October 1l, 14340

Dear Harland,

leny thenks for your letter, which I aw very glad to get. Nothing
eould be Jollier then a situatlon In which selantific vliews wera dia-
ouaned with the exeotitude and lmpertiality arrropricte to nure lople,
for in thrt ecrane any new faot 1s e obvious enrichment of the w t=rial
avallanie Yo 211 ininkers, snd £ new srpument is o= good ue & new tool
An 5 workshop. We nhould pernnpe ferl pgreteful and pratified all round:
but in Jnct tha altustlon of reasnrch iz rither diffswcent. Actually
elmoyt angone wno makes a golentifio movance of swimoat any “ind ls
bound %o be axrering as erronecus or ohsolete views snd ‘i+tnode Jurnerly
teug 't ot Eruntsd. The tercher eapecinllily woe iu nocrustomed to
nontiflo~te la declidedly raluotaut to iut-hj.l words or o reongt his
gourses. He thoerefore finda pome exouae for not dalng A0 oy lgnoring
or, feiling that, belittling and oritlelsing with more or leas
aetutensse viewa lhiuh_fhrintan hie ocurreat atock of ideas. Thie
temperamental faator isg almopt always in evidenos in the earlier
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reagtions to any new notion, and of course new findinge and the dle-
guaaion ar.thair relsvanocs ls not really n:rrilﬂ out in logleal terma,
mugh of what is lFlﬂ beaing read, and I luppnll-ﬂfittlﬂ, inhtnu aense
of & vote Aye nrlﬂg.



In frot, of course controversy, even with ruffled tempers, does
net do nearly so much herm s mipht be sxpectsd, but i1t dces enough
herm %o peke ma want alwaye to avold wrlting severaly excent in ongas
where unfalr personal attucks heve bsen mede on a third nerson.

On the guestion of modlifylng factors selected on thelr own agcount,
the & Lg & digtinetion worth making, of which I do noi know whether
you heve ever forrulated 1t to ynurdilr: 1t 1g excesdingly difficult
for pny frotor to be methematlically neutral; indasd thiie 1s almost
impnﬁnihln. put aven to be neutral enough for the lacldence of such
faotoras in a larwe wovulstion to be approximately as though they were
neutrnl requires » belanses of forces about ae acourste ez o chenmlat
ugAaf in the finest chenle:l weiphinge. Congequantly the [fuotors
agtv:lly uaed in dominenoe wodifloatinn will n2cessarlly D8 pre-
deminratly tnoae whioh have some, nerhana allkng, paleoilve udvantage
nn tha‘rlurn veoanunt. This, howevar, affords no axplaadstlon aa to
why dominencs 1s modified in the rlght dirsction. tne axplaautlon
lydrds 47 the additionsl melective udsantars afforded by Leprovement
in the hetarorypote, l.e., these 1e no nead Lo ﬁﬂn:uiﬂte toAt thoee
genes whleh meke changes of doml.snca 1a the rlg«t dipsetlnn do
ipse facto enjoy any pelective advantage other than thrt rrovided by
tne 1mprﬂvud viebility of tha hesternzyrote. 1

Thia 18 nresumably true of all Iiilﬂt:EFifflﬂt! without expeptloen,
#.g. those by whish Ythe spur of k & cock was huilt up were pre-
nuﬁ;hly the moat edvantageous, or leagl dinaﬁrantngunud, of thoase
by whigh the same unrphﬂlﬁgluil shange ocould have been brought about.

Your new artificlal nllntttrnhlaiu unﬁnﬂa :fia being delightful
material for a varlety of purpcses. I shall ndpw tn‘iiiffilgunﬁ deal

about it ag your papers ocome out.
Yours sincerely,



