
January 20, 1958

Mr. Manf red  B o w d i t c h  
Di rec to r  of h e a l t h  and Safety  
Lead Indust r ies  Assoc ia t i on  
6o East  [¡.2nd St ree t  
Mew Yo r k  17, N. Y.

De a r  Manfred:

I regre t  that any  act o r  fa i lu re  to act on  m y  par t  s hou ld  
cause you any, even s l i g h t  d iscomfort ,  but,  despite m y  deep  
regret, I f e e l  that I mus t  ask  and adv ise you to be pat ient .
1 ‘va been no t  only  busy, but pushed  abou t  by  bus ine ss  of one  
sort or another,  w i thou t  let-up, s ince m y  re tu rn  f r o m  a br ie f  
hol iday and rest du r ing  par t  o f  the Chr is tmas  and M e w  Y e a r ’s  
season. I could indeed  have asked  my  secre ta ry  to se nd you a  
copy of the repor t  w h i c h  you requested,  but  I chose  t o  comment  
on cer ta in  aspects of your  p rovocat ive  letter,  and  on the  
repor t  i tsel f ,  in  add i t i ona l  rep ly  to you, and so t he delay.  /
I remind you  also, that  I have f o u r  o ther  le t ters  f rom you on  
my desk. I t  wi l l  g ive m e  p leasure  to  answer  all of them, but  
they must  wa i t  a l i t t le .  The report ,  to  wh i c h  you r efer,  was  
not in tended  for  genera l  d is t r ibut ion,  a l t h o u g h  it wi l l  go  
faifcher than was in tended  because o f  ce r ta in  c i r cu mstances  w h i c h  
I d id not  ant ic ipa te .  Be lknap h ad  a copy of it, as a m ember  of  
a USPHS, ad hoc Commit tee to  w h i c h  it was d i s t r i bu t ed  for  
in format ion.  The work  in th is  report ,  proper ,  was d one in  
response to a Company  w h i c h  asked us to do s o m e  work  in  a hurry .  
On comple t ing this, I unde r took  to  i n fo rm  them b r i e f l y  and  
per t i nen t l y  on the s o m e w h a t  w i d e r  scope of the m a t t e r  o f  lead  
poisoning among ch i ldren.  There  is no th ing espec ia l l y  n ew  i n  
the repor t  and noth ing,  I am sure, w i t h  w h i c h  you w i l l  d isagree.

Y o u  have seemed to f ea r  that I was  p ro jec t i ng  m y s e l f  in to  this
m a t t e r  w i thou t  hav ing  adequate  i n fo rma t i on ,o r  w i t h o u t  regard  to  
the cont r ibut ions of others, you rse l f  inc luded,  or,  perhaps,  
wi thou t  h a v i n g  adequate reason  at this time far doi ng so. I  
th ink  I m a y  protest ,  m i l d l y  (perhaps no  such p ro tes t  is n e e d e d  
at all), that th is  is n o t  in character  fo r  e i the r  o f us in  our  
re la t ionsh ips  w i t h  each  other.  I ra re ly  give adv ice w i thou t
reason  or  request,  a nd  in this instance,  what  I hav e said h ad  to
be sai'd. Least  of all, do I d is regard the  s ign i f ic ance of what  
you have done in  th is  f ie ld to  b r i n g  it to the a t te n t ion  of  those  
who are i n  the best pos i t i on  to do someth ing  about  i t .  I have  
respec ted  y o u r  pers i s tence  and have app lauded your  ef for ts .

As to the remedy  for this genera l  problern, I agree that the
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mat ters  posed in  y o u r  s tatement,  u n d e r  i t e m  8, are not  
read i l y  solub le.  There are, however,  at least  two w ays  
ava i lab le  for  ame l io ra t ing  it. There are o ther  ways  i n  
addit ion,  but  I am ta lk ing abou t  those tha t  can  be in i t ia ted  
wi thou t  delay.  •

F i rs t ,  we can, and must ,  deve lop the ana ly t i ca l  fac i l i t ies  
that  wi l l  enable doctors  on  an  essen t ia l l y  count ry - w ide  basis,  
to do a reasonab ly  sa t i s fac to ry  job o f  case f ind ing .  It is  
noth ing  shor t  of neg l igence that this has not  been done .  A  
m e c h a n i s m  is being deve loped  toward this end.

