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Pebruary 2, 1971

Denni‘s ‘mlcolm, H.B-, Ch.Ba, D.I.ﬂ.
Group Medical Officer

Clinton Junction
Swinton, Manchester

Dear Halecolm;

Your very nice letter of January 13 is indeed appreciated, for it gives me to
feel that my efforts to serve my colieagues who gathered in Amsterdan in November
of 1968, have not been entirely im vain. I only regret that it has taken me so
long to do the job required, and that your efforts, so genevously given to the
group, have not achieved the purpose‘which you had in mind.

It is most unfortunate that the meeting was not organided and operated in such a
way as to make it easier to determine what should be done. I am sure that the
failure to do this was related much more to the financiel stringency under which
Zielhuis operated than to anything else., The Intevanstional Association has been
such an unorganized, or at least such an unplanned, type of. organizatxon, having
grown o;‘ of the arrangements of a feixly arbitrary group of persons in the first
place {1 ;ay this without being objectionably critical, or in any sense bitter
about Mt),‘tnat it will be difficult for it tu assume the place which it should
and may one day achieve in the world of the medical sciences. The same sort of
aimlassne“a and irresponsibil;ty charscierizes the United Nations, or so it seems
to me, and I wonder whether this is inevitable in International matters. X hardly
think so, but nothing seenws to work as it should in a uiv;iiaeu and cooperative
world, :

However, although this publication in the Archives will in no sense be theréroceedings
of 2 medical conference, it will put Occupational Medicine on a fairly good stage,

in terms of the best and most informative of the papers presented for the considera-
tion of our colleagues. This, I think, has been worth doing.

I shall write to the men whose papers have been passed up, for one reason or
another. Actually, I can tell you, at this time that thke papers concerned with
concepts of Occupational Medicine in relation to lead were noi acceptable to the
Chief Editor and the Editorial Board of the Archives, or to me. The decision was
left to we originslly by Katharine Boucot, who has been succeeded, as Chief Editor
of the Archives, by Dr. Jokn Chapman, who has elected (I believe on the advice of
the Chief ol the Editerial Staff of -the American Medical Association) to maintain
the decision, as to the acceptance or rejegtion of manuscripts, in his own hands.
He has dealt with me in a considerate mannér, but the fact is that he can reject
anything that I supply to him. As between the reviewsrs of the Board, the Chief
Editor and myself, we shall publish certain papers, and reject all others, or at
least fail to publish them for various reasons. Those accepted are as follows:

De Bruin, Gajdos, Zielhuis, Ber&tié (the one on. colic versus blood Jlead), Cramer,
Tbi@inger, ‘Stankovicy Urbanowitz, .and. yourself. The: paper: of Heruberg is not being
published; because all of the papers revleped in 4t had been published previously;
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(1711 explain the matter to the authors, as well as I can, when I write to them);
‘those of Williams and King, as well as of Vigliani had been published elsewhere,
‘while the two sets of data presented by Stopps, as well as my own contribution, were
unsuitable for publication, being incomplete. Beritié s paper on the general subject
o Lead Pmisenivg was not keliew ¢ be suitable for gublicat i With that

Prou,eai vs,
meant, of course, "

2
Docter Chapman.

i hope you will not feel that the reviewers and the Chief Editor of the Archives,
with my help, have 6maS°ulhted‘thé Conference. The fact is that the Archives simply
will not, as I said Lefore, publish Proceedings, as such. I have done the best 1
could, to nrepare for pubuicatisn the best papers of the Conference. 1 can say
frankiy, that the only twq of the manuucripts presented, which, in my view, would
have gone very well with the others, as valid infermation, were those of wWilliams
and King and that of Parnhﬁrg, bat I caanot contend with the policy of the Archives
ansd the A/M.A., of not 3uhlzshing previously published papers, as well as unacceptabl
papers otherwise. I will uite the ;ayers “regentea but u@t published, and will give
the‘refercncev to those uwich save been published elﬁewhere._ Moreover, 1 shall take
the‘rasuon"&bility for wﬁjt has. been doune, Iin wriviang to the zen whose papers or
othesr canfvibuxians have #ct been puslished, Yeﬂcztheluss, I wanted you.to know
jL&t*Wha‘ has been done aqd wby, in view of the time and effort which you have
exnendod in doing what appeared cri*inaliy te be the intention of the group. The
only thinﬁ T shall assign\*c its proper agent, is the rolicy of the Archivies, so as
to make clear:’ the limitatﬂons under which I" have acted.

I thirk we shall 21} be tMe wiser when, or if, this matter cowmes up again, I have
expreassed myself in the deliherations of the Assacidtion, that it should have its
own weans of publishing ‘tw own materia This has not geemed to be feasible, thus
far, but I still believe ﬂhat this is the only way %n which it can take its proper
place in the sun, I am the more 0£ the same opinion in view of this result.

Sincerely yours,

Robert A. Kehoe, M.D.

Professor Emeritus of

Cccupational Medicine
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