29th May, 1953.

Dear Cheaster,

I do not think there are many statisticians im the Koysl
Sooiety though among what there are I think you might gount
Kenneth Mather as more of a statistiolan than Iancelot Hogben,
who seoms not to be able to do the oimplest thing right, TFor
my part, I should prefer mlso Gaddum and Trevan to Haldane, for
they have both carried out wvork the success of which depended
on the statietiocal methods being adequate, 1, F. Richardson
has, of course, also done a good deml of statistics s =
mathematioel physicist. Telerls at Birmipgham came pretty
near to developing %® theory and the FPoleson series for the uase
of physieiste about 25 years after thoy were familiar to
biologionl workera., Sowe would count also Hareld Jeffreys.
Yuls, I anm afraid, is no more, In my oase the elsotion was
certainly by Seation 1 Mathematios and Fhysics, and I imagine
the same would be true of Frank Yates but net of the othars we
have apoken of, Hogben was got in by a group of :v‘:.aﬂul
friends in apite of the protests of nearly all gemstioista, I
suppose the troubls with the National Acedemy is that their
zathomatioians, 1ike the inhabitants of many mnn* sathemstionl
departments. think 1% ﬂ'.l-'lr uﬂ to regognise Applied Mathematics
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‘and think that they should disguise themesslves under other
names suoh as physicists, blometricians, eto, I should think
the right solution for the Netional Academy would be to have ma
section of Biometry,

I very likely shall be gway from Casbridge vhen you arrive,
but do not let that inhibit you in-any way, I shall probably
see you'in Nice at the rather silly I.U.B.8. shov.

Yours singceraly,



