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e The situation of your employee, Hr"
— as outlined in your letter of February 28th, is

March 2, 1933

¥y, H, ¥, Maxwell

The Standerd 011 Company:
' Sgles Department

- Cleveland, Ohic

not entirely accurate. I shall undertake to give you
& olear picture of the matter as I see 1%, after whiech
I shall hold myself in readiness to cooperata with your.
people in any possible way.

From time to tifie during the past two years,

some one of us has seen varlous c¢ases, for the most part .
gkin irritations, which have occurred among the employees
of your company. As you ers undoubtedly aware, there have
been s minber of cases of dermatlitis of one sort of another
associated with the handling of gasolline. These conditions
géem to have increased in number since Ethyl Gasoline was
- introduced on the market, Statistics can not be obtained
on the matter but the tendency to asoribe these cases to the
 handling of Ethyl Gasoline has led me to belleve either that
__there are more such cases in recent years or that they ars
" of a somewhat more severe charscter than was formerly the
- egase, You willl remember that some time ag0, I expressed
myself as belisving that these eanditiona might be due to
gsertain compounds which oscur in "cracked" gasoline as .
. difPerentiated from ordinery natural run gasoline. We havs
ﬁ-;thua been 4nterested in getting et thé fecots in this matter .
i Por some time.and it 13 for that reason that we have been

' ' eeing such cases as originated locally,
Dr. Haehle uas told about the case of

our Drs Reps, Aftar thls he wroﬁe Hr. waber
e -1 attach a4 copy of the letter, In October, |
mnde that Eour local representative should -

e to the baboratory and be under our obe
period of time aa might be necessary to
egter of his dermatitis. At this time he
“‘gh thare were s 511 a few lesions e
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lesser gxtent,  With Mr
-and ‘that although we had not’ beax; able’

empla» in «subst:antial;yfthe

| gion ner does the Ethyl Gesoline Corporation heve sny responsie.’
, bﬁ;&:y{ rather-this: laboratopy and Dre Machle and myaelf as
-~ physic

his unusuel susceptibility,
us clear in our minds -
hat we were not nmerely- de*ng
nformation, but that-his -
; nvolved in the msttem

s 1y
sd alearea UPs- :
en by Lwo dermatologists
turn hcme his skin- cond

own agentz in his home anvi.ro
g very sensitive to 4 rum
pther this was produced o 1
cAfficult to. detamine but: 4%

: ilen of planta (as in’agthma
13kely to-be sensitive t qr of o ‘ :

Tecovery ! mati*is,
we felbt that weiwere jJustified ‘4n discharg ‘

or to preveant the- regurrence’ ‘of his &
done him any Anjury snd we were racm

&1 1on, 3.!: is as followst: Mr.
mhtstriaz prohiamg he was en employee of youyr
oblem originateds we as physicians have atw
toeliminate hils difficulty and we hav
‘ . thia’ ‘fact; the problem which
As '8t11) “your problem and it wa
odifted: in ~ ay by our treatment exsept that
W know s ‘of  the agenta that wers reaponsidble for hias -
origina?. candition  The- onl; o
ia ‘ 1fferent= from ther:medical vare: 1a that during the . ;sar 104
£ ' 18, all of *the expense was borne by fils laborato

‘time an employee of the Ethyl Gasoline Corporae:

ans, are vesponaibley In this matter we were not actiﬁg
as. agents of L thyl ‘Gasoline. Gorporabion.‘ R




esent tima, both.Dr. Hoachle gnd I hold
\ess’ to do anything for Er.# that
¢ do not feel justified in continuing our
80 mneh beeausa of the risk iﬁvelve& &8

I &rust I bhave made my.point of view elear. I
do not presenﬁ 41t 1n an argumantative way and in view of the
relat‘enshipe whic‘*havs existed batwean us personally and

eople hs laboratory,
h to enter into an - argume Consequently,
nsidéred what I have said, I would be glad
‘ mﬁyand toll me- exactly whgt you think

_jyithhkinﬁaaﬁ perscnal.regards,
B | Very truly yours,

RAK:IS




