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of the nebula will be reduced by the factor ( 1-d"A/"A) 
because each quantum carries less energy, and also 
roughly by the same factor again because the weaker 
ultra-violet part of the spectrum is displaced into 
the photographic region (the correction from bolo
metric to photographic magnitude). If, on the other 
hand, the red-shift is due to an actual velocity of 
recession, then not only does each of the two previous 
effects reduce the brightness in the ratio ( 1-d"A/"A), 
but also there is a reduction by a similar factor 
because the nebula is receding and fewer quanta 
reach the photographic plate per second. From 
counts of nebulre made to five different apparent 
magnitudes, the numbers of nebulre in each of the 
five corresponding spheres of increasing radius can be 
found, the radius of each sphere being given by the 
intrinsic luminosity of the average nebula and its 
apparent luminosity, corrected either by (1-d"A/"A) 
for pure red-shift, or by ( 1-d"A/"A)' for red-shift 
interpreted as velocity of recession. 

These counts indicate that, if the red-shift is due 
to velocity, then the number 6f nebulre per unit 
volume must increase rapidly with increasing distance 
-a somewhat startling result ; on the other hand, 
if the red-shift is not produced by a Doppler effect, 
then the counts indicate that the nebulre are uni
formly distributed over the sphere of 350 million 
light years radius which is within the range of the 
100-inch reflector at Mount Wilson. While this 
particular result was not stressed by Dr. Hubble, he 
concluded by pointing out how the completion of the 
200-inch reflector will enable such counts and velocity 
determinations to be extended over a far larger 
volume of space, and will thus permit a definite 
interpretation of the red-shift, either as due to 
velocity of recession, or as due to some other yet 
unknown physical cause. 

Decrease of the Barn Owl m England 
and Wales 

PRECISE knowledge of the standing of par
ticular birds in Britain should result from the 

increasing number of national censuses which have 
been initiated in recent years. Where the statistical 
information is thorough, it will form an invaluable 
basis of comparison with similar data gathered in 
future years ; even where statistics have been 
dropped and reliance is placed upon the opinions of 
many observers scattered over a wide area, the con
sensus of opinion may still be a reliable guide to the 
fluctuations of the population. 

Both kinds of information have been utilised in a 
census of the barn owl in England and Wales, made 
between May and December 1932, the results of 
which have been summarised by G. B. Blaker in an 
attractive pamphlet published by the Royal Society 
for the Protection of Birds. By making reasonable 
estimations in areas where direct information was 
not forthcoming, the author assesses the total 
breeding population of barn owls (Tyto alba) in 
England and Wales at 12,000 pairs. Non-breeding 
birds averaged one to every 50 square miles, so that 
the total adult population of barn owls in the summer 
of 1932 was about 25,000 individuals. 

The absolute number is not so important as 
knowledge as to what relation it bears to that of 
former years, and here the statistics of one season, 
which contain no time element, cannot help. But 

putting one scrap of evidence regarding former 
conditions with another, Mr. Blaker has no difficulty 
in coming to the conclusion that the fears of those 
who suspected a serious decline in the numbers of the 
barn owl are justified. "From all districts in central 
and southern England the reports brought the same 
tale--fewer occupied ne:sts than a few years ago .... 
In parts of Essex and Suffolk the decline was less 
marked, while in Devon and Cornwall the barn owl 
seems to be holding its own. Northumberland, 
Cumberland and Westmorland are the only counties 
to record an increase." 

The decline in numbers over the greater part of 
the country appears to be no new thing : it has been 
noted for the last thirty or forty years. The disturbing 
point is that it has been speeding up during the last 
six years or so, until it has reached a point when, 
so far as the records can be interpreted, about four 
per cent of the population (or 1,000 birds) disappears 
annually ; this, of course, over and above the annual 
wastage which would keep the population at a steady 
number. 

