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BARBARA HICKS:  Okay.  It is my honor and privilege to introduce these two fine gentlemen, 
Dr. Paul Kelly from Tufts University, and Dr. Jarus Quinn, retired from North Carolina.  So do 
you want to say a few words, Paul, to introduce yourself? 
 
KELLY:  [00:00:31]  Yes, well, I’ve been a member of the Optical Society for quite a number of 
years.  I remember back in the late ‘60s, my arm was twisted by Tony DiMaria, who said, “I 
know you’re a member of the American Physical Society, but you’ve just got to get involved 
with this nice, small society, because if you do, because it’s a small organization, you can be 
very effective, and you can do a lot of things and accomplish a lot of goals.”  So I joined the 
Optical Society.   
 
HICKS:  So Jarus, can you give us your impressions of Mary Worga and what her contributions 
were to OSA, and then how you became executive director? 
 
QUINN:  [00:01:24]  Right.  Well, Mary Worga came to Washington in 1960, and the Optical 
Society set up its first office in the building owned by the American Chemical Society over on 
16th Street.  She was an active director.  She had been very active in setting up the Pittsburgh 
Conference on Analytical Spectroscopy.  She was famed for that, which began back in 1951.  
She was a professor, then, at the University of Pittsburgh.  But anyhow, during the ‘60s, several 
things happened.  A guy named Nixon got to be President, chopped the hell out of the science 
budget, and I was teaching and doing research at Catholic University, and the money was drying 
up to fund graduate students’ research.  At that same time, I was active also in the local section 
of the Optical Society, and I was approached by the president of the Optical Society, Karl 
Kessler, who said, “Would you be interested in a job at the Optical Society?  We need someone 
to lead the executive offices of the society.”  And I thought at the time, “My, that’s a good 
location to look for another job.  I think I’ll go,” and so I took the job.   

[00:02:49]  At the time I took the job, the staff of the Optical Society had moved to 2100 
Pennsylvania Avenue to a building owned by the National Academy of Sciences, and the 
employees were Mary Worga, and her secretary Joanne Spray, Karen Remore, who did the 
accounting, and Dotty Iza, who did membership, and John Sanderson, who was in charge of 
education, and his secretary, Ms. Graham.  I wasn’t exactly sure what my role was going to be.  
No one ever explicitly explained to me, you know.  They said, “Lead it.  You’re the leader.”  But 
how was Worga interact blah, blah, blah.  No one explained what her role would be, but she was 
to still stay on full-time for a while.  Her memory, I guess, was fading.  People noticed, and she 
was kind of losing it to some extent.  We now know many years later that it was early-onset 
Alzheimer’s that was her problem.  But that’s the story of me coming to the Optical Society: 
Richard Nixon and Alzheimer’s for Mary Warga. 
 
KELLY:  It would be interesting if you could put this in the context of what was happening in 
optics at the time, and your perspective on that. 
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QUINN:  [00:04:05]  Well, lasers were coming.  They hadn’t arrived, but you knew there was a 
future to laser science, and the Optical Society looked like a good place to bridge the gap 
between basic research and applied research, and that’s why it appealed to me.   
 
KELLY:  So your background is, you were a spectroscopist?  Did I get that right? 
 
QUINN:  Molecular spectroscopist, yes.   
 
HICKS:  So what were some of the first changes that you felt you had to take charge and 
implement to get the society up and running to be strong? 
 
QUINN:  [00:04:42]  We were running budget deficits, and we had to get money.  I guess the 
first nasty job I had to do was to talk John Sanderson and his secretary into retiring, because 
there was very little to show for his activity in education in optics.  You know, it was a difficult 
problem, how to proceed, and his background was at a naval research laboratory.  So he agreed 
to retire in 1971, and Mary Worga went half-time salary in 1971, and so that kind of got us on 
the foot to start.  In 1972, she retired.   
 
KELLY:  Where did most of the budget come from at that point when you came on board? 
 
QUINN:  Journals.  It was a publication society.  All the money came from the net income from 
selling subscriptions to libraries. 
 
KELLY:  So the annual meeting didn’t make money and the membership fees didn’t make 
money? 
 
QUINN:  No, no. 
 
KELLY:  Very similar to the situation today. 
 
QUINN:  I would think so. 
 
HICKS:  So you decided to start meetings.  What was your first entrance into meetings? 
 
QUINN:  [00:06:05]  There are two separate items, two separate agendas.  One was, a technical 
counsel had been formed to give different aspects of optics their representation in the society, 
and a way to organize members around those specialties.  I guess the people responsible for that, 
in my memory, was a guy from Washington, Luke Bibberman, and I think he’s still here at the 
Institute for Defense Analysis; and then Bob Potter, who I think was down in IBM and is now 
down in Texas.  So they were instrumental in setting up groups.  The second thing was that we 
had a very, very dramatic breakthrough in optical fabrication and testing with the development of 
the zygointerferometer.  At that time, I was approached to set up a series of meetings on optical 
fabrication and testing that would go around the country, and we would have many exhibits with 
them, and I guess one of the drivers was zygo and Paul Foreman.  Paul Foreman hauled that 
interferometer to every one of those optical fabrication and testing meetings, and I think that 
changed the development of the fabrication of optics in this country—that plus the development 
of software to do the design.  So now, all you need is an interferometer and a little software, and 
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you can be your own optical fabrication and production person.  So I guess that’s where it all 
started.  In ’73, we hired a meetings coordinator named John Hegen, and it was his job to 
essentially stay on the road with these OFNT meetings—optical fabrication and testing meetings.   
 
HICKS:  Made from the past. 
 
KELLY:  [00:08:02]  You mentioned publications, and there were, I guess, at that time, in 1970, 
two, which is JOSA, which started in 1917, I think. 
 
QUINN: 19, probably, yeah. 
 
KELLY:  And then Applied Optics, which was a very recent journal. 
 
QUINN:  Relatively recent, yeah. 
 
KELLY:  And the people that were involved in this, in the business end of things, David 
McAdam was the editor at that point… 
 
QUINN:  John Howard. 
 
KELLY:  And John Howard was the editor of Applied Optics.  Could you talk about these a little 
bit and how the AIP played a role, and how the in-house editing was done? 
 
