3treet

Pailadel:znia, Pa,

o~

Dear Zoctor Hoffman:

I have no doubt you will

thinkz me very negligeat In having delayed so long
in answering your two lebtiers. I have poundered over
your suggestlons and those of other members of the
Cosmmittee, and I have not come o any very deflinibe
concluslons as to what can best be done L0 serve ths
surposes of the American Public Health Assoclation.
I do not belleve a cummittes of this sort is likely
to accomplish much In a conf2rence, or in a general
élscusslon of the probloms The other persouns on the
Comn ttee, lllte ourselves, arc busy with thair own

3ork, and are more interested in thelr own way of
agproach to the problem than in any Jolnt or concenw
traed ahtack upon 1te Vhat I haeve considered dolug
s to ask each merbrer of the Committes Lo clarify his
on fleld of work, to accumulate as mch information
az possible, and to think in terms of sorte pooling of

- our information in the fomm of a report at a consideradbly
laber date, Accumulatisn of data in experimental work
just as the accumulation of statistlical data requires
& long period of time, It is always the erystallization
of a certain point of view, at least as Lo a method of
approache I am inclined to feel that perhaps the best
that we could do would be to think in these terma and

- to meet together in confercnce at the time of the New

" York meeting so as to lay out some sort of cooperative
program for the following ysare. At present I have gll
the work I can do. /e have an experimental program
under way which, in my opinion, is directed at some
of the most fundamental experimental problems. e are
not nearly so much in necd ¢f funds as we are of time,
and wo have an adequate fleld of experimentalones I have
no daifficulty finding my way into plants with variable
amouhts of lead exposure, and I believe we now have the
backgroand of experience which makes it possible to
capitallze on the opportunitles presented to us., Thus
vhat I had to say in my initial letter to you was not
any plea for opportunitles for experimental works. Rather

1ese ™ NN 51 . ANTON1T O



what I meant to say was that untll the facts as to the
behavior of lead are well known, there is really very
little more to say in the form of reports than has
already been sald. It 41s my feeling that if we do say
anthing, it should be directed at the formuilation of

a program whlch, over a perlod of years, would serve

to c¢larify soms of the most needed information, and to
sut 1t into use in a practical way. You say in your
~ #irst letter that.it would te important to determine

the correctness of my stazcment that "the incldenco

of lead polsoning 4in industry is unnecessarily high'

I take 1t that you mean by that that it is- 1mportant

to make this clear to workers in industrial hsgzards.

That my statement 1s true and requires no proof to

people who are familiar with plant activities, and who
at the same time are familiar with safety meesures, is
without questions I made the statement not as a matter
cf discusslon, but as & true matter of fact on the basls
of my own personal observations, If anyone doubts it,

I can take him to lead plants in which the lead exposure
is 30 sreat that a layman can see 15, and in which cases
of 108d polsoning range all the way from the mlldest type
Lo fatal encephalopathy.‘ There may not be many of =such plants
left but there ars sume which I have visited and about walch
T havs nersonal knowledge. In fact, there are a number of
states in the United States in which the condliions, so far
a3 lead exXposure is concerned, arse very lititle better than
“They woralaycentury ago. In those sbtates, statistleal
studies, that is to say, studles of the vital statistics,
nwould be a complete waste or anyone's time. ‘There are a

few statistics and those that are available are wholly
inadequate and inaceurabte, In such instances one has to
collect his own statlsticel damata before he can begin to
analyse it. ‘These places are the very ones which a public
nealth organization would wish to reach. Yet they are the
oneg which none of our current metheds do reach, Preventive
measures have improved, generally speaking, as the result

of the pressure either of public ovinion, legislation or

of aducatlon. I mut education in the last place edvisedly
for I think 1t 1s the least eoffective of the three types

of ovressure, I think it is fairly generally true that -
industry knows better than 1t does. It learns that something
can be done and then is subsequently kicked into doing it
vhen it can no longer got away with its older methods. I
abhor leglslation as a means of accomplishing hysleniec vnds,
and at the same time it 1s ny feeling that we shall probably
hever be able to make any general application of the avallable
information on the significence of lead exposurs until sane
of the existing legislation has been cleared ausy and replaced
by clean-cut definlitiong of hazardous exposure. Before such
logislation 1a feaslble, the 1ssue will have to be clearly
defined in scientific temms,
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I think you will ses rather
clearly from this that I have no very definite program
in mind for the work of our Committees Therefore I
shall ask the varilous members to 5o over the whole
uroblem, to clarify thelr own idens on 1it, and to take
7art in a general discussicn gt the time of the iew
YTork meeting.

I should be pleased to have
any suggestiona c¢r any ccuments which you may choose
5o make on what I heave said above. :

Cordlally yours,

RAK 313 robort A.Kehoe, ¥,D.
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