
!dmmber 10, 1949 

y&ma 3. Sherm, 
4’ 
dournaf of Bacteriology, 
Sornell University Press, 
Ithaca, S. Y. 

Dear Dr. Shermant 

Thank you for your kind come& and prompt acceptance of 
my .mnuscript. I hope you niU. not regard it presumptuous cf 
me to remark that you are doinft an inarediblg effective Job 
in bri@ng papers t0 prompt publication, judging from the 
date recelvred lin33 on papers in recent issues. 

Your coitm3nts on f’prototroph’~ arcs of coume, justified. 
1 coined t-Us stqymsed mologisn in 2945 to dmmibe reversions 
tu the ancestral. nutrition&I. type IJI Neurospora. Ax&o-autotroph 
ad the like would not do because ths sPild type still requires 
biotin, in tkla htance. The term has proved ita uaefulmss %n 
the @rgon, at leasty of several. laboratories. It was first used 
in &.nt by Ryan and myself in 19& after which Lwoff poI.nted 
out that he and others had made prior use of it In a slightly dtiferent 
mmse. BFe apeed, however, that *the definition of '"prot&rophyn 
as autotrophy, semu strictu, had lapsed by disuse, and that in 
any event the current uaaga was essenti.alLy a speciaJ&md applj, . 
cation of its oriLgiml. sense. It has shas appeared ln several 
publLcat%ons, Ibrrcluding an easr one i.n 9. Bact. (Tati b( Lederberg, 
1947). I hope that before too many mre years, itwill be possfbler 
to use it vofthout speoifically redefmJ&J it. 

Yours sine sre!.y, 

Joshua Lade&erg- 