QUINN:  [00:08:54]  Well, it was a mix early one.  One of the early hires of the Optical Society 
was Patricia Wakeling, and that history has to come at a separate time.  I don't have that history, 
but she was, in fact, a full-time employee, and she managed the production of Applied Optics 
and managed the production of Optics and Spectroscopy, the Russian Journal.  She was in charge 
of getting translators and things like that and moving the manuscripts around.  AIP was 
contracted to do all the work on the Journal of the Optical Society and of course, all the 
typesetting and taking care of the printing, and doing all the subscription fulfillment for all the 
journals.  They also, of course, did the membership work for the society.  All membership was 
on AIP computers.  So that was the connection.   
 
KELLY:  And the relationship with the AIP was good at that point? 
 
QUINN:  [00:09:48]  Yeah, I think the relationship was always good.  But later on, to jump 
down the road a bit, we’re starting new journals, dividing JOSA, dividing Applied Optics or 
putting more issues out, and it became obvious that we could do it less expensively here at 
Washington in-house than they could do it up in New York, so I just brought it in-house, to do it 
in-house.  So that was the story on that.  And then when computers got cheaper, we could do our 
own computer work as well.   
 
KELLY:  The membership? 
 
QUINN:  The membership and subscription work.   
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HICKS:  So the staff really started to grow.  So from ’69 to ’79--  I know in ’79, you had ten 
people, because I was the tenth employee.  Then, it was in the ‘80s that you brought the 
publication work in-house and the membership work in-house. 
 
QUINN:  And we expanded in meetings, in the number of meetings.  So yeah, that was the story. 
 
HICKS:  So the staff really started to grow? 
 
QUINN:  Right, right.  Yep.   
 
HICKS:  So we outgrew some of our space.  Do you want to talk about--  become a landlord and 
a realtor? 
 
QUINN:  [00:11:05]  About the tragedy?  Yeah, well, the National Academy of Sciences threw 
us out.  They needed the space and said, “Go.”  So we managed to rent a small bit of office 
space, and I guess that’s where you came, to 2010 L Street, I think, was the address.  We had that 
space for a while, and we were going to outgrow that space as well, and I thought, you know, the 
real estate market looked pretty good in Washington right now, and maybe it’s the time to buy 
something rather than paying these rents.  I looked around and I found some space over on 
Jefferson Place, which is right off Connecticut Avenue, down by M Street, and a couple of 
townhouses that had been hooked together for some offices upstairs and retail and a hairdresser 
downstairs, and I convinced the board of directors that we needed a home, and it was fine, and 
we agreed on how much we would put down and what the mortgage would be, and blah, blah, 
blah, so I went and signed the contract, and when it came due to settlement, it turned out that the 
retained earnings that the Optical Society (or whatever you want to call them at that point) were 
controlled by the treasurer.  I only had authority over the checkbook, so to speak.  So I went to 
the treasurer, Archie Mahon, and I said, “We’re going to have settlement next week, Archie, so 
we need to sell that Eastman-Kodak stock,” because that’s where all the money was, and he said, 
“No, way.  George Eastman gave us that stock, and he didn’t give it to us to sell.  I’m not 
selling.”  So I collapsed.  The building was going to collapse, and so I started making phone calls 
to the executive committee of the board of directors, and I finally convinced them that they 
should have an online meeting and vote to sell the stock.  Shortly after, that man resigned, but we 
got the building that way. 
 
KELLY:  Over his dead body. 
 
QUINN:  I think so. 
 
KELLY:  And that was the time when Eastman was starting to head downhill. 
 
HICKS:  It was a good time to sell the stock. 
 
KELLY:  A very good time. 
 
QUINN:  [00:13:19]  And of course, somebody earlier brought up how we got into the building.  
We couldn’t get all the tenants out.  That was the problem.  The one tenant that was the real 
problem was in the basement in 1816 and was a hairdresser, and they just refused to go, they 
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refused to move.  So their big business was at lunchtime—you know, because everybody took 
off work and got their hair done—and I found that there was this hole through the middle of the 
ceiling in the waiting room, and to pour water through that hole at lunchtime pretty much closed 
that place up.  So that’s how we got the tenants out.  Sorry.  I was a bad guy.  [Laughter]  
 
KELLY:  [00:14:12]  One thing I remember, the building you were in, I think the 20th and L was 
it?  I remember visiting you on--  maybe it was another building, but I remember this small, very 
compact office space, and the next thing, you were in these palatial quarters on Jefferson Place, 
and it seemed you could never expand to fill that place, and you got the Astronomical Society to 
come, and Peter Boyce.  You were concerned about filling up the building.  That lasted what? 
 
QUINN:  [00:14:56]  Until we came here.  We outgrew Jefferson Place early, particularly when 
we started doing the publications.  In order to cope, we rented space in two buildings down the 
street.  So we had rental space on Jefferson Place as well.  So that’s how we stayed there.  
Finally, it got to be a nuisance.  The publications department had all moved down the street, and 
were disconnected.  It came time to look for more buildings, and it was a good time to buy 
buildings, once again, in Washington.  The market was depressed.  The reason you’re in this 
building is because there was a big move in the nation for equal rights for women.  Before that, 
the ‘60s, early ‘70s, the only jobs for women were being teachers and home economists.  I mean, 
they were the two majors you went in college.  This building was built by the American Society 
for Home Economics.  Women weren’t taking home economics anymore.  The society bellied 
up, and we bought the building cheap.  So that’s where it came from.   
 
HICKS:  So looking back, it appears that you had a long-term plan for the growth of the society.  
Is that a valid perception? 
 
QUINN:  No, it was day to day.  [Laughter]  
 
KELLY:  But it seems so logical, and the progression seems to rational.  It’s hard to believe what 
you just said. 
 
QUINN:  [00:16:37]  Yeah, well, we knew where we were going.  You knew that the laser, and 
later on, optical communications technology was going to be the future, and we had to move in 
that direction.  So that was no mystery. 
 
HICKS:  I think you’re a little modest.  I mean, I think there were some long-term strategic goals 
that you definitely had in mind, as far as making CLEOS and CLEA one meeting, and then 
integrating the International Quantum Electronics Conference with it.  That had a really strong 
run as far as technical papers and recognition in the field.  Of course, then the exhibits grew, so it 
had a nice, healthy bottom line. 
 
