-my cpinion as to the conditien of your ﬁr.

f,ba negessary in order. to. establish even-the possibility
- of Iead paisaning fram ths hanﬁllng of gasoline.

%$b@lievihg that this is not a case of lead poisoning,

- had been otherwise exposed to significant smounts of lead
in other forms than that assoclated with leaded gasoline

" RaK:IS . : Robert A. Kehoeg H.D

May 29, 193l

~ .

Er. R. J. Connor
Gulf Refining Compeny
Hew Orleans, Lay

Dear lr. Connor:

Dr. Schradin told me on his return that
you would like to have & note on which I expressed

after examining the evidence.

It seenms perfectly clear to me that Mre.

condition has nothing to do with the abwe )
gorptlion of lead from lemded gazolines This opinion
i1s expressed after considerstlion of the following polntss .
(1) As you know, we have been qulte unable to substantiate - -
any eases of lead absorption from the handling of gasoline,
and our experimental work indicates that absorption dees
not cecur out of commercial gesolineses Some thousands of .
men have been occupiled in the handling of Hthyl Gassoline
over a number of yesrs,  We have studlied a number of these:
men carefully from time to time and have been unabls to-
find any evidense of lesd absorption even after as long
es ten years of centinuous. work. (2) It seems highly
improbable, therefore, that the very short exposurs of
your employee to a gascline cecntaining an unusuelly low
concentration of lead could result in lead absorption,
and lead pelsoninge (3) The clinfeel condition which
has been described does not correspond to a typical
chronie lead poisoning in such a wey as to overthrow.
the accumulatéd evidence of yearse. An absolutely typlieal”
case substantisted by proper laboratory findings would.

Ve are - 3ustified for She above reasons in

unless 1t could be shown qulte definitely that Hr.

Very truly yoursd,

VY W VN el




