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Laboratory, University of California; 
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In addition, Warren Heckrotte, Law- 
rence Radiation Laboratory, Montgom- 
ery Johnson, Aeronutronic Systems, Inc., 
and Albert Latter, Rand Corporation, 
participated as special consultants to 
the panel. 

Strauss Rejected as 

Commerce Secretary by Senate 

Voting half an hour after midnight, 
19 June, the United States-Senate re- 
jected by three votes the nomination of 
Lewis L. Strauss as Secretary of Com- 
merce. The Senate action, which cli- 
maxed three months of growing contro- 
versy over the issue, represents the first 
rejection of a Cabinet appointee since 
1925. Strauss, who was defeated by a 
49 to 46 vote, is the eighth such nominee 
to be refused confirmation in the history 
of the country. He had been Acting 
Secretary of Commerce since his ap- 
pointment by President Eisenhower last 
fall. Under the Constitution, the Presi- 
dent's appointments must be made with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 
After committee hearings on the nomi- 
nation, which produced 1100 pages of 
testimony, Strauss' name went to the 
full Senate after approval by a narrow 
margin. Floor debate produced little 
new information, and the issue was 
pushed to a conclusion by Senate ma- 
jority leader Lyndon Johnson (D-Tex.). 

The course of events in the Strauss 
controversy represented a steady down- 
ward progression of the nominee's pros- 
pects. When the first confirmation hear- 
ings before the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee convened, 17 
March, an informal poll showed the 
committee members to be 14 to 3 in 
favor of confirmation. As' the sessions 
continued, the positions of many of the 
members /changed, with the result that 
the final committee vote was a close 9 
to 8 for confirmation. When the nomina- 
tion came up for consideration by the 
full Senate, the general opinion in Wash- 
ington was that Strauss would make it. 
However, very effective opposition, led 
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Number of Foreign Scholars 

in U.S. Increases 

The number of foreign students study- 
ing in the United States has increased 
by 38 percent in the last five years, the 
Institute of International Education has 
reported. The 47,245 students from 131 
countries registered in U.S. colleges and 
universities this year represent a 9-per- 
cent increase over the number last year 
and an 86-percent increase over that of 
the academic year 1948-49. According 
to all available statistics the current 
figure represents the largest foreign-stu- 
dent population in any country of the 
world. 

The postwar period has also produced 
a great increase in the exchange of uni- 
versity teachers and scholars, the insti- 
tute reported in its 1959 edition of 
Open Doors, an annual statistical report 
on educational exchange. In 5 years, the 
number of foreign professors teaching in 
our schools has tripled. American col- 
leges and universities reported 1937 for- 
eign faculty members this year, in com- 
parison to 635 in 1954-55. This was the 
first year on record that the United 
States, with 1842 American faculty 
members abroad, "imported" more pro- 
fessors than it "exported." 

The sharp increase in both the "ex- 
port" and "import" figures reflected the 
United States' growing concern with 
education in the physical sciences. Nine 
hundred and seven, or 47 percent, of the 
foreign professors brought to American 
schools this year were in this field. This 
was double the number of foreign sci- 
ence professors brought here last year. 
The number of American science pro- 
fessors who went abroad to teach and to 
do research was 389-43 percent more 
than last year. 

"The increasing percentage of foreign 
students attracted by our science courses 
seems to show that the United States is 
achieving new status in science educa- 
tion," said IIE president Kenneth Hol- 
land in commenting on the survey. 

The rapidly developing Middle East 
sent a record number of students here 
this year, according to Open Doors. 
This was the first year that more stu- 
dents came from the Middle East than 
from Europe to study in the United 
States. The largest number of foreign 
students (15,823) continued to come 
from the Far East, and the second larg- 
est number (10,249), from Latin Amer- 
ica. The Middle East was third, with 
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of the students, continued to be the 
most popular field of study. The hu- 
manities, with 20 percent, was again sec- 
ond. Students from the Far East, the 
Middle East, and Latin America, con- 
cerned with the industrialization of their 
respective countries, again concentrated 
on engineering courses. Many of the new 
students in the physical sciences were 
also from the Far and Middle East. 

Statistics on sources of financial sup- 
port showed that, again this year, stu- 
dents who made up the largest single 
group (42 percent) supplied their own 
funds. Those in the next largest group 
(28 percent) were aided by scholarships 
from private organizations. There was 
a slight increase this year in the number 
of students supported by foreign govern- 
ments; a particularly large number of 
African students received help from 
their own governments. The United 
States government gave scholarship aid 
to 4.8 percent of all students and joined 
with private organizations in supporting 
another 2 percent. These statistics again 
point up the vital role of private foun- 
dations and fraternal and civic organiza- 
tions in bringing foreign students to our 
shores and also seem to indicate that the 
prestige of our schools is as much a fac- 
tor in attracting students as the avail- 
ability of scholarships. 

Another reason for the influx of for- 
eign students to this country was indi- 
cated by the large number who said they 
would welcome employment with the 
overseas branch of an American firm 
after graduation. Forty-one percent of 
the students answering the pertinent 
question in the survey expressed such an 
interest. More than half of these were 
engineering students, a third of them 
from the Far East. 

The University of California was 
again the institution with the largest 
number of foreign students. Massachu- 
setts Institute of Technology, however, 
had the highest percentage of foreign 
students-12 percent of its total enroll- 
ment. Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology also had more foreign faculty 
members (198) than any other United 
States college or university. 

Archeological Work in Guatemala 

An expedition from the University of 
Pennsylvania Museum has completed its 
fourth season of work at the ancient 
Maya site of Tikal, located near the cen- 
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