
July 9, 1952 

Dear Luca: 

I return our m8. here&&h. You certainly have no cause to apologizs fox 
your style, which i8 much closer to good Engllah than to Anglo-Italian. I gave 
marked a few plaoes for your attention; many of them have nothing to do with 
linguistic style, ?mt mxmw? to 33 points of redun&mcy, such ~3 always creep 
in duriagpreliainary drafkr. I am quite contentwith the substance of the 
paper* !&a, Lederhe:?g's experinent with a lambda ly8ate seem8 quite correct, 
but need8 a good deal of further study, especially 

--tF 
eeparate the P+ agent 

from lambda. 
I would concur in calling F+ a Virus-like agent", but hesitate to describe 

it, even fzr convonimce, as a virus. For ju3t this purpose, I have suggested 
another tern planmid, which whil it is suggertive ha8 the advantage of being new 
enough not to have t00 .xLZflJ aSS0ci&tiOns. I regret not hi3ViAg b spare copy Of 
q review, just completed, but it might be pertihent to refer t0nit: Lederberg, J. 
1952 Cell genetics and hereditary SymbiOSb9. Physiol. Rev. In Press. 

[!%ile writing to this, I8un listening by radio to the Republican Convention-- 
our Sen. M3%1~thy is opsak9ng; I hope ~2 I.ang~qti XULG wlment;. 

Other reference8 uhiah y0u may ant yet have in full are: 
LaderbergJ., Ledorbzrg,E.Ed., Zinder,N,D. and Lively,E.R. 1751 Rxombination 

analy3ia of bacterial heredity. Cold Spring Harbor Symp. &ant. Biol. 16; 4l343. 
host general. reference 4 our acctiated data; dieaumion mpi-lasizea homothallis~1] 

Lederberg,E.M. end Lederberg,J. 3.953 &met&c 8tudiea of lysogenicity in 
Esohc.richti c&i. Oe!\o%ics> 1, Prosa. 

preprint oa $hi8 one]. 
[You ohodti hiivo roceivadc; mimeographed 

Lederborg,J. 1950 Isolation and aharacterization of bixknlml mutants 
of bacteria. M&h. ldad. b8. 3: 5-22. 

Zinder,N.D. and Lederberg,J. 3952 Oenetic exchange in Salmonella. 
J. Bact. 64: Zs? I'r~ss. 

I vtill rem&n in kiison t&l about August 15-Sept. 10. It would be beat 
to continue to address me here. 

Re L&&L, I agree that we 8hOul.d remove the parenthesis "(with which we concur)s8. 
I xcepted his sxp+U. results on the basis cf hros~s on s:+z;~'z, but r:ave not 
propsrly confirmed hi8 claim8 of the crosaability of properly inaotivated F+ cells. 

Back to C L Pr L, th8 zmmac% normal path of F transduction sesms still most likely 
cell-tks-&Ll contact. Your final speculation on ploidy is most 3f&ulating, but 
1 am still uncertain of it8 detailed application. Muld you suggest that complete 
reduction 0rentud.Z.y takes placu ? Cithermrise, how d(:es :X-E xvoid the very frequent 
OCCUTrenCB Of hetW0ZygOu8 reCOmb~t8, On the other hand, croa808 of known 
2n x n do give very high yields of diploid recombinanta, as aexpaood. 

Such crosses involving Hfr x F+ and Hfr x F- are just now cming through, and 
at least 8011pb of the progeny are Hfr. The analyrris is in progress; I think it 
c,uite likely that Hfr is localized in the usually eliminated sezment. If I verify 
Hfr in combination with other markers (e.1:. !&Bl-3 1 will forward the a&rain8 to 
you)"; c 

[Szybalski ha8 mentioned your 818. on chloromycetin reclistance. Although I sm 
not likely to be able to comment on it very informatively, would you consent that 
I 8hould 8ee it?] Sincerely 