QUINN:  [00:17:26]  Looking back, I mean, what I considered dangerous at the time was, where 
is this technology going to go—I mean in terms of a technical community, like the Optical 
Society, like the American Physical Society, like the IEEE?  I tried to unite those groups to the 
extent possible, and we did it through meetings and making sure that the Optical Society had a 
role in all meetings that were connected to lasers and optical technology.  So I think it was 
relatively successful. 
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KELLY:  [00:17:58]  Yeah, because when you look at it, interesting perspective, there were two 
giant societies on either side of the Optical Society.  I mean, the IEEE had 250,000 members 
then.  I’m sure it’s much bigger these days.  Then there was the 25 or 30,000-member American 
Physical Society, and the Optical Society was this group of people that fell in between.  Some 
people thought of themselves as physicists, and other people thought of themselves as engineers.  
It’s sort of interesting that here, a small society ended up taking the leadership and playing a very 
important role.  I mean, if you could expound on that, as to why--  was it just sort of force of 
character that did this on your part?   
 
QUINN:  [00:17:07]  Well, I think probably a little bit of that, but mostly, you had lack of 
leadership in these areas in the IEEE and the American Physical Society.  Remember, their 
primary interests were not in lasers or optical technology.  An amusing story for you.  We started 
the Optical Fiber Communication Conference.  I mean, I knew this had to be an IEEE activity, 
and so I went to them to see which of their then-member societies would be a co-sponsor.  
Obviously, the IEEE Communications Society was the obvious one to go to, but the guy that was 
the head of that said, “No way; there’s no future in optical communications.”   
 
KELLY:  So just a complete opening. 
 
QUINN:  A complete opening for that.  So. 
 
HICKS:  [00:20:29]  OSA had a very complicated relationship with SPIE.  Can you go into some 
detail and help understand this relationship? 
 
KELLY:  First of all, what was the SPIE? 
 
QUINN:  [00:20:42]  I don't remember its roots.  Society of Photographic Instrumentation 
Engineers.  But I guess what’s missing in an awful lot of people’s thinking is what the core 
business of the two societies are.  The core business of the Optical Society back then was, in fact, 
publishing journals.  I mean, that’s where we made our funds; that’s how we kept the society 
running.  The core business of SPIE was to have meetings and to have the meetings in order for 
the people that gave papers at the meetings to bring in their papers already composed and ready 
for printing.  SPIE, in turn, took those, copied them, and put out a journal, a digest, for every 
meeting.  And so the heart of SPIE’s money was in running meetings and getting those papers 
typed by the individual presenters. 
 
KELLY:  And they sold these meetings’ proceedings. 
 
QUINN:  Not quite proceedings.   
 
KELLY:  They called them that. 
 
QUINN:  [00:21:58]  Yeah, I guess so.  But that’s the heart of the matter for their money, and the 
hear of our money is journals, okay?  Now, when you talk about putting the two societies 
together, okay, where do our papers and our journals come from?  Well, many, many of them are 
due to presentations at meetings which are later submitted for publication.  If they were to be 
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published in a digest, would our journals accept them for republication after that?  There’s a 
business conflict between the two organizations, and that’s been the heart of the matter all along, 
though that was seldom discussed in meetings between, you know, representatives for OSA and 
SPIE.  Everybody talked about other things.  Of course, the other big item is staff.  I mean, you 
know, are we going to--  it didn’t make any sense to merge the two societies without merging the 
two staffs.  So are we going to move the OSA staff from Washington to Bellingham, or the 
Bellingham staff here?  Well, you know, the people in power in the two organizations up near 
the top, they certainly weren’t going to put up with moves.  So that essentially killed the deal 
from the start, despite the fact that the volunteer members thought there was a possibility.  But I 
don't think there was ever a possibility.  I mean, we tried.  We had a joint meeting at the annual 
meeting, and it was just a disaster.   
 
KELLY:  [00:23:29]  There was one in the ‘90s, too, that basically studied to death how to 
reorganize and bring the two societies together, and the group that did that, you were a member. 
The group that did that went ahead and made a very detailed proposal for merging the societies.  
They had a structure laid down, and it was voted down by the membership of the OSA.  It wasn’t 
that great a difference.  I mean, it was a reasonably close vote, as I remember.  But in hindsight, I 
mean, what the Optical Society seems to me--  and you might want to comment on that.  The 
perspective of the Optical Society has always been a sort of member-driven organization, and the 
SPIE was a staff-driven organization, and that, in terms of manifesting itself in the meetings, 
was, the members basically controlled what was presented at the meetings, but the SPIE staff—
and this seemed to work because of the nature of the meetings they held; they were more 
engineering-oriented—it was staff-driven.  They basically came up with the ideas for sub-
meetings within a larger meeting, and basically found people to take responsibility.  So it was a 
very proactive staff.  You might want to discuss that, how you saw this perspective, whatever 
worked together with these two different approaches. 
 
QUINN:  I couldn’t see them working together.  I couldn’t see how to unify them.  I just could 
never see that.  I mean, I could see one of them going out of business, but I couldn’t see a 
unification of their two business plans. 
 
KELLY:  [00:25:50]  Yet we’ve heard over the years from the engineers that the Optical Society 
does not serve the engineers very well, and there have been efforts many times.  The topical 
meetings on optical engineering have basically come to nothing, and society, although it’s trying 
to revive it again with Tom DeLorenzi, but it’s been a problem that we have several very 
prominent engineers that are very outspoken about it, that the Optical Society does not serve 
engineers very well. 
 
QUINN:  [00:26:38]  I think the exception is the optical communication area.  We started it, and 
we got the engineering into it from the beginning, so I think that’s the exception. 
 
HICKS:  But even though the societies always seem to be trying to merge, they did have both of 
their places in the world, and I think the societies were much stronger because of the 
competition.  Do you agree with that, Jarus? 
 
QUINN:  [00:27:13]  I think that’s probably exactly true.  The technical community was better 
served for the competition.  Yeah.   
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HICKS:  So apparently, at one point, OSA kind of saved SPIE from collapsing.  Do you want to 
recollect on that?   
 
