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Ly denr Hardy,

I have Just glanced throu h the two pupers by Jucleprman
and ashton end indecd, I had yrevivusly a genersl ides of
their contont and alm.

tay I divida your guary inte L.u anrtef

(a) One as to whether in my ouvindon the methous used
by suckerman snd ‘shton on this anthropolu or hominoid
materinl mre such as to decide the taxomomie position of these
forms, and i

(b) hather there are other prounds for eoniiming
the grent which the workers have so far recelved.

" on the rirst gquestion, I, for my own part, hsve no hesi-
tation in eaying that I 47 not think the mepouranente shey
have published o far sre off any coneidershly importance in
judging the affinities of the foseil forus, In naying this
T ghould admit to = prejuinice, for # .ui;t—umlﬂ heve seeced to me,
a priopi, wowt iwprobekls t.at an exsmination of the meana
and verlshoes mw :mfnsr of cranial op dental moAsUre-
ments ll‘pnraillr.r‘kmnuiﬁ lead te eny deciaiom moye convinoing
then 'the subjective tmyreseion of an experisnced taxonomist.
mmlm::hnﬂdm:lﬂmﬂ the whole pethod
was Cfar too olumey snd I should heve recalled the very high
hopes which onsa wers plaosd on eraniemetyieal teohnigue in
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human ethnology, the queationable itatus ab the jrescnt day
of every single messurement of index, the realisation avong
oranicmetricians that only by the similteneous valuea of B
numiber of moasurecorts could one hope to make ef "icient
digoricinations.

‘e to the ers cetrleisne, I do not say that the
position is hopeless, ell-beo-it ~peearious nnd Jdifficult,
fome of them have learned by experience and have becoind
ositical of what were fopnerly referded as ponaccns. You
will see¢, however, that I had roagon to regerd Zuckermen's
confident plange into rather uopophicticated stetisticel
metaods with a certaid smount of miagiving, nnd oo I think
1 mentiomsd sbove, on roviewing -the naturg of his mmz.qnunl
in the specifio oasse to which he haj applied them, I do not
gee why srnyone should be shwmizen in their previous o inlons
In -artioulsr, I feel strongly oriticel of the method of
awi-n-isation adopted in tables 12 end 13, pae 518,

I think the question of the srant pan be lovked at fram
ah s @ bt

pther points of ti*mm of law, it may be a
good thing shil dissoverdes of oritical lmportsnce should be

eubjected to oritisism as demaging as passible, in order
that spposting evidense from meny differshil etdes ahould be
bilised in thelr Sefence, (Thene is hveys a cess too, for
thﬂunﬁ-ﬂmm- it han had time to mendl
1te hand and £111 up its inadequacies, Immiinn

poo@ prineiple in gebeeal, but in the present csse, ono must
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remanber that nn:}wnmﬁmﬁ: Py using very sinilar bionetrica
methods, hac had n long run, has been treated with the utrost
confidence snd rec:sot, and yet that Cucxerian rnd Ashton
Boem to be elmo.t unaware that this use of statiiticnl nethods
involves any diffionltiea.

In sny cese, I prosume the contimiance of the grant
will be r:m-miﬂeraﬂ siialtanesusly with othep applications
and must depemd on whéther other proposale for the advanoe—
mant of n.tural iowledpe are more or less promislng than that
which ‘nckerman end Ashton put forwerd. In making thie
comparison, I prosumé the new schene ;:- Turther progricmns
will be Jufiged on its own merits, for there im nothing in
the two Fhil. ‘‘rons. papern Lo indiesrte that tla method iins
not already had n: adequate onportund ty of ghowing what it
can do,

Youra sinperely,



