February 5, 1944

Dr. R. M. Andre

Supervisor, hedical Section,

The Industrial Commission o; Ohio,
Coluwabus 15, Chio.

Dear Dr. Andre:

I am oend;nv to you herewith two reports giving my ¢pinion
- after review of uhe records of QOliver Pearson, 0.D. 321265,
and Jacob Wagner, 0.D. 3‘061.

1 regret that on account of .the protracted absence from the
country 1t has been Impocssible for me to review these records
as promptly . as I should have wished.

I suspect you will find my opinions not too definite or satise
factory. This may well be especiclly the case in the report
dealing with the record of Jacob Wagner. I could easlly have
said in ‘both these reporus that my own recommendation on these
cases in the absence of betler Information, would be to accept
the ovinion of the doctor {Dr. Jerome Gross) that these men
had lead 1nuoxication at the time he examined them. lh*s, as
Cyou will recognlve, i1s largely a matter of faith, end since I
have no way of judging the V&lidity of Dr. Gross?' opinions,
frem the p“ofessional point of view, I would have to leave it
hat. I realize that this is an unsatisfactory situation
and I anm writing this lettser not for the purpose of excusing
myself in ar"iving at a tentative conclusion, but rather to
emphasize what you already know, nsmely, that the 1nformauion
provided by doctors In connection with these claims 1s inade-
quite. I thlnk a step forward has been made in requiring the
' submission of blood smears as well as the results of analyses
carried out on the blood or urine or both. - However, there is
no proof that a smear so submitted represents the blood of the
par%icular patient in question. Moreover, the analytical data
may be misleading because of the unrellabllity of the methods
of' analysis, and the methods of handling the samples. You will
note that I am not at all convinced of the valldity of the
analytical informstion in these two cases. My reasons for doubt
may not convince less experienced people, but in oy epinicn, it
is necessary to give expression to en opinion when such coubt
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exists. It is my feeling that the evidence required of physi-
ciens in these cases is still inadequate. I think the best
evidence would beé & copy of the examination record, in which

the decuor sets down nis findings and his conclusﬁonc -arrived .
at from the i Lnaings. Such & work would permit one to evaluate .
the clinical findings and to review the ‘record in an intell*gen$
fashion. In’ the absence of such & vecord, tHere i% really very
libzl‘gto rev1ew. A decislon in such a case as I have indlcated
‘ D.- Ti ib iq the

that ‘ean ba‘obtained.

This advice, of course, lS un301~b“uyd, but I think it is justi-

fied following a review of two such unsatlsfactory case reco”ds.

Cordially yours,

Ropert A. Kenoc, He D.

RAK ef

Enc.
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