ORIVEL"X{Y % npuanaian
Depariment of Cenetles
Mittin-chrre Todpa,
e
Sth dantembe::, 1951.
Dear Jaskooi,
I think the prncﬂd‘l.i:t'ﬂ for Teble 13 is quite stralghtlor-
ward, nonely that from a H&“mm recaptured on any day und
the dist ibution on thot dey of the ages of marks stlll surviving
in the population, one can hreak down the totul into the mmber
of mariks that ought to have been 1, 2, 3; 4y 5, ete days old.
Thece munboro are then mided up fop wll occeaiona on which any
marks were recapltored. inpe the muppossd eonstant denth rate
of 16:. per day has becn derlved froid the tut 1l of the sgos of
marks at recs ture, one mst oxpest the soeries of sevecbed-of
expected mul observed Crequencies to have the same mean, but unlecs
the theory ie approxiialely cc urate there is no reason wiy ex-
pected ahould not Be grosnter than obearved at the beglmning and
end though lenss in tho wmifdle. It is however, very atriking that
the agrecment persists through the intermediate intervels to which
2, 3, !, Mlayo would be most senaitive. ' rcbably iy method differs
T'rom yours in taking ths sctual nusmbers of mparks reeaptured on
each oceasion rathor than the expeetation of this number.
I am glad to hanr mu%ml and shall, as you know,
be delighted to pee yoursel! and Mr J.P. MHW““
in England. |

Yours sinsersly,



