JOHN INNES HORTICULTURAL INSTITUTION
MOSTYM ROAD, MERTON PARK, LONDON, S.W.19

Frewa-the Divecier, D G, D DARLINGTOM, LMBarry J643
© 20th. Fobruary 1942.

Usar Profassor,

First of all about Genetical Soolety
busipess. I think that a committes meeting sarly in
Maroh is almost estential. Ford is in favour of it. If
you agréas L will get him to send notloes out for the
Gth. Maroh ( afthursday) for, say 11,0 smem. I think that
the Royal would be & good place to meet if you oould
fix it. The business would be (a) the spring meeting
{b) other, meotings this year (o) the B.W.C. (d) A.0.B.
a8 far as I am comoerned. I quite agree that joint
maatings are very good under prqu:ﬁ' elroumstances, for
they do help us both with moecomodatinn and with the
question of attendence. I am mot sure whore tha S.H.H.
want to meet this ppring, but I asked Benmet-Clark to
write to you about it, I am mlao not sure whem they want
to moot, I shell be in a position to say something
definite at our committeo ms I attend their Counoil
meuting on 26th. of this month. I hope that thay choose
8 reasonable place and time so that we oan meet jointly.
Their mesting will, in any omse, he in Londan, perhaps
at the Imperial College. This 1s what I had in mind when
I thought that, if necessary, we could meet at the Zoo
in the sumser. I have aslad 'liru.na about East Malling, .
Es he 1awery familiar with thelr sotivities. Ho sooms %
to think that they mey not have mich %o show in war-time
and that they may be reluctont to entertain us at presef)
4 more serious trouble is, howaver, that they are in a
regtriotad aren, -n moconnt of eirfields, an! that may
oruge diffioultites for mambers coming in from outeide.
1 will write to Hatton mnd confirm this if you wish me
T,

Secondly sbout Lewis. I guite agree with
your somments on his paper, which he 414 not discuss wiil
ma during its preparation. I have mé: him your com-
ments and hed o tolk with him about subjeot, I am
not sure that he quite realises what is at {ssue but he
ig, I belleve, going to write to you. It sesems to me the

the plants may be aberrant, at %::at by animal stendards
beoause they, the plants, have 11ities that animals



. Ave mot for gametio selection. Alsn, inmsmuch
85 pifnts do not normally show sex separatisn, 1t
mily bé that during the short time when this method
of outbreeding is in oppration in a plant, cannot
fres bh-u:-&l'ﬁa of hebits usefiul before sex separation
but malking for an upset of this mechenism. The time
for careful adaptetion may be longer then the existen-
ca of the mechanism. This is, however, just an idea
thet I had on the spur of the moment snd may prove
quite rddiculous when gohe ints mare alosely. In any
caso I hope Lewis writes to you as I am sure that it
will do much %o get the matter olarifiasd.

; Finnllt:i ws have been turning out a lot of
old reprints and have come mopross some of Batesom'a
PRpers, inoluding some on poultry, and alao, I bt‘l’imra
some# of the reporte to the Yvolution Committee. I am
not nuite sure about this lrst. point, as 1 @ not
yot baen through all the pepars. However, 4 you are
interested I should be glad to sepd you soples of any
of Bateson's papers that are available. Some of them
are certainly worth keeping. I was reading one yester-
dey, which was a long review of "The Mechenism of
Mondelimn Horodity" in whioh he (Bateson) makes the
following remarks. "The hypothesis of reduplication
was offeredas eme way 'in which the processes oould be
logloally represanted, at laast in plants. It is ad-
mittedly a very orude eonjeoture, but 4t hns the merit
of belng non~oommittal an applioable to unlts of war-
Aous magnitudes.” This is a somewhat surprising
defencs of one's own hycothesis, I should have thoughtl
I hope to Tind some other similar tressurce in his
writings bafore T have done,

Yours simcerely,
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