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Dr. JeW. Barrett Your mezo Septezber 8 té 1".'". Naso:
Londen AROCLOR TOXICITY |

Howard Nascn has given me your memo of Septenber 8, I
will be happy to disouss this with Dr. Newman during his
visit here. I think, however, there are several points

thot I can anaswer you nov.

You comment upon the difference in toxicity detween Aroclor
125% and 12%2. Thia 1s not particularly surprising because
in the earlier work it vas found that toxicity increased

vith ohlorination. Of course, froz the standpoint of vole
atility 4in the cage of inhalation or absorption fro= the

gut froa the point of view of ingestion are important.
rankly, there was not too great a difference between the
tvo compounds, howvever., 4s you knov, the paxizu= allowvable
concentrate 4s 0.1 ml/cubic meter in the case of 125+, and

a3 high as 10.0 mgn in the case of 1268. I think the former
43 t00 lov and the latter 48 too high. - 1In this country they
don't use the MACs very routinely, but ocertainly in England
I think it would de alright to consider 0.2 ogz/cubic meter
as perfoctly safe. '
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doing more work. What 1s 1t that you wvant to prove? ' I
beliove your work should be directed towvards finding out
vhat the concentraticns are of Aroclor during different
operationg whather it Iis industrial or paintirg. The ro=~
ports you have goen froam Kettormﬁ Ladoretory are the re-
ﬁgclt of approximately 815,000 to 820,000 expenditure by

MCC'a positicn can be summarired in this fashicn., We know
Aroclors are toxic but the actual 1izit has pot been pre-
cizely dofined. It does not make too much difference, it
seoms to oo, because our main vorry ias what will happen 12
on individual developes any type of liver disease and gives
a history of Arooclor exposure. I am sure the furies would
not pay a great deal of attenticn to MiCs., ’;
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We, there¢fore, reviev every new Aroclor use froam this poiht
of viev, If it is an industrial applicaticn wvhere wve can

get alr concontrations and have asoxme reascnadble expectation

thut the air concentrations will stay the game, ve are cuch

wore liberal in the use of Aroclor. If, hovever, it is
distriduted to householders vhere it can be used 1::

alzost

any shape and forz and ve are never able to know how much
of the concentration they are exposed to, vwe are much more
strict, No amount of toxicity tosttffiwill obviate this

last dilezme and thsrefore I do not
ing would de Justified.

Let's see vhat our discussions with Dr. Newvnan and yours
bring out.

R. Frmet Kelly, ¥.D.
REK1k '
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