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Table 3. Pollen and nectar collection tors visited 'Magness' bloom. The nec-
by honey bees on 3 pear varieties. tar of 'Magness' and pollenizer varie-

ties is apparently not very competitivePercent bees with . h d h f b ..
heIt er an t us ew ees VISit t e

Pollen in Pollen Medium or bl f h. BPear pollen grains larger honey ossoms or t IS purpose. ees pres-
variety basket on body stomach ent on 'Magness' are very mobile and
Magness 7 52 40 do not exhibit the usual deliberate
Moonglow 72 .94 7 working pattern necessary for pollina-
Bartlett 100 100 4 tion.
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Book Review
E. I. DuPONT, BOT ANISTE, THE dens of Delaware are prime examples

BEGINNING OF A TRADITION. of horticulture and gardening pursuits
The University Press of Virginia, established by the duPont family. This
Charlottesville, Virginia 22903. book, written by the Director of Re-
Cloth, $7.50; paper, $3.95. 10 chap- search at the Hagley museum, por-
ters, 133 pages, ill. By Nonnan B. trays the family background, begin-
Wilkinson. ning in 1799 with Eleuthere Irenee
The famed Longwood gardens of du Pont, and continues through his

Pennsylvania and the Winterthur gar- descendants.




