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My dear Hendall,

Tharis for your note. I gulte sgree with you that
variety of soplicationn is essentlal Af the dtndy ﬂaﬂtiunﬁin to "1_:‘!.‘.' ey
fulfil ite funntion. y

Tha anly thins that cecurs to me at short notlce is that I have
repently dsveloped or eyntematised whet I call a systown of scoring
for 11:11;53& and other unknown parsueters arising in Genstlce, which,

when I tried &t out in the States laat cwmier undoubtedly did give



the theoreticsl ntatinticiens & new slant on what maximus likelihood
meant, &.g. the amount of infor ation expected and the amount of
information reslised pppear qulte manifest and tengible in the
arithmetls, whorass in the genersl theory the daotingtion does asem
rather abetract and ravote.

This, of cowrse, chould not be thow hit of as oripind matorial.
I have written up the geaeticol exaple I shold Diopoce ¢ uee for
the Mmericen Hatiaraliset, and ohnll be saylngy o Ter words about 1tn
geneticel aspects o the enetlea) Soolety tils sutuwm. It is 4itm
ocomputational asupcot as explolting the lineaXlty of inaxivaum
likelihood equatlone in tho fregquencise clrcuwwenting their general



non~lineacri by ir the parometers, which might be of intereat to
JOUr ‘roup.

May I, while writlng, connratulote jou root heartily on your
ssgond volume.

Youra aligeraly,



