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November 28, 1952
Air Mail

Robert A. Kehoe, M.D.
Kettering Laboratory-
College of Medicine
Eden Avenue
Cincinnati 19, Ohio

Dear Bob:

IT memory and my very sketchy notes serve,
you said at the Wednesday morning meeting at
Pittsburgh that, whereas Dr. Sander had ventured
the opinion that silicosis will virtually dis-
appear in the next 25 years, you felt that you
could say that this would not be the case with
lead poisoning, and that you believed that
plumbism is as common in industry today as it
was in much earlier times.

I stupidly failed to look for a mimeo-
graphed copy of your paper at the close of the
meeting and find myself wishing that 1 had
verification of your statement (with which I
have no wish to quarrel,), as it could be very
useful to me in connection with matters which
will be coming up here in the next week or so.

IT you feel disposed to write me a few
lines confirming the above (or correcting it
if 1 have gone astray), 1 shall be very grate-
ful. In the light of all that the hygienists
have done or tried to do in the last few decades,
your pronouncement iIs not too cheery.

Sincerely,

MB: JG
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January 8, 1954

Robert A. Kehoe, M.P.
Kettering Laboratory
University of Cincinnati
Eden Avenue

Cincinnati 19, Ohio

Pear Bob:

Thank you for your two letters received, today. I
am very glad to know that we need take little stock in
the statement attributed to Commander Schoeni.

Having in mind that the best of us (as well as the
worst of us, including your humble servant) may be in-
fluenced pro or con by the source of a proposal, 1 re-
frained from mentioning in my letter of December 14th
that the suggested changes in lead MACs quoted therein
were those of our good friend Phil Drinker. 1 have
since learned from him that he has forwarded them to
Herbert Stokinger for consideration by the ACGIH Commit-
tee on Threshold Limits, so the question is seemingly
in for sn airing.

My own reaction to Phil®"s proposal has been not
unlike yours and | have suggested, as a compromise,
that some way be found to have it considered by a
small group selected from the membership of the ASA Z57
Committee and then referred by them to the ACGIH, thus
keeping both groups as happy as possible. 1 shall dis-
cuss this with Cyril Ainsworth at lunch on Monday and
shall be glad to keep you in touch with developments if
you so wish. 1

I think the enclosed copy of a letter written to’
Phil on December 24th will indicate to you that our
thinking has not been too far apart. 1 would hate to
see a half-baked job done on this.

MANFRED BOWOITCH
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