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Edited by David H. DeVorkin

0 celebrate 100 years of professional
T astronomy in this country, more than two

dozen eminent astronomers and histori-
ans have joined together to write The American
Astronomical Society’s First Century. This special
centennial volume examines how the practice of
astronomy has evolved in 20th-century America
and how the AAS has reflected and facilitated
those changes.

Contributors to the work take a fresh ook at the
history of their Society and delve into a wide range
of topics including: the pre-history of the Society
and the contributions of women, amateur
astronomers, and international organizations.
Looking beyond the Society’s first hundred years,
contributors tackle such current issues as the
Bahcall survey for the 1990s, changes in the
Society’s demographics, and prioritizing projects
in an era of reduced government funding.

This 300-page, large-format book is richly illus-
trated with photographs and memorabilia drawn
primarily from the archives of universities, obser-
vatories, and the American Institute of Physics, as
well as the private collections of members.

ISBN: 1-56396-683-2  List price: $45.95
Members of AIP Member Societies: $36.95
AAS Members: $35.00 (Please order from AAS.)

To order, call 1-800-SPRINGER or
201-348-4033. You can also fax

your order to 201-348-4505 or e-mail
orders@springer-ny.com.
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remains speculative and therefore
of uncertain relevance to the model-
ing of tumor risk. The effect of car-
bon-14 transmutation on genetic
material was considered in the
1950s, as was, later, that of tritium,
but the interest in the subject died
out after it was found that the ef-
fects are marginal compared to
those of radiation.

Finally, there’s the letter from
Harry Ellis. I have no comment
other than that I have no differ-
ences with him.
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[Editor’s note: Because of space lim-
itations, we have deferred publication
of two other letters on this subject; they
will appear, together with a reply from
Zbigniew Jaworowski, in the May
issue.]

Faculty-Position Ad’s

Underemphasis on
Teaching Is MITigated

In his letter in your November 1999
issue (page 81), Jay Pulli chastis-
es MIT’s physics department for hav-
ing failed to emphasize teaching in
its PHYSICS TODAY advertisement for
faculty positions. His criticism is
well placed, and it is clear that we
made a mistake by overlooking the
importance that the department
gives to teaching. As Sputnik-era
physics professors retire, and we
begin the process of renewal in the
department, we place a very high
value on talent for and dedication to
teaching, especially at the under-
graduate level, when hiring faculty
members. Furthermore, as the de-
partment head interviewing faculty
candidates, I stress the critical role
their teaching record will play in
the promotion and tenure process.
MARC KASTNER
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
Cambridge, Massachusetts B



