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Dear Jeffreys,

I had to be rather down on Fearson, as for a time
1t seemed likely that hies attack would wreck Koshal's
stetistical caresr, and I partiocularly wanted to make olear
to our Indian hnt]:fﬁ‘#n that unfalr attacks on forelgnars
were a# much resanted in this country as they must be by
their viotims, “{,:»

Like you, I have fnirlr/nm into xPe~2%dx, but
with the terminus at sero, &and not at an arbitrary point
a8 in the Pearson form. This makes the curve altogether
mors manageable ,

1 have long thought i1t a pity that the form
with & quartic expoment hed not been more fully studled.
One or two attempts hawe been made, as by 0'Toole in
Ameriom, btut it invelves & tﬂn:lnﬂintll funetion am
interesting, I should think, as the hypergeometrie which
seams never to have been sorted out. I have very often
found translation, i.e,, funot!onml transformation of
the variate, extremely useful to make a distribution
suffielently, or indeesd nearly setwally hormal, I
think, mysslf, it would be unreasonible to expect cases
from all scurces to conform to a single famlly,
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The questlon you raise of removing & known
amount of varlance from a distribution i1a really a most
intricate and intriguing one. I suppose the loglcal
approach is by correcting the cumulants, but that, of
sourse, only pglves a finite series of the first faw
cumulants of the corrected curve, and to infer ths trus
distribution from these not only sometimes involves
Approximations that faill to converge ultimately, but too
often have & bad practical convargence of the berms
available,

Yours sinoarely,
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