QUINN:  I don't have a good recollection of that.  I remember helping Joe out in California, but I 
don't remember the details; it was too long ago. 
 
KELLY:  I remember getting the distinct impression that you thought Joe was a bit of an ingrate.  
Was the correct or not?  
 
QUINN: He was a nice guy.  He was a friend.   
 
KELLY:  But he was competitive. 
 
QUINN:  Oh, of course.  He wouldn’t have stayed in business without being competitive.  Yeah.  
Sure.   
 
HICKS:  But I mean, I think both the SPIE and the OSA staffs were very professional, and you 
couldn’t deny the fact that SPIE had a really good professional staff and served the community in 
the niche that they had carved out for themselves, as well as the OSA doing the same. 
 
QUINN:  [00:28:23]  That’s right.  And I think their move up to Bellingham was good for them 
in the sense that they didn’t have a big staff turnover.  They had a very stable staff, and it grew.  
 
KELLY:  These days, Photonics West sends shivers up and down the spine of the CLEO people, 
and the exhibits at CLEA seem to be in some difficulty.  I don't think it’s so much OFC, but 
certainly CLEO.   Photonics West is the SPIE more or less equivalent of CLEO. 
 
HICKS:  But there was a long time, probably 20 years, where CLEO sent shivers up the spines of 
the SPIE people.  So I think it’s just an ebb and tide kind of thing, hopefully.  We’ll see what the 
future holds.  Is there anything else that you would like to talk to us about SPIE, or would you 
like to go on to another subject? 
 
QUINN:  Let’s go onto another subject. 
 
HICKS:  Let’s talk about China.  You took a trip to China in 1988 with Bill Bridges and his wife, 
and I had the privilege.   
 
QUINN:  [00:29:43]  And I went, yeah, that’s right.   
 
KELLY:  Did you boil the water?  
 
QUINN:  Bill Bridges didn’t do what he was told to do.  Barbara said, “Everything has to be 
wiped before you put it in your mouth.”  She wiped everything.  I survived.  Bill Bridges did not.  
He was sick for a long while after that.  Yeah, we survived. 
 
HICKS:  I told Jarus we would die of alcohol wipes. 
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KELLY:  I think probably the sanitary conditions have improved vastly with what’s happened in 
China. 
 
QUINN:  [00:30:19]  I suppose one of the more interesting elements of the meeting was, you 
know, we weren’t seeing very much in terms of technology or whatever, and then they flew us 
up to Chang Chun in the northeastern part of China, and we landed in an airport, and I don't 
know; there must have been 50 MIG fighters lined up on the tarmac, and then they parked us 
into--  I don't know what you would call it.  A retreat center is what you would call it here where 
we stayed.  It was full of Chinese military officers.  Every one of the license plates was 
composed of zeroes—zero dot zero, or zero zero dot zero zero.  So you knew it was a big deal.  
We went to tour the university and didn’t see much there—I mean, you know, traditional optics.  
And we went past a big building, and I kind of stuck my head around the corner, and I said, 
“What’s in there?”  And they said, “Oh, no, you can’t go in there.”  I said, “What is in there?  
Why can’t I go in there?  It’s a university.”  “Well, it’s research.”  “Well, let’s go see.”  So we 
kind of bullied our way in, and there it was.  They were doing a laser technology system—a 
blue-green laser for doing communications at sea, and things like that at sea.  It was a military 
research thing.  I think that was the biggest thing in the trip.   
 
HICKS:  Well, but it was also the first time that OSA officers, executive officers and presidents 
had been to China, so they were very receptive, and very happy that the Optical Society had 
come.  Jarus was the guest of the Chinese Academy of Sciences.   
 
QUINN:  [00:32:19]  So it was a good trip, and I think it paid off in the long term.  We had 
cooperation with the Chinese.  But I’ve been out of it too long.  Now, Chinese science and 
technology has got to be booming.  So how you stay connected, I don't know.   
 
KELLY:  That was in the late ’70s, I think, that that happened.   
 
QUINN:  It was later than that. 
 
KELLY:  [00:32:45]  But I remember them coming to San Francisco, to IQEC.  After Nixon 
went to China, there was an opening up, and a group of Chinese scientists came to San 
Francisco, and they also came to Boston as well, at the same time.  Included in this group, some 
were actually factory workers that made lasers.  Very interesting group of people.  There were 
professors from universities, and people who actually made helium-neon lasers.  But I mean, the 
way things have come about now, by the time I went to China and Shanghai in the mid-‘80s, it 
was totally different.  There were skyscrapers going up; there was building every where, and 
since, Shanghai has just exploded.  And of course, that’s now an issue for the Optical Society, 
the strength of China in science and technology.  It’s an issue for every society, because, I mean, 
I don't know the percentage of journal submissions that come from China, but I do know the 
overseas submissions are now approaching 75% of the submissions.  That’s steadily increased a 
few percent each year. 
 
QUINN:  [00:34:31]  For a while, we agreed to translate and publish a Chinese journal, but that 
was more or less a disaster.  No one bought it; it just collapsed.  The content was too light, if that 
makes any sense.  Now, what will happen in the future?  I don't know.  Will it just continue to 
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publish like they’re publishing or submit to our journals for publication, or will they start their 
own?  I think that’s the real question. 
 
KELLY:  In other words, will we all have to learn Chinese?   
 
QUINN:  Exactly.   
 
KELLY:  [00:35:10]  But just in general, there’s been an increase in Europe, and the other place 
that seems to be growing rapidly and emerging economically is India.  South Asia in general is 
doing very well.  You know, I mean, you could sort of see it coming, but it wasn’t that obvious 
then—not quite as clearly as it’s happening now.   
 
QUINN:  The Chinese brought technology into manufacturing, and I think that’s what started 
them up, if that makes any sense. 
 
KELLY:  Yeah, somebody said most optical fabrication is now done off-shore—very little 
domestic, United States fabrication of optical.  And they’re getting very sophisticated, you know, 
with communication lasers, and it’s not sort of low-end lenses and conventional optical systems, 
but it’s also spreading into the communications field.     
 
QUINN:  Well, if that comes back, that’s a huge depressed industry right now. 
 
