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INDUSTRIAL COMIIISSION OF OHIO
: CCLUM3US

October 29, 1935

of the Industrial Commission
, Ohio

e hearing of this claim October 22 snd the discussion of
the evidence on file with Dr. hZayhurst and the Referee additional .
proof waich nas been filed has been reviewed to determine whether . 73
or not any new facts heve been presented which have not veen con- S
siusred by tuae Jommission.

in looking over tiue reporis the paragraph is found in which the
laboratory findings at the Ford Hospital are quoted, After
describing the negative Wasserman and Kahn test a normel blood
count is given. The last sentence reads as follows:

"A1lso urine routine analysis negative throughout;
several stool specimens were positive for lead.'.

If this is a correct staetement of the leboratory work which was
done at the Ford Hospital it does not show lsad in the urine nor
does is show the presence of stippled cells in the blood which
seems to have been reported to the layo Clinic asnd used by them
as proof that the claimant at one time had suffered from lead
poiscning. The other paragraph to which I wish to call attention
is the one in which it is shown that the beginning of those symp-
toms of nerve circulatory involvement of the feet began before
there was any known exposure to lead.

Referring to the report of my investigation and examinstion which
was made December 11, 1928, I again wish to emphasize the entire
absence of any symptoms either subjective or objective of lead
poisoning at the time of my examination of the claimant. TFur-
thermore the only contact with lead upon which the ciaim is based
was the use of a very small can of a mixture of lead amd oil used
as a lubricant on thie lathe which the claimant operated. The con-
tents of this small can holding, perhaps, less then ®m helf pound
had furnished the entire supply which had been used in ten months
and still contained enough for several months use. It is evident,
therefore, that the amount of lead to which this man was exposed
could have been only very minute. A%t the time of my examination
there was some complaint of peculiar symptoms of the lef't leg and
possibly a Beginning similar condition in the right, but these
symptomns Were not consicered to be in any way the result of or
associated with lead poisoning. It was for these reasons, namely,
the absence of sympioms of lead polisoning and the very slight ’ ‘
exposure 1o lead that the claim was not considered ¢ompensable, ;
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. my onlnion that the progressive course wnich the dlsease
whicn tnls marn is sufferlqv has taken ln splte of treatr@nt

fact that a deflnlte cause for tnls
‘ound does not Justify the conclu31on

dequate‘proof‘tuat a lead ex
imant's dlsa01llty is not the result

1t is my oplnionl ‘
of & compensable occupatianal dissase.

Respectfully submitted,

- (Signed) W. E. O3ETZ
iedical Investigator
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