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JOHN INNES HORTICULTURAL INSTITUTION
MOSTYMN ROAD, MERTON PARK, LONDON, SW, 1%
Telephone LiBoruy 3645

16th June 1342,

Doar Professor,

It was vory kind of you to go through
my paper in susch a thorough marner. I oan soa that I
have not made myself olear in some oases, espeoially In
the last eectlon, on breeding systems. I certalnly had
no intention of Eiﬂ.ng the impresesion that I thought the
mejorlity of plants had systems whioch would sese them
through the next era or so, nor déd I intend to e glve
the impression that I fancied that plamts prediocted the
conditions te which thelr descondants would be subjected.
I think that mach of this turns on my use of the word
future. I apparently had not made it olear that I was
raferring to the future of plants in the long past,whose
dascendents we can now exemine, and only by inforenss
wae reflerring to the fate of existing organisms and thair
descendents. Perhaps we shall have an op tunity to go
into this a 1iktle more on Thuraday when'l see you at the
Flocadilly Hotel. I should alse like to disouss the
dafinition of pqumiiq variation with you &ee if possible,

The lementable oversight by whieh I
omittod to acknowlegge your suggesting the cave anlmals
to me has now besn reoctifled. 1 am quite ashamed of it.
If T remomber oorrectly you suggested it in the train
anming baok from Cembridge last December, the day after
Wigem had pgiven an exposition of the general idea of
pag}'sam intermingling and correlkted responses to seleo=-

tion, with spesinl referencse to fertility in some of our
exparimonta.

1 am writing to Ford for a reference
to Spoomer on Gemmarus. I em very glad to know of this emd
oase. I notlosd that you altered ome of myfreferences (to
your "Genetloal Theory of Nptural Seleotion", on the
wonsarvation of rnrln'hilitg to a differant paper in, I
balieve Solenos Progress (1932), I did not know of this
paper, and 1%t 1s not in your list of papers in "Statistic.

al Mothods". Could you plemse give me the full refarence,
and also a reprint i’f evailoble amd not too preciosus.



I was glad to have Ford's oomments, though in
soma oases, I think that he would hava found the
angwer to his queries if he had read on a little. This
wae espolally true of his remarks on the lest sectionm,
which, I remember, he said he was foroed to resd
rather hurrisdly..

I am going over the whole text again now, and em
hﬂp.‘:.ng to remove most of the things 52 whiech you
objeoted though there are a few whloh I am prepared ta
dafand. As you said in your lebber, many of the guests
fons will reguire more oritioal analysis in the futura.
I oould not undertake this at present partly becaunse
of space difficulties and partly because of the paucity
of data. Hebterosis is the question I em particularly
anxipus to deal with next, and I am hoplng to have
some experimental data in two yeara tima.

Yours slnoeraly,

L



