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the U. S. Bureau of Mines. In both of these
cases the senders were, as stated by Dr. Lind,
“not willing to accept the view” that the picrie
acid had been introduced accidentally.

The abundance of these explosives after the
war, and the lavish way in which the govern-
ment has distributed them for public service,
together with the careless manner they have
been handled in the road camps, is sufficient
to explain the occasional finding of explosives
under conditions which cause them to resemble
minerals. It is not believed that these sub-
stances could be developed by natural agencies.

F. N. Gump
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA,
TUCSON, ARIZONA

PARTIAL LIST OF BIOLOGICAL INSTITUTES
AND BIOLOGISTS DOING EXPERIMENT-
AL WORK IN RUSSIA AT THE
PRESENT TIME

THEe list below was compiled by the under-
signed during a trip to Moscow and Petrograd
in August, 1922, taken for the purpose of in-
vestigating the biological sciences and scien-
tists there and of reestablishing communication
with them. TUnfortunately, there was not suf-
ficient time to make the list nearly complete.
At all of these institutes research is being en-
gaged in actively and articles are being pub-
lished, but the work is much hampered on aec-
count of the lack of scientific literature from
other countries, particularly from America.
One of the greatest services that could be
done to the Russian scientists at present:is to
help them to gain knowledge of the work which
is being done in the west, and the list is there-
fore published to inform American secientific
men of the addresses to which their reprints,
and, wherever possible, the back numbers of
their periodicals may be sent. Owing to the
rather high ecentralization of Russian science,
articles directed to these institutes will reach
a large number of the people engaged in a
given line of research. The articles may be
mailed directly to addresses given, since pos-
tal communieation has been reestablished, but
they are to be addressed to the institute rather
than to the person as sueh, in order to be sure
that the Russians will not have to pay an im-
port duty. Of course, the name of the person
who would be most interested may be desig-
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nated, even though the article is not sent to
him personally.

H. J. MuLLER
THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS

Bureau of Applied Botany, Professor N. I.
Vavilov, director, and numerous others, Morskaya
44, Petrograd.

Scientific Institute of Ministry of Public
Health, Professor Teraseviteh, general director.
This general organization comprises the follow-
ing 8 institutes:

(1) Biochemical Institute, Professor A. Bach,
director, and numerous associates, Vorontsovo
Polye 8, Moscow.

(2) Institute of Control of Vaccines (inelud-
ing also station in country), Professor Terase-
viteh, director, and associates, Sivtsev Vrazhcr
41, Moscow.

(3) Institute of Experimental Biology (in-
cluding also 2 stations in’ country), Professor
N. K. Koltzof, director, Sivtsev Vrazhek 41,
Moscow; Professor 8. N. Skadovsky, head of
Hydrobiology Station; Professor V. N. Lebedof,
head of Genetics Station; Dr. A. S. Serebrovsky
(genetics) ; Dr. I. G. Kogan (sex hormones); Dr.
D. D. Romashof (genetics and biometry); Dr.
P. I. Shivago (histology); Drs. A. J. and 8. S.
Tehetverikov (entomology), and numerous others;
address of all: Sivtsev Vrazhek 41, Moscow.

(4) Institute of Physiology of Nutrition, Pro-
fessor Techaternikof, direetor, and associates,
Sivtsev Vrazhek 41 Moscow.

(5) Inmstitute of Microbiology, Professor V.
Barikin, director, Miss N. Kriteh and other asso-
ciates, Kudrinskaya-Ploshadj 8, Moscow.

(6) Institute of Sanitary Epidemiology, Pro-
fessor Diatropof, direetor, and associates, Kud-
ringkaya-Ploghadj 8, Moscow.

(7) Institute of Tropical Medicine, Professor
E. Martsinovsky, director, Kudrinskaya-Ploshadj
8, Mosecow; Dr. Sh. Moshkovsky (chemotherapy,
eultures, chemistry of histological staining, ete.);
Professor I. Smorodintsev (enzymology); Dr. A,
Adova (enzymology); Professor K. Skriabin
(helminthology); Dr. P. Popov (helminthology
and entomology); Dr. N. Shakov (malaria ecul-
tures, ete.); Dr. W. Povshina and Dr. A, Shtchu-
renkova (trichomonas, ete.); Dr. A. Metielkin
(protozoan parasites); address of all: Kudrin-
skaya-Ploshadj 8, Moscow.

