
SCIENCE 


DR. MANFRED CALL, foysmerly professor of 
olinical medicine, hais been el'ected clean of the 
medim1 depa~~tment  of 'the llledical Coblege of 
Virginllia, ait Richmond. 

DR. 11. &I.JENNISOS, 3 as-for several yearo 
$idtan,t profes~sor of boiang s t  tlhe lIontlana 
A g r i c ~ l t u ~ a l  Cmollege, Bozeman, has become 
assoleiate professor of botany in the University 
of Tennessee. 

ANDREWI<AR~TEN Universi~ty of (Ph.D., 
Ohio), has recently entered upon his work als 
heiad of lhe department of chemistry a t  ii$e 
South Dakota School of ngines. 

FREDERICI; formerily of Eelland P. V I ~ I ; E ~ Y ,  
Stanfsord, Jr. ,  University, ha~s been appoin'ted 
assi'stant professor of geology and head of the 
deparltment a t  the S'outhern Branch of uie 
Unive~s~ityof California, \at Los Angeles. 

DISCUSSION AND CORRESPOND-
ENCE 

STELLAR DIAMETERS 
TEE detemination of star di'ame'ters l ~ a s  

been a rn#atter of considerable interest since the 
first measures of Cetlegez~se were published 
from ,the Xonnt Wil'son Observatory. Various, 
pltdictions have been made for  ~th,e apparent 

D I M .  PRO31 I T .  WILSON 
STAR COBLEXTL' IEASURES PREDICTED DIIMETERS 

DATA 
E d d i n g t o n  Ruosell 

a Orio,nis 
(Betlegense) .... 0.045" O.O.l$lf 0.051" 0.031" 

a Scorpii 
(Antnres) ........ 0.036" 0.040" 0.043" 0.028" 

a Bootis 
(Arcturus) ...... 0.018" 0.022" 0.020" 0.019" 

The agreement between the diameters com-
puted from ;the galvanometer deflection deter- 
mined by Coblentz (Sci. Papers Bureau of 
Stn?zdards, Nos. 244, 438) and the actual 
measured tClameters is surprisingly good. I t  is 
not  easy to  suppose that  a sttar can radiate 
as  a black )body. Since, however, this assump- 
tion is fundanlenlal in  applying the l'aws of 
racliatison from which :the diamelter is com-
pntecl, i t  is ralher remarkab1,e to fin'd stars 
i.*adjate s s  n e a s y  like black bodies as  the bit of 
evidence herein contained woulci seem to s$how. 

H. T.STETJONHARVARDUNIVERSITY, 
~ S T R O N O ~ C I C A LLABORATORY 

TINGITIDE OR TINGIDE AGAIN 
"TO be or not to be"-Tiagitida o r  [ringide? 

Logomachy is a "war about ~vords." It seems 
that I have involvecl myself in  such a merry 
war, driven thelleto by my desire as a scientific 
editor to get a t  the bottom fczots as to what is 

diameter of stars by E~ddingt.on, R~~sse l l , the correct scientific family-name to give to 
Wilsing ancl IIertzsprung, based clireatly o r  
indirectly upon visual estimate; oS brightness, 
oolor ancl spectr,al type. The :%cent ~y;ork of 
Coblentz at the Lowell Obmservatory has afford- 
ed means of determining nc17 cul.ves of spectral 
intensities giving data fo r  a revised correla-
ti1on of temperatures and speotral types. S u c l  
information, together mi,th the direct tliermo-
electric me,asurcls of stellar radiation made by 
Co~bilentz both a t  thc Lick and the Lowell 
Observatories, affords the basis fo r  the calcula- 
\tion of a sSa~'s su.?fmaca area if its distance is 
known? or, wanting accurate paral1,ax cleter-
minations, the apparent angular diameter can 
be computed on the grouncls of blback body 
radiation. This serves a t  least as 'an inde-
pendent method of cheoking sltar diame~ters, and 
the resnlts of its applicati,on to the three stars 
whose diameters have thus f a r  been measured 
by the interferometer method may be of gen- 
eral interest, and ,are given below: 

those insignificant, b1.1t very interesting and 
beautiful little creatnres, commonly known as 
"lace-bugs." I n  a little article published in 
XC~IESCE (N. S.), LVI, 1922, pp. 334-335, I 
found in favor o f .  the family name Tingitide. 
Now comes that exccllenl entornologist, P,ro-
fessor 13. M. P~arshley, of Smith College, ancl 
reminds us that in a n  article published in 
Psyche, XXII I ,  1016, p. 129, he had found i n  
'favor of [ringid@. 1 3 s  argurnent in  brief is 
founded upon 'the statements : 

1. "We can ilot be sure tbat Pabrizius did 
in  faot adopt the Greek word Tiyyts, the name 
of a city." 

2. "His use of the genitive Tingis [in a. foot-
note] slio~ws us that he oonsiclerecl the word his 
own .and indicates what its Latin declension 
should be." 

I regret that I had completely overlooked 
Professor Parshley's ,a~ticle, and duly apolo- 
gize fo r  the oversight. I am, however, con-
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