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April 25, 1935

Hr, B, Cs Brehmer, Hanagor
Indlan Refining Company
Perasonnel Department
Lawrencevills, Illinols

Dear Hr. Drohmer:

-~ Your letter of April 15th addreossed
to Hre ﬁitbn&uhb of the Ethyl Geaollne Corgoration

oconcernlng the exeminstlon of your employees who

handle tatraothyl leond has baan forwarﬁeé.no ne by
Mr, 1 *ttnaah&-

¥You are guite rzghh.in your under
standing that your men are to be exaenined at intervals
of approximately s year or in less time at the dise
eretion of the physicisn who ls responaihle for the
examinations. 7This is %o inform you bthat it is not
on aceount of an oversight that you men have not yet
been exanined. Weo errange the work of routine
examinations in such a way as to sulty, as far as posalble,
the convenlence of the doobor who is in charge of the
distrioct in which your refinery %s situsted. Dr. Sanders
has not complefed his exeminations in his territory, tut
18 oxpecting to do so very soon, and will undoubtedly cone
mgnicata with your rafinerg shortly in advance of nis
vitite

' There was & btime when we examined men
vho ware m&ring ab. inﬁﬁrVals of three nmonths. 3domewhat
later the interval was increased to six months by resson
of our assurance from our oxperisence that there was no
Juatificatiﬁn»fnr anxiety concerning the safety of the
mens . Somewhat labter the interval was increoased to s year
but only on the buasis of elinical and experimental evidence
that the lead exposure associsted with mizing operationa
18 negligltle so long ma the eguipment ig correct and the
precautions are properly carrisd 0u8. %We do not telleve
that thers is any Justirication for lengthening the ine
terval of examination and we do not expect to do so. On
the other hand we do not regard somd slight variation in

the length of time as significant so long as we have evidensce |

in our files that the severity of exposure conditions has
not beesn materially changed aince the previous visite.

Very truly yours,

N5405



