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Dear Ur. Ingelfincer:

Thank you for your letter of April 3, 1074, in which
a draft of an culrorial to be publis hed in the Ty ;
‘1--
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As discusscd with your administrative sszistant, s, [firy ows

2
in & L_lcp..,q.e coniersatisn o Aprid 9, howsehold pocducts syivel o
il resistont pacieging stindaras oo net incluic as ook w i peny

uS ‘u.:a;.nrs anc salisnes." Insteazd, chile resistant pacieoine 1w

requirca for aspivin, certain furniture polish, iootiyl salicri.tc
contiulled fim--. sodium anda/or po:.gssiw hydroxidn, turpentiic, (37
kindlin< and/or 1'11*:1:111:11:1:1: preparaticons, netuyl 31\:0‘;01, O BUA dT
aciu. STdeerL- ior etnchr..a lyco will becone cfvective oo i, J;-l,
and for cral py-scription «rues for humgn use on Anril 16, 10710 A
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copy c¢f the rc.gu.mtz.ons pooiclgatis g these standards is eacloscu,

Additicnally, regerding the issuc as to whcther the standaras
for prescrintion drugs will Le awpiicable o saples of sucu diys wihon
they ave diztribuied to phys 1':.1~ms the Coumissicn hus not vet foamally
made its Jdecisicn., I will, ! o*-.‘ever, bz happy to suomit your vicws
concerning this issue to the Commissioners.

Please contacst me if you have further questions regardiigg this
matter.

Fnclosure
Sincerely,

D. Stophen lemberg
Attornoy
Office of the Gencral Cownscl
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Mr. Steven Lemberg

ffice of General Counsel
Consumer Product Safety Commission
washington, D.C. 20207

Crar Mr. Lemberg:

Thank you ever so muci for the time you gave me on the
phone the other day. The information you provided was invaluable
if a bit startling.

I am enclosing & rough draft of an editorial I hope to publish
in the New England Journal of Medicine in the issue of May 2.
If you detect any errors, or have any other suggestions, I
would of course appreciate your telephoning me (please telephone
collect) and give me the benefit of your advice. If I am not
in the office, please speak to my administrative assistant, Mrs.

() Mary Howe.

I am of course prepared to write a formal letter to the
Consumer Safety Products Commission, if you believe this is
indicated. On the other hand, if possible,'berhaps you would
submit to the Commission this editorial. I believe it expresses
ry feelings on the matter very definitely.

Things become much more real when they affect one's own
family. For years, coff and on, the Journal has published some
cditorials on Poison Prevention Week, but I have never been too
seriously concerned. HNow all is different.

Thanks again for your help.
Sincerely yours,

Gome [ 4,00

Franz J. gelfinger, M.D.
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. - _ ' TOXIC MAIL

Once in a.while, in spitelof,regulations and social
~-tions, noxious or cffensive material reaches an un-
respecting victim through the mails. There is, moreover,
clc that cén be done to control the hate letter that

;ues the prominent, the politician, and even the editor.
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sranted that such purposeful acts of aggression via the mails
isiecule to contain, why should not regulations at leas:
= nazih as to protect the addressee from harm that may be acci-

canzal rather than intentional, but that may be nonetheless

ccently the mailmain left at the private residence
SR -1 Eoupital—based physicians a nice little package.
e ciwuie's 3 year old son found the parcel, opened it,
sinsovered two 25 ml. bottles containin% some pretty
v

faljo colored liguid. The contents happéned to be WIN syrup
i containing chlophedianol hydrcchloride and promoted
=& 4L anes-russive. The child, not yet aware of the importance
f=xiing the label (which recommended % teaspoon as the single
<éren} unscrewed the ordinary cap and drank an

feammil aZOunt. Finding that the material had a pleasant
Teavir, and not Knowing that the Modern Drug Encyclopedia

(1)
recomnended for children under 2 years of age”, he

Gt
fed an unknown amount to his 1% year old siblings.
¥ the prompt arrival of the physician-mother, followed

“t S ogencrous administration of syrup of ipecac to all three

prevented what might have been another accidental

=-=BGisld poisoning.




{fi Protection of physicians' familiei from a similar
o I’C;Tui(e

seguence of events is urgently & Gf variocus possible
moasures, a screening of the mail is obviously impractical.

And it may be too much to demand that pharmaceutical firms,

in distributing their samples, discriminate between doctors'
home and office addresses. But doctors are certainly justified

sn insisting on stringent requlations that will prevent the mailing

(.

{ cny drug samples except in so-called child-resistant containers.
only by imposing such a rule can tragedies be prevented when

drug samples are inadvertpntly mailed to a physician's home

ratiier than his place of work.

The poisoning of children by drugs or household products

L widciy publicized these days. & certain period of every year

3 e

is dosignated with much fanfare as "Poison Preventicn Weekx". Medical

(2
jourrnals publish articles on the need for child-resistant containers.
-~

. in this social climate, it is somehow unbdlievable that a pharma-
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ceutical firm would not on its own initative adopt the routine

Lie of ciild-resistant containers for mailed drug samples.
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4t though unbelievable, happen it did. Thus, in spite of
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<:isadvantages that greater bureaucratic control incurs,
guvernment must once égain step in to impose safety rules when
consicerate and spontaneous action might have solved the problem
iong ago. 1Indeed, as of April this year, the Consumer Safety
roducts Commission is charged with implementing a regulation
iritiated by the FDA to the effect that prescription drugs--with

ra fCnc exceptions--must be dispensed in child protective packaging.

Zven mailed samples of household products, such as cleaners ané
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oolishers, have to be enclosed in similar corntainers. Yet, iron-
icatly, these regulations that affect such a vast number of items
co nor as yet apply to mailed érug samples. Doctors, though often
scenzified as providers, should not be excluded from the protection

.:iaeied other consumers. Let the Consumer Product Safety Commissicn

Franz J. Ingelfinger, M.D.
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