Copy of R. Al Fisher's Latter
]

19 February, 1962

Dear Qacar,

: {
Thanks for your interesting letter and enclosures, [ think your

comments will be helpful to Birab whe seems to be a very
bewildered type, i

I have recently received a lutl.a} from H. KybWrg of the
Rockefeller foundation who on the Baajs if you please of "complicated
symbolic logic", unintelligibls he says save to "dadicated symbolic
logicians", concludes that fiducial inference is the cate' whiskera,

I do not know if he realizes that it {s not always available, but if {t
is it certainly nuppliés the strongeit type of uncertaln inference.

I made sense of all you said except that I do insist and have often
demonstrated that statements of fiducial probability are verifiable in
exactly the same sense as any other statements of probability, usually (7)
by further or more penetrating observations. This ia all that can be
meant by verification unless one is talking about checking someone's
calculations or algebra., Bura probability statement about the real
world can be verified by observation of frequency in the real world -
tedious and futile as such verification could often be.

h x

I know of no caes where ths statement of fiducial probability can

be called unverifiable,

Was there any useful discussion at the time?
Singerely yours,

Ronald
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