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March 19, 1S47

Dr. Bobert A, Kehoe

Kettering Laboratory of Applied Physiology 

University of Cincinnati 

Cincinnati 19, Ohio

Dear Doctor Kehoe:

*oup , 
of some 
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;o do so.
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tc write me about your patient, Mr. 

of Dherir.opolis, Wyoming, for I can 

assure 'you thaT“we" do not wish to.be in error. Your 

letter has been considered in deteil by Doctors Eeersema 

end Pucker, who have replied in considerable detail, none 

of which 1 need to include in this letter. They are both 

grateful for the information vhich you have brought to
i. \heir attention All of us here at the Clinic are extremely 

anxious that our opinions be in keeping with the best avail­

able medical opinion. You have helped to support this goal.

Sincerely yours.
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this case came In April of 19^5 vhen I received 1 

practicing ophthalmologist in Denver, concerning 
he had been consulted. Subsequently through the
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