. Editer MeClure's
Rew York.

Dear My, Heffumantes

Yours of the 26th ult. wae forwarde to me at the above addrese where I oxpod
te be engaged Por several months im researsh werk. I have & {purely heroraryl pode
1tion at Stanferd thet gives me Recess te 1ibraries and other facilities, and mﬁn

me to pursuelyy investigations amid pleasant surroundings.

I cuite agee with you ; the question whether it is better to wear or not to
wear glesses s a widespread one, mebt omly of growing interest to the publie but of
inereaning imcortence te the mediecal profeesion. It is cetainmly a proper tepie
for frank discussion in a magesine of high standing - 1mgugcmaﬂwq

0f course I have been myself interested in Betes' pdveceey of his hypohhesis
sinee he firet suggested a substitute for the wearing of- glasses. Years age I had
some correspendence with him on the subjeet, end T an sbrvinced that the time has ame
iyed Por e falr, impartiel #fview of all aspecte of the dentroveray {n some journal
respected by the comwunity emd of large eirculatien. :

The, task of presenting the orthedox view of the affair would be congemial
te me but, unfertunstel bime ¢ o 3 i :
s oL v, my time am,lymeupiﬂdmdvﬁb?mgwﬂ”

present investigetions for several monthe ; indeed Ihave within the pasy yeer
declined several offers akin te yours. @gein, & carefully written and propere

1y t1luetrated paper ef the charseter yom outlin could not be turned cut ineide
& wonth, mainly because it is muck eeeler teo write a readable, senispopular theeis”
of 10,5080 worde on & subject that cermot vpreperly be dismissed in e few pages thsa
than to prepare a ¢ondensed eespy within the 1imit you iluwpoe. \

Then, ;’ranklv}, I eeuié'ne%, under present circumstances, furnish the desired
M8, fer lese then {900, Wy kemcrarium wes more then that sum for the last work
of the kind I did - o chapter in Abtie Padistries.

. However, if yeu resily wish me tc write the artiele and if you will give me
a menth after T have studied Dr. Richardeon's paperte deliver the completed repiy, 1
will write it for you, fer the £beve censideration.

On -the Mr hﬁ%& i¢ m cpnnot see your way te meet my wishes 1% will zive me
pleasure to sugzest the namee of éne of twe men, in my opinien amply equipped to defe -
the position taken by the aversge ephtjjalmelogist. Meantine, I remain,

2 § o ".'«l.“/‘ RO

Sincerely yours = ./,

¥ : : : ; ’
49 T am an old hand at prepering MS. for the printer I believe I would be able te dis-
dispense with services of Mies Waid, ' \

o #7 A ®
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My, Arthur S.Heffumen April 7,1928
Editer MeClure's : '
Rew York. :

‘Doay W, BefPuanis

Youre cf the 26th ult. wee forwarde te me ot the above address ghere I exped
te be engeged for several menthe in research werk. I have a {purely Bnorary) pease
ftion at Starferd thet sives me access te 1ibraries and other facilitlies, and enabi®

me te pursuelyy investigatione amid pleasant eurroundings.

I quite agee with you ; the question whether it is bhetter to wear or mot te
wear glasses is 2 widespread ene, not enly of growing interest te the vublie but of
ineressing impertance to the medieel prefession. It ia cetalnly a proper tepie
for frenk diescussion In & magagine ef high stending ~ 1ike Meliure's, -

Of course T heve been myeslf intercoted in Betes' advecsey of his hypothesis
sinee he first spggested & substitute for the wearing of glesses. Years ege I had _
some cerrespondence with him on the subject, and T em cénvineed that the time has amne
ived for a feir, impartiel #éview of ell aspecte of the comtroversy in seme jeurnal
respected by the cemrunity end ef large cireuletion. ;

