when more than 5 per cent was fed. The
replacement of glucose by cellulose there-
fore reduced the carbohydrate content or
increased the proportion of protein, fat,
and other constituents of the utilizable
part of the diet, and this may explain the
results attributed to the cellulose.

A similar error, made by Guerrant and
Dutcher (J. Nutrition, 1934, 8, 397),
led to the erroneous conclusion that cellu-
lose had a vitamin B and G sparing effect.
The replacement of sucrose by cellulose or
agar in their basal diet reduced the car-

“ bohydrate content of the diet and hence
also the vitamin requirements. Since then,
Mannering, Orsini, and Elvehjem (J.
Nutrition, 1944, 28, 141) tested the effect
of cellulose by adding it to their basal
diet, and no vitamin sparing effect was
found. ;It may be contended that the
addition| of purified cellulpse to the diet
requires! an increase of minerals (Harriet
Morgan. J. Amer. med. Ass., 1934, 102,
995), protein, and/or other constituents
of the diet to maintain a balance, but the
data on this subject are controversial
(F. Hoelzel. J. Amer. med. Ass., 1939,
113, 351) and the greater error appears
to be made by simply replacing utilizable
nutrients by cellulose.

In short, cellulose should evidently be
regarded as an inert or nonutilizable
material unless there is evidence that it
can be utilized by the species to which it
is fed. A loss of “crude fiber” by the pas-
sage of cellulose through the d'gestive
tract cannot be accepted as evidence of
digestibility. This was indirectly indicated
about 25 years ago when “Cellu Flour”
was analyzed at the Connecticut Agncul-
tural Experiment Station (Bull. 127,
1921, p. 230). A low “crude fiber” con-
tent was found, although this flour proved
to be a satisfactory nonnutritive substitute
for ordinary or starchy flour in the dia-
betic diet. The “digestion” of cellulose
which is assumed to occur on the basis of
“crude fiber” determinations may there-
fore mainly be a mere modification of the
cellulose such as is produced in the manu-
facture of dietetic cellulose like “Cellu
Flour.” This modification is not produced
by enzymes or bacteria.

It is not intended to imply by the fore-
going that cellulose in the diet is of no
value. On the contrary, its value for some
species may be due chiefly to its relative
inertness. In our longevity studies on
rats (J. Nuirition, 1946, 31, 363; 1947,
34, 81), we used a basal or low-residue
omnivorous diet and other diets consist-
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ing of the basal omnivorous diet and
added cellulosic bulk-formers. The re-
sults obtained thus far indicate that suit-
able cellulosic bulk-formers tend to pro-

long the life span and can apparently,

do this without a stunting of growth
(skeletal size, such as seems to have
occurred in rats fed diets including ground
No. 300 cellophane by McCay and his
associates (J. Nutrition, 1934, 8, 435).
The details concerning our study will be
reported elsewhere when the study is
completed. A source of cellulose should
evidently be included in the normal diet
for man and other omnivores even if
cellulose does not promote growth. (F.
Horrzer and A.'J. Carison, Depart-
ment of Physiology, University of Chi-
cago.)

daode

I wish to comment on “An
Auditory Afterimage,” by Rosenblith,

‘Miller, Egan, Hirsh, and Thomas (Science,

October 10, pp. 333-335).

If the curves in Fig. 1, A, are plotted
to a log scale of time, they fall on straight
lines that have simple equations of the
form Duration a -+ b log t, where a
and b are constants that can be read
from the chart. The equations are:
Lower curve, Duration = —6 4 63 logt

Upper curve, “ =-—9+4+9 logt
The symimetry of these constants may be
significant.

Attention is called also to an error in
Fig. 1, B. The zero point on this log
scale is at an infinite distance to the left
of the point shown. The ordinate “0”
should be 5. (Durr A. ABraumS, 801 2nd
Avenue, New York City.)

Iaden

The recent article by Stephen S.
Visher on “Starring in American Men
of Science” (Science, October 17, pp. 359
361) seems -constructive and desirable
as far as it goes, but perhaps in one
minor respect it should go a little further.

Apparently Dr. Visher contemplates a
continuation of the policy of restricting
the electorate to those previously starred,
or to an additional number selected by
some small committee who would add
“competent experts” to the voting group.
If we could rely on the assumptions (1)
that substantially all the voters would

vote fairly and impartially, (2) that
substantially all the voters'would take
pains to see to it that newly added fields
secured fair participation, (3) that sub-
stantially all the voters would give at
least several hours careful consideration
to the formulation of their votes, such a
procedure might work fairly well. It is
believed that assumption (1) is fully
warranted, but that (2) is quite question-
able and (3) even more so.

It is submitted that anyone of sufficient
standing to be in¢luded in the volume at
all should be sufficiently mature and well
informed to be able to make a eom-
structive contribution by voting, and
therefore it is suggested that a democratic:
basis of selection be followed. A tentative
outline of procedure might be as follows:

(1) Expand the fields to 5 or 10 times
their present number with a brief,
succinct definition of any field for which
an adequately descriptive title is not
found.

(2) Mail a ballot to each individual
listed in the previous edition, and to
each individual to be included in the
forthcoming edition.

(3) Include with the ballot a list of
the designated fields, and ask each recip-
ient to designate the field in which he
belongs.

(4) Request each voter to vote for a
fixed number, say 10, whom he considers
most outstanding in the voler’s field, even
though the recipient of the vote is active
chiefly in some other fields, and regardless
of whether or not the recipient is listed
in the volume.

(5) Star as nearly as may be the same
percentage in each field. Ten per cent
seems a desirable figure.

The fact that newcomers to be listed
for the first time in the forthcoming
volume will not be known to- voters,
except by their activities and publications
elsewhere, might be said to place :a
minor handicap on newcomers. To the
extent that there is such a handicap, it is
believed the handicap.is desirable. It
will tend to postpone, . and perhaps
prevent, the starring of the meteoric
individual who happens to register some
spectacular achievement, but whose rec-
ord of achievement is not sustained over
a period of years. (Donap H. SweEeT,
330 South Wells Street, Chicago.)
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