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ie ay, paper was | appalling mass to inflict 
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: utility of trying to discuss complex } things by | 

ondence. I would give & Sue tee number of the few — 
pra 4 tt paneace | just to spend oa — with _ alone. It 
Sen _— I want ' to force my st de ur throa ous = are 

And I'll] confess that at this stage I feel so far beyond my depth 
philosophically, that I'm sticking to the Gata as close as I can 
gete The data seem to be hinting things very largely at variance 
with wheat is Ce +9 ac n a thourt M *"s 3 o : i ee & st : ' Pat 

however, thet I pre hinting so insistently, t see how they can be 
disregarded wnless the data themselves are all wet <« which I pen 
don't. think 8e be the case, as they wore gathered and published year 
by ye ar without the remotest idea on my part as to what they would 

signi _And mi. confess a ey n gone idered. “coll poe noe ge 
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thing for my important observational areas on which | I nev lone mor 
than one year's work, with the sole exception of "a". Papiletions 
above the intrinsic carrying capacity seem winter-vulnera’ sv + Bo 
predation, whether Cooper's hawks and horned owls are prorent or. 

nots if the population is vulnerable something ne pet Pn 
bie ae to 7, xtent of its vulnerability. This, I think, is\ demo 

ough graph which I an MART ONERG You : may keep | at if you 

'm trying not to attempt to stretch my northern data to your\ 
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that when the drouth you mention renders quail popu  Vitinerak 
to Cooper's = it also renders them etree le t 
er ans so that it nen leas little diffe | what | 

| predators ‘would ‘tale mate Tially lc I suspect ; that the end repu 
would | bout the same so far as birds getting through rinter” 
were concerned. | Maybe oe I'm not pressing the po 
mow about southern quail isn't too much. 

sing for your Ao ght geet if you want them, . Copies 

plus She ' food~cover area pH aireaty andy ; published, that z bane: my 
ste its. i'll be eternally condemmed if I can see ony core| 
relation between the predation rate data and karan kinds mbers 

predators ore® buffera. The only thing - : nat see 
‘measurably ye count is the density of the quail rp population in | 
seenaeel ah the intrinsic carrying capacity of the ‘land. 

a : fabular data and see if rae justify the conclusions thet I expresses Leopold thinks they do and 
believes that I have aes entirely new and very significent. 
oe A, £23 rees with the conclusions but says he isn't surprised, My- 
, » IT am still a bit unsettled, for this has meant the puneturd | 

former ideas which f had considered sound. But, in = need : iscourse, if bead deus were vull oe gen “s — tu the; 

ooked into more deeply inion I think has yet 

is made up of pre Sirtwehen of area gone . in the "sate aines this ee 
na ter a is given in the tebles anyways I still wish to pres 
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