Mr. R. L. Forney, Dlrector,
Industrial Division,
National Safety cQuncil

20 North Wacker Dyrive,
Chicago, Illipois.

Dear Mr, Forney:

Thanks very much for gending me +the latest rsvision of "Hsalth
Practices Pomphlet #3%, 'Lead!”

I can not claim to have taken the time to go over this pamphlet,
ine by line, for uy work will not permli any such expenditure
of time at present. However, I have read it through and I can -
say honestly that I think it is a3 very good pamphlet and that

it should azcouplish a grest deal of good. I have extracted
several ©Dages on vhich there sre either sli&nt typograpnical
errors or cther small matters which, in my opinien, could hea
eorrecsed to advantage. any two points have been critlcized
S@VG?BLy, znd cne of these i3 g mere matiter of expressica. I
refer here to the parsgraph 17, page 8, whilch extends ovsr Into
page 9. I have rewritten part of thiaj since I think it 1s mis-
1ea“tng I have alse eliminated your reference to obisining
samples vnder the °upevvisfen of & phyach&n in this seme para-
?ap“ Thisg, I thi&k, i3 necesgary for the mere supsrvision of
a‘physi lan,¥ho is usually not a chemist, is not a suificlent
SulBQhﬁfﬁ 1ga¢nat the contamlination of szmplss. It apparently
is not apprecisted that urine semples obitained in any other
thai the most meticulously careful manuer will De inevitably
cmnb&mina ed, and Iinstead of giving useful results, will be
grcas Ly misleading. The averagé doctor knows as little about
tne prevention of such conbtaminstion as does the average plant
manager. ,

& second, and more seriocus criticism, will be found cn page 11,
vhere. certain categorlic statements are mads concerning the non-
xice effect of lead when deposited in the bones and ths likeli-
cod of dengeyr from reversal of the flow of lead from the bones
nto the blood stream. The clinical and expeorimental evidence
f recent years, obtained rot only in this but in other labora-
aries casts such doubt i these statements as to render them
ﬁmawhat untrustworthy. Dr. Aub wonld take exception to this
tatement. Others would support him and quite a number of
thers would support me. Without laboring the point, I think
113 should demonstrate that the subject is at least controver-
lal, and I think you are not wise to include such controversial
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‘statements in a paner vhich does not presuwmse to present detalled
medical and physioclogical infcrmation. This, of course, 1s en-
tirely wp to you, but I believe 1f you have occasion to révise
this book five years from nov,; you will have to delete this por-
tlon of this paragrapn a2 being untrue and misleading. My own
opi iﬁvvbaseé on sxtensive experlence and comprehsnzive experi-
mentation,is that lead in the skeleton exeris a very imporiant
influeace cn the totel iead metabolism of the vody, end, in fact,
uringry lead sxweretion ls in lavgs measure an expression cof the
total lsad zentemt of the body including thai in the skeleton.

I hay /o 1NO ﬂaasan LO” 51&0, sl“aa I have 3gt &xgraﬂﬁed any hgpon

gk

skele;an xuf T have ?e* %@ see e@parﬁmantal mvﬂﬁence %h
demonstrates tzat. load can be mobilized from gkelatsn at
any greahly‘*ncreaaed rate by any of the muy sds‘vh;dh have beon

il

mugaested for thas Turposs.

Very bruly jours,

nooert A.Kehoe, M. D,
RAX ef

Pe 3. I am veturning herewith the papgses with indicated correc-
tions and retalning the balance, I am also ssnding several ar-
ticlen on methnods of lead analys;a which will be usefnl not only
because these metheds are satlsfactory in themselves, but because
they pive refovence to other methods that ¥ield rasults of com-
parable accurscy. This will smable you to set up youpr lisk of

of references and will save me uﬁa Lfaubla of doling it for you.

Enc.
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