July 26, 1938 |

Mr. J. C. Taylor

Ethyl Gesoline Corporation
Chrysler Building

New York, New York

Attention Mr. 0. B. Lewis
~ Dear lr. Lewis:

Referring to your letter of July 19, both Mr. Krick
and Mr. Brown, Kendall Refining Company, Braﬁxord
Pennsylvenis have been. in communication with us concern-
ing & case of alleged lead poisoning in Bradford. I anm
enclosing a copy of our letter to ¥Mr. Brown which out-
lines our point of view on these cases. This is Tor your
information.

Ve note lMr. Blakeslee's request and will write him
in greater deteil in reply to his question. I think it
would be well to let ¥Mir. Blakeslee become acquainted with
the articles from this laboretory covering the experimental
studies which were done on filling station attendants,
garage men and the like. If you do not have coples of
these articles, let us know end we will provide
Mr. Blakeslee with them. Dr. Schradin visited the
Kendall Refining Company- end discussed the case of—

with Mr. Brown's assistant.

Ve have‘your nepmorandum of July 20 with excerpts from
the lstters of ihe sufety representatives. I think that
this is a very good idsa @nd in general should be extremely
ugeful to the safety representatives, Ve should be careful,
I believe, that this information be limited to our own
organization.

Ve soknowledge receipt of your letters of'Tﬁlv 20 angd
21 referring to cases of alleged lead poisoning et Duncen,
Oklashoma and Curtis Bay.

We are glso enclosing & copy of our letter to
¥r. T. E. Bonan relative to the contaminated well.,

Very truly yours,

WEIS:vr YWillerd F. Machle, M. D.

iy N0108%74



Jﬁl& 1?, 1938

Mr, E E. Brown, Superintendent

- Kendall Refining Compeny

“Dear vr, ‘Browm?

~

Bradford PQEHSYlVAHl&xrff

Mr. Krick of the Ethyl Gesoline Corporation has advised us that
your employee, “s alleged to have received lead
the fumes of-leaded gagollre ‘while emploved in loading

noisoning from
tank cars,

At this laboratory we have investigated the potentiel hazard of
the use and handling of lesded gasoline for a number of years in which
time we have not only exemined and studied a large number of workers
who have had severe exposure to the gasoline, but also a great many
cases in which the injury or illness of the patlent has heen attr;b
to the handling of leaded gasoline. In none were we able to find any
evidence that work vith leaded gesoline produced poisoning or injvry
by virtue of the lead contained in the gasoline. The results of thece
exariinations and ctudips have veen ‘reported to the United States Public
Yealth Service.

Qur opinion after years of study of this subject 1s that there
no danger of significant lead absorption es the result of the contacet
which occurs under ordﬁnary conditions of handling and use of leaded
gasoline., This opinion has been corroborated by the findings of the
United 3tates Public Health Service and of the British ¥inistry of
Health, both of which agencies having independently investigated this
question.
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It would seem therefore that the-.cleim of this case, that leed
poison¢nw was acquired as a consequence of exposure to leaded gasoline
in his daily work is unfounded; and moreover, in our orinion it is not
possible for c1gn1flcant lead absorptlon to’ occur from the handling of
Tegded gesoline as it is carried out commercéiaslly todey.

Dr., 3chradin of this laboratory will be in Pennsylvania this week.
We have asked him to call on you and discuss this case with vou., If
at that tine you think it advisable for him to examine this man, he will
be glad to do so.

~Very truly yours,

NEFM v : Willard F. Machle, M. D.

. N8125.01




