
Urah 20, 1952 

Daar Tun: 

I’m wrry to hove taken 60 long wPth&cmr mtsr) but 1 had too i%my 
things of the same kind wlriting for m to be &la to get ta it aocmer. 
1 il~a not given it so detailed a raking-over, beaauss I thought that 
you GoiLd do the same yolm3elf, Frankly, ft made as lf it were rather 
heavily padded. I would think that the moat appropriate form for suah 
a aontribution would be to subJoin the general rseults of the genetic 
amdytaia and put t&e two together as a note An Arahives of Bioahem. 
The mt&Lon Imr a~rt4.nI.y G~teresting iron a ahami<rsl.-gsnetl.a standpoint, 
but until thy dot&a of malate and suacinate util.isation are unravellad 
it in mm an advertieemAt of 80s~~ interesting to oo.m, rather 
than a fuliy rounded aaco:fipllshment. Z have a few speoiflc notes, marked 
In red on the mrgrtnS: 

i. A iittb rilrm~ needa to be scrid tibout the ori& of your e- K4.2. I 
don’t thI%nk that our stoah ia s-, but fUn onalooing at for your Lnspeation 
awl wnparison T Xf this ia right> you should refer to s- tfs a mtnnt sub&rain 
cl +sotLonshlo ~~rii;Let, nnd the amphnsia of fdentW.cation falls to the s-! 
In view of ow routine uee of B&I medim, this question of the charaater of 
OUT Bttlidtird K-Z? stocka 1.0 bmmj, to recur if not r;l.Zrte cl.ezr at the outset. 

2. nalnasiaal, aolifonP %s what?! fuu don’t ra,ally have +a ?W so cagey 
about aontam%n&ion (in print), The evidenae am ba there aithout being 
overemphasiaed. T&k-& 3x is superfluous, COIld.Ud0flB are swici%nt. 

5. Raa licxiting faatur simply se&pa of thnse experiments? PWlat are details 
of osi$inal. sisoi&,on of so+? Could ao+ be slmg3.y t: residual orig&n& K-12? 

6. 3ee sr~closed reprint. (By the -my, let me know which paper8 of mine you 
have, 80 I CM bring my die tributfon file up to cfats. ‘fhanks. ) 

7. I don’t me the point of dragging in the kinetics figures in this 
paper. jQ3y not cita Nelson 1951, and immtion agreemnt. 

8. That’s the rub. 

9. Th5 @;endAce should some here too. 

A-- Sinceraly, 

Joshua hderberg 