HICKS:  So Jarus, what do you see as the next big trend in optics? 
 
KELLY:  I don't know.  I don't know.  I’ve become a liberal arts scholar in my retirement.  
[Laughter]  I don’t keep up.  There’s an awful lot of solar technology.  I think that’s a booming 
field right now. 
 
HICKS:  Anything green? 
 
QUINN:  [00:36:54]  Yeah, yeah.  But we don’t see it in this country, particularly.  A lot of it is 
overseas.  I know my son markets for one of these companies, and he’s out of the nation all the 
time.  He’s either in Asia or Europe.  He thinks that somebody’s got to wake up in this country 
and turn it green, because other countries certainly are.   
 
KELLY:  [00:37:21]  It’s interesting that you said solar energy, because just as the strategic 
planning committee, Tom DeLorenzi is trying to get the society involved with the environment.  
There’s a huge environmental meeting where the companies that sell solar cells and solar energy 
equipment are selling to not just the electric utilities, but they’re also selling to installers and 
people who put--  you know, basically the electrical service industry.  He wants to get the 
Optical Society to somehow put a technical meeting, which is going to be satellite, if he can 
work it out, which will be a technical meeting.  And the question is, how many people from your 
local electrical contractor are going to come to a technical meeting on solar energy?   
 
QUINN:  Well, when you’ve got coal, why would you come to a meeting like that? 
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KELLY:  [00:38:36]  But the electrical contractors are taking the opportunity--  people want 
solar installations in their homes, a lot of them, and so they’re asking electrical contractors, “Can 
you do this for us,” and electrical contractors are paying attention.   
 
QUINN:  I think the efficiencies are going up.  They’re going to go up substantially.  It will pay 
off for everyone, then.  Right now, pay-off is long-term.   
 
HICKS:  Back in the late-‘80s—and I think the vote finally took place in 1990—the society 
thought about changing its name to Optics and Photonics Society.  I’m sure you have some 
thoughts about what took place then, but as a secondary question, if you were the executive 
director and wanted to change the name of the Optical Society today, what would you change the 
name to? 
 
KELLY:  That’s a great question. 
 
QUINN:  [00:39:41]  Great question.  I’m not so sure that Optics and Photonics isn’t still the 
right answer.  I would give you the SPIE Photonics Conference is you want an example.  But 
that’s the optical engineering.  I mean, photonics is the way to label it, and it seemed like a good 
idea at the time. 
 
HICKS:  Also, there were other factors.  We were trying to get “America” out of the name, and 
that addresses the China/India/Russia situation, and we were also trying to embrace a little bit 
more of the engineering component, technology component.   
 
QUINN:  That’s right. 
 
HICKS:  So you think that name would still serve the society well today and into the future? 
 
QUINN:  I think so, but I’m not sure that Rochester wouldn’t still rebel like they did at the time.   
 
KELLY:  [00:40:35]  There’s so many legal ramifications to changing the name.  I remember the 
discussions of that.  How do you do it?  How do you accomplish it?  You can do it following the 
incorporation, the articles of incorporation of the organization, and it was very complex, and 
there were a lot of uncertainties as to how much of a vote you had to have. 
 
QUINN:  [00:41:05]  It was very fuzzy, but after the fact, after that all was over, we changed the 
rules.  We went back and changed the by-laws of the society so that if you wanted to do it now, it 
would be very straightforward what you had to do.   
 
HICKS:  And was it two thirds? 
 
QUINN:  I forget what the vote is, but yeah.  Yeah, it was indeed fuzzy, because the society’s 
rules were in conflict with the rules of incorporation, and that was the problem at the time, I 
think. 
 
KELLY:  I remember Sandy Sawchuck, who was… 
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QUINN:  He was the chair of the society. 
 
KELLY:  He felt he had made enemies everywhere. 
 
QUINN:  Well he had!  He had. 
 
KELLY:  He was the goat. 
 
QUINN:  It was his head, because he was chairman of the society objectives and policy 
committee.  It was terrible for him. 
 
HICKS:  But it really was probably a good thing to do.  I mean, if you want to keep the society 
vibrant and moving forward and energetic, it might not have been such a bad decision.   
 
KELLY:  [00:42:08]  Well, it came up recently, I think, again, in strategic planning, that there 
had been a decision made just in all the material that comes from the Optical Society, just call it 
OSA like SPIE, and drop the Optical Society of America, or make it very tiny.  I think that was 
probably ten years ago, and somehow it never stuck.  It was suggested once again at the latest 
strategic planning, and they may try again.  To change the name is very difficult, but you could 
just go by the initials. 
 
QUINN:  The points were well-made. 
 
HICKS:  Well, is there anything you want to talk about as far as the name change and that whole 
process?  I remember you receiving one letter from someone who was overseas saying that he 
voted against the name change because he felt it an honor to be a member of the Optical Society 
of America.  So you’ve got a lot of different twists to people’s opinions to the name change.   
 
KELLY:    Well, if you had to do it again, it might be a good idea to line up Emile Wolfe on your 
side, somehow talk him into it before the fact.   
 
QUINN:  I’ll say.  How I’ve maintained a friendship with him for all these years—even since 
retirement, he comes to see me—I don't know, because that was the head-to-head one, if there 
ever was a head-to-head one.  But tradition is tradition, and that was essentially what he was 
saying. 
 
KELLY:  But if you could have talked him into it, it might have worked. 
 
QUINN:  [00:44:09]  Yeah, should you have a division of OSA called photonics at that point, 
would SPIE laugh you out?  I don't know.   
 
KELLY:  I mean, one thing that, looking back on it--  what all seemed amazing to me was, you 
were a technical person in an executive position, and none of the people who have followed you 
have been that.  Did you look upon that as a blessing, or a curse? 
 
QUINN:  No, I thought it was valuable to understand emerging fields, particularly in the area of 
topical meetings, to be able to say, “Yeah, that field’s going to go.  Let’s try it.”   
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KELLY:  So you were the society’s development officer. 
 
QUINN:  We didn’t have such things.   
 
KELLY:  [00:45:11]  Yeah, but that’s important.  You know, now they’ve brought in Tony 
Campillo and Tom DeLorenzi to kind of fill those roles—Tony with the journals, and Tom 
associated with meetings.   
 
