
SPRAGUE-DAWLEY, INC. 

Pioneers in the development 

of the 

STANDARD LABORATORY RAT. 

We are completing another new 
modern colony which will double 
our present production. 

The new colony building con? 
tains every device to insure con? 
tinuous production and ship- 
ment of guaranteed Sprague- 
Dawley strain albino rats. 

Increased orders from our pres? 
ent customers and orders from 
new customers will be accepted 
as production builds up. 

OUR PLEDGE: Our insistence on 
the highest possible quality will 
never be sacrificed to quantity. 

Price list will be mailed upon request. 

SPRAGUE-DAWLEY, INC. 

P.O. Box 2071 

Madison, Wisconsin 

Try UNITRON Snew 

MICROSCOPE 

The Model MPS is a precision instru? 
ment designed to meet the exacting 
requirements of science, education 
and industry. Ideal for work in chemis? 
try, crystallography, biology. as well as 
the technology of paper, glass. textiles 
and petroleum. 
? Eyepieces: 5X (micro.). 10X (cross.) 
? Objectives: 4X, 10X, 40X, achro- 

matic, strain-free, centerable 
? Nosepiece: quick-change type 
? Substage condenser: focusable, 

3-lens, swirtg-out top mount, iris 
diaphragm 

? Polaroid polarizer: rotatable 360? 
? Polaroid analyzer: in sliding mount 
? Bertrand lens: centerable 
? Stage: 115mm diameter, revolves 

360?, reads to 6' with vernier 
? 2 Compensators: quarter-wave 

plate and first order red plate 
? Focusing: both coarse and fine 

FREE TENDAY TRIAL 
Quantity prkes on three or more 
Accessory mechanical stage $14.75 

$269 

UA/fT/?OA/ 
INSTRUMENT COMPANY ? MICROSCOPE SALES OIV. 
66 NEEDHAM ST., NEWTON HIGHLANDS 65, MASS. 

Please rush UNlTRON's Microscope Catalog 4-4-4 
Name _ 
Company_ 
Address_ 
City_ 
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Letters 

The Pharmacist and Poison Control 

As a pharmaceutical educator and 
research worker I was delighted to read 
the editorial "Middle ground" [Science 
132, 1221 (28 Oct. 1960)] concerning 
the excellent outcome of the poison 
control center concept, which has now 
spread throughout the United States. I 
feel, however, that you have left out a 
very important group of people who 
must daily supply information on poi? 
sons and whose acts, even though not 
documented, have contributed ma- 
terially to saving many lives. These 
dedicated public health workers are 
the pharmacists in retail practice, hos? 

pital pharmacy, and industry. In fact, 
in many communities it has been the 
drive of the community pharmacist that 
has led to the setting up of an adequate 
center. 

Furthermore, because of the pharma- 
cist's particular background in the 

physical and biological sciences, which 
includes an exhaustive course in phar? 
macology, he seems well equipped to in? 
itiate and guide in the establishment and 

operation of a poison control center. 
Schools of pharmacy are now in? 

cluding subject matter associated with 

poison control centers as a further serv? 
ice that the pharmacist can perform for 
his community in conjunction with the 
medical practitioner. Also, it should 
be kept in mind that many of the in- 

gredients needed for poison control are 

part of the stock of drugs and chem- 
icals that a well-organized pharmacy 
carries. 

I do not wish to detract from the 

recognition accorded any other group 
in this very important public health 
service, but I do want to have it known 
that pharmacy is contributing materially 
to the over-all program. 

John Autian 
College of Pharmacy, 
University of Texas, Austin 

Nomenclature of Biological Devices 

Without wishing to detract from the 

importance of van Bergeijk's ingenious 
proposal for naming devices that simu? 
late biological functions [Science 132, 
1248 (28 Oct. 1960)], I would like to 

point out one serious fault in his pro? 
posal. This is that it confuses two quite 
different classes of such devices. On the 
one hand there are those devices whose 

purpose is chiefly prosthetic, while on 
the other there are those which are of 
interest in scientific or technological in? 

vestigation. The latter are often made 
to have a type of isomorphism with 

natural biological systems, while the 
former must replace such systems to 
some extent in function. 

Devices that are used to replace bio? 

logical systems, either temporarily or 

permanently, are truly artificial organs 
and should be named as such. A natural 

way to name these devices is to use 
the Latin prefix art- (or arti-), which 

suggests artifice or something f ashioned, 
together with the Latin name of the 

organ replaced. Thus, articor, artipul- 
mocor, and artiren are suggestive of 
the purposes of the devices that they 
might name. (Let us hope that some 

day there will be an artoculus.) 
One need not insist on the full nom- 

inative singular of the Latin name of 
the organ. Rather, one can construct a 
modified form, as the Romans them? 
selves might have done?for example, 
artiman instead of artimanus and arti- 

hep for a possible artificial liver. 
In case a Latin name is not available 

or the use of one would be forced, the 
Greek name would have to be used. 
However, sometimes a way out of the 

unpleasant necessity of compounding 
Latin and Greek roots may be found. 
Thus in the case of the larynx, for 
which there is no Latin term, the word 
vox may sometimes be used quite pre? 
cisely. An artificial larynx like that re? 

cently announced by the Beil System, 
for example, does not truly replace the 

larynx; rather it replaces the voice. 
Hence it is an "artivox" and should be 
so termed. 

For naming those devices that are 
intended as analogs of biological sys? 
tems rather than as replacements for 

them, van Bergeijk's proposal seems ex? 
cellent. For consistency and euphony, 
the Greek word for the organ simulated 
should be used as the stem of the name 
of the simulating device when this is 

possible. Thus, euphony would be better 
served if the Perceptron were called an 

ophthalmomime rather that an oculo- 
mime. 

To point up the difference between 
the two types of device and the pres- 
ently suggested rules for naming them, 
let us consider the hand. A chiromime 

might be a computer program or a 

complicated device which imitates and 
illustrates the functions of the hand; 
in any case one would expect a consid- 
erable degree of sophistication in a 
device that truly simulates this organ. 
In contrast, an artiman might be only 
a steel claw serving an unfortunate 

amputee; with present technology it 
would have to be fairly simple. Some- 
time in the future, however, this same 

amputee might well be able to extend 
an artiman of friendship, in which case 
his artiman would also be a chiromime. 

Paul J. Burke 
430 West 24 Street, 
New York, New York 
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