Feoruary 1, 1939

Dear Bartlett,

Thanke for your lattar. I am purprieed that you think
there ls an error in Falrfield Emith's paper, rs he aets
forth the stepe of the proof in detall, as well as the
hypothetical premises upon whloh it 18 based. I am afrald
I can ssy 1little further until you indicate at what point
you depart from his line of argumant.

I phould note, howaver, thet hig alm is not to make
anything have & maxlmum correlation with the true value of
the varlety, but to make the true value of the varlety
inoreases to the greatesat possible extent in response to
ssleotion of the discriminant funotion. 1t may be that
this 18 the resson for your arriving at values digorepant
from his.

I am afraid I am squelly in the dark as to your
diffioulty on the signifiocance of the difference between
an obeerved and & hypothetical disoriminant funetion.
However, perhaps you will send me Your note when 1t oomeas

out.
. ¥ours eincerely,



