
February 4, 1970

P.S.I. Barry, M.D.
The Associated Octel Company Limited  
Ellesmere Port, Cheshire L6S 4HF  
England

Dear Pat:

I am returning to you, herewith, the draft of your paper which came with your  
letter of January 7, and which X have edited fairly vigorously. I have done  
this without regard to the ordinary conventions of personal and professional  
courtesy, simply because X believe you would wish me to do this. Yo u are at  
liberty, of course, to disregard any intrusions of mine into a deliberately  
chosen mode of linguistic expression, but I bring certain forms of speech to  
your attention, in case you find them beneficial rather than objectionable.
One of the characteristics of your present style of writing has been adopted  
by you, or perhaps imposed upon you, inadvertently, by your American associa tions.  
American scientific writers, not entirely without exception, have been influenced  
by the press writers, also not wholly but mostly affected, who in a n effort to  
achieve a "punch" and something different, have increasingly used forms of speech  
which, once, in a more conventional and, I believe, a gentler ti me, would have  
been condemned as indications of illiteracy. X refer to the stringing together  
of a series of nouns as adjectives limiting a remote ** at the end of the string  
- principle noun. In your manuscript, a few of your worst examples are the  
following expressions: "bone lead concentrations," "Standard Man,""weight basis,"  
"blood or urinary lead estimations." For some reason, the use of the ordinar y  
prepositions "of, in and for" is considered passe, although those are amon g the  
most effective instruments of clear speech or language. This type of loose  
writing has probably resulted from your extensive reading of American toxicological  
reports, which, represent some of the most abominable, now almost conventional,  
linguistic offenses against good taste and good form ever to be found in the use  
of the English language. X warn you against them. Plain and direc t (concise)  
speech in relatively simple language,and in conventional form, is much the best  
style of scientific writing.

I have suggested a few modifications of the substance of sentences, but there is  
little to quarrel with in the factual content of the manuscript. Z have, for :  
example, substituted "loss of lead" for "excretion of lead" in relation to the  
lead in hair and nails, for obvious reasons, and X have substituted "ab sorption  
of lead" for "exposure to lead" in one or two places, since they are by no means  
synonymous. It is, in fact, the concentration or quantity of lead in the body,  
or in specific tissues, which is concerned with the effects sustained; th e 
severity of the exposure is never capable of being measured precise ly except  
when a specific dose is administered by one method or another, and even  then,  
the extent and quantity of the absorption is open to question. Bu t 1 need not  
be pedantic.

Certain suggestions - which seem very rigid, when put on paper - relat e to the  
requirements of the Archives, in matters of form. Your references, for example,
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must be numbered, sequentially, in the paper, while the year need appear only  
in the reference itself, although direct note may be made of sequence in the  
manuscript when it is of immediate importance. Then also, your tables must be 
in accord with conventional form and must be numbered in Arabic numerals, while  
figures are designated by Homan numerals. 1 have written out the forms of  
references which are to be employed. These are matters of the format adopted  
by the Archives and kept uniform, as a matter of appearance. Your figures  
must be drawn in a manner suitable for reproduction by the printer, as original  
drawings (in your instance) of graphs, and the description (resembling that of  
a heading) should be such as to explain the graph fully (without reliance upon  
the text) in a legend which will be printed below the figure in the manuscript.
The legend, in proper form, has the Roman numeral, designati on - which is not  
at the top of the graph - followed by the text. It should be on a separate  
sheet, unattached, but clipped to the drawing. I have made som e modifications  
of the headings and legends as suggestions, but it is important (to the reader)  
that both the headings of tables and the legends of figures be sufficie ntly  
informative to carry their own message. The substance is indicated in the text,  
but the details of the structure of the graphic representations and the tabular  
arrangements must go into the legends of the figures and into the headings of  
the tables. You will have no trouble in setting these up properly, but t he 
editor, or printer, will not do It for you, or permit it to b e improper in form.
Much time and trouble in correspondence.will be saved by submitting a finish ed 

' product as the manuscript.

If you want to send this to Katharine Boucot through me, Ifll do what may appear,  
formally, to be required by her, before I forward it to her, while, at th e same  
time, recommending it to her for publication. The acceptance will not be  
automatic because of my recommendation, but it will not be dubious because it is  
a good piece of work, well presented. Do not misunderstand me. The paper as  
you sent it to me is excellent. I have only attempted to improve it somewhat  
here anti there.

I think this is all t need say at this time. I have scribbled (l iterally) notations  
on both tables and figures for whatever they may be worth to you in revising th em.

With kindest regards,

Sincerely,

Bob/wp

RAK/wp

Robert A. Kehoe, M.D.  
Professor Emeritus of  
Occupational Medicine

Dictated but not read
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