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in the department of geology at Cincinnati 
University, has been appointed lecturer in 
geology to succeed Dr. D. W. Ohern. 

AT Ilarvard University, Paul Hayhurst, 
A.B., has been appo'inted instruotor in eco-
nomic entomology. 

TIIE following appointments have been made 
in the College of Applied Science, the State 
University of Iowa: Mr. Sherman Melville 
Woodward, M.S., Washington University, 
1893, M.A., Harvard, 1896, joint author with 
Mr. Charles E. Lucke of "Tests of Internal- 
Combustion Engines on Alcohol Fuel," and in 
collaboration with Mr. John Preston, trans-
lator of E. Sorrel's "Carbureting and Com-
bustion in Alcohol Engines," has been made 
professor of hydraulics and engineering ma-
terials, and acting head of the department of 
mechanical engineering. Professor Woodward 
at  the time of his appointment was super-
vising engineer in the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Nr. Arthur Warren 
13ixson7 A.B. (Kansas, 190?), has been ap-
pointed instructor in mining and metallurgy, 
in charge of the department of mining; Mr. 
John E. Boynton, B.S., M.E. (Wisconsin, 
1905), instructor in steam engineering; Mr. 
John Hoffman Dunlap, A.B. (Dartmouth, 
1905), C.E. (Thayer School of Civil Engineer- 
ing, 1908), instructor in descriptive geometry 
and drawing; Mr. Wallace Woodman Smith, 
B.S., C-E. (Pennsylvania State College, 1908), 
instructor in descriptive geometry and draw- 
ing; Mr. George John Keller, instructor in 
shopwork. 

AUSTINteaching fellows at Harvard Univer- 
sity have been appointed as follows: Ralph 
Ernest Chase, A.M., history; John Detlefsen, 
A.B., zoology ; Warren MacPherson, S.B., 
A.M., comparative pathology; Frank Linden 
Richardson, M.D., surgery. Newly-appointed 
assistants include : Edward Allen Boyden, 
zoology ; Eugene James Cardarelli, chemistry ; 
Edward James Curran, M.D., anatomy: Rich- 
ard Dexter, A.B., M.D., clinical medicine; 
Gustavus John Esselen, Jr., August11.s Henry 
Fisk, A.M., Corham Waller Harris, A.B., 
and William Hammett Hunter, A.M., chem-
istry. 

DISCUSSION AND CORREBPOA7DBA7CE 

THE PROCEEDINGS O F  THE ASSOCIATION OF 

OFFICIAL AGRICULTURAL CHEMISTS 

To THE EDITOROF SCIENCE: he Proceedings, 
of the Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists for 1901 have just been published 
as bulletin No. 116 of the Bureau of Chem- 
istry, U. S. Department of Agriculture. By 
order of the printing committee of the de- 
partment, the portion of the P~oceedingsre-
ferring to the report of the co~nmittee on the 
president's address, 1906, has been omitted in 
the bulletin, as was also the president's ad-
dress itself in the printed Proceedings for the 
preceding year (bulletin No. 105, Bureau of 
Chemistry, U. S. D e p ~ t m e n t  of Agriculture). 

It may be stated in explanation of these 
omissions that the president's address de-
livered at  the annual convention of the as-
sociation, October, 1906, among other matters, 
discussed recent publications of the Bureau of 
Soils of the U. S. Department of Agriculture 
and took decided issue with views set forth 
therein. The president's address having been 
published elsewhere (see below), i t  would seem 
only right that members of the association 
and men of science in general, who are in- 
terested in the questions at  issue, or in the 
larger question of the liberty of free speech, 
shall be given an opportunity to become ac-
quainted with the report of the committee; 
on behalf of the committee, I would ask, 
therefore, that the enclosed portion of the 
proceedings of the association referring to the 
report, as prepared by the secretary of the 
association, be printed in SCIENCE. 

I n  the absence of Chairman Woll, Mr. Van 
Slyke presented the report in behalf of the 
committee on the president's address : 

REPORT OF TEE COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS 

(1906) 

By resolution of this association at its last 
convention it became the duty of your committee, 
"after consultation with the Secretary of Agri-



SCIENCE, [N. 8.VOL.SXVIII. NO. 721 

culture, to consider in dctail the questions raised" 
in thc president's address.' Tlicse dtltics your 
cornmittce has performed and now desires to 
present the follorr~ing report and be discllarged. 

