February 5, 1944

Dr. Re M. Andre, -

Supervisor, Medlcal Section,

The Industrial Commission o; Ohilo,
Colwnbus 15, Chioc.

Dear Dr. Andre:

I am sending to you herewith two reports giving my opinion
- after review of uhe records of Oliver Pearson, 0.D. 32125,
and Jacob~Wagner, D. 33061.

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

I suspect you will find my opinlons not too definite or satis-
factory. Thls 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 better Iinformation, would be to accept
the ovinion of the doctor {Dr. Jerome Gross) that these men
had lsad 1nu9xication at the tlme he examined then. ;h*s, as
 you will recognlze, is largely a matter of falth, end since I
have no way of Judging the leidity of Dr. Gross' opinions,
'rom the pﬁofessional polnt of view, I would have to leave it
at that. I realize that this is an unsatisfactory situatilon
and I am wri 1ng this lettsr not for the purpose of excusing
myself in ar"iving at a tentative conclusion, but rather to
emphasize what you already know, namely, that the informauion
provided by doctors in connectlon with these claims 1s inade-
qute. 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 bloocd of the
par%icular patient in question. Moreover, the analytical data
may be misleading because of the unrellability of the methods
of' analysis, and the methceds of handling the samples. You will
note that I am not at all convinced of the validity of the
analytical informstion in these tvo cases. My reasons for doubt
may not convince less experienced peoprle, but in uy epinion, it
is necessary to glve expression to an opinion vhen such coubt
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exiats. It is my feeling that the evidence required of physl-
ciens in these cases is still inadequate. I think the best
evidence would be a copy of the examination record, in which

the dector ‘sets down his {indings and his conclusﬁonc -arrived
at from the findings. ©Such a work would permit one to evaluate .
the clinlcal findings and to review the record in an intell gen$

~Fa5“icn. in‘uhe ‘absence of such & record, there is really very

. A decision ln such a, case as I have indicated
in t;ese records,;x[ ‘ =1y g¢ n Fadth j

?Olliy of the: indu trial comn
doctors, largelv nsu

This advice, of course, 1is unsolic ided, but I think it is justi-
- fied Tollowing a review of %two such unsatisfactory case records.

Cordially yours,

Robert h. Renoes He De
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