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a {riend o sione who i lon, ween fucllilar with ay Loterests Lo tue uwiegouilc
ves of VLA Led Woughi W iy stieatlen o peghlet IroR your lebureiory wita tue
titla, Cecupatlonal Leslth Dullstin 0. 3. Towkrd tie botioa of the flret puce
ia the swction ou the preveation of leed Juisouing, you asatica the propuylactic
uge ul Ld. I feel that I sbould bring W your ettention sous infurostioa uvn
this subjact wilch vould ludicate tias such & jrocedare s wit extirely free of
Chinagd o

I waa oue of tus earlisst Jroponkats oi tow therepeutic use of alffA L veeses of
polaculisg with wetals vhilch cosplax readily with thls coepounsi, FPractically all
of tha experiwsutal evidencs avellakile up uatil quite recently seea W support
e talief that XA tad oo toxle propertiss viatsvewry. e recent oviidence
Eroa OUr SWh labuTBloy el otiers Ludicstes tiat tils 18 Dot wevessarily so.
Lkley ot 8l ta tha How kagleod Juurnal ol Dediciue fow Aaxrch 3, 1755, repcrt two
ceves witi whst sppeare 10 e unkistakable kiduey dacdace resultiag from inteusive
LA werepye Ve lo this 1aborsiory Ghesrved & huukh Gaoe viere syopto 8 of
Kldomy daace ppeared sl'ter two woeks 0 90 of therwdy aad we me fasiliar witz
W sevead vary sluiler case froa & labosatary on the West Cosst, Dota of ticews
cosus vese L0 Loalthy young edulis with oo evidencs oF Jrecedling reml petiolocy .

Cioa case which ve ad here sticlaiod xy wssctiste, Dir, LTy Foreama 10 re-¢zaciue
e gubject aod wrry out b deriss of salial axperiaeats. Snis experinent ludicate
wiry cisarly that the coutinued use of EITA produces @ dediatte and charecwecisulc
louer neghron meplausis in uts, & situstion which spperestly wes exactly sisilar
W wial we kad obeerwd Lo tie buash casw, Thie wateriml lus wow bues writien p
aud Dre Fowasa is now is vhe process of subsditting (¢ for pdliicetica,

fron e offeet, Dy, Foressn and I heve otk coutended et LIUA Les uo place ic
the preventicn of leed ypolsoning and a siallar seatiusst Lie Dol exprestad Yery
Torelbdy W Irr. fobert Kehow, (JJQ%JO; JROMAYY £2, 13,53, o 3‘;! Thia Wil
@ur feeling even viin we Kisuaed tlat 45X ad o wWxic efTects whatscever, woid
I certainly feel ouid more strvggly &bout 1t o et & toxie effect has been
Gowsastruted. It fe ay feeling tuat tae preveation of lewmd polscaing la foduetoy
is entirely & probleu of engiuseris; asd lodustorial hygieos,

I do oot doudt timt sumll ascunts of 154 signt oot b8 slwn over & cousidureclic
tiow with fupunity, It 1t werw ylvea tLowever to & sl with latent kidaey duce v,
W4 rusulte alght well bve disustivus. 1 rwslize Quite well that s Rikey
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latoratories bave advocuted this wse for a product they ere trylng to sell.
1t is wy owpn opinion that this recoumendstion is uawlse and unsound aad I caly
hope it does uot blov back in thelr Teces..

1 have tasen the liverty of writlsy o you in this vay vecause wa one of the
early advocates of WIA, I shared in creating the lapressiou 1t wes haruless.

I wow feel that I have a redpousibility to dispel this ilapressiocs. Fortunately,
br. Forexsn's mmterial will be publisbed scon and I vill not have to continue
to act in this pontificel uanner.
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Very sincerely yours,

R U S O N SLOTHOL

THOMAS L, SEIPHAN, ®, D.,
Health Divisioca Lesder
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be: M, Bowditch
Dr. H. Eardy
Dr., R. T. Johnstone
Dr. James Stermer
Dr. Robert Kehoe . Zw-=

P. 5. Before mailing this letter, I read it to Dr. Foreman., He is in complete
agreement with my sentiments and suggested that I add one small point., There

is so far no clear cut evidence to indicate that oral dosage has any significant
effect in increasing the total (urinary plus fecal) excretion of lead, On this
point there has been disagreement among various authbors., ¢There does seem to be
general agreement bowever that oral dosage is less effective than intravenous
administration. :
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