February 26, 1947

Sy

Dr. Edgar V. N. Allen,
19«1y Ffecond Avenue, §. ¥.,
.ochesten, Minnesots .

Dear Dr. Allen:

I am wrining to you as & senior member of the Mayo group,
concerning a situstion which would seem to be worthy of some
attention. I do not a&sk you to do anything about 1it, for you.
may feel that 1t is neither necessary nor desirable to do so.

on Lo ‘other hand I have felt that I could call your attentlon
to the: ﬁatter without the possibility of any misunderstanding
or of giving offense in any way to any indlividusl.

It so happens that on more than one occasion I and my asscciates

have ﬂeen dzawn into cases of litigatfon or of medical controversy,
involvmng the potentialities of the use and distribution of leaded
gasoline for the production of lead poisoning among gasoline
handlezu” when the issue had been brought about largely, 1t appeared,
from an opinion expressed by some member of the Mayo group. A

case in point has recently aroused a considerable amount of diffi-

-~ eculty, &nd has occasioned more than a 1little controversy and

troual It seems unfortunate that this case should have created
such a disturbance, particularly s0 because in the final analysis
the issue capme to be & question of the veraclty and professional
compebence of a number of physicisns., I rea1LZe iull“ that these
situ&tions are more or less inevitable, that di ferenceq of copinion
among medical men have always occurred and will always occur, but
I am frank to say that I do not feel that some of your colleagues
can qu&te 1ustify their ignorance, if I may u=ze such a term, cf
the evﬁdence that is available to demonstrate the insdequacy of
the opinion expressed in the case in question. I reallze alco
that dootors are frequently misquoted and that statements made

by them more or less lightly, are often taken very seriously.
\evertheless, several incldents have led me to believe that no
LJropemcmnsj.der&-.Li.cm has ever been given by nmost practicing thysi-
clans, Fo the insignificance of the lead exposure associated with
the orgdinary handling and use of leaded gasoiine. Therefore, I

" am tﬁkl’@ the trouble to comment on the facts, at the risk of

agpearing to be pedantic.
Filrst, let me cite & few of the facts concerning the case in
question. A Mr.. of Thermopolis, Vyoming, an
employee of the Ci ~Thermopolis at a pumping plant, developed
rimarw bilateral optic atrophy in 1942, My first contact with
this case came in April of 1945 vhen I recelived & letter from &
practicing ophthalmologist in Denver, concerning the case, on which
he nad bLen consulted. Subsequently through the inquiries of a
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number of physicians and executlives of oll companles, whose
attention was called to the metter by reason of impending 1liti-
- gation, 1 received further questions to which I replied as well
-1 could on the basis of the information suppliea. It appears

c, where it
ed from lesad

a (t&Cﬂl\TEMUlu ;n this t;me “ElatLonahL? to an. exp ume to
ad which 1s presumed to have occurred several YEEIs befprc.

I shall nct go into a lengthy aiscuusion of this case, for the
details are not entirely relevant. Hather gy purpose is to call
attentlon to the fact that any idca that casual or freguent
aanul*n& of leaded gasoline and contaci itherewiih c&n resulitv in

the ab¢orption cf significant guantlties of lead, was ulierly
exploded on &dequate evidence at least ten ye&arsg ego. hActually

the evidence wa&s guite s&t;sxactors to anybody who tookx lhe trouble
to inquire into it carefully more than fifteen years age. I shall
not even cite the evidence, since it is aveillable Lo medical men

in gepergl, and since I déo not wish to bore yow with arguments.
Father, let me' call attention to & fevw simple I&Gus. My associates
snd ‘I have had this matter under careful cecnsideration as well as
clinical cobservation and expe;imentauion during the entire period
of the use of this fuel. I think I need not defend our disinterested-
ness in a matter so vital to the public healil, ncr need I argue
concerning the ‘competence of our cobservations and conclusions. My
testimony on that score might be regarded as inadmissible, and I
prefer to stand upon the recomd. During the period of the use of
this product in most of the countriles oi the earth, but principally
in the United States of Ameri ca, on account of its concentration of
motor vehicles, at least as m&ny &s one quarter milllon men have
been regularly and systematically exposed to contact with gasoline
containing lead, end to the exhaust gases of automobiles using such
fuel, If one includes all of the garage mechanics, filling station
employees and refinery employees involved in this business, the
number would be swelled to five or six tlmes the figure 1 have gilven.
During that period, despite continued advice to the publlic to the
contrary, gasoline of this type has been used for almost every
possible thing for which ordinary gasoline is commonly used. Yhat
is to say, it has been used for cleaning tools, clothing &and greesy
surfaces, including the oxterior of 8utomobile » 88 well as for fuel
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in gasoline stoves, blov torches, and the like.. The &abuse has
not been very great, and 1t has obviously been intermittent, but
it is to‘be admitted frankly that the lead exposure ;nvolved in
he - line as tuel for ordinary gasoline stoves:
‘oper ol : ' ‘funately

ery haendler
.a falr

greater
tional

- absorp-
(which
of such
gienically
sound evi-
mery handling
as i g =riods of ypars, is without sig-
rmm the point of view of lead absorption. ﬁ qsequently
ound for the interpreation of a clinical lesion only

i ed to l‘ad aboorpticn, it is unworthy of serious

by any critically minded clinician who has' any

ty with the facts.

 bver 1ong pe

familiap

ihe results of experience, as indicated above, are not remarkable,
in viey of the experimentsl information obtained in the early years
of the'ua& of this product in order to evaluate this potentisl
health hazard | in advance. Consequently we vere not surprised at
this outgome. In fact, if we had not been reasonably certain that
this woul@ be the case, on the basis of extensive experimental
evidence, we should have advised against the introduct*on and
'contlnuance in use of this fuel. It i1s simply inconceivable that
any resp@nsible industrial group would have undertaken to market

and to ¢continue the marketing of this fuel, if there had been any
very great doubt on this score. It 1s, therefore, an act of
irrespc MUility on the vart of ill-informed clinicians to raise
this issue with any other than the most dubious attitude, when
presente@*with a difficult etlological problem. ‘he situation that
results fyom litigation, and from the detailed consideration of &
case of this type in courts of law or in compensation hearings, is
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such as Lc'dtscredit'the skill and judgment and even the gobd faith
of medicel men in a rather public fashion. fThis has been & source
@f emb~rras3ment to me, in a number of .nstances over & period of

Mtention in'some other.

Cordially. yours,

Lobert A. Xehoe, M. Li»
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