April 30, 1935

Dr. Graham Edgar

Zthyl Gasoline Corporation

Chrysler Buillding :

New York City ) .
Hew York :

Dear Ir. Edgar:

I am enclosing hsrewith copy of nmy
reply to Mr. Vi, G. Violette of the Standard 01l
Company of Kenbtucky at Louisville in order to com=-
plate your file.

Very truly:ysurs,

ReKsis Robert A, Bheohve, keDe




fs;sx"il‘ 4305 1935

Hre Ve Uy Vioclatts
dgandard 011 Company
Louisvrille,
Rentuoky -

Dear Hr. Violottoie

Your lLetter of Aprll 20ih rnddronsned
Lo Hre febl of Lthe Ithyl CGesol’ins Corporatiozn han
been reflerrad Lo ne sizae 1t concerng oneg of rour
employees who has been thought to show certaln
ev&éencaa of leand: abserptfan.

I have gone over the raport from
the Hogan Clinlc from which the £ollowing Pacts
foem to bo shoun. Hr. U nd K S
apyesred to have shown aliht eovidences of carbon
monoxide abserption. This mnst have bteen the result
of exposure to exhaust gases and 1&, of course, hus
no relation to lead abaocrptioen,

The examination of Mrae
blood soems alsa o have shown gerbeln ahnormalities
in the form af’ a fow abnormal red cells and one or
two por cent of sbnormal white cella. This is the
only suggestive evidenoe whlch I can magke out in the
entire report that any lead abasorption has occurred.
It should be polinted oub that stippled red cells ocour
in a number of conditions snd they cen not, therefore,
be regarded as definits évidence of: lead abaorption.
It may e that ene of the phyaiciasna in the case has
regarded the graaenea of these cells aa indlicative of
lead absorption or.at leoaat suggestive of lead abnorp=
tione = On the other hand the very extensive investigation
of handlers of)lﬁ&ded gaaoline which we hiuve carried on
- over. 8 pariod\af now more than ten years, has falled
‘Lo show any @vi&&noa ©of lead asbaorption in these workmens
I 4o not think, therefore, that we are juatified in
disregarding éll of the evidence accummulated over a
period of ysars in favor of a single olinioanl test
which 1a nncewsazn in 4ts interpretatlon.
ﬁ If there are any further developments
in connaoticn\wihh this ¢case, 1 asbould like to be ine
formed of them in order that we may teke any ateps wiich
seem to he juatified. waavsr, I do not regard the
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Hr. ¥ 3. Viclette

information avallalle at precsent as sufficlient
Justification fnr any investigation on cur part. A8 e
¥ see it there ‘e no evidencs whebtover that this man I
hgse abaorbed lcaﬁ and there ia every reascn 4o believe P
that he 414 not gbaorb atgnzficanb emounts of lead from P
his cocupations Thersfore, uniess sone olrcumstance

dsvelops: mﬁkﬁ an issue of the maatar, I eonaiﬁer it

wise Yo take no Hotilon.

Very truly gou?s,

nak:ls YOLert As RONGBs Halw

kég? Oﬁlw.ﬂﬁ



