June 7, 1971

Robert A. Goyer, M.D.

rrofessor of Pathology

The University of Nourth Carolina
Schooli of Medicine

Chayel Hill, North Carciina 27514

ear Doctor Goyer:

I nave read (and stuaied) vour revicw of the literature on LEAD AND THE KIDNEY,
including the discussion of your own highly productive work, and nave found it

more than inpteresiing. It is, I believe, the most thorcugh and detalied coverage
2f the subjeci in medical  itterature {so far &s I know the latter), and I have
learned irom your parer a great deal about matters that have not been dealt with in
my own work.,

In indicatinz to you that what I have said zbove is not merely a courteous compliment
on my part, let me say that for the nast year and a half I have been engaged in two
types of editorial work and writing = one in reparing a series of papers on various
aspects of the subject, as presented at Amstervam, The Netherlands, =sonme time ago
(some very poorly, others quite satisfactorily, in everything but form) for publicaticm
in the archlves of Envirommental Health; the other, in .reparing sn article on lead and
in editing 4 geries of articles on other trace netals {(orepared by colleapues in the
Kettering Laboratory) for a chapter in an International IEncyclopedia of Pharmacology
and Therapeutics, which is soon to be nublished. In the course of this work, I have
had to familiarize myself {(as well as my training, sx:erience and knowledge would
permit) with a large groun of publications on various asopects of the trace metals,

I cannot say that I am enouch of a biochemist, on the one hand, and a skilled elcctiron
microscopist, on the ‘other, to follow all of the reactions that are known, suspected,
or postulated, to occur in the tissues and cells of the comrlex orzanism, so that my
hasis for sound jfudgmeut 18 not 48 satisfactory @3 I czuld wish, but [ 1z not talking
lonsely wnen 1 sneak hirhly of your work, [ do not 1ccevt as settled, 211 of the
discussions which have augegested or indicateu the probable nature of the involvement
of the xidney in leaa poisoning, but as a2 student of rathology and of iathogenesis,

I taink T know somethiny abhout patholoric evidence and 1 follow you with respect and
aamiration., Wwe have suffered dreadfuiliy, in this complex field from the mouthings of
many peonle who know nothinz of cvidence hut express their feelings freely, about all
sorts .of things ahout which they have no {or little) knowledge.

what 1 like most in your approach to the more controversial matters, i1s your-concept
of the continuing work which can be expected to reveal zone of the answers to matters
which are obscure, This is one nf the things which seems not to be even vaguely
understood by some of the administrators of our affairs in the country. 3By which 1
do not mean that we should postpone, Indetinitely, decisions which may affect the
health and welfare of our people, but there should be some sense of the urgency or
the lack of it in taking decisive action., This, I think, is the real issue in much
of the field of the environment, about which, I agree, that we must take certain
actions, The judgments have to be made by people who Have some chance of knowing the
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consequences of their action, or of inaction, until some clarificatioan of the issue
has been achieved., Otherwise, the ocutcome of our efforts must become a political
football, 1 cannot see our scclety finding its way in these difficult wmatters by

anything other tihan hard work and scund judgment based on facts, rather than popular
notions,

You may not see what I bring this letter into this arena, but I am convinced that
yours is a relevant attitude in dealing with current issues,

You saicd nothing about my returning your peper with my comments, but unless youvwish
e to do otherwise, I shall keep itT,

Corcdially yours,

Pobert A, Kehoe, M.D.
Professor Treritus of
ecupaticnal Meaoicine
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