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c i z t i o ;~~ . ]  

To  the  Edi tor  of SCIENCE. 

~l~~ .. ~ ~ ~ ~ i ( l , .\\,ere lllorlling
meteors i\,atcllec! 

fro111 12.20 to 3.05 11yfour ol~servers. The  shower seenled 
abundant, 190 ll,eteors beill<,.malllIed durillg the 

tillle of observation. hlloutolle-ll,$f of t~leseuntloubte(lly 
belonged to a common system. The  radiailt point as de-
(lucecl frolll alltl Lvllich, consitierillg lluIllber 
callllot be greatly in error, was K.A . - s ~  0 ,Dee. + I 6  

brings it just outsitie t113 lilllits of constellatiollo ~ ~ ~ ~ .No lneteors olIserved but 
very few \.,,itl1sllort l,atl,s lIoillt, l.llis 
may be (Iue to the fact that tlleSl were SO faint (mostly 
about equal i l l  17riglltness to a fourth magnitutle star) that 

short llatlls were conspicuous to  call 
our attelltloll to  tllelll. hnauroral light was visible ill 

all(l east (luring early of 
Cllalnbers gives 8 O ,  + I6  as tile ratliallt alltl atltls 
that T u l ~ m a nmakes it 90 O , + I  I .  

l<espectfully, 
I s a a c  SI-IARPLESS. 
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COX RESPONDENCE. ( Faraday is here laf3oring to show the incompetency of 
-- that definitioll nloltt.. H e  thinks the natural philoso!~her 

The B t Z i i o ~does 710 t  ho ld  J L ~ ? , Z S C ~~e@onr ibJef o r  t ~ i z i n ; j se - ~ j ~ e s s e d  ought .to look for effects and co~~di t ions1 as  !-et unI;no\vn; 
63' his co?.~~esjoiz~le i~bs .N o  notice i s  t ( c ke~zo f  ( Z ~ Z O I L ~ I I I O ~ I S  and so virtually calls aloud for some one to fill up whatc o i i z ~ ; ~ ~ i ~ z i -
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to him allpears a serious cieiicienc> H e  called the old 
clefillition only a hay-assumption, ant1 felt the necessity of 
some enlagenlent of it, that it oiigllt stanil secure. H e  
says : " the llalf-assumption is, in my viexv of the nlat-
ter, nlore dogmntic and irrational than the ~vhole,bccause 
it leaves it to be ~~ntlerstootlthat power can be created 

destroyed at pleasure." 
Faraday called for, what we believe, the electric theory 

a11111ly supplies. Not only so, but he also indicated this 
"cry source of su i~ i~ ly .For  example, a grain of water"c c  

having a given force of gravity has also "electric relations 
erluivalellt to a very powerful flash of liglltnhg." H e  
says, " I t  may, therefore, be sup~)ose(lthat a very large
a!'l'arent alnoullt Ihe force causillg Ille l)henO1llella of 
gravitation, may be the ecluivalent of a very small change 
in sonle unkno\vn conditio11 of the botlies, whose attrac-
ti"" is vai-ying by change of distance. For illy oxvn part, 
many considerations urge nly miild toward the itlea of a 
cause of gravity, n.hic11 is not resitlent in the particles of 
matter merely, hut constantly in them, ant1 all space." 

W e  have been led to think that it was not impossible 
to fi?zd such " cause of gravity, not resident in the par-
ticles of matter merely," but which by means of a "very 
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DR.  11. RAYhIOND R O G E R S  A S D  H I S  CRITICS#  
To the  Edztor of  u S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ' '  

Prof. hferriam, in )-our journal, page 495, writes as  
follows : ' I  1 do not like to see so great an authority as  
Farada~rmis~~nderstood,as he evitlently is by !-our cor-
respolltlellt 011 page 459 of ! -OM journal, anti that, too, in 
a ~ v a yLvilich lie tool; particular care to caution against--
as  to the law of gravitating action. That  it acts inversely 
as  the scluare of the tlistallce he fully believed slid ad-
~nittetl; or, to use his o\vn \vortls, ' 1  know it is so.' " 

