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10th Ootober, 1956,

My dear Lawrence,

I have communicated my approval of your title to the Board
of Research Studies, and perhaps they will mext require it in
writing.

I sent you the term :I.z;_:lg,:l?r in the expression for a, but I
have not calculated the term in the s2ame degree in the final
expression for pN, whioch seems to me not urgent amd certainly
would be & chore. It would aupply the third correction term to
the variance of the fiduoiel distribution, which st present atands
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with which you mey compare the corresponding variance for the
angular Bayosian, the comparison being & sensible one hecause the
means ares obatinately the same to this degres of accuramay.

I seas that the difference of these varimnces is not, ms I
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had thought, in the first term n%-; s but rather 107 = ﬁ; « Which
is poaitive ﬂ.';ﬁ negative acocording to the magnitude of 'ﬁ' S
think, however, the only peint of importance is that the varlances



ere different, even though, suppoaing the fiduoial proocess were
convergent, not for the distribution in general, whioh would seem

impossible, but for ocertain parameters of the distribution, suoh
nBthaman,bleMJpraﬂm,

bend, o



