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July 22, 1976

William H. Weidman, M.D.
Professor of Pediatrics
MAYO CLINIC B ~ B
Rochester, MN 55901 . , o ' - \

Dear Bill,

Many thanks for the excellent reprint from Michael Oliver. Rasher
than rejecting i¢, I very carefully read it (previously) and noted 58
points of valid (not emotional) disagreement, I had the pleasure of .
lunching with Michael last month in Amsterdam and discussing his editorial ,
in 8 most stimulating way. I guess that's the sort of'lntellectual exchange
I have hoped for and sought with you, ilavolving the perhaps foreeful but

- clear exprassion of sclentific avguments and critielsm -~ with the ewpecta—
-~ tion of equally forceful opposing arguments. The disappointing thing SRR

sbout our correspondence is that vather than replying with evidence of
perception of my argumentu and then answ;ring them, vou apparently delight

in labeling as a "nut' or "emotional", "eccentrie" and now we are all the way
to "fanatical™. The problem with labeling someone a fanatic is that ome 1o -
louger has to consider hlS aryuments.

You will please note that my algumcnts are generally and clearly previded
I feel that my colleagues put thedlr
feet in their mouth, but they are navertheless, oClb“tlLlQ arpumentq whicn
should provide a valLd base for dobate.

This ds what I would always hope to conduct w1tu my colleagues hav1ng

/ different observat;ons and opinionsa rather than labeling, or bexng 1abelled

a fanatic.

The most important source of our controversy, including that I -have: wibh
Michael Oliver, has to do with grasping the public health significance of
these questions and distinguwishing them from the question of individual sig- u

nificance. Each of our argumente has validity when Interpreted within its

context., But when you extend your observations to the collective, I balieve
you err. The observations made in individuals and tﬁe action apprOpriate to
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individuals are not necessarily the ones appropriage to population differ—
ences or rational prevantive action at the social level," "proved or unproved”

1t is thus unhappy to be labeld emotional and fanatieal rather than
replied to on an intellectual plane, as I tried to do in my ‘detailed and
_scxentifia, ii ditect and unxnhibited critiqua of your publication!

Cordially yours9

- Henry Blackburn, M.D. o
HB:ip e S /



Mayo Clinic
Rochester, Minnesota 55901
Telephone 507 282-2511

July 16, 1976

William H. Weidman, M.D.
Pediatric Cardiology

Henry Blackburn, M.D,

University of Minnesota
Laboratorysof Physiological Hygiene
School of Public Health

Stadium Gate 27

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455

Dear Professor:

I am enclosing a reprint of an article which you probably glanced at
and rejected. I am asking only that'you read it as carefully as I
did because I was pleased to see that there is one cardiologist
somewhere in the world who hasn't allowed his emotfional involvement
to cloud his thinking.

You, of course, realize that at
in you to have an emotional a
hypothesis.

e I detected any tendency
ttachment to an unproved

Your obedient servant,

WilYiam H, Weidman, M.D.,
Professor of Pediatric
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