16 October 1931.

ItB! Fﬂl'ﬂ, J.I.Hq-, Eq.hl-’
Dept. of Couparative Anatomy,

University Missum
nxrgn, ’

My dear Ford,

Many thanke for Specner's letter whish I retura
herqwith, As you say it is diffieult to make mueh eof
the data me thay stand, I had forgotten the incubator
part of the stery, but I suppose the tale that was brewing
involved the indmotion of mutations by change of temperaturs.
If o, this at least, makes a good oppertunity for getting
& decent bit of werk done on the frequemsy and kinds eof
easily recognisable mutant genes im the wild pepulation,
which sheuld be well worth doing, quite apart frem the
SompArisem, noubater y. Reem Temperaturs. I am glad they
have sueh a level-headed man, as Spocner seeme o be, en
the jeb. If the incidence of hemomygotes in the wild
population eould be ineludsd in their researeh, it would
be very mueh to the good.

I have baen $hinking & littls about the projeet of
introdueing Chevreuxi into sn fsolated situation where



it i not mow found. If you introduced a line knowmn to

be free from the visible mutations it would,on our presant
knowledge,be a long time before an appreciable prepertiom
of the resulting pepulation would be brought even to the
heterozygous condition by the accumulation of mutatiema,
e.g. after a hundred gensrations, a mutation with a mutatien

rate of 1 in a milliem would be hetereszygous in something
less than 1 in 5,000,

There ie another peseibility which might werk rather
more quickly and that is inmereased adaptatieon to higher or
lower galinity If the conditions are otherwise suitable
end especially if better adapted compatiters belonging te
other speciss are absant. You do met mention ethar
gpecies In your letter but I presume they are the ohief
obstacle tc ita spread from the Plymouth centre.

Yours aingerely,



