membership in a professional society.
As such, the inclusion of specific per-
sons does depend upon the information
supplied by laboratory directors and
department chairs. With the wider
distribution of the 198485 edition, we
hope that individual staff members will
urge their laboratory directors and
department chairs to be more respon-
sive to our requests for information for
the 1986-87 edition. Individuals whose
names are missing from the last edition
should complete the form on the last
page of the Directory and return it to
the AIP Education Division; we will
inform the appropriate laboratory di-
rector or department chair that that
person feels that he or she should be
included in the staff list for the next
edition. If a copy of the Directory is not
available, the AIP Education Division
would be happy to supply a copy of the
form.

Because about half of those listed in
the Directory are not members of any
AIP Member Societies, the Directory
provides information about physicists,
astronomers and scientists in physics-
related fields that is not available
elsewhere. It also provides informa-
tion for those interested in contacting
academic departments and research
laboratories rather than specific indi-
viduals. The Directory, which is pub-
lished by AIP rather than the The
American Physical Society, certainly is
not a replacement for the American
Physical Society Membership Directory.

Responding to an earlier suggestion,
AIP is studying the feasibility of com-
bining in a future edition of the Directo-
ry the membership lists of the nine AIP
Member Societies with the list of staff
members provided by academic depart-
ments and research and development
organizations. The lists of academic
departments and research and develop-
ment organizations would continue to
include only the information supplied
by the listed organizations. If this were
done, the number of individuals listed
would increase from 30000 to about
80 000.

Dion W. J. SHEA

4/85 AIP Education Division

Lateness

I find myself morbidly fascinated by
the growth of polemical rhetoric con-
tained in your Letters department. It
seems to span a diversity of items
ranging from libel to ideological lean-
ings and personal criticism, inter-
spersed with evidently harmless mat-
ters of technical and historical merit,

and now and then an equation or
erratum or two. The November issue
of PHYSICS TODAY seemed to reflect a
more lively collection of communica-
tions than any I can recall recently.
With these comments I hesitate to
bring up a mundane matter regarding
timeliness of and in PHYSICS TODAY.
Today is the 4th of December, and on
this day I received my November issue
of PHYSICS TODAY in the post. Indeed, I
have consistently received pHYSICS TO-
DAY a month late even after having
written to your offices a few years ago
to this effect. As far as I know, the mail
services at our laboratory are not
usually more than two or three days
late in delivery, which leads me to
inquire if (a) your facilities mail out
issues long past the first of the month
for that issue, or (b) there is something
anomalous about domestic delivery to
the West coast. I have at times been
disconcerted by reading announce-
ments of meetings and similar events a
day or two after such have taken place.
And, as if that were not enough, I find
in the September 1984 issue announce-
ment of the 1983 E. O. Lawrence Award
winners—which, I assured myself after
identifying the recipients, was indeed
correct. We got our own news of the
1984 winners shortly prior to that.
In any case, I am concerned about not
receiving PHYSICS TODAY in a timely
manner, and I would like to ask if
anything can be done about it. If
PHYSICS TODAY is intended to function
as a news magazine for the physics
community, which I am sure is part of
your policy, then I suggest that timeli-
ness of reception be looked into closely.
I may not be the only APS (or ASA)
member with this problem.
SteEPHEN I. WARSHAW

12/84 Lawrence Livermore Laboratory

The November 1984 issue was matled on 20
November. Now that I've become editor of
PHYSICS TODAY, one of our primary goals will
be to mail each month’s issue during the first
few days of that month.

After a staff change at PHYSICS TODAY, the
1983 Lawrence Award was overlooked.
When the omission was discovered, we car-
ried the story late rather than not at all.

GroriA B. LuBKIN

5/85 Editor

Med school: A bitter pill

I absolutely disagree with Robert J.
Yaes’s assessment (August, page 13) of
the value of a physics education to a
practicing physician. I too decided to
study medicine after having worked in
elementary-particle physics. In con-
trast to his reaction, I find that my
physics orientation to problems in
medicine is very productive. It enables
me to analyze clinical problems in a
systematic way that my “rote memory™

The
coldest

G-M yet.

Introducing the GB220,
Cryomech’s newest two-stage
Gifford-McMahon cycle cryo-
refrigerator. The GB220 cools to
7.5° Kelvin, colder than any other
G-M cycle available, with one
watt at 10°K.

Cryomech offers a full line of
single- and two-stage cryo-
refrigerators, cryostats, and
related cryogenic equipment.
The company will also adapt its
cryocoolers to meet customers’
exact application needs.

For more information, ask for
Cryomech'’s latest catalogue.

CRYOMECH

Cryogenics since 1963.
1630 Erie Blvd. East

Syracuse, New York 13210
(315) 475-9692
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