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Rouert 4e Xehose,
tiering Laboratory,
Gollerse of ledicine,
Cincinattd, Ohilo,
[APREPIEN
Dear Doctor Fehoe,

In answer to yvour reouest, I @2 subnitting h2rawith o copy of
ny asrticle "Phe Tead Content of 'Wormal' Urine. ! Phe article was
designed to warn Insxperienced medical practitioners asainst accepting
so-called normals for lead in urine as being pathologically insignifi-~
cent and thus eliminsting the necessity for sny furither exXamination for
lead intoxication.

the following lead-urine results were obtained from twenty-~five
officers of +the Deparitment of IHsalth, Rrisbane,

Lead - Milligram per 1litre of urine
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'These results may be regurded as typical of a cross-~section of
the 3risbans community.

Yhe following tests were obtained from a lead poisoning case
wmdzr trestnent in 3risbane,

Date Iead in Urine
5.64 420 R 36 ~ Besfore treatment
70 o)/ ‘1 x,
5 g iz ‘22 { ~  After treatment by private
2e 8a / nractitioner
25,9, Ll +30 )
1e1le bl 108 } - After hospital treatment
20116 B 112 )
27410 bk 26l

I an also gending you a cooy each of the method used by this
Lsboratory for the detemmination of lead in urine and fora of certifi-
cate lgsued 1o medical practitioners.

N14019 Yours faithfully,
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