January 18,7193h

Mr, Philip Drinker

Harvard School of Public Health
£5 Van Dyke Street

Boston, Mess.

Dear #Hr. Drinker:

I can qulte understand the point of view
expressed by the editors of the Journal of Industrial
Hygiens, that the paper which I have sent you has an
epnarently greater significance in relation to the
public health than to industrial hyglene. However, the
paper deals directly with o ccupatlonal lead eXxposure,
and only indirectly with the exposure of
public, The latter in a certaln mumerical and social
sense 1s the more important, but 1t has been my ex=-
perience that the problem of the filling station attene
dant end the garage mechanic with relation to leaded
gascline has recsived most attention from medical men.
Thus while cur studies must recognize the larger problem
of the whole community, they have produced information
in line with our program of studying the lead e xposure
of wvarious occupations, They seem to me to be a logleal

continmuation of our previously published observations
"and I wish very much to have them appéear in the same

form as our previous articles, If they were to appear

in another journal I would feel it probably advisable

to emplify the discussion of methods as well as certaln
details of the results. However, every detall of method
(sxcspt that of stippled erythrocyte counts, which ia
relatively unxmportant) has been so presented in the earlier
series thab ahything sald further on the subject would be
only repetition.

T underatand the doubt of your editors as to
the analytlical methods, which I take to bs the crux of the
whole matter. Their scepticlsm is logleal, since oupr
results are not in accord with those which they have come
to regard as correct. The answer to this point, however,
cannot be found in our further discussion of our methods
or resulta, but rather in new data which are derived from
a criticel examination of our methods. We have such data,
and in our next paper (ln which we shall describe carefully
controlled experimenta on lead intake and output with relation
to certain occupations), we shall set down side by side the
chemical and the specirogrephic findings on the same samples,
It may inberest you to know, that our spectrographic date
prove that there is a uniform loss of lead in our chemical
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method,; and thet the results which we have published
err on the low aside.

With regard to the reducea amounts of lead
reported after six months of exposure to Ethyl Gasoline
let me point out that the two statistiecal univers ine
volved are smsll, and that the results obtained before
and efter exposurs wers of the sane magnitude statisticallye.
It would be presumptious, in my opinion, to attempt to
explain a difference which may be dus entirely to the
operation of chance. We have seen significent differences
in the lead outpub of ndmviduals from seascn to season,
with variations in thely diet {faecal output) and with
variations in urinary volume), (There is a change in total
urinary lead sxcretion as well as in the urinary lead cone-
centration,wiuh u';sa changaa in the watier ocutput of the
skin)e. The two seta of observatlons referred %o were at
appnsite seasont ‘naints, That may be the snswer, but I
ghould Hadiﬂa\e:te take up the space of the jourmsl and
the time of the reader in e serlous dissussion of such a

metter in relation to the data in guestion..

However I am allowing my interest in the
criticisms of scientific colleagues to lead me into the
impropriety of presenting arguments which are not necessarily
of consequence. to the editors of %The Journal. uffice it
to say, thererore, thet I de not wish to pumlish the article
in a special bulletin, and I will not do so except as a last
resort. Hop would I choose the American Journal of Public

Health as a medium for the publieaﬁicn of thils work. I
shnula noet be intereste& in submltting the artiecle without
the tables. I fully rea;ize that the cogt of thelr publicaw
tion will be considerable. It 1s not a matter of great
concern to me whether the article. appaars in March or Julye.
This brings me to say that I wish you to publish it, and
that I will be glad to pay any smount which I can afford,
even to the full cost, iﬂ order te have it go alang with .
the other papers. if far ahy neaecn you prefer to publish
it in Marech at my expense, please let me know the cost and
I will dscide promptly whether I can go that far. Horeover,
I shall be glan te make such alteraﬁiona in the manuscript
as will satisfy your ¢ditorial poliey without compromising
my own points of view.

Sineerely yours,

RAK IS Robert Ae Kenoo, M,De.
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