
SENATE No. 309.

VIEWS OF A MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON
PUBLIC HEALTH ON THE SUBJECT OF THE MANU-
FACTURE AND SALE OF ARTICLES CONTAINING
ARSENIC.

The undersigned respectfully dissent from the report of
their associates, and recommend the annexed amendments
of chapter 263 of the Acts of 1882. While to the portions
contained in the bill reported, the undersigned cordially
assent, as recognizing the danger against which they desire
to protect the community
amendments.

and consider included in thes'

The petitioners, 2,352 in
physicians, including a large
hers of the profession in Ms

number, of whom 1,207 are
majority of the leading mem-
ssachusetts, ask for the same

protection against the use of dangerous substances in papers,
fabrics, etc., as that now afforded by legislation against the
adulteration of drugs, food, milk, vinegar, etc., a protection
similar to that afforded in Sweden, Germany, Austria, Rus-
sia, Bavaria, Denmark, Holland and other countries by legal
enactments.

No remonstrance, except the number of dealers in wall
papers, mostly from New York, and an expert (also from
New York) employed by them, and his former associate orlate c
subordinate, and one gentleman interested in apartment
houses where the papers were complained of, has appeared

(Eommomucciltl) of ittaesadjusdts.
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before the committee in person or by written communication.
Not a single other citizen, manufacturer, expert or physician
has appeared before this committee in any form to object to
the passage of such a bill, and not a single individual ap-
peared to object to the limitation of the use of arsenic in
fabrics. The largest manufacturer of textile fabrics in Mas-
sachusetts or New England, speaking for other large manu-
facturers also, did not only not object to such a bill to
control the 2,500,000,000 of yards for the manufacturers of
which he spoke, but stated, “ We would be glad to have a
reasonable and fair law which should prohibit the use of
arsenic by anyjmills inside the State.” He also stated, “The
textile manufacturers of Massachusetts will not oppose a
proper law, but will work under it.”

The only questions before the committee were (1) whether
arsenic in fabrics or wall paper is shown to .be a source of
danger to health; (2) whether it could be prevented or
mitigated by legislation ; (3) and whether the inconvenience
or expense to the dealer’s who profit by permitting its use
was a reasonable ground for refusing relief. As before stated,
not a single physician, except one from New York, before
referred to as the associate or subordinate of the expert
employed, appeared to deny it.

1. A number of leading physicians testified to their
experience of cases of arsenical poisoning from paper and
fabrics. Individuals narrated the sufferings of themselves,
or of members of their families. Evidence of foreign physi-
cians, and the action of foreign governments supported and
confirmed this position.

The facts showing that illness results from exposure to
arsenic in papers and fabrics, and other articles of domestic
use, are too striking, too well attested, and too serious to be
dismissed with ridicule. The following cases, taken from
documents cited at the hearings tell their own story : (a) (Lon-
don Sanitary Record, 1879.) A father, mother and four chil-
dren inhabited a room recently papered with an arsenical
paper. Very soon all complain of great soreness ofthe eyes
and nose, headache, thirst, sore throat and pains in the abdo-
men. The sore throat increases and leads to ulceration,
and at the end of four months the four children are dead.
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( b ) (Ibid.) An infant sucks a piece of green paper, such
as is to be bought in the kindergarten shops of this city,
and is even to be found on our walls, and dies in
twenty-four hours of arsenical poisoning, (c.) A phy-
sician reported at one of the recent hearings the case of an
outbreak of sickness among the children at an infant asylum
near Boston which he traced to arsenical dresses just put
on by the nurses. Two of these children died, and the
nurses were affected in various ways. ( d .) Another infant
under the same physician’s care had a typical form of arsen-
ical paralysis from which it barely,recovered, (e.) The case
of a man was reported who was recently at the Massachu-
setts General Hospital for typical arsenical paralysis which
deprived his family for months of his support, {f.) (Quoted
from the Massachusetts State Board of Health, 1883.) A
London surgeon lost two children from inflammation of the
bowels which he traced to arsenical wall paper.

It is a grave responsibility to assume in the face of thi
evidence that the danger is wholly imaginary.

How many more cases shall be allowed to accumulate tc
save loss of profits for dealers?
If the danger exists at all it must be widespread for the

exposure is widespread. It is not everyone that falls a
victim, but it is the weak, the infants, the predisposed; and
the disbelief of those that remain unaffected increases the
danger of the rest.

2. Some dealers declare that their papers are substan-
tially free from arsenic, and there can therefore be no diffi-
culty in excluding it to this extent. Chemists declare that
it is perfectly practicable, nor can paper dealers be allowed
to save a few cents per roll by poisoning the community any
more than grocers or druggists.

The undersigned, therefore, recommend the following
amendments to the bill reported by the committee, on the
same line with the existing law as to the adulteration of
drugs and food, adding to the articles prohibited by the
reported bill others which the evidence shows often contain
arsenic. (Pub. Stat., 1882, chap. 263, sect. 1.)

No person shall, within this Commonwealth, manufacture
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for sale, offer for sale or sell
of household or domestic u
the meaning of this act.

any drug or article of food, or
le, which is adulterated within

In article 3, end of (b.)
(8). In the case of articles
if the same contain arsenic

after ‘ ‘ consuming it ” insert
for household or domestic use
or any other poisonous ingre-

dient which may render it injurious to the health of a person
using it.

WILLIAM D. HODGES.
CHARLES A. FRAZER.
CHARLES H. IIAREIMAN.


