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Dear Norm!

I am sorry that you are offendad v my risircatuent of tho Gnglish
language. If I heve coined a word, or mimused an =3 ene, fror 4l to
tire 1% ie hecnusc I had como ooncept that was diffioult or cu:lersoio
to exprose in the existing language. Perhape Y should “e a purist ~ope
than I sm, but I have always folt that words were morely aymbolie tools,
end thet \ility and usapge wers the main basea fer thelr recornition,
If we deny the possidility of evolution in meanings, we will have a sterile
languapes There are very fev words ir ssionec which hawe not bosn ultinately
derived in this way.

IF¥ a word is proposed whish ia muibizveus or 4mprociss in a given aoatexd,
ikemx i it thue caumes seme confusion, then of couwrse 44 becenes a very
poor tcol, and should be ebandened. Except for very otcmon words which nay
often be misused, natural selection usunlly takee its courese, and you can
help 1t along by 4moring the wsago. Fer Ahis pursone 1% is proforahle Aif
the now usags involwss an unfamiliar word. I don'4 Unow whather you have
any speclal brief for or againgt "prodotroph®, but 4% has nsoned 0 ns almost
indispensable in Sto ares of zyuplicatiem; the tect of 1% w11} be ita usage
by cthars.

I place lasa falth than you do in the value of dlctiornariss for indicating
current usagee for tecimical terms—— what does your dictionary have for "trans-
location" er “inversion®--, but I havo usod ther. I = wet ton happy ahout

"transiwation", but my dictionary gives this 2s tho not of senvering over,

which scemed 4o £14 very wall my somalusione about Salmonalla gonoties, I
know about iraneduosrs in Eleoiric Power, but thinlc ¢hic hao no mere proomptive
value than doss tremaformation (= wig) (or in rolation %o tranofme ore) or
industion or poky (= jail) for their hiolorical uses. Tt 4o Just Hocause
iranaformation seems so overloaded with Alvorse somoiztions 4n related contexte
that I prefer not to perpotuate it. If the only est:bliched uses of traneducer
are in dietant sontexts, I {oresce no troudls Pron ther. Perhapa saneone haw
used the exoression, obssurely, in eeasory vhyclielogy. I 2211l think thst

the expression "genetle tranaduction® otunds on 1ts om foet a3 alnoet pelf-
oxplaatory. T an still not heppy with its cecorhomy, and will he oleased fo
consider any suggestions. ( Someone sugzested intromiesion, but this might have
the right somnotations).



As to protoiroph, Ryan and I asked around about it, and I was acqudknted
with its symonymy with autotroph in the very old litersture. iy usage
seoms close Yo a special casc of sutotrophy (4t approximates relative
auzo-autotrophy). The oomaitiec that discussed miritional nemonglature
in 1046 (CSH wolume 11) did net complain adout “prototroph". Its synonymy
with autotroph was rare und is obsolete.

T do not agree with your third paragraph, hut agree wiroleheariedly with
your fifth. Perhaps we should have en International Judieial Oormission for
genatle nwaea, aas thode Lo for bodanicel and zoologloals {Even theore, albelt
mfartimataly, we will £4iad that zywmasxax worde aro imported without pre-
Judiaz, ceze Tromophilo 4n Distown and Lt the Wpmaoyoeten). T oot
sure vhere wa should draw the line;, and have perhana been too boholden to
convenionce. This does not preclude getiing good advice on the subject. If
you mear ull this aserdously, I will have my revenrs on you by asking for
1% on tho nazt sceaniun., 01 the whole, T upafer a dictinetive uow cemstruction
(@egs 2atobrech) 49 an 4omracize adnticetion o2 zn 9ld she {o.2s Piochemioal
muztant, in the sama 2ease), “uat this may be wmioe.

S4naeerely,

Jorhmia Iadeshorg
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