The  cjuotation ol)jected to n.as ~nat ieverbatim fro111 
Faraday'S writings, and the sentiments c~ntail ledtherein 
were frequently expressed by him, alltl \Vith eIIIphaSis. 111 
the \vol-kentitled " Correlatioll alld Conservation of Force," , 
page 363, is an essay Faratla!- entitled " T h e  Conser- ' 
vation of Force," in \vhich \\-e read the f ~ l l ~ \ v i n g ,  " Iviz.: 
believe I represent the received idea of the gravitating 
force al-ight in saying that it is a simple attl-active force 
rxerted between any two 01. all the particles or Illasses of 
matter, at  every sensil~ledistance, but wit11 a strerigth 
varying inversely as the square of the distance. The  
usual itlea of tLe force isrplies ii,i*ccL actioii at a clistance : 1 
and such a vie\\- ap1)ears to present little difficulty except 1 
to Ne~vtori,arid a fc~\-,i~lclutlingm!-self, who in that re- 1 
spect, may be of like ~niiitl\vitli llim. This idea of grav-
ity appears to me toignore entirely tile principle of the con-
servation of force; ant1 11y tile terms of its tIetillilion, if  
taken in an sense, ~vczvJ,i5/p-inversely as tile 1 

square of the tlistance,' to i ~ ein direct 01)110siti~~ !to it," 
Again, in the same essay, page 366, "tile assumption 
\vhicll I\-e nlalie for the time \vith regartl to tile natul-e of 
a po:ver (as gravity, l~ea t ,etc.,) and the form of worils in (
whicll we express it, that is, its tlefinition, shoulcl 1)e con-
sirtent \vith tile fLlnilamentall lr i l lci l~le~of force gelier;llly 
The  conservation of force is a funtla11lel1tal 1)rinciple ; , 
hence the assumption \\-it11 regard to a 1)artic~ilarforin of 
fol.ce ought to impl)- lvhat beco~llesof tile force \\-hen its 
action is i i ~ c r c n s ~ d o r  or its di~ecdtbirchn?tg-eci;&?isi?~ishcr& 
or else the assunlption sl~oulclatlmjt that it is tleficie~lton 
that point, Ileing only 11:rlf co~iipetentto represent the 
force ; anti, in any case, sl~oultlnot Ile opposetl to the i 
principle of conser\~ation. The  u s ~ ~ a ltlefinition of gravity 
as  npz a f t ~ n c f i b eforce Dt.t.ioeelz the  $n~fii.Zeso f  ma f t e r  
v n r ~ l i i gzitverse& as  the syirnre of the  cJisfnltce,whilst it 
stands as  a full d&nt2iot~ of the po~ver,is inconsistent 
with tile principle of the coilservation of force." 1 

small change in some [formerly] unkuown condition of 
the bodies," shall bring the whole subject of gravitation 
out from the shadoivy realms of darkness into abiding 
sunlight. 

In brief, Faraday insists tha t  the totality of the  force 
of gravity is llot expressed by the definition that  grav-
ity acts directly a s  the mass and inversely a s  the square 
of the distance." In(lee(-, he says as  pithily as  when he  
uttered your correspondent's quotation, I know it is 
so." a Tha t  tile fotn!iQ of a force can be employed ac-
cording to that la\\, 1do ~zotbelieve!" 

It might, by the way, be  of interest to learn a little 
more definitely a s  regards what it was that Faratlay 
knew was so. T h e  following are his words : " T h a t  the 
result of one exercise of a power may be inversely as 
the square of the 1 believe and admit ; and I 
know it is so in case of gravity." T h e  same sentence, 
however, continues ; " but that the totnlzzJ/of a force 
can be employed accor(lillg to that law 1 clo llot believe 
either in relation to gravitation or electricity or magnet-
ism, etc." 

I t  may be aslted what can be correctly known of the 
actio,l of electricity or Inagnetism the item jozarz.tyis left o u t ,  ,.w h a r  I object to,7,says Faraclay, .. is 
lIretei,ce o'f kllowledge wliich the  defillitionsets np 
it assumes to describe, llot the partial of the force, 
but the nature of the force as  a whole." 

Satisfied with the old definition as  your correspondent 
1:'"~ be, Faraday loolietl for a " missing link." W e  may
Say that he pointetl it out in saying :-" when we remem-
ber that the earth itself is a magnet, pervaded in every 
part by this mighty power, universal and strong a s  
g r v ' i t ~itself] we cannot (loubt that  it is exerting an  ap-
polnted and essentlal influence over every particle of 
matter, a n d  in e r e ry  illace ivhere it is [)resent. ~ v h a tits 
great Purpose is be looming UP in the distance 
before :-the vvhicll ou r~nen ta lsight are
daily thinning, and 1 cannot doubt that a tlis-
cOvery in llatural in the  wistlom and 
Power of God in the creatio~lis awaiting our age." 

I W J ~ ~ ~this ~Part of InY reply to Your cord 
res~on(le"tjwith the recommendation that he study Fara-
day>for " I do 1101 like to see so great an  autllority a s  
Faraday misuntlerstood." 

Again, as  regards the earth's return from aphelion to 
Perihelion :-

It is admitted that  illy reply (1). 4591 to Mr. Hendr ic l~s  


