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" ' ,  . G  . < X t f ' =  ; 1 . -  . 
1% discumred the problem eacauntared r i t h  Drs. Bender 
a d  -11. 
ideas I've axpre88d b a t  p8rheps they shoold be'wrftten 
for the benefit or b c C  thereof far future fatera8ted 
personnel. mat critic%- (but rrat 811) could be in 
the area called Cpfcky pi- mr Stretching t h e  point." 

(1) 
i n a l l y  rrdirted (AR) m p m  8th by definitfaa o lde r  
(perhaps mch older) when t h 9  become members of the 
AR grarp (at least 1/3 of tha -le). -reover, itS 
very likely t h t  mothers with lPultiple children would 
be in the AR group. D r .  Bender indicated that a0 one 
has ahom aia 888echth1 (Le. the third or more chi ld  
of aa o lder  Irp mother ~ t c h e d  far age saly fo a control 
mather's earlier child) betwen child number 8nd mongolirmr. 
BOvever, i t  $8 8h.nge (Table 9) that fi ef the observed 
abnemal children a m  latter b i r t h .  (up to 13th or 14th 
children). 
indf-ted f B  tba ..1. t.bl@. I t -  < 5 

(2) 
total control. children th i a  represeatr) obtained from 
t h e  p a r e  1960-1964 -re neca888ry to f ind  o lder  control 
mothers t o  match with M lo theta  of the 1956-1959 period. 

tbay b v a  ~c imrf ix l ly  countered the few 

A , .  + $  . 
Women with children in both the  control .Id .Worn- 

- 

The effect could be maternd age only u 

c. .. - I  1 .  ... , - .  
I . .  

The additional X06 mothers (I'm not -re how puny 
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(a) 

1 ' : (b) 

A l o t  can hppen i n  four year8 

Vh.t about "d.rrographic, r.aiog&hio* 8Xld 
horpfkl-phyrfciur changer fn WLrrnLpeg during 
thi. ti-. . c " .ZL,CL 

, ( c )  f t  reem daqptour to #elect. only: control women 
rho were nrLJily available" f n  the 1960-1964 
horpit.1 recorda.+- One cou ld  rpeculate thf8 
meant clorer to the h p i k l ,  the city, and 
perhapr arch better nom1 w e .  
be parsed off,lS&tlp bec8u8s the8e.105 mother8 
are the older aontrol rampla where the appirent 

' 't''?& * 
4 .  . c  - . .. . .  

- ,  - . S )  d y ,  .- 

m8 canaot 

- r + important ddfferencu am di.cwred. * * ' e  L X X  I 

The 21 phyrlcfaru rtra-rnfpred to'partt~ipatc i n  the 
4, .% . :  9: *<*".-:'a S-.~:>.:J~E r: +j 1 , r . f .  : f ' . . *  

(3) 
otudy rhoold not be  put .d:  oft.as- %ne. aolrrerponrcr -rlwayr 
hrgpen." Rather ark u&y*dlddk.they rrnt to;participate. 
If there are sood uacornlated reamas fine, but i f  ton. 
were c i t y  obrtatricfuu.,. tnterarrl. medtciae p h y r f c i w ,  * - .  
etc. it could be ,i.pottm~. , A f & 0 ~ . 4 1  a doctor .with :. : t i  

three abnormal k i d s  (genetic or not) i n  hi8 practice 
(.ad for rh. tevot  hi. rullonr) might not' consant t0.F .--.-fc- 
8- kind of rurvey. 
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( 5 )  It reemr to  me that the appropriate  percentage for 
(p8r8grrph 1, result. p a p  1046) c la r s i fy ing  mother8 should 
be b e d  on the 1996-19S9 -le of 755 mtherr only (forget 
the 105 control6 froa 1960-1964). The 8djuaSed percentage 
valuer 30% in both gratps,  40% p a t  (An) only, and 30% 
cont ro l  only ind ica tes  10% more (75 motherr) i n  one group. 
She porrible r .mificatiollo o f  t h i r  relative to t h e  author'r 
percentages could be memiagful. 

(6) 
vr  t a e  since lilt are:bvalwted with an axact binomial t e a t  
(mt d X  indepandcnt2y) trro or thrca ara r i g n i f i c a n t l y  
diffarent Prom one anotherb. mi8 (meaninglerrlp) maker 
quart io~hle  tbe 'ruthorjp atatehut st LBO W o c t .  ' ~ v e r ,  
I 'a sura . thq' "meant air' mu' 8 predi ctioa 8eme (i . e. an 
x ,y  plot ) .  The point I'm trying to make i r  tbat difference8 
coppar8ble to t h e i r  cencr.1 idea of greater AB induced 
chxorwmmal '6.nuge a# M U &  ikt- b b l e  tfX.b*J-They c h r e  
to  ignari them Ufffde&d' -'bars they 8 ' ~ a  not in te rar t ing?)  
bu t  arke a' r t rong 'pdht  '62 anatb+ diffez'anker i n  Table V. 

( 7 j  . i can't really pee s m s c t i  &it in ei&et*&eir .-&-., - ... mention 

If the total aboonMlitia8 (calculable fram Table 111) 
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