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more than appearances Further, although science must hold the. facts it drscovers
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to be mdependent of the opinion of any person or persons, it by no means follows™ ™
that it need insist’ on their being independent of the final upshot of sufficient .

, rnvestrgatron nor, that it need hold them to be mdependent of the creative thought
“ of the Deity. As yet, science does not decide either for or against any of the cur-
rent systems of philosophy. Some are undoubtedly more in harmony with its
spirit than others; but we can ‘hardly reckon among the former a theory so averse
-to the conceptions of the differential calculus, and so prone to hard and discrete
distingtions, as the one we have noticed. It is, however, a strongly charac-

terized and scholarly piece of work, doing honor to American thought; and it is

?much to be desﬂed that the world should see the system deveIOped in its entlrety
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To THE EDITOR OF THE NATION: C 4

~ Sir; Your recent review of the ‘Century chtlonary ought to be supplemented
by sbme remarks upon its definitions of terms in physical science, while there is
still time to make corrections. The definitions in question are, in many cases, in-

. sufficient, inaccurate, and confused in a degree which is really remarkable. Take,

for example, the description of Ptolemy’s ‘Almagest,’ “a book or collection of
problems in astronomy and geometry, . . . so named by the Arabs because it was
reckoned the greatest work on the subjects Far from being a collecnon of prob-
lems, I doubt:if there is a single problem in geometry or-astronomy in the entire
work. In no senise of the word is 1t a book of geometry, nor could it ever have been
considered as such. While thus giving an erroneous descrlptlon what the work
really is—a system of astronomy- based upon the doctrine that the earth femains )
immovable in the centre of the heavens—is entirely omitted. ln A rapld glance
tthrough a portion of the published pages (A-Appet), I have noticed’ 'a’number of
other cases of msufflcnent erroneous, or misleading definitions or statements.

The definition,of albedo is confused and misleading: That of eccentric anomaly is

entirely wrong. Absorption lines are described as occurrmg Just undei the con-

~ ditions when they are impossible. Law of actzon and reaction is accurate, with

the exception of a sentence which is so far wrong that 1 suspect it to Have been
interpolated ‘after the original article left the writer’s ‘hands. Apoéhromatxc is’
insufficiently defined, and is illustrated by a quotation as umntellrgrble as-could
readily be found. Alidade and achromatic lens contain mlsstatements less remark-
able for their seriousness than for their existence. :
So many defects in a single subject and in so small a fractlon of the book would
seem to indicate that the details of the work are not such as we should expect from
the attention and care with which the edrtor ‘and publishers have devised and
executed their part of the plan. It ought to be added that, so far as I have noticed,

~ the definitions in mathematics and mathematrcal physrcs are not subject to this

criticism.- : L .S NEWCOMB
WASHINGTON, June 8 “ '
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“To THE EDITOR OF THE NATION: | B ' P
Sir: The faults which Prof. Newcomb ﬁnds wrth my defimtlons in the Century
Drctlonary are, 1 trust, at all events, confined to the earlier pages, where 1 was

" - =unable to see proofsof a part of what I'wrote. I ask Ieave to illustrate my method
~ of preparing definitions, in the-instances of the five in’ my department ,to Wthh

he objects 1 take these up in their alphabetlcal order




