~September 26, 1956

Hr. Angua D; madLean
haeﬁeau; Pou and Emanuel
Lawyers Building
Ralelghy North Caroline

Dear Mr. ﬁacLeang

I have wired you to the e¢ffect

that I considered it unnecessary and inadvisabls for me

to examine the cleiment in this case. I have taken this
position not because of the perscnal inconvenience lnvolved
being in Horth Carolina next weelk, but rather because in my
experience it is unwise for one who is to appesr as &
technical expert in cases of this type, to have to bear :

the burden of presenting factual testimony where the facts
may _ be controversisl in characters  To present this situation,
as I see 1%, the rebuttal of a dlagnosis of tetraeﬁhyl lead
poisoning in this man csn not be. made by means of a physical
examination &t this time, The most important items of infore
mation in this directlon are not obtalnable,. If one had
seen this man at the height of his illness, the situatlon
would be somewhat diffsrent for then cne would be able to
make studles of the blood and analyses of the excreta in

such a way &8s to establish definibely the presence or
absence of significant lead exposure, ‘After the lapse of
many months, it is no longer passible to obtain that ine
formatione doraovar, in as much as you suggest the advisability
of having an expert on tetraethyl lsad polsoning, I should
point oub to you that the only persons in the United States
who can qualify from experlence as expert-witnesses are
myself, one or two of ™y assoclates, end one or two men in
the DuFont organlzation. In my- opinion none of these nmen

are desireble for your purposesvsince they are in cne way

or enother associated aith.m@ gnd ‘since what they say willl
be recognized in some measura as having come from me,

?he poinﬁ which must be made by
the defense in this case, 1f 1t 1z to sucseed, 1s that there
wes no significent lead exposure assoclated. with this mants
oscupation. This is the point on which you will reqilre my
senalysis of the case and my. testimony. It 4s for this reason
that I think it unwise that I examins the patient and that I
attempt to arrive at a. diagnosis of his present conditione

-If, as I suspect, his only euspeated ‘exposure has to do with

contact with leaded gasoline, 1% 1s not possible,in torms of
present -evidence, that thls man could have developed leaﬁ
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qcugatian. I shall make this point
y adequate. experimental and cl*nical

This leavas us wiﬁh one other

\ ngidered by competént medical men,

namely,an‘ﬁhe suppesibtlion that he doss not have lead poisoning,
10t Ao 16 -have? rriving at & disgnosis here, you do nobt

nedlea. 'ice on tetraethyl.lead; you need & come

1, wel\ agtabliaha& dlagnostis expert or experts

_ man and come, to thelr own conclusions es

and what is Ehe aause of hia 111nass. If 8

‘ | ‘tion 0 ynur eas&, 1n order ta clarifg the
1ssues, 1ot me repeat ‘these t&rﬁe painte.

(a) The ¢laimant has not ‘ag alsignificant expcsura to
:lead compounds . . _'ﬂ?'v - '

{b) His 4liness is not of the chavacter mhich has been .-
geen and described in the literature in the case of
tetraethyl lead polsoning.(I can, of courss, testify
on this point not from my examinabion of the patient,
but from a description of the nature and course of his
11lness.) .

(c)’The most logical dlagnosis 1a some condiftion (to me
 unknown at present) other than lead poisoning.

: In establishing the last point

your best “esowrse is not to outside men, but rather to COme
.petent local medical men whose lack cf bias and whose judgement
will be respected by your jury. - In the last case of thls type

" 4n which I took park, Dr. Kenneth M. Lynch of the Staff of the

Medlcal Collegé of the State of South Carcline gave very sensible
end useful information and help, He 1ls more familiar than any

- other medliesl man in the South, I belleve, with this problem

* in as much 'as he wen% through all the detalls of the

., 6BSe. %t may bs you would not wish him to testify, but he
. eould give you vory;valusble asgsistancs in lining up loeal

medical-meny and. in the sslection of men whose Jjudgement would

“have welght with the jury not. cnly on sccount of their prow

fessional - posititmy but on:account of the quality of their

. point of view and speech. If you. have competent men there

in your. parﬁ of the country whose Judgement you have reason

I 1T+ trush, and whose professional position 1& gquite unassailable,

© . you mey. nob: need Dry. Lynch. Iﬂaerely suggest him because I
~ know he 15 nampstanﬁ. S

' e Lo I believe this covers all the nattsrs
on‘mhich I oan advisa you at present, and if 1t raises any
. ques tions Whiah ycu would like to dlscuss with me before
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Mr, Angus M. MacLean

arranging for the examination of the alaimant, I suggess
that you telephone me at the lsheoratory.

‘VEry truly yours,

RAK:ls - ~ Hobert A, Renoc, H.D.



