26th, June 19550,

Dear Frofessor Hofsten,
I thdnk I ebould wderstand Recurelon
forunle es an inglieh word, indleating s relotionship of tho form

ul:H"i ﬁlﬂn+m}h1+.1-

or more loosely for relations analogous to thie.

There 1le, thenke be to God, no eathority claimimg to sy
dovn what iz correct end what is not in the Inglich langminga,
for thowgh the individusl sometimes appeals to a dictlioneny,
the dictionories mofdestly d¥dlsim that they merely recopd usage
by individusle. Consequently, we who speslkt English have no
axcuse for not recognlsing the great truth that words mesn no
morée nor leas th.lm We m:lu.\i:-njham.

As to your pecond omestion, I -H:ua:pﬁﬂﬁ the differenos
between your "aotual curve" and your “wdlxing curve' ls thet
betwsen two populationn hoving the sene gepne ratio though
different proportions of heterozygotes. This ic e diatimetien
which if I were rewmriting The Genstical Thosry I should
certeinly sireos more heavily then I did there, For though
the pringipal evolutionary agency ies undoubtedly chenge of
gene freguency, changes in the watin: oyetem with important



secondary congeqrences can be Bbrouw ht about by ohanges in
population i‘..*uriunml:l"‘f:.-l thotlh ehoy e of Lene ratio.

I dd wob loww ghont e oanor, vhleh 18, I gother, of
eugaemd purport, thowh o triflo vecalmictle. I do ot see
ground for pesaimima in tho peretio sltuatlion yresented Ly Man,
but 1 think it ie gquite incongelvablo that sny existing nstiomal
state should have the courage mﬁ-ﬁit as 1t m%

Yours H:l’.hﬂmlr.



