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- It seems to us that we should be taking
~ a narrow view of the functions and responsi-
bilities of the university if they are confined
to the preparation of students to be scientifie
researchers, good doctors, lawyers, adminis-
trators, engineers, financiers, industrialists
and politicians. The empire of the univer-
sity is the whole range of the human mind
and by virtue of the academic prestige it
enjoys and the -mass of knowledge it
possesses, it has acquired virtually the com-
petence to offer solutions to world problems.
The policy of non-intervention in affairs
lying outside the academic sphere has tended
to preserve the freedom of learning and
thought and its abandohment may be
desired only if it does mnot involve the
sacrifice of liberty. Frequently the univer-
_sities become involuntarily incorporated
into the political, social and economic
structure of the State. In countries like
Italy and Russia the universities have
become subordinate branches of the State
which prescribes their policy, directs and
controls their academic functions. Though
the German wuniversities are practically
all of them State institutions they enjoy
greater freedom, but it is not unlikely that
the Nazi idea of the Nordic Superman
may soon supplant their old ideal of human-
Asm. It is only natural that the tendency
to concentrate on matters and activities
outside the university should be strongest
in countries which have broken loose
from the pre-war academic traditions. In
France and England the continuity of
educational ideas is still maintained because
the social and political facts of these countries
have not undergone such a radical trans-
formation as has overtaken the Central
European States. ‘Plans of reform in France
and England have been confined to adjust-
ment of the universities to the increasing
demands of an enlightened democracy’ and
questions such as access to the university
and the selection of students for higher
training have claimed greater attention.
In the United States learning is made sub-
servient to the immediate practical ends of
the people and the tendency to give vniver-
sity education to the maximum body of
students has admirably built up American
democracy.

Proposals of reform generally deal with
the technical aspect of university education
and the powers and constitution of university
bodies. We sometimes shorten certain
courses, add new faculties, prescribe more

books, stiffen and prolong examinations,
enhance fees and demand longer attendance,
discuss rules and regulations, become jealous
of powers and privileges of authorities and
also take into account matters outside the
university such as hostels, sports :u;ul; unions.
None of these things can have real signilicance
unless we have a clear conception of the
university itself. The new universities can-
not afford to remain in cloistered seclusion
impervious to the impressions of 1':L_p1<l!y'
changing world. They must be nurseries of
big ideas and big men. If the universities
have a limited programme it is no (l<.>u.bt
true that they are likely to achicve definite
results and one of them must be to train
the intelligence of young men go as to cnable
them to turn their talents on any human
enterprise with success. .
One of the causes which militate :.1,;:41.11»_;1‘;
the attainment of this modest ambition iy
the large number of students the universities
are required to handle every year. The
result is a tendency-to mechanize the mind
by reducing human contacts to the minimum.
The, situation becomes almost tragic when
we turn to the students. The pressure of
numbers precludes them from imbibing the
traditions of wuniversity life and from
completely understanding the teachers whom
they meet. . So the world of students touches
that of teachers only at official points and
few other bridges are possible to be estab-
lished. The young men desire leadership
and we can offer them none to guide and
instruct them in the affairs of the world.
They wish for certainty and clear definition
of the aims of popular movements and we
give them no fresh ideas that fire their
imagination. When confronted with situa-
tions which do not satisfly their higher
intellectual ideals, the students look upon
the university instruction as little better than
a preparation for obtaining a livelihood. True,
they acquire an enormous knowledge of
disconnected facts and pass examinalions.
These lead them mnowhere. Their inner
intellectual restlessness and teasing doubts
do not find a satisfactory answer and their
labours in the class room do not provide
them with employment. It should be no
wonder that in such circumstances they
should listen to the voice of the false prophets
and follow them in'the forlorn hope that *heir
teachings will lift them ultimately out of
their physical and mental misery’.  They
have faith in them because they are convinced
that these leaders are nearcr to the realitios
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in the mind of the student and that of the

teacher ‘the idea of the oneness of knowledge’

and to emphasize that ‘scholarly work is
service to civilization’.

Sir Richard Gregory, Bt., F.R.S.

\HE tidings that Sir Richard Gregory,
editor of Nature, has been -elected
a fellow of the Royal Society will have given
wide-spread satisfaction among those who
enjoyed the privilege of meeting him and
Lady Gregory during their wvisit to this
country in January and February of the
current year.

Among the statutes of the Royal Society
i§ one, seldom brought into operation,
enabling election of a personage who, in the
opinion of the Counecil, has rendered conspi-
cuous service to the cause of science, or whose
election is deemed to bring signal benefit
to the Society. It has been customary
to elect successive Prime Ministers under
this statute, but we do not recall its applica-
tion to other persons of eminence. Thus a
special interest attaches to the election
of Sir Richard Gregory, whose service to
the cause of science is indeed conspicuous.
During an association with Nature extending

over forty years, and particularly under
his long continued editorship, the publica-
tlon,ha,s become unique. Its wealth of in-
formation in all branches of science, the
courageous and broad-minded survey of
such current affairs as relate to the progress
of science, the cultivated and informative
reviews of books, and the diverse corres-
pondence columns, are features now 8o
familiar to the scientific world that we can
appreciate them at their true value only by
congidering for a moment the blank in our
lives that would ensue were Nature to vanish.

On behalf of our readers we offer Sir
Richard Gregory the warmest congratula-
tions of Curremt Science. Since his return
to England Sir Richard has been gravely
ill, but the mail announcing his new dis-
tinction announces also his convalescence,
and the hope that hig health may be soon
restored to its original vigour will be uni-
versal.

Joseph Priestley, 1733-1804.

HE bicentenary of Priestley’s birth on
13th March, 1733, received special
recognition by the Chemical Society at its
meeting on 6th April, 1933, when addresses
on his life and work were delivered by Pro-
fegsor A. N. Meldrum, Sir Philip Hartog
and Sir Harold Hartley. These emphasized
his remarkable personality, his nobility
of character and the novel contribution to
chemical practice arising from his facility in
handling gases.

The 11f.e of Priestley merits attentive
study by all students of science, old and
young. ITe was a genuine philosopher in-
asmuch as he loved wisdom in all the
branches then accessible, and his command
of languages was extraordinary. His piety
and recmtude were so pronounced and 8o
commingled with curiosity regarding natural
phenomena that they invited the persecu-
tion of an intolerant age ; and it is one of
life’s ironies that he narrowly escaped de-
struction on account of his revolutionary
sympathies when ILavoisier was beheaded
for his counter-revolutionary proclivities.

Probably the only years of peace he knew
were the concluding decade of his life, spent
with his family in Pennsylvania.

Scientific experiments were for him a
hobby early adopted and faithfully pursued.
His admission that he was “ not a practical
chemist " in part explains his outstanding
success, because, as we are reminded by Dr.
Meldrum, he declared that “if I had been
accustomed to the usual chemical processes,
I should not so easily have thought of a.ny
other ; and without new modes of opera-
tion 1 should hardly have discovered any-
thing new ”. His work on gases boegan
in 1767, but he was nearly forty before
the experiments with air, and the exact
date of his discovering oxygen remaing
obscure : in faet, the careful survey of
corregpondence submitted by Sir Philip
Hartog to Nature (1st July, 1933, p. 25)
indicates ‘‘ before the month of November,
1771 7 as being probable, the experiments
of 1st August, 1774, in Wiltshire and of 1sv
March 1775 in London being confirmatory
and extensory.



