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Dear Fleher,
‘thanks very much for your informetive letter - dsted

May 30, but 1t only turned up this morning. I hed not thought
of the hormonfe variation in the level of the field - I don't
know the southern word :; in Hurthumbﬂrland_LhEy are called
rigs. If the arrangamént le along and acréses the rigs 1t will
help a lot to make the xy term negligible. I rather think that
rome peonle have a hablt of randomizing one square and then
Just remneating 1t. This would be harmlsas in some gclreumstances,
but with thrae repli;atinna the chance of at least one tredtment

avery time
being ulsnuiﬂtadiwith positivelxy ia not neglipible, XxExkhux
faxdanex and 1f the arrangement is repested this will become
sgchance that every treatment gets L xy with the same eign
evary tlime.

I should EHE%E?EB your telepethy guestlon by setiing up
q a8 a hypothesls of complete randommees ; but there would be
no need to confine my attentlon to one type &f systesatic
departure. ithue I could consider ~ g and 7 g, where a and
b are two different adjustable parameaters. lesting them 1in
turn againet g I should get

%, ) E{F1n;ﬁ{; yioe) ; K, = Pyl o4 )/ P (2pl%)
It might wall hapwen that both of these came out small, and g
must be rejected in any case. wut then by ddvielon

P4 ot) /P(xplet) = K./,
and the alternative to be asperted is the one that glves the

emaller K. Then 1f this 18 b, we can introduce & &8 an altern-
Btlve



and work out F"‘: ’:ﬁ-{ﬁ}/’?{;@; ]*M“,JJ aserting the signif-
irance of & 1T this comesa out less than 1. This would deal with
the possibllity that the assertlon of b may explaln all the
evidence thet would otherwlse appesr to supmort a. That bother
about the node »f Venus iB g case in nnint. &8 the data stand
they sunport & systematic anomaly against complete randomne-a:
but the poeslbllity of an internasl carrelation in the srrors
without a systematic annmaly might Explain-th& avidence 1f
the data were presenied iln & form capable of teatlng it. There
is another case in the lunar nutatlon ; there is & dlssrepancy
between the obeerved value and that found from the indenen‘ent
evidence -f the mass of the moon, which obstlnately ctays
between 2 and P tlmes the steandard errar as the latter dimin-
iahea. Haety llittle internal correlations= running thrnugh a
long aserles of observatione mey pley havoe with one's estimate
of uncertainty; and one can't randomize which observations are
to be taken by Hradley, Hinke, or Jackeon.

By th? may 4.4 you go to the Physlcal S-olety last Friday?
I had to be at a gepghysical d'scussion at the R.A.5. ; I
told the secretary about 1t twice, but he put me on the
card nevertheless. Camnbell's naper was remarkably fatuscus
to test whether hls throws wera ln accordance with the hyooth-
eglg of a4 chance he should have glven the individual resultas
or at least those of consecutive blocks of 10, but that was
Just what he didn't give.

Youra slnoersly,

o arlel ){/ﬁ:(:
L



