17th. May 1550,

Dear Drs Vollis,

Thank you for your two letters of May 10th.
I an pure that the ocholce of Hotelling end Cochran is an excellent
one, and hope that they will both have scmething to say. They
are, however, btoth professed nathematicisns, and the book was, of
gourse, written not for mathematioclans bat for practitioners, who,
in so far as they understand their fields of n;mlinl.t:l.mb are
good Judgea of the kind of atatisticos which alds them in their work.
They conastituta, I believe, the resl and ultimate judges of such a
book as mine, though, of course, the manjority of them are rather
inartigulate in mathematicel ciroles.

I should sugpent, therefore, and have alresdy sugmestad 1o
the programme aormittes, that othars from one or more fiealda of
eppliestion should be invited to show what tha ook or the idesas
which it was intended to eiprens have dons for their own subjeasts.
AR you invite namen, two that muu:; to me& are those of Jack
Touden, of ths Buresu of ‘itandards at vashington, and that of
Kenneath r'ather, Frofeascr of Genstios at Birminghsm University
in this country. 0Of course, those who have made good use of
the book wre legion, but these two are aleo good expositors,



A8 to your suggestion of my preparing a pgper on the history
of the bock, I am not qulte swe what con be done, but I will at
once consult my publishers and nee wicther they afe lntorested in
putting togethor an account Crom tholr polint of vlaw. In
preparing recently notes on Mepars. Yiley's republicetion of ecme
of my old papers I have hnrn froatly luprecsed by the extent to
which thought hee chenged and by the conseguent diffioculty of
regonstructing for modern readers thes state of stetdestloal science
in 1925. Jo at the moment I em not suro whother I could do
anything st all adequete. Illowsver, I will think about it.

Youra sincerely,



