Aprll 8, 1837

Dear Coshran,

I am afraid I don't follew your first paragraph. In
what I sald to you, i1f I mistake not, using
I 1gnore any correlation between t and s, such sa would
ariss 4f  were fixed, mso that the anomoly does not arime
from the cause you proposs, but quite simply from using
an inefflclent estimate, n, instead of the sufficient
estimate »' « suffielent, that ls, for the large sample
cass which you are disouseing: Sukhatme has sent me some
valuss oanloulated for Behren's solution, from which 1t
appeara that when n, = n, one has =a = 20, 4 8%, 2,086 et
0°, and 2,078 at 459, while at n = 12 the values are:
2,179 at 0% and 2,067 at iﬂ'. I am, therefore, a 1little
surprised at Yates finding a reversed relationship at

the
o = 6. I hope, however, to have x full tables fairly
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Yours sincerely,



