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Editorial Department

Journal American Medical Association
535 North Dearborn Strest

Chicago, Illinols

Attentlon: M.P.
Gentlemen ;-

I have no wish to urge further
consideration of the paper "Unusual Causes of Lead Poisoning"
by Nell Conway of this laboratory, which was returned as
unacceptable, and I do not presume to criticize ycur seditorial
judgment, which must be based on certain necessary limitations
of space, as well as other factors, There are, however, certaln
points in the letter which accompanied the returned manuscript
with which I must take issue; since they reveal the existence
of a misunderstanding of certaln aspects of the problem of
exposure to small guantities of lead which 1s likely to have
unfortunate and sembarrassing consequences.

| Let me say, as I should not have
to do,by way of justifying the somewhat authoritatlive statements
whnich I shall meke, that I and my asscclates have been engaged
in an extensive and intensive study of this question over a
period of many years, and that we are in position to interpret
contributions to the subject on the basis of a volume of precise
data and a variety of experience which have not previously been
avalleble. It was on this asccount that I had no hesitatiocn in
indicating that the article of Dr. Horatio Williams was an
inadequate and, indeed, romantiec interpretation of a series of
Interesting and undoubtedly significant incidents. My comments
were not intended as a display of my critical faculties, but
rather were prompted by a feeling that your editorial staff
ought to be made aware of the opilnions of those who by reason
of experience and knowledge were compstent to .appralse the
article. It may interest you to know that noe one person of
experience and tralning in this field has spoken favorably to
me of the article of Dr. Willlams. Many were interested, fow
were convinesd, and the well informsed either ridiculed or
deprecated it as the unfortunate result of an editorial over-
sight. The matter in the long run is of no great impuortance,
but the editorial statement tbat "there can be no doubt about
the incidents reported by Horatlio B. Williams" is important,
in that if it was meant to cenvey the idea that there is no
doubt as to the significance of lead intoxicationinn the case,
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assump*ion that lead aosorption had played a part in its origin.
Con‘ dering‘the flimsinass of the avidence of significant 1ead

There 1s another matter in the
editorial letter, however, which i1s much more significant than
the reference to Dr. Williems' article, in that Miss Conway's
failurs to mention "cases of 1ead poisoning which have resulted
from tetracthyl lead in gasol ne" is cited, presumably as an
omisgsion. It is hard for me to accept the fact that any member
of the editorial stafif of the Journal believes that there have
been cagses of lead poisoning from tbis cause, in face of the
evidenca against it and in view of the position taken by the
United States Public Hsalth Service on this quastione In this
Darticular, I am constrained to believe that ! Miss Conway is
ligelv to be beatter 11fovwel than any other reviewsr cf the
literature of lesad poiﬂﬂn*ngﬁ since shs 1s the literature
aecrctgrv in this laboratory, which has gathered and published
practically all of the iirst hand infermation on this subject
during the past ten years. We have been looking for cases of
lsad poisoning from this source, and have been studying the
lesd exposure incident to the use of leaded gasoline since 1925,
and tnus far neither we nor anyone else have found or reported
a single case of lead poisonling, except in comnecticn with the
it ufacture and handling of concentrated tetrsethyl lead or
wi hwaccidental exposure to or contact wlth the compound. I
beliav& it is falr to say that the significance of ths potential
lead exposure associated with the use of leaded gascline has been
invesﬁﬂgated more comprehensively and more critically than any
other potential hazard which has developed out of modern tech-
nology, not only by governmental but also other publicly responsible
agenties, such as this and other university laboratories. There are
renerally compatent nygienistﬁ and experimental workers who are
not convinced, that no danger to the public health exists from this
source, despite fifteen years of negative observations and ex-
psvience. We ourselves have taken the position -that although no
such Idanger has been found through the use of highly sensitive
and accurate methods of dntectibn, further and maintained in-
vestﬂ ation is justified for present and future protsction of the
pulilic health. Nevertheless ne one has ever demonstrated the
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Cagses of tetrasthyl lead poisoning
have been described. Almost all of these, with a few exceptions
cutside of the United States, have been reported by me or one
of my assoclates. I have reason to believe that all cases that
have occurred, as well as the occupstional or accidental cipr-
oumstances that have given origin to them, whether here or

abro‘étdF have been reportsed to me in considerable detail.

Therefore if you have any nowledge of any reports or publi-
cati&ns that have dsalt with cases of lead polsoning from
axposure to leaded gasoline, I should be more than graterul
to. you for referring me to them. I would not be willing to
say that 1ead poisoning cannot occur from any coMbinaLiaa of
cireumstences associated with the handling of commercisl
leaded gasoline, although from experiuental obsesrvations I
beligve that this 18 the case. I wlll say categoricaily,
ho%everp thdt to the best of my knowledgegafter many yeavs
of agtive @xperiﬁnce, no such case has yet occurred. MNore-
over? ir I were In any great doubt on the latter score, 1
should be disposed to publish my doubts and to {mplement
them with such data as would result in the abandonment of
the use of leaded gasoline, and the ellmmnativn of such a
danger.

Very truly yours,

RiK:1s : Robert A. Kenoe, M.D.



