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Dear Duff:

I ro owe TaU 811apology for not wrl t1Dg to you before
concerning the manuscrlpte you tlent lie. As ;you might have expected,
I went over tl em wit great care SAd compared the ta given 1n each
'able 1th those in the Dotebooka ;you vere good enough to send .e.
'Unfort~ately t 'licre a DUGGerof instancos in .hich some of the
data were lett out Mch I thought should have been include 80
the wordi ~.and the discussion of the at.rial aa uot qui \e the wei'
I would want it t and. 1 thQught it 'beat that cert 1n parts at least
8hou,ld. be rewritteD and a DUIlberat the tabl 8 changed to include all
the &'rallable data. In tha papers on vesicular stomatitis I thought
there was a great deal ot UDAece8sar,r repetition 1n the text, and 1t
.eeaed to m~ thet the material could be preaenteu in a 81 le paper.
!'be paper on S al.o required, in rq oplnlolL, re rUing In several
spots,. wi th particular reference to «reater aUent10n to th quanti tat 1., .
data pre .ted in the ~ :ble.. 1 also thought that the studies on the
1Iltracu'an80u and 8ubcutaneous injection of the virus ill Y0UDgrata
might be included.
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I hoped "817 JlUCh to be able- to aue the neCe8S8.17ch e.
betore lea.,t Cincinnati but I fouao. lII;Yaelt 80 tled up that 1 .ball
haYe to poatpone 1t until ~ return earlT in Au&ust. I bope .,erT much
that ;youwill not b. too greatlT 41sappob.ted tbat thele pa.pera haTe no'
yet been ubl11t~ed tor publication but since they have aite 80 lOIlg.
J anted ve17 JlUCh that we should both 'be satisfied. 1th the final product.
I hope TOU will ve a good U.e 1n Wt con.in and that we ,hall ••• you
in CincinnaU somet1J dur1ng the late sUIIller.

With kiDdeat regard ••

Albert ]3. Sabin, M.D.
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