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Yy dear 3ill, | _

T have received,and not answered for a while,your
1etter of tae 27ty Tovember.l was véry pleased o hear that the
var’' ous amendments hdve proved possible. O.Z.for the vurious al-
terations you n*opoued the one un xha tablb?ta exzetly ws it loo-
ked, . think,on the table I sent 4e—bhe-Editers with: the mrnuscript

! waieh was not uhderstood by the printer. Re your questions : (1)
on page 94, (#8) refers to stirain 70.8 of 1y collection. Tt is
obv:rusly of no sirnificance to tue readeryexcept thut it is the
struln on vwhicn I spent tiae lust three months :nd may huve to

refer to this noint;fateg“goufd the symbol # be uncesrtandable to

readers as meanlpg “g rain Jo." ? T thought it were a customury
symhol, .t least “n the imeriean litercture., Substitut 1ﬂv/¥5tn
longer paraphrase ..Our. mean altéring uli tne successive lines,
There would he no , rzat aarz in deletingz (8) ﬁltogether,if (#8)
makes nc sense to most readers. (2) Peference four _aviex :B.D}
Davié(Studies on nutritionally deficient bueterial mutants isola#e
ted by mcans of penicillin/Zxperientia,6:41-50 (1950). (3)refe=
fence to my .paper,1952 : Genetic analysis of drug-resistince,
Bull,iérld Hlth Org.6:185-206% .iid & send you un offprint ?
if not,one is enelosed. | , |
work: I nave lost the lust month looking for a presumptive
'1inkage of my Fr(f-refractary)uifh methionine. A preliminary tee-
st hud indicat:d the possibility of linkage; i.e.,cro:sing #8
which is i+ with TLBl-”r on minimal +st+methionine,most recombi—

nits re L= and tney seened to be mmmiky all Fr(at the boundary

07 i 2ificunce).I have therefore enlarged the data ccnspicﬁ




ly,and now seen th:t linkage with I does not exist. ™ is still
~herefore inde;en&ent of all markers feated,though T oaust wait
for sone more duta coming on l~,und the next step T shall try is
resistunce fo colicine Eyus this also seems independent of the
other markers,and verhups independent of T+ polarity,cccording
to data puoviished by Predericq/?ﬂ%?éﬁgrwggg gﬂgf time has been
the analysis of a new E;agenf,which seens to be different from
the T of =12 in th:it it can infect my Fr.T have no conclusive
evidence that this is true.Recambination with the new F—ugent
hamppens ;t & too low raute to be of real use. T anm S0TTYy, because

T hoped to test whethe: a different FPeagent wo:1ld deteruine a

different pattern of segregation,i.e. a different probubility N

325¥h§1¥$ﬂmarkers rezchimg tihe FP— cell, T have still & hope that
o fe . o

iﬁielse Gggt%%ifgstabllltyiof the I-ug.nt.

now is yuu work going ? Yours ever




