August li, 1936

Dr. Fo 7o Porro

St. Lawrence County Laboratory
A, Barton Hepburn Hospital
Ogdensburg, New York

Dear Dr. Porros

I am sending you herewlith the original
cony of our report on the analyses of the tilssues of
ﬂ, which you were good enough to sond me some days &80
I am retaining the other coples of this report, pending any
cormoents which you may wish to make, If you are agresable,
I should like at a lafer date to send a copy of this report
to Hr, iaxwell whom you will remember as cone of the atbtoransys
who talked with you in Ogdensburg.

You will note that the formalln was
anparently not sufflciently contamlnated with lead to make
any significant difference in the analytical results. It 1s
also quite apparent from these results that the embalnming fluid
could not have contaminated the tissues significantly. I think
it may be accepted that there were no abnormel guantities of
lecad in the tissuoes of thise man, and I do not belisve one would
be justifled in exhuning the body for the sake of cbtalning
samyles of bone or other tissues for further analyses, However,
1£ 1t should be concluded that this is desirable, I should be
vory happy $o make such other analyses as willl be required.

You will be interested in knowing that
these tissues did not contaln abnomnal quantities of bismuth.
Cn the other hand, the lung, because of 1lts very dsep cmgestion, :
contained unusual quantities of 4ron, while the liver, particularly,'
showed rather more coppor thanr 1s common in our cxperlence.

Allow me to thank you for your mourtcsy
and cooperation in letting me have these tissues. I am not
looking forward tspeclally to a second appearance in this case, and
I have no wish to return to Ogdensburg for that purpiw. However,
I enjoyed very much the privilege of meeting you, and I hove we
shkall have an opportunicy %o meet sgain under different circume
stances.

Cordially yours,

RAK:ls | Robert A, Kehos, H.De



Certain tissﬁes, ldentifled by label as those o-
‘ wore réeaived from Doctor Porrs from the St. Lawrenes County |

‘Laboratory of the A, Barton Hepburn Hosplbel of Ogdensburg, New
York, on Jwly 18, 1936. |

The package was oponed by Drs Kehoe and portions of the .
tissues were prepared for analysis by reinovﬁng then from the cone |
tainers in which they had been shipped, and introducing them inte
chenically slean jars, after shaving off the outside surface of each
porticn employed ag a semple in order %o romove any contamination
which might have resulted from contact with a lead bearing surfece.
A sample of the formallin in which the tmsmeé had beon presorved was
£1ltored fres of suspended material and introduced into & small
chemlically cleem eanta.iﬁax-.

The unused gwbibna of the organs mere presorvod in thelp
eriginel com;azmm.» _‘ | |

Two sets of the tlssues wers prepared as indicated sbove,
one gset wasg dal‘wém& to the spectrographis laboratory, and izh'é
other to the chemical analytlcal laboratorye The weighta of the
tissuos, the quantitles of lead found by the applicatlon of the two
mothods, and the galculated quantities per 100 grams of tizssue are
ghown in the following ﬁablaq ' | |
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Loed éa Show Joectroprahis Heth
Tissue ggéggﬁ in ﬁﬁaﬁg:ﬁﬁA | Egaiin sample:__ Egé'yar 100 Grags
Liver 35.6 ' | 36A=2322 6003 | 040w
Lung 1.8 36a-2320 | 0.0k D06+
, ;Beart 2.8 36Aw2321 D.007 - D03
Spleen 10.5 364~-2319 , :'é¢597 _ 0e07m

p.ead eg Shown by Dithizene iethod
Tiasue Welght in | Analysis | Hge 4n somple Mgs per 10D Grams
Grans o v :
Liver i.h 368-2322 D.019 0,05
2ng 7040 36A=2320 04025 0.0l
Hoart 6047 | 36a«2321 00004 0401
spleen | 1h.6 36a+2319 |  0.002 0401~

The sampls of formalin (57.0 co) ylolded 0,007 mg. equivalent
to 0413 mge por ilfer, when analysed spectrographicallye.
The reaulbs obiained by the wd mathods ars all within the
linits of the lsad content of the Btlasues of norma) individuals withe
out occcupational lead exposures. ?ha two methods do not sheok each
other as accurately as they dn' whezi dealing with identlcal asamples,
and they may not bs expected to 4o so here because of the possibility
of slight variations in the diétrﬁiublm of leed in different parts of
of the same organ. However, the dithizone method genamllgg_&ves slighslyf;

lower results than the agpectrogragjhice HNHone of these tissuea contained .
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hygienically significant guantisien of 1&&&; {ne noy reasonably
conclude that none of the tiséues of the hddy contanined significant
quantitles of lead ab ﬁaatﬁ, sinee the lead iz the liver, especially,
nay be expected Lo indicante the general level of lesd eéﬁt@nb of the
body as a wholo,

Signeds

TODert A.LonoBs MeDs

Dirsotor « Kettoring Laboratory o©
A:pllied Physlology

Colloge of Medicine

University of Cincimmati
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