~™r. Xehoe

January 9, 1§36

br. £. L. %are .
The sSherzin-uililame Comnany
Clevelepndé, Ohio

Dear Tr., &snpre

I grestly sopreclste your letter of January o,
snd I undeprstand your attitude. I do not kRov vhet osn be
fong alon: the lines thet you suggest--l.e., to convince the
Feud end Trug Adminlatrstlon that they ghould conduet the
Investlipgstion of lesd ftoxlelty under the guldancs of & oom-
2itter, choeen to repreesnt the experiment statione, federal
borticulturists, menufaoturers, sn4 frult grovers, ag well
ne the “co? gnd Trug sdmintstration itself. T agres w»ith you
thet prejudlices would be checked nt the door. 1 am certeln
thet the Irualt growing industry would heve thet sttitude 17
1t were sllowed renresentation.

¥y interview »ith Tr. Tampbell znd ¥r, Fhilllints
osinion of him have made me sure, howvever, thst any investi-
xation thst they conduet =411l heve mpe itz sole purnose the
sgeertsinvent of facte., 2n the ather khand, T can eaelly cee
that, 10 1t fe ennfiugted without the renresentntion of intereste
other thsn enforcement cfficiels, 11 <1ll be eoen to the criticiem
thsat you have in mind-=that 1te guo. esed nurpase =ill be9tc geat
smmunition®.

f£lao, 1t 1s ceriasinly true The! this investig=tion
san be clanred in such & wagy thet 1t =1ll be fundasentslly
{eelentifically) satigfactory or unsatisfectory %o 3ll interests
and that the only way te insure spntisfactory olsnning iz to hsve
1ll Intsres® represented. Vor exsmnle, the lesd arsenste con
waohed aprlez 1g probably much lese Toxic than neld lesd nreenecte,
beocauze of the wealhering that hss taken place on the fruit, whiegkh
tends (¢ transform 1t to besloc lead arsenaste, and because the
warl:ing orocesg probably regoves the narticles that are mogt
enelly dlazolved. Therefore, washed spples should be used ss one
sourge of lend srsenste. A toxiccloglet or blochemlszt not ex-
verienced in hortieulsure would overleck this noint. He might
even lmegine That he would be more golentiflic 1f be were to use
pure scld les? arzens’e beeonse 1t iz undectmrosed and uncon-
tzmin-ted. He mipght think, slso, thst he coculd get the -~urest
lead argenate from s chemlesl suprly house. There are crobebly
s number 0f importont pointe ©f thet sort., Mozt imaortant ef al1l,
nerhass, i€ the oelnt thet £ield investigaticons chould conetituts
an lemvortant sart of the investigstion, by vhich I mean an
examinztlon of consumers for evidences of lead polsoning. I
think, ss you d¢, that reprecentatives of the varioue interscts
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would serilelnstes in a nerfeelly falr way! nreeumsbly, =lee,
the best gomuanier, harticulturists, frult grovers, eto.,
eould hely the Foosf and Trug sdminlistratlion sotlively after the
Teets were eelanbllished,

: Y have sttemnted to glete the pltustion re you
age 1% in oy oom words.  ag frr ag 1 Encw, oy stztement ie
comulete, and the argument L= abeclutely ssund,

The arguzents for contucting & separsate {investio
zatlien #t the ¥Fetlering lLaborastory osn be slsted very briefly
vy saving tnet 1t wonld e exserly Ins¥ *ina of on Invesiiwetior

aTEeCT Yo The O20-cmaTIONR G bhne Pace ond Pene 28minieagpeetiern
in =iannlas ona rosaaeiine Ins onwe fThst ~ (rbawatawy 4g
mteaenlone ST oanne? rew daine tae onri, TRAT O mAST 0F BHe Ay
BEnRg ‘ort ould therelore ke obviztes becauge e would
not hevn frop the grount un, thet the ro2euile of ths
gxneriaent fe agpTeniniie T0 Lne Poom sms DrPae famindgree.
tlen, arx to ey jnterexts, snd las¥ ,
that =»r ; »ogr¥ the Pood and Trep fdministratien
Lo oafooT niek they urs not =lrenfy in symnsiny,

. s
Yt not leeeg

¢ aneuming entirely
BRY, ¢ o my brisfl intervies witlh
1 hove s & finsl piTitude. £ 7%
thint he 3o snviour for all the helo thet b

LT fas Tk,

e Erayllii sisir
Oeariey ¥ ehos
Lyesne zlokett
dowliett Gouriey
Trloert Fhililne
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January z, 1936

r. w. A. Ruth,
Universlty of Ill'nais,
College of Agriculture,
Urban&, Illinoise.

Tear Dr. suth:

I thank yed for your letter of the 26th enclosing
‘eonles of your psper, *The Spray Hesldue Situationt,

$r. Gunderson snd I have dlscuseed ths whole
gltuntion several times and both cf ug feel that & conference
with you might regult in s éifferent understanding on our part.

7 gincerely sigh there coulé be some neutral grounsd
on which producersz, congumere, and federal sgencles could get
together. e could all sgree to cheak our personsl nrejudices
nt the door slong wlth our hets snd dilscuss matters ¢f autuszl
interest from the standroint of sublic welfare. ¥hy sghoulad 1t
be necesanry for Tr. (ampbell to conduct semi-secret lnvectige-
tlonsg, appsrently to get ammunition w»ith which to combat industry
if 4t should attempt %o promete gale of & oroduct that in his
opinion ie intmical to the nublic interest” Why couldntt auch

governmentel investigstions be conducted under the guidance of &
cammlttee, membsrshin to be chosen from the U.S. Devsrtment of
Agriculture and Exneriment Station staffy Growers' Asgocisticn
memberehin, and menufacturing Industry. One mlsht even consider
the advisabillity of asking the Tearm Chemurglce Ccuncll to
cooperate.

It seemg to me thst we must concentrate on the
urcbleu of nromoting a better understanding and mutusl resvpect
between Federal Research snd Regulatory Rureaus cn the one hand
and sgricultural and industrisl organisations on the other. There
must be some Moses who can lesd us out of the widerness of mig-

underateanding.
very truly yours,
TR SHIRYINLZILLYIAMS COMTANY
F. . Tare (signe’;
Y. B. WAERE
Erw:w
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