February 6, 193l

Dr. Zolton T, Wirtschafter |
908 Keith Bullding ;
Cleveland, Ohlo

Dear Dr. Wirtschafter: " |

Please accept my thehks for your reprint
which I em very glad to have. I feel quite certaln
that you will not mlsunderstand me when I tell you
that I do not agree with any of your conclusions. ~
I do not say thet lead does not and can not produce
vascular disease, but on the other hand I do not
think the evlidence which you have adduced has aeny
considerable weight. It 1s, I be]ieve, another
exsmple of "post hoc ergo propter hoc" I should not
trouble myself to point out this fal‘acy to one of
your wisdom except for the fact that a bit of the
evidence vhich you havs submltted, namely, the content
of the tissues of one of the patlients long after the
cessation of exposure, can scarcely be regarded as
evidence at 211 since the findings are substantially
within the normel 1limits, In fact we heve found leed
in the tissues of definltely un-exposed subjects in amounts
approximately equivalent to those given in your article.
In thie conmnection let me refer you to our recent
articles 4in the Journal of Industrial Hyglene where we
have shown that even severely sxposed persons apparently
lose lead cdown to the normel level in from a year and s
half to two years following the cessation of exposure.
Moreover we have been quite unehle to find evidences
of lead absorption in any persons whose tissues we
have examined af'ter the lapse of such a perlod of
time. I think we can say with very good assurance
that the lesded individuel loses most of his lead
within the first six morths after the cessstion of
exposure, and that he reaches the normal level al-
most regardless of the quantity aebsorbved in very
little over a year. This does not mean that vascular
damage can not tske place within this time perlod,
but 1t does mean, I believe, that the progress of the
disease beyond such & period of time has little or no
relationship to the presence of lead in the bedye.
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Dre. Zolton Wirtschafter

You may or may not accept the mbove statements
as the truth in thilis matter, nor do I urge you one
way or ths obther. I am merely stating my opinions in
the metter and the basis for them. I personally doubt
17 1ee2d poisening has much to do with the production
of vascular disecase, but I have that doubt largely
for the reason that I have not as yet been able to
Tind any evidence that 1t 1s an active factor,

Viith kindesst porsonal regerds,

Sincerely yours,

Robeérs 4, Kehoo, lieDe.



