2 November 183l.

Frofesaor E.B. Poulton, F.R.S5.,
Wykeham Housa,
Cxford.

Dear Frofessor Poulton:

I am very muoh cbliged indeed for the copy of your
PFresidantial addreas which you had the kindness to send me,
a8 I was particularly glad of the cpportunity to read it
in full, The accounts in the newspapsrs wers &0 very
inadeguate that I could form ne i1dea of what a remarkable
addrese it really was; or of how mmch I was missing by my
absence.

Miss Taesart's plates arc beautiful. Pycraft took
the g¢ases illustrated for a little pepular article he writes
weakly in the "Jlluatrated Lomdon News", butl he made a mess
of the example of mook cogoons in Ferasuma kolga as he so
cften does om evolutionary points. This was a great pity
as at least ome readsr came Lo me after reading Pyeraft
saying what a bad example of mimiery it was. On the whelas
I thihk your address must have made several Zeolegists whe
hl‘l’l.l-bﬂllﬂ. hedging for years about Natural Selection, feel
rltlir small.

{



"7 Avout the British Association in gemeral I wonder if anything
eould be dome to make better use of joinmt discussiona, in
which more than one asectlion taks part. They might be, and.
t0 some extent even are, much more interssting than purely
sectional papars, for which indeed the Eritieh issociation
ie mot really the best medium, since publication has to be
arranged separately in any cases but the joint discussions
eould, I believe, be exceedingly valuable, and would mttraot
& genuinely scientlfiec interest among nen-speclaliaste, 1if
only they were run with a clear idea of what io wanted. And
what the intelligent non-specialist wanta i, 1 think first
@& lucid statement of the current scientific situation, and
next the reaaction of the intelligent layman, who may of course
be a sclentist In some other field, to the yposaibilities of
the situation outlined. I take it Lhat these two objecta
are the functions of the two parts of such maaLings, tha set
papers by specialiste and the impromptu discussion by membars
of the audience. This latter haa, unfortunately been practi-
cally eliminated by overerowding the programng wilh pre-arranged
Bpeakers, so that only a very inexperienced member would
attend such a "discusaion® with any intemtion or hopa of
being allowed to contribute to it.

With respect to the set papars I suggest that all that
is wanted is a statement of the current Btate of knowledge

from the very few people who have made a epecial study, from



cne aspect or another, of the point under discussion. I
mean that the epportunity for sueh a disoussion enly arises
when mew work in one field ia thought probably to be of
importance to another group ef workers, or when some topio,
such as the age of the earth, or the drifting of continents,
ie raieed, upon which different eciencies can supply independent
teatimony. I any topic iz of concern, for exampls, to
Zovlegistey physiologlats and peychologistse we shall be luoky
11 vue competent man can be found from each gaction, who

has considered the point sufficiemtly to give a lucid acount
ul’ ite bearing upon his particular secience, or of ths relevat
evidence, if any, which his science can contribute. Wwhat is

disastrous is to assume, ms we seeuw often to do, that the
discusaion must be “renad by L‘L%n& of mora amninent and highly

distinguished paychologlsts, who have glven no partieular
attentlion to the puint under discussion, merely becausa they
are eminent and distinguished psychologlets,  Thelr place,
it peams to me, If they percelve some . der bearing of tha
subject,; which has beem overloocked or inadequately stresaed,
is %o talk in the disouseion, Im this way it should be
possible to lighten the set part of the programme enormously
keaping it to, eay, thres contributioms of half an heur each,
and to leave, ideally, as leng agaln, though I don't expect
this gould be achieved at omee, until the audiences have beesn
edugated up to it, for the genuine reactions or reflecticns



of people who are interested in new knowledge because it
enables them to think more effectively.

The 1initial difficulty, naturally, will ba to get
the audiences to talk at all, as they are not used to it
though a knowledge that the time available has not been
pra-smpted by eminent authoritles, who have agreed to take
part in the discussion, would, I think, encourage tham
greatly; ae would a request by the chairman for commants
and gueries not exceeding five minutes, for many healtate te
speak because they are not prepared to discuss the whole
Question, and the chairman can slways relax the restriction
for anyone who has something to Say, and needs longer to get
it all said. Eut the main point 1le that the audience
sheu.d feel, and that 1t should in faet be true, that
adequate time has been allotted for digcussion, so I ghould
like to imstruct cheiman specifieally, if further discussiecn
Tails, to give their sections a short holiday, say half an
hour befere luneh, which do them nothing but good, and give
them a chamoe of deciding what they really wanted to B0 to
in the aftermoon.

I take it there can be me real reform unless the
searetaries organising discussiens, and the chairmen in
eharge of them, have quite specific instructions as to hew
the B.A. wants them esonducted. Fut I do not know hew far
it is impossible to get Howarth and the sxecutive oommittes



to agree on and draw up a useful code of imatructions.

To return to evolution, while I wae in the jtates
this summer I had rather numercus opportunitiea of seeing
among Geneticiets and other Blologlsta the beglmming of a
new interast in pelectien theory, though the amount of harm
the sarly Genetlelsta have done is certainly enormous. While
out there I took to collecting buuterflies, partly as a good
exouse for being on my own feet, instead of in somecne else's
car, and cne expsrisnce may intersst you, as one sometimes
8till meets with entomologists who will pooh-pooh mimstie
resenblances by saying that any tolerably cbservant creature
could tell mimic from model at a glanca, Of course as an
objection this only applies to Bateslan mimicry, though this
is not usually recognised by the critic. I was very anxious
to catch the big 'Monerch' and its smaller mimic the 'Vicerey'
but they only came late im the seasom, and it was sometime

before I saw any. The first one 1 caught wae a 'Vicergy®
which I duly pinmed out, and then asked an entomeloglst,

who was working in the Lab. where they had very kindly

given me baneheroom, which of the twe it was. His apeslally
was grasshoppers, and he unhesitatingly declared it to be

a '"Nonareh', snd when I remarked that it didn't seem big
enough, explained that the sise was variable sceurding te l‘

nutriticonal conditions enjoyed by the larva., Of course
when I had emught a few mere the mistake was obvieua, and we



both of us could see numercus differences by which we could
have identified the firet specimen. However, it was very
striking that a mistake should have been made under ideal
conditions of cbeservation, on a pinned-ocut specimen, by a
man who must have been quite practised in sesing detailed
differances, mersly because he had never paid particular
attention to that particular distimection. Those who adduce
thias plrFicular eriticiam seem to expect a lot of thelr
birda. The case struck me just becauss it is the kind of

evidence which experts in any particular group have usually
put thamaalves cut of reach of.

Thanking you again for your address.

Yours sincerely,