¡Second, we must  a le r t  the H e a l t h  Depar tments  of our c i t ies  
to this p rob lem of p o o r  homes and poo r  housing,  and  make  it  
incumbent  u p o n  them to do  what  they can, by  educa t i ona l  
methods,  inspec t ions  and pol ice  act ion.

I count on the pa in t  indus t ry  to do  its par t  in the p resen t  and  
fu ture aspects  of this mat te r .  Th is  it can  do  m u c h  b e t t e r  thai  
it has done, and I be l ieve  that i t  wi l l  take more an d bet ter  
steps in this d i rec t i on  before it is k icked into do ing so. The  
prob lem as you have impl ied in  the e x p r e s s i o n  of yc ur  hopeless  
at t i tude toward educat ing parents;  is one of c leaning  up the  
env i ronment  so that the ch i ld ren of stupi-t and i r respon s ib le  
parents  w i l l  not  be v ic t im ized,  but, on the o ther  h and, I am  
sure that the e d uca t i on  of parents in  th is  m a t te r  c a n  be  
accompl ished to a g rea te r  ex ten t  than it has been b y  the m u l t i ­
p l i ca t ion  of in fo rmed phys ic ians.  I t  is for  th is re ason  that  I  
have regarded  this somewhat  dep ress ing  example of h uman  f o o l i s h ­
ness - itliat is this last  inc ident  in r e l a t i on  to t oys - as an  
oppor tun i t y  a f forded to do someth ing  use fu l  toward the rea l  
problem. •

I wou ld  have on ly  one serious ques t i on  concern ing  t he cor rec tness  
of  y o u r  s ta tements  in the 9 i tems. I th ink  It Impro bab le  that  
yo u r  #  5? is correct ,  a l though it has some re la t i ve  t ru th  in  it.
The d e a r t h  of cases in  cer ta in  par ts o f  t he  coun t ry  Is, I f e e l  
sure, l a rge ly  a  m a t t e r  of the lack  of fac i l i t i es  fo r  case f inding.  
It m a y  be that they  are fewer, bttt t h e y  are not ne g l ig ib le .  O n  
this I wou ld  bet m y  reputa t ion.

S incere ly  yours,

Rober t  A. Kehoe, M. D.

RAK:ss

P . S . A  copy of  the repor t  is on its m a y  to you.
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January 22, 1958

MANF RED DOWDI TCH 
DIRECTOR OF HEALTH ANO SAFETY

R. A* Kehoe, M. D.
University Cincinnati College of Medicine  
Cincinnati 19* Ohio

Dear Bob:

Many thanks for your two letters of January 20th and for the  
copy of your Los Angeles address of April 1956# As always, wha t you  
have told me is interesting, informative and helpful. I am particularly  
glad to have your diagnosis of the Tufts Case.

Because I am deprived of the services of my secretary who i s 
ill, and am trying to clean up a mass of detail prior to leaving  for a  
week in Milwaukee and Chicago, this acknowledgment must be less comp rehen­
sive than I would wish. I do want, however, to straighten out one thing.

You quite misinterpreted the motivation of my December 26th  
letter. Though addressed to you, you were but the bridge over  which I  
was trying to reach Chapman and Hagnuson. I have yet to fee l that I had  
occasion to preach to you on any subject of plumbi§5 be it in children,  
industrial workers, the public in general, horses, cattle, hogs, dogs or  
ducks. And I have yet to sense that you were “projecting yours elf* inti»  
any leaden situation without adequate information. On the other hand, I  
have no way of knowing that the two who received copies of my letter have  
any real understanding of the many facets of the childho od plumbism prob­
lem, for I know one of them only slightly and the other not a t all. You,  
however, I regard as an old and trusted friend who would  not mind being  
the syringe whereby I sought to administer this twofold injection, and I  
am only sorry that I did not make my purpose clear.