The character of the ~vorlr assigned us is new 
and without prcccdcnt. The essential facts appear 
to be that the presidcnt of this association, in his 
inaararal addrcss, spealting on the duty of scicnce 
to agriculture in guarding :igainst error as  1 ~ 1 1  
:is in discovcring truth, expressed views antago- 
nistic to those published by one of the bureaus of 
the Dcpartincnt of ilgricultare and criticixd ad- 
vcrsely ccrt,ain of its publislled doctrines, desig- 
nating the p~~hlications specifically and the bureau 
by name. Thcse bcing the facts, as your eomniit- 
tee understands them, tlicrc seem to bc three perti- 
ncat questions to be considcred: 

First, I s  i t  proper for an officer of this asso-
ciation to criticize the publislicd work or doctrines 
of an institution or of individu:~ls? 

Sccond, Is  the association responsible thercfor? 
Third. Did the presidcnt correctly statc and 

constrac the facts, observations or statelnents 
upon which lie based his criticisms? 

As to  tlie first cluestion, your conlniittce is of 
the opinion that  liberty of ctiticism of this sort 
is cnt,ircly propcr and, rr~ore than this, is necessary 
to the existcncc of a scientific deliberate body. 
Free discussion, such as obtains the world ovcr 
among scient,ific men, spoli-en in convention and 
printed in journals, is indispensable to progress. 
To sapprcsr ~vllat one conceives to be the truth, 
because i t  docs not accord with the views of col-
leagues, is an enorinity hardly conceirrablc to lib- 
eral-minded men. This principle, once admitted 
to govern our proceedings, mould put an end to 
the association's usefulness. 

3 s  to thc sccond question, i t  is thc sense of 
your coininittcc that the association is not in any 
degree ucsl~onsiblc for tlic viervs expressed by its 
members in debate or pi~blic addr~sses. That, 
beyond enforcing ordinary parliamentary laws 
and courtesy, the association does not and should 
not exercise ecnsorsllip ovcr debate or other clis-
cnssion. Vic~vs expressed by rnelnbers are to be 
linrlcrstoncl ~ L Stllcir p~rsonal  ol~inions. Tlte asso- 
ciation i.; rcspon>ible only tor that wlric~h i t  
nntl1ori7i~d117 formal vote. 

In attelnpting to ansner the t h i ~ d  question 
?lave carefully verified the figures and skatementi 
qnotctl in the addlcs-ig, by colnparison with the 

l Prcsidcnt ITopkins's address on the duty of 
chemistry to agricnlturc, I!)O(i, was publisl~cd as 
Circular 105 of the Illinois Station. 

~x~blict~tions which tlicy wcrc derived andfiom 
by correspontlencr with the pcrsons familiar wit11 
the invcstigntions under discussion. SVc find them 
accurately statcd and properly used in a. lcgiti-
mate scicrltific discussion of ~iiatters of the grcat- 
cst intrre5t and importance to agricultural chcnl- 
ists. In  oar opinion, thc facts as  statcd in the 
president's addrcss arc essentially correct. 

i l~st~pplc~iientaryto  this report, your com-
mittee subn~its as exhibits to be filed the folloxv- 
ing clocurnenti bearing upon its work and leading 
to its conclusion: 

,4. Letter froill Chairinan \Toll to the Secretary 
of Agricalturc. 

B. Answer to same from the Secretary, January 
19, 1907. 

C. Lctter of March 25 from the secretary trans- 
mitting Circular 22. 

U. Circular 22 froin thc ofice of the Secretary 
of Agricalturc. 

E. Statenlent of Dr. SIopBins in rcgard to Cir- 
cular 22. 

F. Letter from Director Tliornc explaining his 
position. 

G. Circular 70 of tlic Ohio Station relative to  
C'iicular 522. 

H. Circular 10.5 of the lllinois Station, being the 
prc'idcnt's addrcss, as published in purwance of 
the resolutioris of tlie association. 

1. Bullctin 167 of the Ohio Station. 
J .  Farmer's Bulletin No. 237 of the Department 

of ,Igriculturc. 
I<. A detailed discussion of the iisacs involved 

under question No. 3 above, prepared by Chairman 
Woll with the assiitance of soinc other members 
of tlie committee. 

(Signed) 
1,. TJ. Van Slyke, B. G. Ross. 
,Jacob G. T,ipman, F. W. SToll,2 
R. J. Davidson, A. M. Peter.' 