QUINN:  I didn’t know that. 
 
KELLY:  They both retired from naval research. 
 
QUINN:  Yeah, NRL. 
 
KELLY:  Tony was the editor of an OSA journal, but I think Tom was the editor the Journal of 
Light Wave Technology.  At some point, we want to talk about the Journal of Light Wave 
Technology, and all the fun you had with the IEEE bureaucracy. 
 
QUINN:  Terrible. 
 
KELLY:  [00:46:09]  The other thing that I’d like to touch upon is, somehow, there would be 
committee meetings, and you want to get something done; you clearly had an idea of what to do, 
but you somehow very carefully held back expressing your own views until it was a strategic 
thing to do.  I admired your ability to sort of work in this controlled fashion.  It was very skillful.  
Can you tell us how you dealt with a lot of prima donnas, and, you know, people who knew it 
all? 
 
QUINN:  [00:47:04]  You normally speak to people ahead of the meeting when you’re going to 
have a critical answer raised, and make sure that the person that’s going to be most responsive to 
the idea understands everything—you know, brief them ahead of time.  Then, everything takes 
care of itself more or less. 
 
KELLY:  You pick a real leader who can lead the crowd. 
 
QUINN:  Or someone with the most vested interest, sure. 
 
KELLY:  I thought it was very skillful.  I mean, you always got what you thought was the right 
thing out of your committees.  I mean, it’s just a skill that I’m really envious of, personally.  I 
don't have any of that ability.  I just butt heads with people.  You never really butted heads with 
the members. 
 
QUINN:  I wanted to hold my job!  [Laughter]  
 
KELLY:  Except on occasion with me, I think.  You knew who you could do that to.   
 
QUINN:  You did a lot.  You did a lot.  Oh, boy.   
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KELLY:  So the committee meetings were always marvels of accomplishment within the OSA.   
 
QUINN:  [00:48:32]  Well, I think one of the things that you want to do—and you know, I think 
most people understand that—is, you want agendas prepared ahead of time, okay?  You want an 
agenda for a meeting, and you want to make sure that the chair of the committee is briefed on it.  
So you want some direction; you just don’t want to have a conversation like this to be a meeting, 
okay?  You want to have a purpose for the meeting.   
 
HICKS:  Looking back, publications certainly had a tremendous growth.  You always had the 
Journal of the Optical Society of America and Applied Optics, and then, in ’77, another journal 
came through called Optics Letters.  Can you tell us how that came about, Jarus? 
 
QUINN:  [00:49:54]  Sure.  It was very important, because the groundbreaking short journal 
articles were heading to the physical review—American Physical Society.  Not the physical 
review, phys rev letters.  If we were ever going to compete in I guess what would have been 
called quick publication back then—not anymore—we were going to need a letters journal, and 
that’s what drove it.   
 
KELLY:  And then also, there was on the other side, the applied side, Applied Physics Letters.  
So that was also competition.   
 
QUINN:  So it was important to start a letters journal for the health of the society. 
 
HICKS:  Who were the major proponents, and what were the major obstacles in launching those? 
 
QUINN:  I’m sorry; I don't remember.  Do you? 
 
KELLY:  No.  Bob Terhune remembers that you and Boris came to his house on a Saturday.  
Now, it sounds pretty wild to me.   
 
QUINN:  We needed an editor. 
 
KELLY:  You made him an offer he couldn’t refuse.  So you might tell us that story. 
 
QUINN:  We just talked him into it.  That’s all. 
 
KELLY:  So you went to Ann Arbor or Dearborn, wherever he lived? 
 
QUINN:  I guess we were up there for a different reason, but yeah, he said yes. 
 
KELLY:  And what was persuasive about the--  you know, he agreed with you, basically, I 
guess. 
 
QUINN:  Yes, the need for it.  Exactly. 
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KELLY:  [00:51:37]  Now, how about the leadership?  Publications people are often very 
conservative.  I mean, I know John Howard, to be quite frank, was very skeptical of the need for 
a letters journal; he thought he could do it all in Applied Optics. 
 
QUINN:  Yes, right. 
 
KELLY:  And were there other people who were skeptical? 
 
QUINN:  I don't recall, very honestly, but I think there was a very, very positive support for the 
idea.  It was the right idea at the right time, okay, and the competition had shown us that.  That 
wasn’t the same battle that we had over name change or anything like that.  I mean, you know, it 
went through pretty easily.  The leadership of the Optical Society, remember, at that time, was 
the laser people, or the new technology people.  Let me put it that way.  They recognized the 
need for it as well. 
 
KELLY:  They were the beneficiaries of the OSA having a letters journal. 
 
QUINN:  Exactly.  Franken in there and Stuychef and so on. 
 
KELLY:  [00:52:52]  I remember, the first few issues Bob got, he got all these people to 
contribute articles to get it off the ground.  He was very entrepreneurial about how it he did it.  
To me, it always struck me as the perfect choice to get such an entrepreneurial individual to 
realize what it would take to start a journal.  What went through your head, yours and Boris’ and 
whoever else was involved?  How did you come up with this?  You just knew him and knew his 
personality? 
 
QUINN:  Yeah. 
 
KELLY:  This would work! 
 
QUINN:  Just like I came to you and asked you, okay? 
 
KELLY:  Well, I wasn’t entrepreneurial, quite in the same way Bob was.  I mean, there were two 
entrepreneurial editors in my experience, and that was Bob Terhune and Joe Eberly.  Joe Eberly 
got this Optics Express.  He really… 
 
QUINN:  [00:54:01]  Absolutely.  And he did it--  it was just hard to imagine that the Optical 
Society would go ahead ahead of time, beating everybody else with it.  It was just a wonderful 
idea.  I agree. 
 
HICKS:  The only problem was, Joe Eberly was ahead of the technology.  But he made it work; 
the staff made it work. 
 
KELLY:  Well, it’s good to drive the staff to distraction, sometimes—spoken as a member.  
[Laughter]  
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QUINN:  You know, there’s some breakthrough events, and starting that journal was a 
breakthrough event.   
 
