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Dr. W. K. GrREGORY, of the American Museum of
Natural History, has been made professor of pale-
ontology in Columbia University.

Dr. Joun HincaMAN StoxEs, head of the section
of dermatology and syphilology at the Mayo Clinie,
Rochester, Minn., has been elected to the professor-
ship of dermatology in the Medical School of the
University of Pennsylvania.

THE department of entomology at the University
of Kansas has been reorganized, with Dr. H. B. Hun-
gerford as head and also state entomologist for the
southern half of the state. Other members of the de-
partment are Dr. Paul B. Lawson, Mr. Philip A.
Readio, Mr. R. H. Beamer and Miss Kathleen Doering.

Dr. Louis K. Opritz, of Howard College, Birming-
ham, Ala., has been elected professor of physics at
Colorado State Teachers College, Greeley, Colo. Dur-
ing the coming summer Dr. Oppitz will teach physics
at Baylor University, Waco, Texas.

Dr. Orro MEYERHOF, associate professor of physi-
ology at the University of Kiel, who was recently
awarded the Nobel prize in medicine for his work on
museles, has been called to Berlin.

Dr. PAUL SCHERRER, professor of physies in the
Zurich Technical School, has been called to the Uni-
versity of Bern as successor to Professor A. Forster.

DISCUSSION AND CORRESPONDENCE

MAGNETIZATION CURVE, NAMES FOR ITS
PARTS

THE magnetization or B-H curve of iron (see Fig.
1) is used and discussed by physicists and engineers
so much that its different parts deserve separate
names. At the present time the “knee” is the only
recognized term in several languages, and the other
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parts are only referred to descriptively as “below the
knee,” “above the knee,” “on the saturated part,” ete.
In writing or speaking about this curve I have felt at
times handicapped by such a lack of recognized terms,
and I propose to call the remaining parts of the curve
in accordance with the common names for the parts.
of the human lower limb, namely, the foot, the instep,
the leg (or lower leg), and the thigh. The names
“leg” and “thigh” can also be used for the corre-
sponding parts of a saturation curve of an electric
machine, for the parts of a mechanical stress-strain
diagram below and above the elastie limit, ete.

The only objection to such terms is that they have
to be different in each civilized language, and it may
be preferable to give them the corresponding Latin
or Esperanto names. This will also meet the objec-
tion of some older people about mentioning lower
limbs in society.

Vi5ApIMIR KARAPETOFF

CORNELL UNIVERSITY,

Irmaca, N, Y.

THE LEARNING CURVE FOR A SNAIL

YrrgES trained an earthworm to go through &
T-maze made of glass some twelve years ago. Miss
Mary Pinkney Mitchell, a student in the educational
psychology laboratory of University of Denver, work-
ing under the direction and guidance of the writer,
has now trained a land snail, Goniobasis pleuristriata
Say, for three months, using some three trials a
day. The apparatus is a glass T-maze somewhat
similar to that of Yerkes, the drive used is light from
a 75-watt Mazda lamp. Hibernation of the snail
was prevented by keeping it in an improvised incu-
bator.

The training of the snail was begun December 3,
and is being continued. The average time for the
first five trials in the maze was 857 seconds, and for
the last five trials to date is 316 seconds. The total
errors for first five trials were 4, and there are now
no errors made at all. In all there have heen 102
trials made by the snail. There are of course fluctua-
tions in the time curve, but there is a positive ten-
dency for the time to decrease with successive trials so
that the smoothed-out curve indicates learning of a
more or less permanent character.

TreoMAS R. GARTH

UNIVERSITY OF DENVER

SCIENTIFIC BOOKS

Social Psychology. By Froyp HENrRY ALLPORT, as-
sociate professor of psychology, University of
North Carolina. Houghton Mifflin Co. Pp. viii -
453.

Or late years there has been some tendency to con-
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ceive psychology as concerned with the environmental
adaptations of the organism as a whole. Among
human beings, at least, a most important feature of
the environment consists of other human beings.
Adaptations in this sphere are readily conceived as
social psychology, and thus the term becomes fairly
synonymous with psychology itself. The present book,
by one of the outstanding figures among the younger
American psychologists, is substantially a general
psychology as it would be written by a close student
of psychology from the above angle. No general text
has been produced in an academic setting, with which
persons concerned in these applications of psychology
are likely to find themselves in such immediate touch.

