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13 Aupust 1834,
¥ajor L,Darwin,
Crippa's Corner,

Forrest HRHow,
Sussex,

Dear Major Darwin,

I em enclosing an offprint of e recent, rather
polemioal nots on domlinance and, what 1 think will interest you
more, a proof of a letter whichmls mppearing in the American
Journal "Science", which is a kind of first fruits of the experi-
ment with poultry whioch I have now been carrylng on for more
than five ysars, I think I may say mlready that in, at least,

5 oases out of 7,the so-omllsd dominents used in my experiment
have proved themselves to be no dominants at all, when bred into
the wild stook, but, like the case of orest and cerebral hernla,
mentitned 1n my letter, had hetercsygotes olearly distinguish-
able from both pure bred types.

Looking at what had been previously written
on the subject, I found, as you will ses, a very beautiful sxample
of the way in whioh the earller genstliclsts, 1n this oase
Davenport and Punnett, threw over, on the weakest possible evidenae,
I*biu views held by your father and other early writers,
! I am inolined to write s preliminary report
,of the experiment this year for the Royal Boolety, mlthough 1t
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will need two more yeara to verlfy my conclusions experimentally,
and I rather want to rub in the blunders of the first years of
this century, when a good many geneticists eagerly belleved that
the study of heredity hed just then, for ths firet time, beoccme
really solentifie,

Yours sinceraly,



