" March 17,.19h3

Dr. John H. Glynn,
Medical -Director,
TheArmour Laboratories,
1425 West 42nd Street,
Chicago, Illinois.

Dear Dr. Glynng

Please accept my thanks for your letter of March 5, and my
assurance that I shall be glad to examine any material which
you may care to send me when your booklet is to be reprinted.

Very truly yours,

RoDort A+ Renoe, M. D.
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March 5, 1943

_ Dr. Robert A. Kehoe

Kettering Laboratory of
‘Applied Physiology

University of Cincinnati

Cinecinnati, Ohlo

Dear Dr. Kehoe:

Thank you for-yéur letter of March 1 calling our attention
to certain inaccuracies ln the text of our Atlas of.
Hematology..

I am quite convinced that your position as Chief Medical
Consultant for the Ethyl Corporation puts you in possession
of more accurate data concerning lead poisoning than we

have been able to obtain from the literature. We appreclate
your interest in calling these inaccuracies to our attention.

There is little we can do so far as the coples of this book-
let which are already widely distributed are concerned, but
we will certainly take advantage of your suggestions in the
second edition which will be published very shortly. If 1t
is not imposing on you too much I would eppreciate the oppor-
tunity of sending the copy of this section to you for critic-
ism before the book is again published.

Very truly yours,
THE ARMDUR LABORATORIES .

John H. ynn,%' D

le .

Medical Direotor

JHG:ah
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March 1, 1943

Armour and Company.,
Chicago,
Illinols.

Gentlemen?®

I wish to apolegize for the lack of information which makes

it impossible for me to direct this communication to the proper
department or person in your organizetion. I should appreciate
1f these comments might be sent to such person in your organliza-
tion.

My attenticn has been called by several of my coileagues to yaur
booklet "Armour Atlas of Hematology.  The fact that this has
ocourred speaks rather well for the quality of the booklet and
for the distribution which if has recelved among medical nen.

It is tiis very fact which ?ustifies my calling attention to
certain statements on page 18, under the heading of "Plumbism.”
The plate on the opposite page 13 very well presented, and 1
have no doubt it will be very useful to a good many men whose
experience in the examination of the bleced has not given them
familiarity with the appearance of bascphilic stippling. The
text of the d’scussion, however, is somevhat misieading in two
respects. First, 1t would imply that the presence of slppled
erythrocytes in the blood 1s always an ebnormal phenomenon,

when , in fact, the pressnce of dippled erythrocytes up to the
level of several hundred per million erythrocytes 1s rather
common in normal blood. In fact, ve have found that the mean
normal nunmber is approximately 300 per million erythrocytes and
that the values may go a&s high as 1000, and occasionally even
more are found not too infrequently. It is also stated that
the ertensive use of lead compounds in motor fuel has been an
1mmediate factor in providing lead exposure for the drivers of
cars and for others who presumably are exposed to the exhaust
gases of automobiles. This would imply that stippling of the
ervthracytes might well be found to an abnormal extent in the
bloosd of these persons. Autually, the facts 23 demonstrated by
most extensive 1nvestigations do not correspond with these state-
‘ments. It is true that the public and certaln specific groups
in.it are exposed tc the ex st gases of automobiles. However,
this: is a8 theoretical consideration only, since the lead expo=
sure: of the public by vay of wv‘estion of lead in food materials
is of sudh order of magnlitude that 1t has not been possible to
find any significant contribution to public lead expdsure made
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Armour and Company - (2) = March 1, 1943

by the introduction of leaded gascline into general use. In
order to mike my point quite clear, I should say that the
average Americen cltizen ingests with his food approximately
1/3 of & milligrem of lead per day. Only & small portion of
this 1s absorbed, but this quantity 1s so large in comparison
with that resulting from the introduction of leaded gasoline
into the community, that no one has been able to find additional
evidence of lead ‘exposure or an lncrease in the rate of human
lead abrorption and lead. exoretion since the introduction of
the use of leaded gesoline. Accordingly, it is quite clear that
there is no- hazard to the public health involved in the distri-
bution and use: of leaded gasoline, and it is: equally clear
- that persons who are engaged in the handling of leaded gasoline
do not bave ‘an occupational lead exposure in the ordinary sense
of the wvord. ,

You will heve scme curiosity, no daubt, a3 to why:ﬁl gc to this
mich trouvble. to claprify certain- facts, and you are entitled to

an answer. First of all, as the chief medical consultant of. the
Ethyl Corporatinn, I am interested in seeing ihe facts prevail

on this reérticular subject. More importantly, however, &8s &n
experimental and hyglenic worker in this: field, and as chalrman

of a committee on lead poiscning of the American Public Health
associ&tlon, I am doing my best to clarify e situation vhich has
led to & good deal of confusion in the mind of the public as:

well as that of" phycicians. At. the present time, by reason of the
intense war effort industrial lead exposure is on the increase,
_and cases-of inﬁustrial lead polsoning are cn the increase. This
situat*on iz the result not of the unimportant and theoretical
lead exposures that involve the public, bui rather becsuse there
is a grossc increase in the handling of leac compounds; in:-industry

unden ecnd*t*ons Which 1ead to extansive expasure. The fact that

rt of the public. This has- led to quite a
o}y ‘L ecal ‘ifficulties,whish those of us.vwho are
vhrking 1ntensivé ¥ f»fhis field. are doing our best to correct.
It 1s-in this spirlﬁ that I direct this criticism at this booklet .

In concluaion, I think perhaps your ccmnany can +ake a2 certain
pride in the fact that a house publication of this type, wvhich
might ordinsrily be: ignored, is of sufficient high quality as

to justify, at least in my mind,the above comments. If there is
any question’ about  the validity of the statements I have made, I
should be pleased to refer the questioner to the published
supporting work. :

Very truly yburs,

Robert A. Rehoe, M. D.
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