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Dr. W. )419cfreich,
Battelle Inatitut E,V.t
FRANKFURT All@4AI?iW139
Wiesbadenerstras.ne,

Bear Dr. 14iodreich,,

Tliunk you for your letter of flovenber I$th which
was waiting for me when I raturn*d to the office lost week.
I as very grateftil for the information regardinr the
analytical date on snake condensate produced from the no
ciparettes using ruff volunes of lot ISO 3S *no)So al.
resilectively,,and for the further information regardinr the
nicotine and tar content per dose of painting solution.

Altlioughthere Is a sliplitvariation In the tar
to nicotine ratio with i-,uffvolume, and the nicotine content
is hiRbOr for titesioallestI)uffvolume, it would seen rather
unlikely that this difference is sufficient to account wholly
for the deaths of nice from toxicity.

Therefore, I apres with your reasoning in the
kttor that ttiorenay he other oul.istancesIn the 10 *I.
condensate whiciihave a iticotina-lik* effect. or lironotothe
toxic *ffect of nicatine. I think this Is a very interesting
observation but I feel cluitounable to hazard any guess as
to what theso other materials any be. I think it will be
well worthwhile our undortakLnR an investigation here of
possible differences in the various condensates from an
analytical point of view.

I was, incidentally, very irelievedto learn
yesterday that the deatit rate has dimfinished almost to
nothlnjt,even for the animals dosed with 10 al. Oondensate.

Kith kindest regards,

Yours sincerely

(:,c, I)r.w,,.qchwlck

CNNot on original or Dr. Scitwick's copy:

C.c. Sir Charles r-Itis
Dr.S.3.1r.reen @40
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