Nr. Lipnian spoke a t  some length concern- 

i n g  the  lleccssity of the association fulfilling 

its duty both to  the farlner and to the scien-

tific world i n  iaking no  equivocal position in 
regard t o  tlic ~ncthoclsof scientific rcscnreh, 

T l i c  5ignatnre of the ahsent r l~a i r~nanof the 
committee, F. It'. S\'oll, and that of A.  1\1. I'eter 
were appcndcd subrcqncnt to  the meeting, thc 
rrport Ilnving bccn ~ubniittctl to them. Thc othcr 
abscnt mr~mbcr of the comrrtittec, Mr. C. T i  Penny, 
iignificd h ~ sagrccnient to Lhc rc~port in the main, 
but toolc cxc15l;lion to one phasc of it, and his 
name, thercforc, dccv not appear. 
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approving only such as maintain the highest 
plane of intellectual integrity and conserva-
tism in the deduction of conclusions from the 
facts. 

President Hopkins is in no need of vindica- 
tion by a committee of this association. The 
facts in the case speak for themselvcq and 
every chemist and student of soils whose 
opinion is a t  all worthy of respect will amply 
sustain him in the interpretation of these 
facts. The unanimous action of the com-
mittee was inspired, above all else, by the 
desire to discharge a duty to those who rely 
on the association as an authority as to 
strictly scientific methods of research, and the 
practical application of the results of such 
work to agriculture. The members of the 
association are not only affiliated with control 
and research work, but frequently serve also 
as teachers in our agricnltural schools. They 
should not, therefore, shirlr: the moral respon- 
sibility inrposed upon them. A negative atti- 
tude could not be assumed in the discussion 
under consideration, nor conld it be honestly 
ignored. 

The report of the committee was adopted 
by thc association. 

APPOIr\"l'i\IEXTS IN COLLEGES ANI) UNIVERSITIES 

To TIIE &)ITOR OF The question SCIENCE: 
raised by Professor Wenlcy in SCIENCE, 
August 21, as regards the desirability that 
each great department of inquiry should estab- 
lish a "bureau of information to bring inen 
and places together," appears to nle to  relate 
to a need which deserves the ventilation sug- 
gested by Professor Wenley, with a view to 
common action. Probably no department 
feels this need 'more than that of mathe-
matics in view of the fact that so few people 
are familiar with the real nature of advanced 
work in mathematics, or, in the inore emphatic 
wards of Sir Oliver Lodge, that "the rnathe- 
matical ignorance of the avcrage cducated 
person has always bcen complete and shame- 
less." This fact has too frequently lcd au-
thorities to accept men at their own avowed 
estimate, or at the estimate of some friends 
who did not take the matter very seriously, 

since they were not held responsible for their 
advice by the men who really understood the 
situation. 

Wliilc publications like "American Men of 
Science" render valnable assistance, yet this 
service is far from complete in view of the 
facts that the grouping in such a work can-
not be sufficiently minute, nor can the issues, 
with up-to-date changes, be sufficiently fre- 
quent lo afford just the information that is 
generally needed by those entrusted with the 
filling of important positions. I n  consider-
ing this question the Carncgie Foundation for 
the Advancement of Teaching in its Bulletin 
Number Two, issued i\Iay, 1908, calls atten-
tion to the nicthod adopted in the choosing 
of professors in the Italian universities, vhich 
has shown excellent results. The main 
feature of this incthod is that the professor 
is finally cllosen by a jury of five professors 
of the same subject or of a kindred subject to 
that in which the vacancy exists. I n  the 
selection of this jury the faculty of each of 
the twenty-one Italian universities is invited 
to vote for five men, and the ininister of 
public instruction chooses five names from 
amongst the ten having the highest votes. 

I n  sharp contrast to this method stands the 
inbreeding system followed by most of the 
larger American institutions, and thc still 
more vieious system adopted by inany of the 
smaller institutions as well as by some of the 
larger ones, according to which the vacancy is 
made known to only a few trusted individuals 
in order to avoid the examination of the 
credentials of a large number of applicants. 
One of the principal objections to the system 
of inbreeding is that it does not emphasize 
sufficiently high scholarly attain~nents and 
tends to encourage superficiality, which fre- 
quently attracts local attention, but seldom 
receives national recognition. I t  is said that 
chiefs of dirisions under the federal govern- 
ment are frequently surpriscd at  finding, by 
means of tlie civil service, men of very high 
ability who had been hitherto entircly un-
known outside of their own regions. Such 
discoveries would be of the greatest im-
portance to the college and the university, 


