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Thank you for the xerocopies of Maxted, Wilson's ~
correspondence. (EPPEL STREET,

' : - WER STREET) -
T will write Elliot directly. T IGOWE LONDON. Wit ;
(] . Ll L]

Was hex the source for the assertion that
Avery and Griffith had never met or corresponded®
I have no evidence to the contrary, but it is
a rather strong assertion. However, if Elliot .
were an intimate of both, he might have had a lay in answering your letter
sound basis for such a statement. Wouldn't it I have been in Geneva for
be remarkable if they never exchanged so much furned.
as a letter! ‘

' :11 -few people did -and
1ing about him that Allison

Olby has put me on to Dubos memoir on Avery
(Roy. Soc. Biogr Mem 56) which puts a somewhat
different perspective on the "guidirx stimula-
ting guidance of Oswald Avery" (which I also
had taken for granted.) Others have also cau-
tioned me that Dawson had taken a more aggsres-
-sive role in being sure that Griffith was con-
formed, and taken account of, at Rockefeller.
And evidently much of this was gduring Avery's
illness that effectively kept him out of tge Tab
for several years.
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1 ever realized the greatness
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published their work on the
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- partment of Genetics 10 knew him best and ) were well
s ool of Medicine wred not express their doubts
Stanford University d b
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Fred Griffith and Leonard Colebrook were close friends
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