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August 11, 1942,

Yr. Philip Drinker,

Harvard University School of Public Health,
55 Shattuck 2traet,

Bogton, Mass.

Deay Mr. Drinkert

At long lant, I am forwarding to you a series of papers
representing the subject matter of the symposiwm on lead
polsoning at the Cincinnatl convention. The delay in
getting 3t together bhas been largely my own, but I dars
say I napé »ot offer explanations.

I realize that you have not commltted yoursell to tne acm
ceptance cf %bGSp papers for publicaticn, apd yet I think

‘when you see them and go over them you will feel tha% you

should take them. However. there are one or two points to
which I wish to make reference, and there 1s one or which
I want yvour swggestions. The latter concerms the pzges of
‘chn duzxell. I belleve you will agree with me that this is
not a gocd maner. On the other hand; it 1 essentially in
tne iorm in which it was glven in Cincinnati. The paper was
& disappointment to me at that time, and I am no betier :
rleased with it novw. Mr. Buxell's letter to me enclosing
1t said that it wes in the form for insertion in the sympo-
sivm. I écunte& that and took the liberty of editing it,
with the idea that I woulé communicate with him before sube
tting 1t foy publication. On second thought, I decided
Eo gubiit the mmbtar to you, sending you the original paper
and the somewhat edited version. ¥You are at liberty to
take any action you 11k6$ but I should appreciste your cone
mnnic&ting yeur'intentigns to me in créer that I may maine
tain properly courtcous relationships with Hr. Buxell. I
h&ve attached pencil notations to this material.

My second corment applies to the paper by Sanders. After .
ponder*ng Jous suggestions for the presentation of the data,
Sanders has concluded that he prefers to present the charts

&s he ewiginally prepared them with some 'slight reduction in

‘their number. 1 must confess that I am in sgreement with him

on thilg question, since, I belisve, & similar and more abbre-
viated method of presentatlc. involves rather arbitrsyy and
unjustified assumptions. Tas ¢frc”u1afities in the curves
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might be assumed to be sampling errors, bub this is be no means
¢ rtain, &n& both Sanders and I are very dublous of that ex-
ylans : Theva is=alsa the @iffieulty of choosing the level
ngidered hnrmal . Ve bel\eve that any use
nt 1 Y ‘Vaﬂ ané will 1né1cate

onsie

‘ar the one wh*ch is he&éeé by my mama,ls a8
which may not e adequately supported at
data. Un the Other hand, the paper that I
iy pﬁeignt the data of these studies is too
r@d fn this cennection; and since snma of the
wrogress . L am pul to the necessity of
oints wi??eut pr@senting the dew
88 to Knaﬁ how 1o n?esent he com=

equly che
vg~é#‘&nd ha?wgas myfcurbase in

E‘shalL be oun of my oifice for the next ten days, and I dare
say you will not have time to come to definite con01u3¢ens on
this matiter before the end of that time. On the other hand, I
shoulé be glad to have your ﬁeclsien and your comments on this
material at your sarly convenlence.

Mitﬁ klndest personal regards,

Cordially yours,

ROBert A. RohoGs He De
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