8t John's Colleps
Gomhridre.

Maw. 14.

Nesr Fighar,

I 4an't lknaw Af you bave thoupht at all ebout that
guestion of covbining ~tenderd errora that I soked you. Tn some
reflection I thi:k that I T-ve pot & wethod thet is8 hath felirly
afficlent and s2an be doie with leas than a snnth's arlthmetlo.

If 8 18 the estlrated standagdi error, n the auuber of observaticons,

twn nursmeters eliminated for each nhnge, we nan write poproXimately
& = a8 ld:ﬁéﬁ:aafjl
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But lor s will be the sum ~f & terw from the oheerver and one [rom
the -rose, snd we r-n nraneed by lesat acuarea. hls of course goes
baex to wre-Student deyvs but it is near enouvh.

1 wan ;lad tn see that ¥ates pot his 50,0, Tf ou think of
sutting him up for the loyel Soclety -ome tlme I should be vRA4 to
adl & glrpnature. I don't supnose he ie ~nywhere near the steadard
yat an quantity, but his guelity hae strick me as masterly - which
{ wouldn't... na I mustn't eay that.

By tbe wey wheo intraduded the hynothetical lnfinite nopulstion?
¥aur Phil.Trane. poper wese the first nlece whore L sew it mentioned,
but 1t ssems to be impliclt in K.P,'e habit of relling ciances
Prequencies in hls tables, and 1. ray have & longer history. There
1 8 curlous voint ebnut Lenlece's (p + 1)/(n + g + 2) rue of
pucceseion. Tt 18 glven in the tiramear, and I vroved it myselfl
abaut 1915 for & nenulstion of any size - 't la emact even for &8

finlte pobuletlon. Bumg I took 1t for grented thet this was as



oid &8 Ulie hille, but epnarently 1t was ner, at les=t . ean't fnd
it eanywhere., Lenlace's econstent chenre at ezeh irial would meen
alther drewlng wity renl=cement or & aanulstion ro lurpe that
the extraction of the esamnle nrodvces & nepllipible ahange Ln the
nrooortlons In it. 8o nerbhans Lanlsce may he res-onelble after
all !

Youra slinocerely,
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