20th August, 1956,

My dear Prasanta,

I em sending herewith an advance copy of my new book on
solentifiec inference, as I thought you would like to see it your-
Beli and %o have a copy available in the Institute, Thers are a
ieir number of trifles, which I hope you will find sntertaining
85 a pure end applied mathematicien, and, of course, & central
pre-ccoupation with ths problem of how inductive reasoning may
properly be expressed. I have correcied in your copy a number of
misprinta, which, though they would scarcely mislead, might some-
what impede the understanding of what is said, such m® that which
I have marked on page 120, where I have put in a paragraph to
remove what I think has been & real misapprehension mmong some
American statisticians, to whom it was not clear that if the same
probability statement could be ordinarily derived either from
datum (a) or from datum (b), that it doss not follow that given
datum (&) datum (b) can bs inferred, for in fact if both vere
known & very muoch stronger probebility stetemsnt sould be derived.

Probably you mey be interested also in the contrast between
the axiomatlic and the semantic appromch to the concepts of



applied mathematice, which is also involved in some of the
explanatory paragraphs., I have been chiefly concerned, however,
to builld up & basis for the understanding of inductive reasoning
from ite slmplest beginnings, end am content to leeve to others,
who mey be attracted by it, the business of & systematic exposi-
tion of the point of view which I have tried to make aseimilablae,
Obviously a goecd desl will not be understood ell at onge,

With respect to Behrens' problem, end the Tabls 11 of
Pearson end Hartley's "Blometrika Tablese", I have written & more
apecific eriticiem for the Sististdeat Journalef e A5 & (6 ﬁ-uirJa‘?hJ

With love to Rani, and regards to your tolleaguea At the
Statistical Inatitute,

Sinserely yours,

Eno.