This is the book’s conspicuous achievement. Much
of human nature is here brought closer to systematic
psychology than it has yet been. It does not follow
from this that the author is primarily a systematist.
His concern is for observation rather than formula-
tion. The differences of behaviorism and mentalism
mean hardly more to him than to the reviewer (p. 3).
With regard to the instinet discussion he takes a prac-
tical view similar to one recently elaborated by Dun-
lap (p. 80). His use of “prepotent” is distinctive and
serviceable. Among the weightier passages of the
book is also the paragraph which heads p. 410.

No one could cover Allport’s ground without deal-
ing with many matters unsettled, and the subjects of
more or less intense disagreement. His colleagues are
likely to disagree at various points, perhaps not more
with him than with each other. In matters of this
kind Allport adopts definite and not ill-considered
teaching, discussing opposing views, as concerning
the maturation of instincts, or tending to pass over
them, as with regard to the emotions. For general
teaching purposes, it would indeed be an ambitious
matter to balance these issues extensively; the refer-
ence lists given are broad and well selected, )

The reviewer finds himself in close aceord with the
essence of the book; but this perhaps creates the more
necessity for noting points which it seems difficult
to accept. It is also true that in the intellectual as
well as the digestive sphere, it is disagreements that
obtrude themselves more coercively upon the mind.
Among such more apt starting points for discussion
might be mentioned the primacy ascribed to the auto-
nomic functions (e.g., p. 37); the discounting of the
mechanism of sublimation (p. 75); the summary dis-
missal of inherent “resistance” in the behavior of
modesty (p. 54). Psychologizing on the basis of
“primitive” language is skating on thin ice (p. 191).
And when, on p. 398, it is said that “contemporary
sociologists are unanimous in their plea for the social-
ization of government, and for rendering its control
positive and constructive rather than purely pro-
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hibitive,” one wonders if there has not stirred into
function the very mechanism deprecated on p. 309.

The content of the book is broad enough for an ele-
mentary course, and it may have been with this in
mind that some of the first part was included. The
material given on the nervous system, for example, is
something which the student might more traditionally
look for elsewhere and would probably meet in the
regular introductory presentation. The book as a whole,
however, is rather closely packed with detail for an in-
troductory work. Allport’s style is always elegant with-
out being florid; but one questions how easy reading
it will be to the undergraduate, or even to the culti-
vated non-technical reader. It seems a book to be
studied rather than read, well adapted for teaching,
out of which it presumably grew, but more so for
relatively advanced students.

Of two points raising special questions in the mind
of the reviewer, the first, mentioned above, concerns
the emotions. Few will dispute the care and ingenuity
with which the theory is constructed; but the founda-
tion on which it rests—visceral reactions—is one that
certain close students of the process have become re-
luctant to trust. One looks for some disposition of
objections raised from more than one authoritative
source. It is an open question if any theory of emo-
tion based on autonomic (vegetative) response stands
the test of contemporary experience.

The other point concerns introversion and extrover-
sion, as Allport and some other Americans write it.
The orthographic distinction made with extraversion
(p. 117) seems a little factitious—the two forms are
used side by side in psychology, much as are tactile
and tactual. Their meanings, however, are still in a
fluid state. The two words have been useful mainly
from a certain picturesqueness, which drew attention
to various interesting differences of reaction-type.
The consideration would bear more emphasis that
such concepts do not denote disparate groups, simply
more or less recognizable degrees of reaction-type in
particular settings. There has of late been a psy-
chiatric trend away from the earlier meaning of in-
troversion (emphasizing the passive component)
which is represented in the volume. Extraversion,
similarly, takes on more of the simply “allocentric”
meaning, dispensing with the original significance of
activity. These more recent distinctions suggest those
made by James between the entrenched and the in-
clusive “me” (“Principles,” I, 312-313). The former
reaction type would be symbolized in the remark at-
tributed to Thackeray, “Madam, I don’t read books,
I write them.” His followers also review them some-
times.

F. L. WELLs




