Nay 10, 1987

Dear Jeffreys,

I have been a great deal Iinterested in Mllne'e recent
writings, and have been a little puszled by, I think, the same
point s you, namely, his teste for developlng the subjeot aem
much & pricrl ae pl:ruih.h. I do not think he always felt like th
this about it; indeed his first reaction to Eddington's & priori
approach was, i1f I remember right, rather that the interesting
thing about the universes war that we had to look at 1t and ses
how 1t worked, instead of inventing it by introspection. It may
be now that he has been working on some g-m'h.l and reasonable
postulate whieh he ham not yet made fully expliclt, such as, that
the observer has & right to ansume that he is not too exceptionally
placed in respect of the observations he oan make, or that the
laws of motion muet he sxpressible ln terms of relative only, I
do think that his dynamionl work 1l,-"mrru11m1| nuhiwimnt and
it sssme at pressnt to be in the way of olearing up the whole
tangle fim which Einstein and his following are responsible; but,
much as I am impresssd by his work, I am afraid I have not followed
it closely enough to give an opinicn of resl value,

By the way, ean you tell me what i1as the best current radio-
aotive sstimate of the ape of the Cambrian formationt? I have been

interested in scme of the early geologlcal estimates, and have



have been wondering whether, after all, rates of
extinction of aspecies do not afford as satlafactory
4 psologleal oleogk for long periods ma any cther
avallable methed,

Yours sinserely,



