Hovember 22, 1940

My dear Taylor,

Thanks for your letter. I am enoloeing analysis of the 15
sets of protocols you published, in which they are properly scored,
using the ? where obeerved. The analysls is now rather better
behaved than it was when 7's were omitted; still, it is olear that,
ualng oells of such dlfferent types, one does not get tha full
preolslon of which the titration method 1s oapable when slmilar
: ars used, but about 58% of that préelsion.

The other titraticns, sc far as I loocked at them, do seem %o
gshow more signe of an<{| dlfference, though also they shows in places
such great irregularity as in the two sera from Dundes, which, if
go, will prevent any rualﬂ-i, effect from showlng Llteelf slgnificently.

Ioura sincerely,



15 sets of published protocels with 7 added

Heanalyesed Nov. 1940
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