June 17, 1949

Dr. Aana M. Baet jer, ‘

Assistant Professor Physiological Hygiene,

- Department of Physlological Hygiene, ‘
A ms. dbpkins University,

of Hygiene and Public Health,

th Wolfe Street,

dmore 5, haryland.

Dear Doctor BaetJer:

I am always glad to hear from you on any account, and I hasten
to . rveply to -your letter of June 13, _

The question of the origin of the porphyrinuria in the case
relerred to in your letter is one on vwhich I can make no very
aselul cormient , except to say that 1t would be quite impossivie,
in ny opinion, {or a service station employee to absorb cnough
lead in the course of his handling of leaded ga50¢1ne to induce
anJ t"pe of *1 esg. In the practical sense cf the word, this is
not an. occupat ,‘gxposure to lead. Ve have followed a large
tumber of Fil station attendants over a period of years (in

' year 1d we have never been able to find the slightest
orb measurable amounts of lead, in thelr
tes that this man ‘ﬁandled teuraethyl lead
11y I cannot conceive of any manner in which
any tetraethyl lead,as such, and therefore
thyl lead consisted of the hypothetical
th the handling of gasoline containing not
entimeters of tctxaet“yl lead per gallon of
fence, the handling of Datteries at service
J‘an 1nconsequential type of lead ex“osure. It

signiflcantly exnosed to' lead compoands.
1s does not ocecur. It is also true that
rican Smelt lng and Refining Company could
ricantly %o lead. "On the other hand, the
r such & company dces not necessar*ly have
‘gard. Despite these comments, which might
ant occupational exposure to lead during some
ork, all I can say,categorically is that
r of handling leaded gasoline should be
ight point put in thls regerd that there has
ad?poisaning from the hanﬂlin. Tof leaded
ations in the history of the 4mduutwy. In
will be. It may be pertinent also to .
rpmion of tetraethyl lead,uva- in significant
@een known to have any influence on the bloods
by Feen in this associaticn, and anemia in
@;Qmmdoes not occur to any measurable degree.
lZed the porphyrins in this relatlonship, despite
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the fact that it vould be- ..nteresting to :iov"so s for the reason
that this problem seemed t0 have very little si@ificance in
‘relation to tetraethyl lead. v

One other thin{; might su.ggest. T.f the mants uoctor s desplte
oy cements, should feel that consi ideration ias to be given to
the lead exposure of thls man as a f1lling. station atbendant, I
snould adviw that he ;}ave one. sr more sam“‘

ra.e‘ahyl lead , results

With best regards.,

Sincerely yours,

Robert A. Kehoe, M. PP
RAK ef ”
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