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affect the modern dramatist or the
ontemporary  political thinker
verv rare birds.

With the ever increasing need for
the effective person to devote more
and more attention and time to the
details of his professional
seems unlikely that he will find more
ime to study the problems and atti-

are

tasks, it

mudes of other professions. Perhaps
we will see the rise of a profession
devoted to increasing and maintaining
communication and understanding be-
wween segments of the

community.

intellectual

Richard Hutson
University of Colorado

Individualists and publication

Every successful technical journal re-
ceives a plethora of manuscripts made
worthless by faulty logic, incorrect or
incomplete postulates, or some other
or others of scores of possible reasons.
But occasionally a valuable paper is
mistaken for one of these hopeless
ones because it uses a currently un-
popular postulate, or unconventional
mathematics, or uncommon nomen-
clature, or cetera. A mark of the wis-
dom with which the journal is direct-
ed is its policy with respect to papers
that depart from the conventional, for,
as is commonly acknowledged in the
abstract, far-reaching new ideas often
look strange, so strange that papers on
them dismissed
only more hogwash. This is quite un-
derstandable in view of busy editors
having quite enough to do with over-
seeing and controlling papers that are

may be lightly, as

iore  conventional and therefore
“safer”.

Now our modern plan of pro-
glamed, communal scientific thought

15 rel;uivr:]y new. But communal liv-
mg is as old as the culture; and
our problem-solving techniques have
evolved over many centuries. One of
them is that an accused has the right
10 defend himself before his judges.
Publication is as important to the
individua] scientist, and to the
scientific community, as many legal
tontroversies. Yet in protecting pub-

e

lication rights we are still in the stone
age. A submitted an
editor who, in turn, sends it to one

paper goes to
or more reviewers, one ol whom might
be the himself. I[ negative

reviews result, the author need never

editor

be informed why the paper is rejected.
He is never informed who the review-

ers are; there is no way for him to

prove to his judges whether the re-

viewers were informed or naive, judi-

cious or prejudiced. apt or inept.
There is no appeal, no court of last
resort. Final decision is left, olten

without adequate safesuards, to the
editor and his board.

This policy is wrong in two respects.
[t is unfair to authors, and it places
undue responsibility on the editorial
board. I[ the board decides to pub-
lish, it runs the risk ol wasting money,
time, and precious journal space, and
ridicule, if the
worthless. It

of incurring paper

proves to be therefore

[ail

paper—but then it runs the risk of let-

may well safe by rejecting the
ting some important innovation die
aborning.

It 1s with this latter risk that I am
concerned. LEditorial boards have long
oiven in too easily to the temptation
to reject. There is need of a higher
court. I support the idea of a journal
selecting articles by the criteria pro-
Sachs

TODAY, June 1966), |JI=>\illl‘tl that the

posed by Professor (PHYSICS
editorial board hears not only the re-

viewers' criticisms, but also the au-
thor's rebuttal of those criticisms, be-
fore rejecting an article.

Dale M. Grimes

University of Michiean

High-energy physics—a comment
We have read with interest the article
“High
Tautlest
69) . This concise survey of recent de-

Energy Research” by George

(prysics Topay, July, page

velopments in the field seems to us
to require some clarification in the
section dealing with wire chambers,
and therefore we would like to make
the following points:

155 Tihe
wire spark chambers, 200 microsec.

recovery time quoted for
is optimistic. As far as we know, no
one has obtained such recovery times
for a system of wire chambers operat-
ing in an experiment.
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WITH THE WATSON
IMAGE SHEARING EVEPIECE

The Watson Image Shearing Eye-
piece is a micrometer eyepiece
which can be fitted to most stand-
ard microscopes. It provides a rapid
method of measurement of small
objects with far greater accuracy
than can be achieved with a con-
ventional screw or scale micrometer

eyepiece. Use it for particle size
analysis, measurement of films,
wire, transistor components, low

load hardness indentations, as well
as for bacteriological and biological
specimens.

Image shearing is obtained by a
beam splitter and two moving mir-
rors, the movement of the mirrors
being a measure of the lateral di-
mension of the object in the direc-
tion of the shearing. The direction
of shear can be changed by turning
the eyepiece. A graticule indicates
direction of shear and defines a
standard area for particle counting.
Overall magnification is 20X.

Hoeles

For particulars or demonstration, write to:

WILLIAM J. HACKER & CO,, INC.
Box 646, W. Caldwell, N.J.,CA 6-8450(Code 201)
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