(8) Institute of Tuberculosis, Professor Vara-
biof, director, and associates, Kudrinskaya-
Ploshadj 8, Moscow.

Institute of Biophysics (and physiecs), Profes-
sor P, P. Lazaref, director, and numerous asso-
ciates, 3rd Miuska Ulitsa, Mosecow.
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Experiment Station for Investigation of Do-
mestic Animals, Professor I. I. Ivanov (sperm
studies), Khlebny Pereulok 9, 9, Moscow.

Central Institute of Work, Dr. K. Ch. Kekt-
cheyev, director of physiological investigations,
and associates, Moscow.

Agricultural Aecademy, Madame Nikolayeva
(eytology), Petrovskaya-Razumovskaya, Moscow.

Zoological Institute, Professor Michael Sava-
dovsky (sex studies); Professor Savadovsky (gen-
eral biology), Zoological Garden, State Univer-
sity, Moscow.

Zoological Museum, Professor Koshevnikov (en-
tomology), State University, Moscow.

Laboratory of Experimental Zoology and Ge-

neties, Professor I. A. Philiptchenko (geneties),

Dr. Vitaly M. Isayev (experimental zoology),
First State University, Vassily Ostrov, Petro-
grad.

QUOTATIONS
FREE MUSEUMS AND GALLERIES!

A quustion addressed to Mr. Baldwin by
Sir John Buteher yesterday revives the doubt
whether it is wise to demand an entrance fee
of visitors to the British Museum. The pro-
posal, contained in the Increase of Fees Bill,
which has passed its second reading, is that
the public should pay for admittance the sum
of sixpence on four days of the week; and it
is caleulated that an annual sum of £6,000
will thereby be raised for the finances of the
museum. The government appear to entertain
the belief, or perhaps only a pious hope, that
the number of visitors will not be diminished
in consequence ; but the analogy of the National
Gallery will not serve them. The entrance fee
there, on students’ days, is charged in order
mainly to keep the general public out and
leave the gallery more free to students; and
there is no question that it has that effect.
It may be assumed, therefore, that fewer
people will go to the museum in future if the
tax is imposed. We can not but hold the pro-
posed tax to be a retrograde step. It is con-
trary to the traditions of the museum, contrary
to the tendency of the age to regard museums
and galleries as institutions of real educa-
tional value, and contrary to the whole educa-

1 The British government has withdrawn its
plan to charge an entrance fee to the British
Museum,
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tional policy of the country, which is to put
knowledge more and more at the free disposal
of all. It is a direet tax on knowledge.
Nobody can hope to understand much of
what he sees at the British Museum, if he
sees it only once, or attempts to race around
all the rooms in an hour or two. Beauty, of
which the museum is full, does not yield up its
seeret forthwith. But to any determined
amateur, with the necessary curiosity and time
at his disposal, the secret will reveal itself in
the end, and he will be the better citizen for
it. There is no reason why almost any Lon-
doner should not, if the museums and galleries
were always open for nothing, be able to con-
stitute himself a connoisseur of beauty. The
National Gallery, which has fewer free days
than formerly, is without rival in the world;
all that it needs is a public that understands
what it has to confer—a catholic appreciation
of painting, of all schools—after the requisite
number, more for some and fewer for others,
of visits. Tt is the same with the British
Museum at Bloomsbury, a cathedral of the
humanities, and at South Kensington of na-
ture, also unrivalled. Only a narrow policy
would seek to put a limit on the free entry
of the general public into both places. Cul-
ture, if it is to exert its humanizing influence,
must be spread in the widest commonalty. The
exquisite shapes in the Tanagra Room, the
stately avenue of books in the King’s Library,
the stones that still speak of man’s struggle
with the mastodon, are too good to be treated
as if they were part of a eireus or a cinema
show. They and their companion collections
in the national possession ean not be looked
at and visited too often. If funds be wanted
for their upkeep, let vulgarity find them. It
is ubiquitous, and could bear the tax without
feeling it. But let the two principal national
museums be open all days of the week free
At a great cost these collections have
been founded and assembled; they were meant
for the general enjoyment, and those who need
their soothing and kindly influence most in
their lives are often those who can least afford a
fee to go to see them. When so many means
of locomotion now converge on ecentral Lon-
don, it would be a monstrous paradox if what
is most worth seeing there were made more
difficult of approach.—The London Times.




