April 19, 1949,

HON., CEARLES F. BRANNAN
Secretary, Departnent of Agriculture
Yashington 25, D.C.

Dear Kr. Secretarys-~

Msy I call your attention o Isport ¥o. D1734, titled’ "A Standard of

Quality for House Paint" - United States Department of Agricalture,

Torest Service, Yorest Producsu Laboratory, Madison, ¥isconsin - Janu-

ary 1549, The first sentensce of this report, prepared for popular con-

suzmption, 183 "Tou can nov tuy douse paint and barn painte ladeled

by the maker with doth his trade neme and o eluoiﬂutw
od.

by the U. 8. Department of Agricalture.' (Underlining

The report also propeses to emphasise and pudlicige these recommendations

bty peint labels which "must® state smong other things "olassified accord-
ing %o the recommendations of da United Mates Departams of igricul ture,

Technical Bulletin ¥o. S04.? Thie ulletin is titled ification of

House snd Barn Paints as Beccmmended Dy the United States Uepartmeat of

:cr!w.lh{o.' - United States Department of Agriculture, Yeshington, D.0. -
ANVATY » 9“20

These publications vere prepared and issusd without prior notioce to this
iadustry. I understand Government Departments and Agencies do not usually
nake such far-reaching recommsndations without consultation with the
industries affected. Xad we 02 the Federation of Paint and Vamish Pro-
duotion Cluds (composed of peint chemists sad technicians) deen given the
opportunity, I am sure that facts would have deen presented % prove hat
such classification recesmendation, sade iz Teclmisal Julletin Bo. SO by
the same mthor; was 208 only undesiredle Wt technically insccurste.

Is 1s stated in the last paregreph of Report Fo. D173 that Tecmiocal
Bulletin No. SO8 was prepared Zor paint chamiste. Nowever, 1t represests
the views of ome iadividual, the muthor, and 1% has not been and is not
acceptable te paint chemists generally or t0 this indnetry.

¥hile wo are opposed $o any attempt at classification or grading of paint
for reasons stated in the attached semorandum, the system presented ina
Teotnical Bulletin ¥o. S04 and descrided i Mepors No. D738 is not only
complex dut confusing snd positively sislesding to consumers. Therefore,
the spparently unqualified endorsemant by the Department of Agriculture
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HON. CEARLES . BRANNAY - -2=

. of the views of one individual employse is particularly unfortunste. I
need only state that paints which would be ladeled Orade 3 in accordance
with requirements of the system recoamended by the Departmeat of Agriculture
may be superior in quality to those which can under the same systeam Ve
labeled Grade 1. This, I understand, is adnitted by the mthor. RMuirther-
more, I am sure there is no need to expand upon the dmmage that could result
to long established and reputadle manufacturers of high quality paints fro=
the competition of paints which could de ladeled Grade 1 as recommended dy
the Department and yet not de as £00d quality as other paints which would
have t0 De labeled Grade 3 under the systea.

Yo alrsady have sone evidence of the calculated sffect of these two pudli-
cations of the Departaent in the following recent advertisememt directed
by cne manufacturer to dealers: "It's easy to sell paint classified by the
U. 8. Departnent of Agriculture. You have easier, more profitadle selling
vhen you stock, feature and display x = 2.* [is ladel al®o prominently
features "rade 1 — classifisd acoording 0 recommendations of the U, S,
Departnens of Agriculture.® ¥e believe the paint 1s of good qality Wt no
better than other paiats vhich do not carry the implisd edorsement of your
Departunsnt. -

Therefore, we respeotfully n@ut‘nd urge -that doth these pnbnutténo be
withdrswn from sirculation snd further spoasorship of your Departanent.

1 greatly appreciate your courtesy ia permitting me to present this zatter
to you and hope that you will call oa me for further information if needed
in connection with this request.

Vith varm personal regardse

un7oroly yours,
JOSEFE ¥, BATTLEY
President

JTBtKiar
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