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Wy udenr Tedin,
+hen Sonderf{ and .veper ran me in for tpat com.ictes
20 vopenhagen, T owpressed L@ vpinion that obaarussation
D notablon muci, we be elffective, rall epun standardlsation
of statistleal wethod; L[rom ohleh o are very fur al urosent,
I oo not thin: the schwce can do any harw, 3o long as no one
{.+ely undes any vbli_ation Lo use Lt. It is the aullps'as
business Lo use a nuwallun shich snall be intelligible tw
his re.dera, and though an sditor nay advise, I do not
think even an E:Ji:.;u.l' ghould inaigt on o peoint lice chis.
International Incelligibility is, of gcourse, a yroat thing,
but I do not think it ie our notation, but ocur ﬁ:-; confused
ideas which are the real cobotaole. The Cormans ara so
fond of organlsation that thay tend to think that everything
International must have for its aim imternaticnal erganiesation,
rather than internaiional understanding. There is an
indiscreet anewer for youl



or-2-

Your parley data interssts ne greatly. IT a, b
and ¢ are the mean heighte of the thres ganotypes, basaed

on ny, nNg and ng cobservations will not
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have a variance
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This should reise your "tetween fmmilies" variance very
considerably, about 24 fola.

About dominance I do not wonder you hesitate, I did
myself, as my firset very t.iﬂt-lt-.i‘rl paper shews; but do
you not think that the poelymorphie speeies ( I have sent you
the ialt papar) fairly prove the gensral case for modifi-
cation, apart from the light thrown on the special problem
of pelymorphism?

Now what do you think of this? Yuu have acma vary
fine barley data. I have long been looking for anything
80 goed to try out a number of genetico-~bilumetric ideas.
Also Dr Lumer, whom you knew at Minnesota i ﬂ:-w working



in wy laboratory. If you think it worth while, and if
the idea appeals to you, (do not hesitate for a moment
about refusing), we should rather like to try cur handa B
on your measurements, with a view if we made anything of &,
to Joint publication with you. This should neot, of
edurse, prevent you from publishing anything you liked on
your own data separately, but would bind us to put our
results (if any) before you, and discuss with you how

they should be published; perhaps in a series of papers

in the same journal, Of course the same end would be
achieved in time if you publish your measurements in full,
and we each had a shot at interpreting them, but there is
something to be said for the other ildea. Let me know
Juat what you think.

Youre eincerely,



