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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
Suggested word substitutions:
installation>>onset

meninge>>meningeal

relayed> >switched to

minim>>minimal

remove> >remove

Sylvian valley > >Sylvian fissure

splits>>fissure

checkup>>evaluation



furrows> >sulci

thrombophlebitis> >thrombosis
evoked>>considered

hexatherapy>> not in common English use
evaluation>>courses

strit>>>>>>>77?

delete accents on cerebrospinal fluid
obnubilation>>drowsiness or lethargy
leiden>>Leiden
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