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Dear Beck: 2tr

ter talking yesterdsy with Jobn Klack, Marsh Burch, md M1l Exzard, I
put down the folloving suggestims pretly much o

he Xost of thea wvere discussed yesterdsy. Burdh may have covered thex

vitl you. TYor what they zay te worth 4n this form, here they are. If you

..ymt ae {0 belp, I'a 1ike & firehorse wvaiting to get cut of the statien,

The citnation created by publicstion o.f Schepers! articles suggests thst

sach steps as the following be taken:

1. Pr & nexorandum for saleszen in lay lmguage to give than
cngqﬁmﬂcmmuuhthm at them in the field,
This would develop the thought that Schepers! findings apply
only to the most wousual conditions and have to do enly with
extrezely fine fibers not in comercial production. This should
be_drafted by ¥essrs. Black &4 Burch with the assistance of

Dr. Ehhcp.
. 2s__ Take the draft to Dr. Schepers and get his agreenent that it
sccurately interprets his gs. This concurrencs might be

either a long-band notation cn the draft, or & letter stating his
acquiescence in the statezent as a reasonshle interpretation for
laymen of the findings set forth in his articles. This xight de
useful ghould it ever be necessary to rebut him as an expert witness.

3. Pin doun the chronology in such a wvay as to throw &ubt ca ths
anthenticity of Schepers! findings as they relate to Gerdner's
earlier work. Gardner never published a fully documented report
about his inhalation experinments tut in his 1941 report as :
Director of the Trudesu Foundition he stated that his experiments
at Saranac had "dencnstrated® that exposure to the dust of glass
wool involved no hazard to the lungs becsuse this Fidberglas
zaterial was not inhalable.® This lsnguage is unqualified by
veasel modifiers or weakening words. Gardner sald "denonstreted®

_not "indicated.® In sn interin report earlier he qualified
"demonstrated® tith "apparently.® Until Schepers got into the
 act, Gardner's findings havs been accepted, without equivocation,

" by public health suthorities, industrial hyglemists, insurance
actuaries, et al, as authoritative. In a sese, Schepers is
desecrating the memory of Dr. Gerdner by exbuning from his files

- *7ten years post-mortes, data that Dr. Gardner certainly would have

-4 brought to our attenticn had be regarded it as being of sufficient

" 4mportance to modify the canclusions that he had reported fo us
as definitive. The two-Year inhalation experiments were completed
in 1541, Dr. Gardner dled in 15L6. In 1956 Schepers ccmes forth
vith this blast to cast doudt an the integrity of Gardoer's work.
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L. Probe far evidmce that publicaticn of the articles by Schepers
tay De & breach of faith. The files may no longer be availahle
to shov vhether a foymal contract vas exscuted or vhether Dr. Gardner
undertock the vork in the late '30's on the berls of 2 Jetter aprecuent.
It 43 likely that thers was sn understanding of some natire that
- reports on the experiments would not be published vithoit pricr consest.
‘i My recollectian 4s that this wvas a two-way street. We wers carefyl not

to quote Oardner without his consent) 4t is resscnadle € suppose that
"Sarznac vas under & similar obligstion not to pblish vithout aat congent.
—-. .. Obviously Schepers! articles cannot be «xpunged foor the record nov,
But this point, if established satisfactorily, xight help persuade
Schepers to scquiesce in the "lxymmn's versica® suggested abov,

S. Reactivate the medical advertls along the pattern folloved

.. Inthe Iate 'IV's and early 'Eil- % was & modest progran, I
think we had sgix insertiong g year each in JAMA ad in FODERN MEDICINE.
By altenating the ingerticns we had one ad each month, This vas a lov-
tudget progrsm. ' Its long-range objective wag to provide s coatiming
framewerk of reference to fmilisrize physiciang with Fiberglas produote.
Thers is sufficient mentic in medical literature to permit tiis progren
to be carried on effectively. Xore can be developed. Schepers! articles
do not alter the fact that Fiderglas products are described elsevhere (n
medical literature as nontaxic, ncnallergenic, ncnirritating, ete. Lest
such a caupeign would seem to be "protesting too much? it should be
handled by an agency qualified to sidestep the many pitfalls that beset
&y copaign simed 2t the andical profeasion, .

6. Esploy or assign s cualified, competent industrial hyplenist full-tins
to pull tE<OER the vhole program. .

7« Sponsor & nev investipation at m institution other than Saranac ¢o
develcp pew findings to updste and parallel those reported by Schepers.
(Be sure that this instttution has unassailzdle intcgity.) This may
take at least four or five yezrs and & good many thcusands of dollsrs,
but it is basic ed essential. : .

8. Appraise the present standing of the Saranac Laboratories by developirg
cutside information to deterning whether Schepers is indulging in
gentcel blacknailt To find out, for exa=ple, vhether Sarcnact's business
is slipping and whether he resorts to slarxdst tactics to sell the
Laboratory's services. Gather such inforzstion on & confidential basis,
perhaps through Bowditch via Hazard, as a vespoa in reserve. ..

@9« Study the health record compiled by Fiberglas emloyees in Nevark. This

ehouwld be pet Up &8 a project to be supervised by an outsida industrial

L hygienist consultant. It may involve an extensive chest x-ray prograz,
\*®  study of sick absenteelsm, snd correlatica of such data-fith insurance

claims experience, workers' compensation cases, etc. Sich evideace is
apirical, but Lf the data are studied and correlated and interpreted

by &n independent industrial hyglenist of reputation, they could be
extrenely useful md significant in many s{tuaticas.

February 24, 1956 ‘i
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