The Galton Laboratory
Fothamsted Experimental Station,
Harpenden, Herts

Decenmber 8, 1939

My dear Ford,

Thank you for the poastal order for the reprints from
Nature.

There are alwaya & number of modifloaticna appropriate
when & lecture 1s reprinted, and I uh&uld.ilkl you to consult
your own convenlence in how you deal with them. It ls sertainly
possible, and I think usually appropriate, to glye the oblective
svidence mors fully in writing than you find poseible 1in speaking,
and, if convenient, I shomld certalnly take the oprortunlty of
inserting other good examples whlech cocur to you 1llustrating
or amphaslsing each polnt you wish to make. I mean that you
should certalinly not feel bound to limit yourself to the
axamples dlisoussed 1ln thes lecture.

When on any point, such ae the survey of the plignments, you
inteand to write it up in detall elsewhers, I think this intentlon
should be etated and, 1deally, réference to the J;urnal you
propose to offer 1t to would be nesded.

Unfinighed work is, I think, rather easier to handle, for
thas ideae which are governing your further invea®lgatlona arse
of curr+nt interest, and, unllike & finighed report, you &re
under no cbligation to discuss any agpect of your resulte which

gsam not to Lear on these i1deas.



As, owing to othar engagemanta on the London programme,
many of the forelgh genetlicists I hed hoped would come were
not at your lecturs, I should like 1t to be rather #da¥ry
distributed in print, with at least enough detail to show how
really subetantial your work on the eublject has bsaen.

The posltion about the papsr we submltted to the Roysl
is as followsl

Hostile, &and in one case virulently hoastlile, reports
were made from two referees, whom I imagine to be Haldane and
Hogben. HL1ll, who told me he hed not looked et the paper,
wag inolined to take the line that thle rellieved him of further
regponalbllity, whereas, I imaglne, properly the rejectlion of
the paper l& the work of the secretary on the advice of
refereea, and perhape of the relevant Committee. I have asked
the Committes to lock at the matter in detall, but 1t would
not surpriese me if they think it would be irregular to over-
rule thelr appointed referees' reporta. The aotual ob)ections
made by the refarees seem to mé to be without any subetance

whatever.
Yours ainocarely,



