October 18, 1971

©J. Julian Chisolm, Jr., M,D.
Baltimore City Hospitals
4940 Eastern Avenue . :
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

"pear Doctor Chisolm;

I am pleased that you took time to write to me, following your recent visit to the

Xettering Laboratory, and let me say that I was very happy with your visit, with the
 opportunity to show you some of our facilities, and to talk with you about our mutual

interests. It was not primarily an expression of my kindness, but rather of a very

sincere interest in, and respect for, you and your work. I have been greatly concerned

abgut the community problem of lead poisoning in children, and while I am not much
u'concerned, in this connection, about the fall-out of lead upon the ground, streets and

other surfaces in our cities, I am prepared to recognize the fact of its occurrence, and
1o alter my views of its importance if there should ‘be any hint of its exfects.

I have;been pretty much out of contact with the problem of lead poisoning among children
in Cincinnati- since Dr. Hugo Smith left the Children's Hospital. I gather that things
are yoing on, but I have no part in them. This, I think, is a bit unfortunate.
certaznly it is for me, and I suspect that some of the people involved will have to
repeat some of our experience of the past before they go much further. Perhaps, I shall
learn to accept such things with equanimlty, but my active prof fessional life has not
enuipped me with the lack of concern which is required to dissociate myself from thk:s
»ragmcuproblemu For this reason, if there were no others (and such is not the case), I
shall continue to be interested in your activities and observations. aAmong these, the
behavior oﬁ the porphyrin in the blood strikes me ‘as being of considerable 1mportcnce,
and partly for the reason which you have pointed out, namelywtnat the substances in the
blood, espﬁcxally if they are bound, are not so subject to wide paysiological variation
as are those ‘which occur in the urine. Primdrily, however, the hemoglobin is au
exceedlngly signzfxcant feature of the human orvanism, and any factor which affects it,
- for better‘or worse, is of great 51gnif1cance in human physiplogy. 1 saall not have the
access, to people which you have in your hospital, but I shall certainly be very nuch
vzntereéted in your observations,

We do have ready access to necropsy material, and I have given every possible assistance
and enbouragement to Pfitzer and Gross to make use of this material, - Pfitzer (Sc.D.)
ks & sbund scientist and an excellent teacher, and I am very glad to have Dr. Gross (Ph.D.

in clo%e associdtlon with kim in this and, hopefully, in other work.

I woulg like to have the work in which I have .been engaged (not only on lead) continued
and exfended and such a pair (certainly Pfitzer and some physician) may well be the means
of arranging this so as not to incur any great lapse in the work. As you are aware,
gerhapg, other members of the staff (Petering, Ph.D., Klevay, M.D., Sc.D., Michaelson,

Ph, d.,lstemmer M.D. and other lesser figures) are investigating other aspects of the.
behavipr of trace metals, and I would like to make as sure as I can, that the entire

field of investigation continues in depth and strength, I avoid intruding in any way
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into the matters which are in the province of my good friend, Raymond Suskind, ¥.D.,

who is now the Director of the Department of Environmental bealth and of the Kettering
~aboratory, but I have a free hand in following and developing further my own interests,
so long as:1 do not make assumptions - financial and otherwise —~ which 1mp1nve
automatfcally upon the responszbilztles of the Director. Hothing has ever been said

. ‘the adminxstrative problems of this
-fficulties ‘of the Director. In this multl-

the tfaining of graduate students,
difficult to

app@ar'w“know their ay‘abou‘.“

The results of this work are being gathered systematically, and assembled in a form
suttable for several lines of study. No such study has been made as yet, however, since
‘the da;a‘mﬁst‘be such as to yield some answers to some open questions. As you have
noted, - the data available elsewhere have a.great deal of vaflability‘and some of the
conclusiona reached by ochroeder, for example, are simply insufflciently supported by
the evidence. THey may be correct, but they may also ‘he wxde of the mark, Pat Barry's
conclusions are not so shaky, for he and Mossman have ‘been more cautious and less.
opinionated in advance of the evidénce required to substantiate extensive views., I

-:ave worked with both of them, and I kno% that they are anxious to 1earn, and not trying
to priove ahything. This latter motive nas botched up the conclusions of a numpber of
"would bs" expefts. Somewhat more modssty is' required of the scientist Schroeder,

for some reason which I cannot fathom; seems to haye. a chip on liis shoulder.

But I must not allow myself to become garrulous, and I must get back to a paper I am
writing for a ''festschrift" in honor of Alice Hamilton, which will appear in February
in the Journmal of Cccupational Medicine.

Best regards,

Sincerely yours,

Robert A. Xehoe, M.D.

Professor Emeritus of

Occupational Medicine
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