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Your ral Qur 1ot

Dear Dick
Hay 1 reply to the points raised in your letter of 9 July.

1. Superoxide dismutase. The Hammersmith are now pretty convinced

that SOD is mot beseficial. They bave mot published this (they mever

published that it was), but I believe thay fatend to do so. Since there

is some residual dowbt ia view of the paper by Auter, then-it aight de

advissble to sponsor some work along the lines you sugpest and 1 would

be very happy to see this done in the USA. Since I think it vill

probebly be uegative, I think the study should be limited to a siuple

guestion whether SOD is beneficial and can be measurcd on an LDS0 basis,

but I would leave the protecol to you. 1 anclose a copy of the Huatingdom
i sincs 1 4 you did oot receive a copy. .

2. 1 think your best contack for exp i with
problems would be the Nadical Officer in chbarge of the plant ‘here; -

Dr T D Browne % S

°  Tsperisl Chemical Industries Ltd |
Pilkington-Sullivan Growp %
WIDNES, Lanes. Ny

3. ork on dogs usink i P
at Stratbclyds University and Clasgow Ruyal Infirmary. The

accepted for publication and will be availsble in a few momths' tise. Uoedl’ ;
then no details can be ralsascd but it does show that haemopecfusion will

reduce the blood eoncentration of paraquat. :

'S 1 am scrry oot to be more belpful with your legal probless. Towr &
yaovledgs, no-one heve has followed up & case of recoversd paraguat e >

poisening for sore than a few weeks. I have not heard of -delxyed

sequelae being artributed, rightly or wrosgly, to paraquat. Dus possibly

£o good publicity on our part. very .
causes soy sort of problem in the field and ve have the auppoert of the

officisl sida. Comsequently, sy allegstion of illness dux to syrayleg .,
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. of action. Also, simce it.is mot believed that paraquat causes damage, . - 7"
there has been no study.op long-term affects. This would be very k—ﬂmh..ﬂn‘ At

in an umcontrolled populatica.

Aa you say, there ars sporsdic xeports of CHS effects dn paraquat pitacatag

slthough I cammot recall soy NS pathology baing found in othar cases =
apart from brais oedess and hascorrbage in a few cases. - My [mpressien is
that paraquat does not affect the CNS to any sigaificant extest, excapt_is
vary large doses. Certainly injectien of even small quaatities inte tha
brain is lethal, but T know of no described lesios. The only resotaly
“"n.qwlu“ ﬂ"ﬂrnn n...u..,_-n-u is thar of a peripheral euritis after -
en alleged thra &
apeaiine. > ge e or four q._.l.- and is, 1 .i—»m'..

uM as 1 :E“u.-l explaised, ve nu”uon nnaﬂ.-. o o any forther
studies here on is vive assessment of adsorbents. -If beld L. -
various American materlals should be tested, thea I -..MH ic eo-“nw.rr-
more sppropriate for this to be done in‘the USA. My own feeling, as I -
”H.-“uﬂnnrus = 13.‘»:.“_-...- nc-.n.»i- that aoythiag was probably of some usa

L e particolar material used would depend .
rather than what was battar. s b o

1 hope we can &.hnl- these points more fully (,_.-9 come: % vious
that the American envirommeat is giving you vno!nl-..ur_...r P—"-W Hn
d here or whi 1 lopk forvrard to seeing you.

'.-.ns.—.l.l. ¥
: Tours siocerely .
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