Several factors contribute to the falling numbers 
of the barn owl. Nesting sites are fewer, partly 
because church authorities object to the occupation 
of towers and belfries by the ghostly 'cherubim', and 
fence the old nesting holes with wire entanglements ; 
partly because modern barns with corrugated iron 
roofs do not offer openings like the 'owls' windows' 
of the old type. Food is probably more scarce since 
'rat weeks' were instituted and the farmer has 
generally intensified his campaign against vermin. 
This has had a further effect in that the methods 
of destroying rats by poison has, the evidence in
dicates, resulted in the poisoning of owls which have 
devoured living but poisoned rats. Finally, there is 
the deliberate destruction of barn owls by people who 
should, but seemingly still do not, know better. 

The author suggests, without definitely formulating 
the charge, that inefficiency of the Wild Birds Pro
tection Acts is involved in the decline of the barn
owl, but he states quite clearly the crux of this matter, 
namely, that it is in the administration of the law 
that the weakness, if any, lies. Were the critics of 
the present Birds Protection Acts to report the 
offences and insist with witnesses upon the prosecu
tion of the offenders (and they seem to be well 
supplied with instances of law-breaking), they would 
be making a contribution of value to the working 
of the law, and making no more of a contribution 
than the laws in question expect and make provision 
for them and other well-disposed citizens to make. 
But indeed, with regard to the barn owl, it is legiti
mate to ask whether the probability is that its 
present status would have been better or worse had 
there been no bird protection laws, and further why, 
if the law is a source of evil, the brown owl should 
have increased in numbers so enormously in the 
years when the barn owl has been declining? J. R. 

University and Educational Intelligence 
BIRMINGHAM.-Mr. Stuart McDonald has been 

appointed lecturer in pathology in succession to 
Dr. F. W. M. Lamb, who has been appointed pro
fessor of forensic medicine at Cairo. 

CAMBRIDGE.-Dr. W. W. Watts has been appointed 
to represent the University at the centenary of the 
Edinburgh Geological Society on September 3-4. 



© 1934 Nature Publishing Group

MAY 19, 1934 NATURE 769 

At St. John's College, A. V. Stephens has been 
elected to a fellowship. Mr. Stephens gained a first 
class in the Mechanical Sciences Tripos in 1930 with 
distinction in aeronautics and the award of the Seeley 
Prize. For the last three years he has been engaged 
in scientific research at the Royal Aircraft Establish
ment, Farnborough, and has conducted experiments 
and published papers on the spinning of aeroplanes. 

In Congregation on May 11, the degree of Sc.D. 
was conferred on John Read (Emmanuel College), 
professor of chemistry in the University of St. 
Andrews and formerly professor of organic chemistry 
in the University of Sydney. Prof. Read is the author 
of publications on organic chemistry and historical 
chemistry, and is known also for his original investi
gations on stereochemistry, terpene chemistry, and 
the chemistry of Australasian natural products. 

SHEFFIELD.-Mrs. Edward Mellanby has been 
appointed honorary lecturer in the Department of 
Physiology. 

THE following Commonwealth Fund Fellowships, 
among others, tenable by British graduates in 
American Universities for the two years beginning 
September 1934, have recently been awarded: R.N. 
Arnold (Glasgow and Sheffield) to the University of 
Illinois, in engineering; Stewart Bates (Glasgow and 
Edinburgh), to Harvard University, in economics; 
J. H. Brown (Glasgow and Oxford), to the University 
of California, in philosophy ; Philip Chantler (Man
chester) to Harvard University, in economics; 
C. J. M. Fletcher (Oxford) to the University of 
California, in chemistry; E. N. Fox (Cambridge), 
to the University of Michigan, in·engineering; E. G. 
Hancox (Liverpool and Imperial College of Science 
and Technology), to the University of Arizona, in 
geology; Joseph McGinn (Armstrong College, New
castle), to Harvard University, in business adminis
tration; F. G. W. Smith (Imperial College of Science 
and Technology), to Princeton University, in zoo
logy; A. D. Thackeray (Cambridge), to the Cali
fornia Institute of Technology, in astrophysics; 
J. C. Trevor (Oxford), to Northwestern University, 
in anthropology; A. G. M. Weddell (St. Bartholo
mew's Hospital Medical College), to the University 
of Rochester, in medicine; Shaun Wylie (Oxford), 
to Princeton University, in mathematics. 

