. ™r. Xehoe

January 9, 1936

br. E. k. Ware ,
The sShersin-uilliame Commany
Clevelpué, Obhioc

Dear Tr. &Hayey

1 grestly soprsciaste your letter of January ©
end I undergtand your attitude. I do not Enoy ohet ¢sn be
done mlon: the lines that you suggest--1l.e., %o convince the
Feold end Trug sdzinlsirstlon that they ghonld coanduet the
Investligatlion of leed toxiclity under the guldancs of o com-
®itles, chosen 1o repreesnt the experiment sistione, federsd
borticulturists, manufaeturers, «nd frylt grovera, ss wall
ns the Ycod znd Trug sdmintestraticn iteelf. T agres #1th you
thet orejudicez would De checked nt the door. I am certein
thet the Irolt groring induetry would Have thet attitude 17
1t were s1lowed resresentation.

¥y interview »ith Tr. Tagmebell snd y¥r., Ph1llints
oxinion of him have made me sure, hovever, thst any inverti-
gntion thot they conduet =111 heve pe 1%te sole purpose the
sgeertsinvent of faete., 2n the other kend, T can sselly cee
thet, 17 1t ie eonfuated without the renrgsentation of intereste
other thean enforcement officliels, 1t <111l be enen to the eriticism
that you have in oind-<that 1te zuo. eged purpose =ill be e get
smmunition®.

flmso, 1t 1s certalinly true thel! this investig-ticn
can De clanned lon such & way thet 1t =11l be fundanentslly
{(eclentifically) gsatigfactory or unsatisfactory to all interests
and that the only way to insure sntisfactory olasnning 1e to heve
all intsrests represented. ¥For exszple, the lesd srsenste con
#ashed aprlez 1s probably mueh lese Toxic than neld les? nrsenecte,
becauze of the weulhering that hss taken place on the fruit, =hieh
tends Lo transfovm 1t to besic lead srszenaste, snd becmuve the
warhing process srobably resoves the osarticles that sre most
ensily dlseolved. Therefore, washed zpples should dbe used ss one
seurge of lead srsenste. A& toxiccloglet or biochemlzt not ex-
verignced in hortieulture would overlock this roint. He might
even laagine That he would be more golentiflc 1f be were to use
sure scid les? nrzenes’e beeonse 1t Lz undectmoored and nneon-
tsmin-ted. He might think, =lso, that he cculd gel the -urest
lead argenate from s ochesleal suprly house., There are urobebly
& pumber 0f imeortant noints of that sort., M¥ost imcortsnt ef al1l,
nerhans, 1e the colnt thet fleld investlgaticong chould conetituts
an lmortant cart of the investigstion, by which I wmean gn
exeminztlion of oconsumers for evidences of lead polsoning., I
think, ss you 4o, that reprecentatives of the varioue intersets
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would cerilelivzte ip s nerfeetly falr way) nreesumskbly, slec,
the bLest gomuanlier, hoartieulturisty, frult groveres, eto.,
eould hely the #Food and Trug fdministration sctively sfter the
faots were vetabllshed,

. T neve snttemnted to glete the pltustieon re vou
sge 1t in oy ¢cen vords. Ag fnr se I know, my stztement i
somzlete, and the argument iz sbesolutely sound.

The arguzents for contfucting & separate inveetio
patlion #t the ¥ettering lLeboratory osn be slsted very briefly
ry Saving o<t 1t would he exserily In-¥ *ina of on Inussiip-¥iogr

GTEHcT. Por Thne R0~ awmaYion GF bhe Pace and Tegr 2aginteageetion
L =itnnlas one fonaaebine ITns wore, et~ japorafawy 1g
ATnEnlsnsly T st ror daedns Las ennl L Taet masT ov Lne sve
pEnge snd g ¥rort «onld therefore be obvizted Degausgs v woulsd
Lo wer from the ground uxn, thet the raeulte of ths
w oagmenkenie T2 Lne Poos sms Yrpe fMmindgnec.
» othey fnterests, snd las?, Yul not ieeey,
ve o opr¥ the Feood and Trep idminlstratien
»higk they ure not «lrel?y in symneoiny,
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THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS CO.
| Cleveland, Ohlo

January z, 1936

r. w. A. Ruth,
Universlty of Illinois,
Coliege of Agriculture,
Urbsane, Illinoie.

Tear Dr. Ruth:

I thank yod for your letter of the 26th enclozing

‘conles of your paper, *The Sprey Hesldue Situationd®,

$¥r. Gunderson snd I have dlscuseed ths whole
geltuntlon seversl times and both cf ue feel that & conference
7ith you might regult 1ipn s different understanding on our part.

T ginceprely wigh there coulé be some neutral ground
on which producersz, congumere, nnd federal sgencles could get
together. e could all sgree to cheak our personsl ovrejudices
st The door slong wlth our hete snd dlscuss matlters ¢f mutuzl
interest from the gtandooint ¢f sublic welfare. ¥hy ehould 1t
be neceganry for T'r. (amobell to conduct semi-secret investige-
tlons, aonparently to gelt ammunition with which to combat industry
if 1t should attempt %o nromete gale of & oroduct that 4n his
oninien e intaicel to the nublic intereet”® Why couldntt auch
zovernmentel investigstions be conducted under the guidance of 8
committee, membershin to be ghosen from the U.S. TNensrtment of
Agriculture and Experiment Stetion staflfly Growers' Associsticn
memberehin, and meanufacturing Industry. COne wmlsht even consider
the pdvisablllity of aszking the arm Chemurgle Ccuncll to
cooperste.

It seeme to me thst we must concentrate on the
problem of nrometing a better undesrstanding and mutusl resvect
betweern Federal Research snd Regulotory Rureaus ocn the one hand
and agricultural and industrisl organisstiong on the cther. There
must be some Hoses who can lead us out of the widerness of mig-
underatanding.

very truly yours,

THI SHTRVINLTILLIAMS CUOMPANY

¥. E. Yare (signed;

— Y. Te WARE
Lw:w
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