HICKS:  Definitely.  So then we talked a little bit earlier about China and the translation 
journals, but you had a little more of a success story in Russia in doing the Soviet Journal of 
Optical Technology.  Can you talk about that, and the importance of Russia? 
 
QUINN:  [00:54:56]  Both of the journals, they were quite successful journals.  Actually, if you 
want some amusement, the Soviet Journal of Optical Technology had been started very early.  I 
don't remember what year; probably before I started.  But I think the board was considering 
dropping it because it was losing money.  Okay, it was a money-loser.  And so I said, “Well, give 
me another year, and I’ll try it.”  So I took the non-member price and I doubled it, and the 
number of non-member subscriptions doubled, and we were in heaven. 
 
KELLY:  Factor of four! 
 
QUINN:  Yeah, I guess people thought it was successful when you raised the price so much. 
 
HICKS:  You’re lucky you did it then.  You can’t get away with it today. 
 
QUINN:  [00:55:45]  The economy was changing as well.  The economy was starting back up.  
Then came the Russian Revolution, and there were problems, and we were doing the translations 
over here.  I had some interaction with the Russians, and they didn’t know how they were going 
to survive over there.  And so I said, “Well, maybe we can do it by getting you to do the 
translations, if you’ve got some people who can do the translations in English.”  That, I think, 
saved a lot of people.  So yeah, it was a complicated process.  We had to funnel the cash to them.  
We would find out who was traveling to Russia, and they would carry cash to pay off the 
translators.  But it helped hold together the institute in Leningrad.   
 
KELLY:  Vaviloff State? 
 
QUINN:   Vaviloff.  Things were going to hell, and people didn’t have enough money to live on, 
to eat.  This translation money, I think, saved them for a while.  So it was very successful in that 
sense.   
 
KELLY:  [00:57:00]  It was a different story with Optics and Spectroscopy, because that was a 
part of the Russian Academy of Sciences.  There was a different arrangement, I think.   
 
QUINN:  But it was successful. 
 
KELLY:  I guess the arrangement that Optics and Spectroscopy has is the same that JETP has 
and JETP Letters and Uschbeki, and all the AIP Russian… 
 
QUINN:  Managed journals, yeah.  Exactly. 
 
KELLY:  I don't know what’s happened recently.  I haven’t been following it, but I know Mayik 
was playing a big role.   
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HICKS:  Well, and of course, with those relationships you built in Russia--  and we’ll talk about 
this a little more later on, but those Russian scientists felt very comfortable and contributed to the 
CLEO meeting as it started to develop.  So it was really a win-win for both meetings and 
publications. 
 
QUINN:  That’s right.   
 
HICKS:  Okay, back in 1978, OSA published Handbook of Optics, which I think is still going 
strong.   
 
QUINN:  It was just revised, I think.   
 
HICKS:  So do you remember recruiting volunteers? 
 
QUINN:  It was the editor that did it, Mike Bass.  He wanted to do it, and it seemed like a great 
idea at the time.  I think it’s been a good idea, as well. 
 
HICKS:  It’s been a real cornerstone. 
 
QUINN:  [00:58:41]  Yeah.  I don't remember what year, but a similar kind of thing, where in the 
Optics and Photonics News, they publish an annual issue, which is a review of optics for the 
year, and I think that’s very successful as well.  I think that’s probably well-read.  You may 
know better than I.  Bob Geunther is… 
 
KELLY:  Yeah, Bobby Geunther … 
 
HICKS:  We talked about this a little bit earlier, but in the ‘80s, the journals were growing, and 
so I think you believed that it was probably more cost-efficient to bring staff in-house, and you 
hired a director of publications.  Do you want to talk a little bit about your motivation for this 
change? 
 
KELLY:  It was a real change for the editors, by the way.  Bob Terhune had his own local 
person, and he ran an office.  It was generally done that way.  And then it all changed, and it 
was--  was this Jan Fleming’s idea, or was it your idea? 
 
QUINN:  Well, we brought Jan Fleming in to do it.   
 
KELLY:  Okay, so it was your idea? 
 
QUINN:  [00:59:54]  Yeah, right, exactly.  She had a great deal of experience at the American 
Chemical Society, so she was the right person at the right time.  She had some marketing 
experience as well, so it was good. 
 
KELLY:  Now, you just felt that these local officers were not professional, or viable? 
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QUINN:  They’re expensive.  If you’ve got to change the editor, you have to rebuild an office.  
No, it was much more important to do it here. 
 
HICKS:  And then the production part was being done by the American Institute of Physics up in 
New York, which was also pretty expensive.   
 
QUINN:  [01:00:32]  It wasn’t that much expensive, but we could do it a lot less expensively 
here, so we did it.  I don't know.  I think it’s being changed now.  I think they put stuff back to 
the AIP at this point.  I’m not sure.  Maybe you may know.   
 
KELLY:  I think so.  The expert is here, Liz, who can tell us what’s happened with the--  the 
copy-editing and manuscript preparation, they’ve  gone back to the AIP, for the most part? 
 
LIZ:  Some of it, yes.  They’re using them for overflow.   
 
QUINN:  Well, if you don’t have to buy a new building, if you use them, you can hire more 
editors, which is what I did.   
 
HICKS:  So you felt that that was a good management decision? 
 
QUINN:  I did. 
 
HICKS:  Served the society well? 
 
QUINN:  Yeah.   
 
HICKS:  Jarus, you’ve been involved in an awful lot of controversies.  The next one is when 
JOSA split into JOSA A and JOSA B.  Was that a major contentious time?   
 
QUINN:  Yeah, I mean, sort of, but--  yeah, but… 
 
KELLY:  [01:01:52]  Over Joe Goodman’s dead body, was what it was.  We talked about that, 
by the way, when we interviewed him in San Jose.  He now says it was the right thing to do.  
[Laughter]  Well, such an important member of the Society, and filling a vital role was a very 
difficult thing.  He was very unhappy.  You can tell the story better than I can. 
 
QUINN:  That’s fine.  You know it.   
 
HICKS:  Okay, in 1990, Optics News became Optics and Photonics News.  Gee, that has a ring 
to it.  Have anything to do with the name change at the time? 
 
QUINN:  Everything. 
 
