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April 24th, 1945

Professor E. E. Ecker,
institute of Pathology,
Western Reserve University,
2086 Adelbert 80:4,
Cleveland, Ohio

Dear Enrique,

1 have re:d your letter, Seifter's dissertation,
and the review article (widoh I had not seen, being still ‘way beok on
the Nov. and Dec. journals) with the greatest interest. Since you have
independently adopted much the same principles as we heve, 1 arree that
nothing would be gained by going into details. All of this haprened
just as the page proof came in, so (at great expense) 1 have made reat
of the changes you suggested, and 1 believe you will be satisfied when
you gee the paper in the May J. Exp. Ned. From the brief conversations
we had, 1 did not realise that the gap between our methods had narrowed
go much. Under the elreumstances, 1 deo not think the original version
was ungenerous, for when a really nisleading method is recommended in
half-a-dozen papers over a couple of years it is surely up te someone to
eall attention to its shortcomings. iowever, now that 1 know you are on >
the way to correct the situation yourselves 1 really feel -uch hapder
that itis going te be done that way.

Speaking of generosity, what about Seifter's disparaging ~-
and silly - appraisal of the quantit:tive method in his dissertation? 1'n
also waiting for your up to write a new paper on that and correct much
of tre contents of ELL original one.

Now for Seifter's work. The method of initial
emeentrations has donea lot to straighten matters out for you, but it
does not go far enough. If he now gets almost the same results as we do
with his Cf it is only because one would neceisarily be luekler with the
new method than the old one. As we see it here, he 4s st411 working in
the dark with a very arbitrary and cumbersome method, and with no positive
acsurance thet his reagents contzin 212recuired components in excess, sub-
seribing to this requirement in principle only. What is the objection to
running an old-fashioned titration at any level of haemolysis you want?
Alse, why do you report percentage reactivations? Surely no one yet knows
the relation between this result and quantity of comronent. If Maltaner
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is right it is anything but a proportisnal one. and why do you-talx about
“soncent ations" and "effactive concent rat ons" when other publications of
yours show that you realise that thee terms oan only oause confusion when
you really mean "titers"? Also, Seifter's use of the word "unit" fs 80
leose as to deprive it of all meaning.

it seems to me that in spite of our agreement on
orineiples our methods of putting them inte use are so divergent that too
great a gulf still exists between our laboratories. 1 should like very much

to have a San Francisco Conference of our om, where we can sit down and
thrash out these matters and get totie bottom of it all. So 1 cordially
invite vou and Seifter, and Pillemer if he wants to come, to drop in at
my laboratory, preferably some time before Seifter's work gets to thea proof
staze, and you all, and Mayer and 1, the only two of our complement team left,
will fight it oat until some agreement is reached. Otherwise 1 fear the sane
situation will arise again, and 1 don't like to indulge in polemics with ny
friends any more than you de.

1 expect to be away until the end of May, so come along
any time after that. Rring your fiddle and we'll play soe Haydn sonatas
(unaccompanied, Op. 93, 1 think) and the vranms horn trio if we have any
energy left. How about it?

Looking forward to a lively time,

Aas ever,

Huajn Michael Heidelberger


