February 5, 1942

Despy ‘rthar,
I am very gled you have taken uv the discussion sterted by

Coplnngge, for yuu mre ous of thas Tew Deople oapauvle of doing 1t
progerly sad settlng the present wosliion of pea=tics neeinst ite
Lropel LuCdii™owiu.

handlogg youl artlels Croa T awlat ol view of tae 2neral
seiantiet Wno nsg Aot gons loto Ghw ¢@talls of g-natle fhrote or
jranatleo niatory, I doubt LI 1t is really nea pond 53 youi ccalo make
-lt; I aern thet 1t lesves such & wan ne sufflelently aushralsoed
coacluglons fur hils iu"hﬁaﬁ on bu wid retaln as his losustone when
ony slaller controveray Liows aaonk. Having declded retuclly what
noluty or polate, you want to mih; ian tnds wey, I think you should
indicate them noar tna-buginniné, unﬁ Btate then exnlleltly neaap
the end,&f your article is toc huve any real effect.

Ag & traditlon, thougn of course not as a sclence, panetics
is exvosed more indefenaloly than you seem to admit to the ariticlam
of velng gnti—Un}wininn, not in the Ruseslan senge of theolosloal
heresy, but in thﬁ.ﬂquullr damnlng sence of f&utluunlf atvecklinr and
trying to digeorsdlt the far-reacthiop end panetreting ldess on the

meang of orpanle evolution whilen “epwin had origluated. It wae



not only Bntescn and De Vrles, but almost the whole geet of
i‘enetlelnts #n the first quarter of this cantury, who disoredited
thempselves in this way. The iders of this verdod nre permonently
embelmed in onber in Vorisan'a mind, Writer after writer npserted,
or implied, ae thourh 1t were & denonstreblie faot, thrt suecles
arnege by alngle mutatlons, and that selectlon of gneli continuous
virletlons within the speoles was Ynown to ba inoperative vending
tie nrclval of wn e roppriate_nutatipn. Continuous or normal dig-
Lelbutlons were ltientifled Ly ti-mmth non=harltnbla luetuntion.
~he lden of polypenie Yemdellam was frowned wran wy both thae
Llcmetriclans ané the renetiolats vhen I publisghed the vaner you
elts,in 1916. Tt would not heve baan puh11;hed hed not tha oost of
Fuslicostion beuan relpbursed to the huyal Goolaty of idiniuprsh by
ay friencs.

I o very plad toat Dusinin hea FirhADEd, AR you wentlon, the
raet thet nartloulnbda ivheritance, !he::h ferr from belnp sntronlgtie
to Lepwin'e mnln theory, sctuslly romcved the nrinolnel Girfioulty
with waloh it wan snowtbred. 'his eusertlon wee antiiely new
whan I put 1% forwsrd 10 1930, Ianﬂﬁ, vafore thet tice T Soubt Af
anyoae hod taken the trouble to underatand whgt Ler=in shculd have
eonnarnsd himgalf ao much wilth Lamareold e’fects of chiinged con-
dltione and incresmed food as the uuuuﬁa of variation, slthough, as
he showa in many paegssges, e wag elasr thet, sa pepards avolutlongry
afract, such factors ware quilte Huhulﬁlﬁrr. T:nu- whole diastiaction
ustwien mutation end evolution letent in Dsrwin's thoupht wes ignored
by Tie Vrles nnd Bateson, snd entirely obscured t'.rourhout the

Laufsiney of penatios.



That irtegon's atntltude wag determined by Jealouay of
Foulton, »nd that De Vries tried to steal Hendel's work, thouph
neabebly true, are not, of course, facta aprronprlete to the dlpg=-
cudsion, I do %hink, hovever, thet one ef the elonims of nodern
panetlce to regpact e £ aclence muet be thot 1t now cleorly
renudintes the npettineprs nnd rrajudices of nome of it erprlien
erunaenta. -

fout By Fdlaburgh peper, did T aver tell you thret 1t wap
first asuimlited to tae Hﬂjﬂl,lﬁnﬂ tht the twn referees vho ware
vnpninann Ao Ate rejectlon vere Pasrron end Funnett = 1t muat
e basgn S oaly eubjeect on —hleh they ever oprend:

Youra slneerely,