HICKS:  Couldn’t change the name so you changed the magazine? 
 
QUINN:  That’s exactly when it happened, and that was easier to sell to the Rochester people.  
That’s exactly where it came from. 
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HICKS:  So membership was behind this change?  There was no controversy as far as that was 
concerned? 
 
QUINN:  No.  I remember no controversy whatsoever. 
 
HICKS:  Everybody was exhausted from the name changed debate? 
 
QUINN:  Right.  And it wasn’t that big a change from Optics News.  I don't know if half the 
society noticed it, actually.  [Laughter]  
 
KELLY:  [01:03:27]  Just to come back, by the way, to give Joe Goodman a sort of fair shake in 
the whole thing, he felt that Optics was a unified field, and he didn’t want to split the entity of--  
so Optics is a technical field.  He felt very strongly about that.  It was just the journal was getting 
too big and unwieldy for one editor, and it was felt that this was the solution, and JOSA B would 
appeal to the more modern people, and people doing optical physics.   
 
QUINN:  There’s also the business thing.  When you split the journal and now you sell two 
subscriptions, you’re making more money.  So that’s not a negative thing; it’s positive from a 
business standpoint.   
 
KELLY:  [01:04:44]  I was commenting on the motivations for--  and Joe Goodman had a very 
rational feeling that optics should not be divided.  There were others involved in publications that 
felt that it would be more appealing to have a journal that would be one journal that would be 
oriented towards modern optics, quantum optics and so forth.  The JOSA A and its sort of broad-
based configuration didn’t have that appeal.  But you also brought up something else—the 
business. 
 
QUINN:  The business.  You know, from a practical point of view, it’s easier to sell journal than 
it is to sell one, in terms of net income.  But that wasn’t the driver for changing it.  The driver 
was, in fact, to attract articles in the latest areas of optics and laser stuff, so that was the driver.   
 
HICKS:  So back in 1986, the membership of the board of directors had a change, and instead of 
individual editors serving on the board, it was decided to have representatives for the board of 
editors.  Now, I’m sure that this was not an easy transition.  Can you tell us what motivated it 
and how you accomplished it? 
 
QUINN:  [01:06:18]  There were too many editors on the board of directors.  They had too much 
power.   
 
KELLY:  And they were non-elected; they were appointed.  So you could go so far, and it would 
violate the by-laws, I assume. 
 
QUINN:  I guess. 
 
KELLY:  It would either violate the by-laws, or you would have to expand the elected members 
to such a large number that… 



Disk 1 20 12/10/07 

 
QUINN:  Yeah, and a bigger board is an impossibility, so yeah.  And it went pretty well.  I don't 
think there was a battle over that.   
 
HICKS:  You used your charisma, once again, to accomplish it.   
 
QUINN:  Editors avoided having to go to a couple of meetings a year.  I was good. 
 
KELLY:  I remember Bob Terhune going, “Oh, I’ll be so happy to not have to go to the board of 
directors meeting.”  [Chuckles]  
 
QUINN:  Of course, of course.  You know, for what they do, most of the board meeting was just 
a complete bore.  So that was an easy one.   
 
KELLY:  You have another executive director who just smiled when you just said that.  I’m sure 
she has the same reaction that you do about those meetings. 
 
HICKS:  So reflecting back on your career and your publications, do you have some highlights 
that you want to share with us that you felt were really Earth-shaking decisions that helped grow 
the society and optics? 
 
QUINN:  [01:07:55]  No, I think you touched on the two of them.  I mean, it was the--  I mean, 
the dividing of the two journals, JOSA and Applied Optics, that was fairly straightforward, and it 
didn’t take any brains to do that, but starting the letters journal and getting it done, and Joe 
Eberly starting the online journal, they were breakthroughs as far as I’m concerned, so I would 
say they were very, very big pluses.   
 
HICKS:  Paul, do you have anything to add?  You were involved with publications for many 
years. 
 
KELLY:  I could save some for tomorrow, I hope.  I’ll have to stay up all night now and try to 
answer questions. 
 
QUINN:  Me, too.   
 
HICKS:  Okay.  So I think that’s a wrap.   
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	QUINN:  We just talked him into it.  That’s all.
	KELLY:  So you went to Ann Arbor or Dearborn, wherever he lived?
	QUINN:  I guess we were up there for a different reason, but yeah, he said yes.
	QUINN:  Yes, the need for it.  Exactly.
	QUINN:  Yes, right.
	KELLY:  And were there other people who were skeptical?
	KELLY:  They were the beneficiaries of the OSA having a letters journal.
	QUINN:  Exactly.  Franken in there and Stuychef and so on.
	QUINN:  Yeah.
	KELLY:  This would work!
	QUINN:  Just like I came to you and asked you, okay?
	KELLY:  Factor of four!
	QUINN:  Yeah, I guess people thought it was successful when you raised the price so much.
	HICKS:  You’re lucky you did it then.  You can’t get away with it today.
	KELLY:  Vaviloff State?
	QUINN:  But it was successful.
	QUINN:  Managed journals, yeah.  Exactly.
	QUINN:  That’s right.
	QUINN:  It was just revised, I think.
	HICKS:  So do you remember recruiting volunteers?
	HICKS:  It’s been a real cornerstone.
	KELLY:  Yeah, Bobby Geunther …
	QUINN:  Well, we brought Jan Fleming in to do it.
	KELLY:  Okay, so it was your idea?
	KELLY:  Now, you just felt that these local officers were not professional, or viable?
	LIZ:  Some of it, yes.  They’re using them for overflow.
	HICKS:  So you felt that that was a good management decision?
	QUINN:  I did.
	HICKS:  Served the society well?
	QUINN:  Yeah.
	QUINN:  Yeah, I mean, sort of, but--  yeah, but…
	QUINN:  That’s fine.  You know it.
	QUINN:  Everything.
	HICKS:  Couldn’t change the name so you changed the magazine?
	QUINN:  No.  I remember no controversy whatsoever.
	HICKS:  Everybody was exhausted from the name changed debate?
	QUINN:  I guess.
	HICKS:  You used your charisma, once again, to accomplish it.
	QUINN:  Editors avoided having to go to a couple of meetings a year.  I was good.
	QUINN:  Me, too.