Frankly, in the light of some of the recent activities of certain  
of their underlings, it would seem to me not unlikely that these two U.S.P.H.S.  
physicians have been misinformed, and on more than one subject. Considering  
(1) that one of the authors is employed by the Service in Cincinnati , (2)  
that he had known of the falsity of what was said about the tank paints for  
over three years, and (3) that the 1957 edition of the report, reiterating  
these statements was issued by the Service in Cincinnati, I find it just  
about impossible to view the situation set forth in my enclosure otherwise  
than as a flagrant case of scientific dishonesty.
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R. A. Kehoe, M*D.

.f.10012 foiy^fd to the opportunity to discuss this and other  
y0U.if ̂ •?Taukee 2nd hope that you can point out to me a

E nast y mess less * " * •  than ^ oh i to­

rn i m
enc.
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THE FRASER-FAIRHAEL «RED LEAD PAINTED TANKS*

A photostatic copy of a report with the title «The Solubility of Red  
Lead and Solution Characteristics of Red Lead Paints in Distilled, Natural and  
Treated Waters,® by D. A. Fraser and L. T. Fairhall, was receive d from Dr. W.
Clark Cooper, Director, Occupational Health Field Headquarters, U. S. Publ ic  
Health Service, Cincinnati, Ohio, with his letter of transmittal  dated August 28,
1953. The following excerpts are quoted from this report?

Page 2. «In the field study the lead content of waters that had been  stored  
in tanks painted with red lead paint was determined,®

Page 6. «In collecting samples from the eighteen water-storage tanks that had  
been painted with red lead, usually it was not possible to obtain from  

company records reliable information as to the type of paint used. . . . .*

Page 11. «Lead painted water-storage tanks. The results of the analysis of
water from seventeen red lead painted water tanks of various sizes and  

functions are given in Table 1.«

Table 1. This table bears the heading «Concentration of lead found in water sam­
ples from seventeen red lead painted water storage tanks in the  

Cincinnati area,®

In view of this fourfold designation of the Cincinnati tanks as having  
been painted with red lead paint, one may perhaps excuse the statement of  
Mr, J. E. Flanagan, Jr., in his letter of September 5, 1957* to Mr. J, D. Keane,  
that Mr. Fraser and Dr. Fairhall «also sampled water from a number of tanks which  
had been painted with lead paints,® as well as that of Mr. H. E. Doyl e, in a mem­
orandum prepared for a committee meeting on December 17, 1957, that «water sam­
ples were taken from 17 industrial water supply tanks in the Cincinnati area  
which had been coated with red lead paint*.«

However, on March 8, 195k, Mr, D. A. Fraser had written to Dr , H. B,  
Elkins a letter in which he said «1 feel that all but two of these tanks must be  
rejected as yielding unreliable samples.* With this letter were two enclosures,  
the first a page of comments on reexamination of the tanks, indicating that the  
water in these two tanks was.used for sprinkler purposes and was therefore dor­
mant, and that, of the other fifteen, reexamination of two was impos sible, two were  
«easily« or «heavily« contaminated, two were not painted with red lead, fiv e were  
painted with a cover coat other than red lead, three were not painted at all,  and  
one sample had probably come from a standpipe that was also unpainted.
Mr, Fraser’s second enclosure was a photostatic reproduction of Table 1, signifi­
cantly marked «omit.*

In view of this frank admission of the almost complete unrelia­
bility of the Cincinnati tank test findings, and the consequent falsity of  
the four above quotations from the original report, what possible excuse  
can there be for their verbatim reappearance, and for that of Table 1 in  
full, in a mimeographed reproduction of the report prepared in Cinc innati  
in 1957, three years later, and distributed to committee members and ot her  
individuals concerned with the questions at issue?
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