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& r 1936 chy'af ﬁhia reear& is not
er; at this tiaa, but ¢an ba chsainaﬁ

Briefly eutlina&, the p&aintiff o
: ;,in thia suit haﬂ davelaped.a.aantrﬁl nervous gystem o
. °0 dalaturbance, which bore some rdesemblance %o multiple
2 aclerosisg with gserious disability, This had occurred
- :while engaged &s s filling station operator and was
- attributed to the offecte of lead absarptian from oocU-
pational exposure to leaded gasoline, No evidense of .
1eadAabacyptian had ever been obfsined. by the dogtors who
attended the patient, the disgnosig of plumblem hsving L
been arrived at from the otoupational Nistory,and by a 7
proceas of exclusion, The only medical evi&aaga which '
carrlied any weight st all was the npinimn of %r. Bpesyr of
Baltimore that the olinical dondition of the patient in
. and of itgelf justified the éiagnaﬁig of lead intoxication,.
‘This opinion was based purely on the neurologicsl findings -
anﬁ the history of sxposure to leaded g&solina. :

The oase was deglared a non-suit
by the ﬁourt on the basis that insufficient evidence had Lo
been presented to justify She @1ain%1f ta ¢lain of negligence
on tha part of the defendant, . ,"

In my opinion. there was no proper
baaia for the aiaynssis of lezd polsoning at any time,

This memorandum sent to Dr,Sayers U4-1939




