
August 6, 1937

Dr. J .  51* Ilessiok 
E# X. DuPont do Hemoura and Co* 
DuPont B u ild ing  
T /ilm ington, Delaware

Dear Doctor lies sick*

I  am sending you herew ith
a re p o r t  o f o u ^ a tm ^ s ls  of a la rg e  sample of u r in e  
ob ta ined  £ r o m f l | | M  #1520* You w i l l  note th a t  
the r e s u l t s  o b ta in e ^ o n  th i s  saap le  o f  u r in e  a re  
somewhat h ig h e r than  those rep o r te d  In oonneotlon 
w ith  the spo t sam ple. However,  th is  f in d in g  Is  n o t 
dangerously  h ig h , and in my op in ion  i t  does no t 
modify the conclusion  expressed in  my form er l e t t e r 
to  you.

For your in fo rm atlon  ,  I  
w ish to  c a l l  your a t te n t io n  to  the f a c t  th a t the  
method o f a n a ly s is  which m  a re  using  now y ie ld s  
somewhat h ig h er r e s u l ts  than those which I  pub lished*  
and which X have d iscu ssed  w ith  you p rev iously *  Our 
chem ical method y ie ld s  an average lo s s  o f about 0.07 
m illig ram s p er sam ple, whereas the p re se n t method 
g ives r e s u l ts  which have a much sm a lle r  error b u t which 
may be e i th e r  on th e  h igh  s id e  or on the low . That i s  
to  say* the re s u l ts  ob ta ined  by the method we are  now 
using  re p re se n t s u b s ta n t ia l ly  ab so lu te  q u a n t i t ie s  with  
a very  m inute e r r o r .  I f  we were to  t r a n s la te  th is  
r e s u l t  in to  com parative term s w ith  those p rev io u s ly 
g iven you* we would s u b tra c t  a t  l e a s t  the 0*07 
the 0.19 m illig ram s a c tu a l ly  found in  the sample*
On th i s  b as is  a  re c a lc u la t io n  of th e  m illig ram s per 
l i t e r  would g iv e  0.07 in s te a d  of 0*12* You s e e , 
th e re fo re ,  th a t  the r e s u l t  ob ta ined  i s  no t s ig n i f ica n t ly  
h ig h , and i s  n o t com patib le w ith  th e  ex is ten ce  of more 
than th e  most m inor symptomatology.

Very t r u l y  yours*

RAKsis Robert' A* Kehoe, M.D.
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