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ei erm:‘Wangensteen:

In the matter, of theben:bite.Al hae and the seein’
_- of detailedstatisticstromSmithwich and trom Edwards andHerrington to be
-. tauch like pulling teeth, butAlis‘pursuingthem vigenrnglesand 1 ‘rust we

~ shall have somefigures’‘withinthe next few-ayey.; - Ea

In peviewinn: the possible material that might appear.in theReappraisal
Section, Al andTareinagreement thatwe would very muchlike to have two i
contributions from you pane:ifyou‘could see ee:wy,clear toes;

e them,

 

“the terst of theeontrtations thatAdana?wooldItke toask if you would ;ee
makehas to do withyour presentoutlook on thematterof the Operremeet:
mastectomyfor carcinomaofthe breast. It is.obviouslythe case that the -
follow-up period ona considerable number of cases is not yet sufficient to
permit the drawingofanylong-term conclusions. Nevertheless,the lessons.

learned with regardtotheposition of metastaseswithinthe mediastinumand
perhaps in the cervical regionaswellwould bea most wpwarie contribution,

The seconditemeoncerning which we would liketo have moreinformation _
- anda contributionfrom you has to do. with the managementby surgicalmeans
- of ulcersof the stomachandduodenum, 1 appreciate that you have endeavored

to acquire sufficientmaterial forgoodstatistical evaluation uponseveral -
methods ofmanagementofpepticulceration and appreciate that you have
providedtheliterature several publications uponthis subject. Nevertheless,

-a@coneretestatementfromyou in adequate detail for the Reappraisal Section
would servetoprovide orientation to many of us with regardto the avenues
of reasoning whichyour investigations have pursued and with regard to pone
present stead in fhe Sevres,ora of this cata , * ae



 


