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with other tissues or secretions, of carbohydrate metab-
olism in the organism. S. W. Brrrron

UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA H. Smverrs
THE “SPREAD” OR “SCATTER” OF THE IN-
FLUENCE FROM A REWARD, IN
RELATION TO GESTALT
DOCTRINES

In SciENce of February 10, I reported the dis-
covery of the “spread” or “seatter” of the influence
of a reward, and especially the significance of the
phenomenon as an independent proof of the so-called
law of effect. Circumstances prevented a prompt
reply to Ogden’s criticisms (Sciexce, March 3) and
the need has perhaps vanished as a result of Boring’s
ingenious modus vivendi for Gestaltists and connec-
tionists (SciencE, March 24). But I venture to note
the following:

The “whole process” in my experiments consists of
40 words chosen at random said by the experimenter,
to each of which the subject responds by a number
from 1 to 10, or of equally arbitrary multiple choices.
An announcement of “Right” after one of the 40
word-number units in the experiments certainly does
not strengthen or confirm the whole process equally.
An announcement of “Wrong” seems to the observers
to be as “final” or as “consummatory” of, the con-
nection it follows as an announcement of “Right.”
Certainly any difference in this respeet is very small,
but the difference in strengthening of the connection
is enormous. And this enormous difference uniformly
goes with the satisfyingness of the after-effect.

My note in ScieNcE presented evidence for these
conclusions: (1) The strengthening of the connection
which the reward immediately follows and to which
it belongs does not occur indirectly by reason of
repetitions or rehearsals of the connection or by way
of memories that such and such a number was right,
or successful, or rewarded for such and such a word,
because the announcements of “Wrong” have no
negative influence comparable to the positive influence
of the announcement of “Right.”

(2) The reward does not have to search out the
“right” or “successful” act by any mysterious power
and attach itself to it, as Peterson has objected. It
strengthens whatever its physiological equivalent in-
fluences in the. neurones.

(3) The reward strengthens chiefly the connection
which immediately precedes it and of which it is (by
sophisticated humans) felt to be the after-effect. But
it also strengthens the connections one and two steps
further back or forward, though these were definitely
punished and most emphatically did not belong to
the reward in the Gestalt’s meaning of “belong” if I
understand them. KEach belongs to its punishment.
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Nothing happening to the subjeet equally near the
time of the reward could belong to it much less in
the sense of forming with it a “perfectly integrated
unit.”

In the very different sense in which I use the word,
the reward may belong to these preceding and sue-
ceeding connections, though rather tenuously and in-
directly, as neighboring tasks related only by the
conditions of the experiment.

I can guarantee this. Let any Gestaltist choose a
hundred multiple-choice tasks as “discrete and inde-
pendent” one from another as he can find or make,
each composed of a situation and #n responses from
which choice is to be made such that the situation

.and the responses are as “discrete and independent”

from each other as he can find or make, and let him
choose rewards and punishments as “diserete and in-
dependent” from anything in the tasks as he can find
and make. Then the situation-response connection
which has a reward attached to it utterly arbitrarily
by the experimenter will be strengthened thereby, so
long as it is a satisfying after-effect of that connection
to the learner. And the influence of the reward may,
and often will, spread or scatter so as to strengthen
other connections in the physiological neighborhood.
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STRATIGRAPHIC NOMENCLATURE

In Science (Vol. 76, p. 489) Professor G. D.
Harris, of the Paleontological Laboratory, Cornell
University, writes: “Perhaps others as well as the
writer have often been at a loss for a concise, logical
and self-explanatory -term for indicating all that
portion of the geologic sequence (or geologic time)
below or antedating the Cambrian system (or time).
Strangely enmough, the embarrassment becomes more
acute if one searches for a term to inelude the
Paleozoie, Mesozoiec and Cenozoic.”

I want to make the statement, that in my “Text-
book of Geology” (Lehrbuch der Geologie, Wien,
1924) I introduced the term “Euzoische Schichtfolge”
(Euzoiec sequence), which includes the Paleozoie,
Mesozoie and Cenozoic.

F. X. ScHAFFER

NATURHISTORISCHES STAATSMUSEUM

WIEN

FREQUENCY OF VERTEBRATE FOSSILS IN
RIVER DEPOSITS

Tre following observation, dated “Monday 17,
1805,” taken from “History of the Expedition of Cap-
tains Lewis and Clark,”* is of more than usual interest

1Vol. I, p. 352, New Amsterdam Book Company, New
York.