The following have been appointed to fellowships 
t enable by candidates from the British Dominions : 
M. M. Burns (New Zealand and Aberdeen), to Cornell 
University, in agriculture; James Melville (New 
Zealand and Imperial College of Science and Tech
nology), to Yale University, in biochemistry. 

The following have been appointed to fellowships 
tenable by candidates holding appointments in 
Government service overseas: J. D. W. A. Coles 
(Witwatersrand and Department of Agriculture, 
South Africa), to Washington University, in veter
inary science; Dr. R. H. Le Pelley (Imperial College 
of Science and Technology and ·Department of 
Agriculture, Kenya Colony), to the University of 
Illinois, in entomology ; H. E. McMillan (Saskatch
ewan and the Department of Agriculture, Canada), 
to the University of California, in entomology ; E. A. 
Moore (Bristol and the Irrigation Department, 
Bengal), to the University of Illinois, in engineering ; 
C. W. 0. Turner (Wales and the Public Works 
Department, New Zealand), to Stanford University, 
in engineering. 

Science News a Century Ago 
Poinsot and Poisson 

Among the journals of a century ago which 
recorded scientific events were the Athenmum, from 
which the following note is taken. It was at a sitting 
of the Paris Academy of Sciences on May 20 that 
M. Poinsot commenced reading his memoir, a "New 
Theory of the Rotation of Bodies", in which he 
presented new views. Having arrived at these by 
a direct consideration of the nature of rotation, 
M. Poinsot launched out into praise of the mode of 
discovery and spoke at the same time in terms 
rather slightingly of the analytic and algebraic modes 
of examining a question. M. Poisson, an academician 
of the analytic school, took fire at these reflections 
and came down the next week with refutations. 
M. Poinsot rejoined, instancing a mistake made by 
D'Alembert. During the discussion, divers allusions, 
so the writer said, were made such as in a certain 
honourable house would have called for the inter
ference of the 'Speaker'. Upon the whole, the 
synthetic method seemed to have had the best 
of the argument, although M. Libri, the Florentine 
geometer, joined his anger and argument to those of 
M. Poisson. 

London Mechanics Institution 

The tenth anniversary of this institution, now 
known as Birkbeck College, was held in the theatre 
of the institution in Southampton Buildings, Chancery 
Lane, London, on May 22, 1834. Dr. Birkbeck 
presided over an audience which included many 
distinguished literary and scientific men. After some 
preliminary remarks by Dr. Birkbeck and the award 
of the prizes, five resolutions were passed. The third 
of these was "that the manifestation of talent 
developed within the walls of this institution shown 
on the present, as on former occasions, is a proof 
of the wisdom of the plan here first widely called into 
practice of disseminating useful science through the 
industrious classes of the community and gives 
substantial earnest that through the agency of these 
self-ruled and self-supported establishments the 
barbarism of ignorance, with its concomitants, vice 
and misery, will be more rapidly dispelled and the 
moral, the intellectual, and the social condition of 
man be raised to that higher level which becomes 
his character as a rational and responsible being". 
By the fifth resolution the meeting offered "its 
unalloyed congratulations to Dr. Birkbeck on the 
steady advancement and the present state of this 
flourishing and useful institution over which he has 
from its foundation paternally and anxiously pre
sided without deviation, and that the most hearty 
thanks of this meeting are due, and are hereby 
presented to that able individual for the powerful 
assistance given to this institution on this and every 
occasion". 

The Franklin Institute 

At the monthly conversation meeting of the 
Franklin Institute held at Philadelphia on May 22, 
1834, Prof. Johnson made experiments on the centri
fugal force of liquids, in refutation of certain state
ments made by M. Thayer, in a paper read to the 
French Institute, an outline of which had been given 
in the Revue Encyclopedie of September 1833. The 
liquids used were oil, water, alcohol and mercury, 
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