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Dp. G. V. l’IitChell,

Medical Supervisor,
Rpgmington Arms Commany, Inc.,
Bridgeport, Connecticut.

Dear Pr. Mitchells:. .

I am sending you herewlth the anzlytlcal results on four sets

of samples recently sent to us. A worxd of comment is Justified
in each instance. In the case of there has been a
satiafactory drop in the concenira d In both the blood
and urine. The urinary lead concentration is atill high, hovwe
ever, and evldently this employee had a rather zevere exposure
to lead.

In the case of F- the low lead concentraticr in the
urine suggests t the present symptcoms are nct dus to leed.
-Unfortunately, the blood sample waz lost, but 1t 1is probable that
the blood is not high in its lead concentration. (There has been
some tendency among these women to have disproportionately low
urinapy concentrations, and consequently I cannot be too certain
In my interpretation of the uwrinary values. This is certainly
an unusual Teature in the case of adults, and therefore I suggest
the advisabllity of obtalning blood zsamples In every inatance
where possible.) The hlstory of this patient, and eapecially
the fact that she has persistent symptoms, despite her lack of
exposure since May 1, leads me to suspect that her symptoms were
never due to lead absorption. The other laboratory findings
rather strengthen this opinion, and I strongly suspect that 1t
wlll he found that she has some other *1lness unrelated to lead
ebaorption.

has a signiflcantly high blood lead, and one whidh
could be assoclated with symptoms of inteoxication. §a
this instance the leed concentration in the urine is low, thereby
justifying what I sald above. I wonder if it could be that these
women are drinking an unusual quantity of some beverage in pre-
paration for the collection of the sample. If not, we shall cere
tainly have to give some additional consideration to the variable

response of vomen with respect to d excretion. The
results obtained in the case of rather suggest that
she i1s still having some lead exposure. e blood concentration

is but little lower than that previously obtalned, whereas the
urinary concentration is higher than it has been previously. The
two sets of results are Iln good agreement at present, thereby
indicating that this patient has no remal injury that is inter-
fering with her lead excretion. It would certinly be worth while
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Cordially ycurs,

Robert A. Kehoe, M. ﬁc
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