20th February, 1951,

My dear Rob,

Thankr fopr your letter and rone dArdnoan to JoRit. .

It will help he- preatly to discover what nhe 1a it for.

Thanka, s.0o, for the corrected 21dd o:nectations,
There is one thinr * am notpartiealariy happy obout in what
has boeome the stauderd cethod of verifying unifsotorial
iuheritonce, and that la thet the iLEIL-.'*:I + + Aand + = are
ronlly cooch of two kindas, ao tiat different ohildren of the
sana Tanlly are not independent swopleg iTom a oo o uleous
sopuiation, with, let ua smy, an expsotation .+ to 1+, and
ghould not be treated as independent in ealoulating jood=
nees of fit. '

Of course, your own revised table is quite exenplory
tut I cannot help thiiking that this standerd approsch is
somewhat phonay -nd that one really needa to take account
of the totals yielded by the group of familise containing
recesalve children, and of the individual oizes of faillies

contalninge none,
T think I remeuwber doing n nasty-ish job of work om the.
thege linea on the carly Galton Labo:satory data.

Yours sinoerely,



