Tth February, 1932,
lear Frauk, P A Y

Lowe hima been unable to giru g séries of daten to choose
from and X am writing to sseartain if you counld poaaibly attend
a meeting in London at 2.30 on Margh G64h,

Irf thie ie reslly impossidle, perhaps you could neme one

or more subsequent datecs that mﬁlﬁ suit pou, in case, after
all, the meeting hes to Be postpenéds

On quite another matter, RothsehdIf has been oomgulting
me on the ethics and prorrieties of so=operation betwsdn bicmete
riclans and others in soientifie work and 1s gonoerned that the
blometfiolens do not receive such formal and explieit seknow-
ledgment as whould weigh with the A.R.C, in assigning grades,
eto, or with universities for higher dogreess.

Evidently, what would suit hinghest would be for the
Bionetele Sceiety to drew up formal m which ehould
meke clear to direetors of resenrch stations, and not lsast,
to the biometPiel.ns themselves, e:actly what form of reaoge
nition or scknowledgment their colleaguee think appropriaste t0
different cnses,

or Sourse the oases are quite diverse end it 18 not
to be assumed that participators in joint work always form &
Just opinion as to the originality or seientifiec wordh of their
several contriwutions. In fmet, I think we msd pro¢sed
partly by optionm, e.gs 1f A doss a job of statistics whish
meste B's requirements, tut whigh B hed suppesed (rightly) A fe.



of a comparatively routine naturs within the known techniques :
of the statisticiens draft, while A imagives(nistecenly)that he
has hss done something excentionaelly bright, it might possibly
be held that none the lees, A should have the oution of dedsg ﬂﬂfafi
an o pendix explaining, or demcmatrating his pothod nnder hie
GWLO nemng.
I shall be very mmoh intereated to hear how you reapt
to all this and h.w you think tho Biometric -oodety should

teke it Ups

P,

Youre alucerely,



