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Announcement

Revision of American Medical Association Style Manual Begins:
Call for Comments

Work is beginning on the ninth edition of the AMA Manual of Style. If you
have any suggestions for inclusion or any requests for new or different material
that would make the manual more useful to you, please send them to Cheryl
Iverson, Director, Editorial Processing Division, Scientific Publications, Ameri¬
can Medical Association, 515  State St, Chicago, IL 60610 (fax: 312-464-5996).
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