Mapch 16, 1gi2,

Mr. R. L. Forney, Director,
Industrial Pivision,
National Safety CQuncil

20 North Wacker Dyive,
Chicago, Illinois.

Dear M ﬁ.Foynay:

Thanks very much for cending me the latest revision of "Health
Practices ?wmﬁhle ?3, iLead!®

I can not claim to have taken the time to go over this pamphlet,
ine by line, Tor my work wilill not permit any such expendlfure
of time at present. However, I have read it through and I can -
82y honestly that I think it is 3 very good pamphlet aud that

it should ascouplish a grest deal of good. I have extracted
spvsral Dages on vhizh there sre either slight typographical
errarg or cther small matters wnich, in nmy opinien, could be
corrected to advaniage. Only two points have been criticized
SSVG?BLY, =nd cne of these is & mere matter of expressioca. I
refer here to the varegraph 17, page 8, whlcn extends ovsr into
page 9. I have reowritten part of this, since I think it 1z mis-
leaﬁing, T have alse eliminated your reference to obisining
samples under the supervision of & vhysician in this seme para-
”awu Thisg, I thi&k, is necesspary for the mere supsrvision of
a physicien,¥ho is usually not a chemist, is not a sui'ficlent
suxaguar& mga¢nat the contaminatlon of smmples. It apparently
is nov appreciahad that urine semples obtainsd in any other
tﬁ&n,the most meticulously careful manner will be inevitably
contaminated, and instead of giving useful results, will be
grcaq Al misleading. The averagés doctor knows as little about
tne prevention of such contaminstion as does the average plant
menager., - .

A second, snd more serious critliclsm, will be found ca page 11,
vhere, certain categorlic statements are made concerning the non»
toxice effect of lead when deposited in the bones and the likeli-
hood of dengeyr from reversal of the flow of lead from the bones
into the blood stresam. The clinical and sxperimental evidence
of recent years, obtained rhot only inm this but in other labora-
tpries casts such doubt i these statements as to render them
sdmawhat untrustworthy. Dr. Aub wonld take exception tn this
utatement. Otheprs would support him and quite a number of
others would support me. Without laboring the point, I think
this should demonstrate that tho subject 1s at least controver-
aﬁ.al end I thinkyou are not wise to include such controversial
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‘statements in a raper vhich deoes not presuwmse to present destailed
medical and physiological infcrmation. This, of course, ls en-
tirely up to you, ut I belleve 1f you have occasion to révise
this book five years Irom no¥; you will have to delete this por-
tlon of this paragrapi &g being untrue end misleading. My own
opi iﬁhvbaseﬁ on extensive experience and comprehsnsive experl-
mentation,ls that lead in the skeleton exertis a very imporiant
inflyence cm the totel lead metabolism of the vody, amd, in fact,
urinary lsad sxcrcuiaa 1s in large measure an stpreﬁsian of the
total lead zenient of the body including thet in the skeleton.

I have no ressen oz bias, since I have not expressed any hypo-
thesle on the subject of ﬁﬂﬁ form in which lesd exists in the
skeleton, but T have yet to sse experimental evidence wale
demonﬂorates tinat load can be maﬁLTized from the skelatan at
any greahly‘*ncreaaed rate by any of the maiﬁs&s Wh;dh have been

i

suggested Sfor thaet purposs.

Very truly yours,

acoert A.Kehoe, M. D,
RAXK ef

Pe 3. I am returning herewith the pages with indicated covrec-
tions and rebaining the balsance. I am alaso sending several ar-
ticles on methods of lead analys;s which will e uzefnul not only
because these metheds are satisfactory in themselves, but because
they give refevence to other methods that ¥ield raaults of cont-
rarable aceuracy. This will smable you to set up your lisk of

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

Ene.
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