The task of presenting the orthedox view of the affair would be congenial

%o me tut, unfertunately, my time s fully cccupled and will be sd in my
gmﬁm ima@lg:ﬂum for seversl menthe ; indeed Thave within :ga:ﬁ‘;;og
eei iz;ed ceverel offers akin te yours, @geinm, a carsfully written and propers
i&' 1 éﬁtr&?d reper ef the charseter you outlin could not be turned out inside
_afm;g né‘gm :zéy Ne&m At f2 mvch essier t» write a readadble, sexii-wpmaM&r theals
g sape vords en & subiect thet esnnot preserly be diomiesed in & few nages than
en te prepare a sendensed eseay within the 1imit you impoee. : : ‘
Then, fraviy, I sewid uot‘. under present circumstences, furnish t { '
MB. fer lesa then 900, My henoreriwe wes more then that m’fc:v ghe 1:;: ::;irﬁ :
of the kind I d4d « o chenter in Abt's Pedistrioes. ‘ '

He;rm. if yeu reaslly \wuk' ze to write the artiele and 1f :
, ] you will give me
a month after I heve studied Dr. Richardaon's paperte deliver the completed rgpzy. o
will write 4t for you, for the sbove coneideratien.

On the other hand if you camnct see your way to meet my wishes i% will give me
Pleazurs to sugsest the names of one or 4we men, in my opinien amply equinped to defe
ttgo pesitien teken by the average ophtialmelogist. Meantire, I remain,

- Bincerely yours : . .
Ae I am en old hand et presaring MS. for phe printer I believe I would be able to dis- :
dispense with eervices of Miss Waid, : : e




MCCLURE'S
119 West 4O0th Street
New York

ARTHUR SULLIVANT HOFFMAN
EDITOR

March 26, 1928,

Brrd -

i

My dear py, Wood:

Dr, R.8, Richardson of Kansas City
has written an article to the effect that glasses are in
the long run injurious instead of helpful, and that most
troubles of the eye can be cured without them. We are
going to publish the article in McClure's and we want to
follow it with an article by an oculist of first standing
that will answer it, demolishing anything that needs de-
molishing, admitting any of it that needs admitting.

There will follow a third article by Dr, Clayton
P. Bennett of 40 Hast 41st Street, New York City, as a
kind of umpire, he being a physician who was raised on
the Helmholtz theory but who has discarded his own glasses
in favor of a system similar to Dr, Richardson's and re-
vised by Dr, Bennett for his own use, (Dr, Bates'.)

Our intent is to give both sides an entirely fair
hearing. Our interests and sympathy are entirely with
the folks with the eyes, not with either side, and what we
want to get for the public is the facts, Should people
wear glasses or not?

It is, of course, more than a personal matter to
all of us concerned, It carries with it an obligation
to our fellowmen., McClure's is trying hard to have the
truth brought out definitely and forcefully. It turns to
you, therefore, with a question as to your position. Would
you be interested in championing the cause of glasses?

Dr. Richardson's article whan first submitted was
far from being in correct magazine shape, It was rewritten
by Miss Jere Waid, of our staff, The answering article, could
if necessary, be treated in the same way, the finished article
being submitted for the authors approval before being published
under his name,



bl

For the article in satisfactory form without Miss Waid's
cooperation we would pay $300,00, If her services are involved

$200,00

The article should be approximately the same length as
Dr, Richardson's - 3000 to 3500 words, though it could be some-
what shorter if necessary, 4 diagram of the eye will be used
with his article., The same diagram or another @ould be used in
the answer, Other illustrations would also be possible,

We are very anxious to know your position in this matter.
The question of Helmholtz and glasses is coming more and more
before the public, and it needs settling,

Very sincerely,

Editor.

Drcasey A. Wood,
7 West Madison St,,
Chicago, Ill.

H*IM



	rbsc_fonds_blackerwood-correspondence_BW006-1201-001
	rbsc_fonds_blackerwood-correspondence_BW006-1201-001_1
	rbsc_fonds_blackerwood-correspondence_BW006-1201-002
	rbsc_fonds_blackerwood-correspondence_BW006-1201-002_1



