Novemnber 15, 104l

Dr. Horris Pishbsin

Journal of .ineriocan iiedlcal Assooclisiion
53K North Deardborm ltresat

Chicego, Illinoia

Dear Doctor Fishbein:

I am writing vou about ths paper "Tetrasthyl lLesd Tolsone
ing, with Report of Casesg" by Phillp ¥ork und Regnar J. Ness,
Denver, Colorado that you smccepted for jpublication recently,
snd am corvzunicating with you at the suggestion of Dre J. Fo
Hamzond, with whom I discusged this matter last wesk in your
chsenve rom Chicago.

My reascng for commenting upon this paper are three-Told:

{1) Thsare ig a certain amount of miszinformaztion in the paper
that should be corrscted;

{2) Certain data of mine and Dr. Xehoe's were used without oux
consvent or acknowladgrment and mors importantly, without our
corrent upon them and our interpretution of their meaning;

(3} The inferences that wers drswn from our data sre, I bellevs,
erroneous snd since our own date was pisused in this fashion,

I feol that the matter definitely culls for some ocosmment cnd
acticn,

For your information, T will outline the menner in which
we beoeme interested in these ceseés and the way in whioh the
present situation arose. ' -

In February 1941, we were called by Dr. ®. J. Hess of
Denveyr, for advice on the treatment of s oczge of tetraethyl
laad intoxication which was presumed to have arisen during
the course of onsrations involving the bdlsnding of tetraethyl
iead with gasoline, ¥e have had responsibility for the
hygienie supervision of men sngaged in blending operations
and have previscusly reported (in the Jourmal of Industrial
Bygiene) on the state of health of over 2,000 men so angaged.
3ince there hus never been a case of lead poisoning or eoven
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s measurable incrosse in lead excretion in that group of
men, we were very much intarested in what secomed to be an
unusual oircumstance and went to Denver for the purpose of
assisting with this case and of ascertaining the fucots.
“hile thers, wo learned that this case of polasoning had
some sboubt as the result of the operstion of a small boot-
leg monufceturing plant and that s number of other
individusls nhnd been exposed during its opsration. Ve
errznged %0 oxanrine the rewmsinder of the employeas, which
exenination I carried out in Dr. Hess' office. To my
bnowledge, r. ¥ork 4id not see these cases, although he
was the neurologie comsultant on the original case und
assizsted Dr. Mess in thet patient's nmansgenrent throughout
the course of hig illness.

Pollowing my return to Cimelinnatl, Ur. Ness exorsased
the wish to present these cadaes to the students at the
Ledieal fehool und to the County lediesl Zociety. We were
heartily in accord with this {dea and sent Dr. Ileas all of
our c¢linicael reaords und snalytliesl dsta, together with
cartain interpretastions., &ince the case reports and
analyticel) data were our own, we oxyprassed our desire at
that time to see snd review any materiel that might be
prepared for publication.

ATter the nateriel hsd bsen used {opr rresantetion by
Dr. Hezs, it was some time later turned over to Dr. York,
who prepured the paper that you now have, We did not see
this paper, nor to py knowledge d1d4 Dr. Nesa see it in 1ts
finished form until a copy was sent him after 1t had been
scoapted for publication., I mention this letter fzot to
you merely to polint out thet though Dr. Hesa® name is on
the paper, what I have to say both above and sudbseguently
ought not be ssken &% criticlam oy reflection In any way
upon Dr. NHess'! position in this netter. e has been and
is most cooperative, and in fact placed in our hands his
cony of the paper as soon as feasible after rsceliving it.

You con see that the manner in whieh this thing
doeveloped has oreated a very unfortunate situstion. It is
not the matter of credit that concerns us, dbut I have a
very atrong resction esgeinat what 1s obwvious misuse of
data. There are minor points of serror. The principal
aberration which may be of asignificance, psrtlioularly Irom
the medicolegal v»oint of visw, is the last conolusion in
which the statenent is nade that organic leesd intoxication
ey produce permsnent clinicel residua. Setting aside for
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the moment the origin of data in the paper, I should like
to point out that the patient was discharged from the
hospital, improved, but not recovered, in April, and that
Ir. Workt's last exsmination was in July. Considering the
seriousness of the man's i1llness and the nature of his
exposure, it would not be expeoted that he would meke 2
clinical recovery in that short period of time., By no
gtretch of reason vould one be justified in considering
any lealon or funations) disturbance that persisted for
only four months atfter a serious illness as belng, of
necessity, & peramaent oliniecal residuum, Our experience
has shown thet clinical symptoms may persist until the
lead content of blood end excreta hLave resumed substane
tielly noermal levels.

In noint of facu, I sxexmined this naiient in conpany
with Dr. Nesa on Tussaay, November b, unc Found no
evidenos of organis regidus or of nental impeirnent. Ye
are at the present time securing sazples from this man
and will heve further information on the axtent of his
racovery chemioully.

wAithout regard to sny of the foregoing sonasidsrations,
a Turther point that rust ba nsde, namely, that the
exposurs of this patient was not Jdue to organic lead con-
vounds nlsne, but there was in sddition, serdious and
significnnt lead exposure to inorgunic lead compounds in
tbe form of dust and lezd famss, Whila one nould robt ray
that thess alene would be adequate to cavse an encephal-
opethy, velt the severe exposure te inorganic lead com-
rounds rrade this case atyplceel in its bohavior, us was
noted on cur exumination records, It is well euieblished
thet permenent residus mey follow eoncephalopathy from
tnorgenio lend compounde, but in none of our ceses of
orgaric lead intexioation heve thore been organie
sequslze. Ginee this patlent had both types of exposuro
cf considarsble nagnitude, it is quite apparent thet
sorme type of logieal tour de fores 1s necesaary to permit
of the last conclusalon,

T have labored these points and gone into the faocts
with censiderable frenlmess since we feel it is proper
to call upon you for advics as to procedure, %Were this
cntire aifficulty merely 2z matter of internretation of
previously published resulta, it would not be at all
dirfioult to express our opinion in the form of & letter
that could appear at ithe time of publicetion of the artlcle,
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It 1s not sg simple, nowever, and I belisve you csn wsll
reglize that ihe azcepe of any letter thst ineluded all of
the Pactie wouwld of néeessity havs to involve zoze sintew-
pent thot would “ond Lo reflect rather seriously upon the
authers. I sould nobt like to do that 1P & betiter way cen
be found, It osecurs ta us that 3ince the parer has not
yot bhoen printed, it may bs possible to get the oplinion
of a reviewer peorscnally aocguainted with this typs of
intoxiestion who could reconsidoer this peoor in Light of
the aomianty *hat wo have made,

1d lixe wery nueh te be apnyrized of your
readtinua. Li 13 ncseszary for ms to 2e In Chiocngo from
tine tn time und il you or Dr. Haomond Teel thalt snything
cun he z2ainsd Ly further discusaion, I ghall nake it =
point to be thers some time when you are svalletls,

wr:‘ry 'ﬁ‘,}’{}l}" FOUTS,

RIORRS ; +ellard Machlie, v U,
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