July 24, 1941

Decy Peters,

Thanks for your letter. I have not worked over the further data
you send, thouprh I hope to do, po some time,.

I do not think thore 1g any point in Anoreansing the number of
ganples teken vefore troctment so as to moteh the number teken after
trantment. 'hat 1s usged in covarionce 1s the total count for each
ghse}l, using &6 muny os were noue before trestment. The regresaion
ooelficlent was, on one orcaslon at least, about half, so thero
would be ne harm 1f only helf aep muny pre-treatments were taken per
gheap ae those taken after trectment, 8.g., 3 and 6 respectively.

Thers 1a, of course, no minlmum number of shesp, as no minimum
precision e'n be lald down. In the experiment with 18 lenbs you
hed in effeot 6 gheep fur each trertment, &lthough the ~besolute
replicates wars only two. If the expariment adopnted is one with
hidden replication of this kinﬂ, /%8 may get the sane advantage
again. I sup.ose an experiment with 30 shesr 1n all would be
mancgeabls &t most centres, and these ahould be alloosble, so aa
to give ndequate repliocation on the more arucial uvoints.

1ight
Naturslly I shall be very much intesssted to hesr whit ZEme the



o
further experimentatizs you mention throws on the aoction of the drug.

Yours sincersly,



