DEFARTMENT OF
ZOOLOGY AND COMPARATIVE ANATOMY,
UNIYEREITY MUBELUM, ONXFGRD.

April 21st. 1931,

My dear PFPlsher,

I have Just seen John Baker. He had read
a recent paper of mine and was under the inpression that
I had attributed an idea of Elton's to you. I discussed
the matter with him and find that he had not undersatood
my point. He had confused what are (to me ) two very
different thinga.

He pupposed that I had oredited you wlth
the 1dea that 8 gene producing & non-adaptive character
might spread through a populatiom if thile 1s rapidly
inerensing when the mutatlon ocoours, and that 1t might
eatablish iteelf when etablllzation had taken place =
g0 producing a non-adaptive change, Now I personally do
not belleve thie, and from what I ¥now of You writingsa
I dont fancy you do eitheri Elton has often spoken of
it to me - long before he publ ished it 1o his book -
and I have alwaye sald that I dld not agree, so I knew
very well that the ldea was his.

What I suggested was that when a
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population 1ls increaslng, a gene has a greater chance
of spreading even if sllghtly disadvantagecus. It may
thue flnd ltself in new lnternal environmente, in a way
1t oould not do 1f the population were atable, and with
some of these 1t might react ininen, and posslbly
beneflclal, way. Selectlon would then take place in
favour of thle effeoct, producing an adaptlve, not a
non-adaptlive, change. I mentloned you 1n the matter ,as I
concelved you to be the Tiret who clearly stressed the
fact that we have no reason to belleve that & glven gene
hag always produced the same effects, since 1tas resulta
may be changrd by selection of the gene-complex - &

fact in 1tself long known, but not generally applled.

As I find that Baker has mentioned thls
natter to you, I thought I would let you have & line to
elear 1t up.

Yourse very slnceraly,
< B <Al
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