9th November, 1955.

My dear Brie,

The publishers are Dennis Dobson Limited, who approached
me for notes on Hendel's paper for a publication
cnlled Source Popera in the Structure of Scicnce, which is to
be a series of annotnted reprints of oririnal papors of historical
interest and contemporary eipgnificonce.

If they live up te all that, they will have a very conelder-
able seriocs of reprinted works to produce, and it strikes me
that it might be a very useful series which mipght well continue
¥ery mRNy yoarsg.

I am £lad you liked my chot ot making sense of Mendel's
Fisum paper. I deo not doubt thut he would have won contemporary
recognition if he had only continued to publish a little every
year until a few people caupht on to hia ideas. He seems to
have relisd exclusively on Von Nagell as n sort “ff:mﬁfﬂi
Ekgimua. which was unfortunate as I sxpect Von Nageli's jealous
and malicicus attitude would not be at all typiecal; at least,
with a little patience I am sure that Mendel could have made

intellectunl contact with Aupuet Welsmann, a man not much
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younrer than himself and who, thuugirl;_}::q;‘;nhahly ordinarily
read nothing of botanical papers, would surely have come wide
awake on seeins what Mendel had shown in inhoritance. I am
sura though that the ordinary denizen of the % Velk of
the time would have thought that Mendel would have been merely
pottering about with the taxonomy of the varieties of the

farden peas, and why should Veismann read about thatv

Sincerely yours,



