1ot Fpreh, 1950,

iy dear tonneth,

1 hnve been lookdns throush Jurdine's raper mnd I certainly
thin' it 15 worthy of publiention. It wipght help the wuthor to
point out that hls seotlon on dubroeding would be more ootiofec-
tory if it were recormized thot tho actual do;zee of homosy;oois
in nn individunl. or of merm troet cimilority Letween potentinl
mntes, in not dotoruined by thoe pedisrea. ouppooing this to be
abaolutoly correet, Lut has an ndditional larqe olowent of chonce.

“he uove ol the coelficiont of inbrecdin;; io not even unbicoed
18y s waot often hoppen, the cwedlebility of the enimnls for woe
depends on thely rool homosyrposity rothoer thuan on the formml
cocfficlent, tnd of course varipbility not talon cccount of by
the aycbolism, but not due to o truly rendom error, ic lieble to
aifoect covaricneces,

Jincerely your:a,

Ene .



