March 14, 1963

Ketharine R, Boucot, M.D.

Woman's Medical College of Pennsylvania
3300 Henry Avenue

Philadelphia 29, Pennsylvania

Dear Katharine:

Frank Princi brought your letter of March 1lith to me for
my information and comment and I thought 1t best to reply,
since I was concerned specifically with two matters of some
imnortance.

The first relates to the paners of Ronald lane and G,.W.H.
Schepers, and to a lesser extent that ol Allan Fleming, Lane
told me that he wished to revise his paper and the charts in
particular for the purposes of its publication. He can be
expected to do so promotly and to return his revised paper
to me or to you, as you prefer,

Schepers' paper was in such form that I had to prepare the
manuscript for vubliication., (it came to me as he dictated

it in a hurry before taking a trip, and it was a horrible

mess.) I did what had to be done, with as iifttle violence

as possible to ais purposes and ideas, but I eliminated ona
entire vortion that had to do with variations in the distribution
of various minerail constituents of the tissues of his exgerimental
animals, since it was a huge collection of data in tables that
could not be interpreted in reiation to toxic eifects or otuer
physiciogical or toxicological considerations, I believe it
would be wise if you were to write to him about his paper, obtain
his version of the text, and then do with it as you ithink best.

I believe you will agree that the less I aave to do with this,
the better it will be. However, I will do anything winich you
wish me to do. Tleming's paper was subjected to some editing
which, I beiieve, was entirely acceptable to him. However, he,
also, may wish to revise my editortal revisions,uand he should
have that opportunity, I believe, II you agree you can write

to him, or if you prefer, I will do so.

The second point relates to three of my contributions, which

are represented in the papers sent to you by brief introductory
remarxs, I take it that these in their present form do not

fulfill the role which I led you to expeet., This I am prepared

to remedy and will set about &t once doing so with respect to the
material contained in the Harben lectures which can be abstracted
satisfactorily without too much effort. This I agree wiil improve
the series of papers for the purpose of the readexr who wishes to
have all or most of the information at hand in this one publication.
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(Incidentally, I wrote my three "filler” pieces at the laust minute,
tae night before the final deadline {or supplying the printer, so
that we could give out the finished proceedings as we had promised,
I had such an editorial job on my hands that I spent all of my spare
time, evenings and Sundays included, for three weeks, with no
opportunity even to ponder over my own contributions, except for my
last paper which was done with care, This is not a conplaint but

an explanation of the brevity of two of them.)

A8 to the third of my offerings (page XVI), which refers to

articles published in the Archives and so cited, I wonder if there
is any point in 1its amplification, Plcase let me have your advice
on this promptly. I do not wish to let you down, or disappoint you
in any way, but you will appreciate the fact that it is extremely
difficult to go beyond what I have said without producing quite a
manuscript, in which I discuss the objective, the method of approach
and the results in much greater detail. 1'11 do as you wish,

As to the sequence of the articles, we have no cbjection to your
handling these as you wish. Illowever, it would be my suggestion
that if you wish to change the sequence of the papers that relate
to lead in the air and to the general problem of air pollution,

you might move larsen'’s paper (V in the series) and fit it in
between Mr, Cholazk's last paper and Dr. Sterling's, This will put
everything that relates to air quality in one sequence, including
Steriing's, which is concerned more with this than with any other
consideration. This would put my discussion last, where, I believe,
it should be.

I'm glad you approve of the Symposium, on the whole, and I'll
try to fit my contributions into the pattem. I would have done
this without your prompting but for the pressure of other things
which could not bhe set aside,

Sincerely yours,

Robert A. Kehoe, M, L.
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