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COUNCIL DIARYgoing full steam ahead,
advertised at a recent very
successful meeting in
Amsterdam, and at the AMS
meeting in Phoenix in
January. The Publisher report-
ed on her recent investiga-

tions for a possible further
new venture for LMS
Publications, in the area of
Mathematical Biology.

Stephen Huggett reported on
arrangements for the then very
imminent International Review
of Mathematics. All the back-
ground documentation was
now with the International
Panel, and many of the venues
had had dry runs.

The President reported on
the production of the medal for
the joint IMA-LMS David
Crighton award; he showed
Council a plaster cast, which
was agreed to be a very good
likeness of David.

The Society welcomed a
powerful ‘statement of con-
cern’ that the Education
Secretary had prepared, based
on the Society’s response to
the HEFCE consultation on
Funding Mathematics in uni-
versities.

Council received reports
from a number of its repre-
sentatives on other bodies.
Ken Brown reported from the
Scientific Committee of the
British Mathematical
Colloquium, on plans to hold
further joint meetings with
the BAMC, on the increasingly
important problem of the cost
of accommodation, and on
how a liability for VAT compli-
cated the issue of a BMC
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2. In discussion of the roles played by the IMA
and the LMS in support of conferences sev-
eral points were made, including:

• Unlike the LMS, the IMA processes
conferences to recover all costs and
this policy can lead to perceptions
that the IMA is less ‘charitable’ than
the LMS.

• Groups of IMA members run confer-
ences from their own organisations
and often receive support from the
LMS. It was noted that the IMA had
recently introduced a modest confer-
ence grant scheme aimed at addressing
the same need.

• The LMS feels the need for smaller low-
cost meetings and sees no reasons to
amend the basis of its support.

• Outside the academic sector, it was less
easy for members to draw on their own
organisations to facilitate low-cost
meetings.  However in many cases the
higher registration fee was accepted
by the membership as reasonable.

• Further opportunities for collaboration
between the two societies exist, sepa-
rate from their role in facilitating meet-
ings organised by the mathematics
community itself. For example there is a
wide range of meetings being arranged
across mathematics for different partic-
ipants.  The two societies, in attempting
to support meetings in different parts
of this multidimensional spectrum,
were broadly complementary.

3. Links with overseas and international organi-
sations and mathematicians were discussed.

• Both organisations have overseas
members and their journals are distrib-
uted throughout the world.  The LMS
has reciprocity agreements with some
equivalent societies overseas. Other
opportunities for international collab-
oration exist. For instance, neither
body at present has formal links with
Australia.

• The LMS Council is considering propos-
als to establish an International Affairs
Committee, to bring together the
Society’s international activities. The
IMA will be asked to nominate a mem-
ber to the new committee, as it had for
the former IMU Advisory Committee.

4. Future strategy for LMS-IMA relations was dis-
cussed, and the following points were made: 

• It was undoubtedly beneficial for the
mathematics community that the two
organisations were meeting to discuss
issues of common interest. No matter
what longer-term outcome, it was
agreed this level of communication
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just as we can travel on the curved surface
of our planet without falling off, in a com-
pact universe there is no edge of space. To
explain this requires an appreciation of
topology, in order to understand how space
fits together, and the book gives a highly
accessible introduction to these ideas. An
important insight is that while Einstein’s
general theory of relativity describes the









Professor Young received the De Morgan Medal
on 1 November 1917.  In his early work, Young
arrived independently at a definition of the inte-
gral in a form different from, but essentially
equivalent to, that of Lebesgue.  He was antici-
pated by about two years but he recognized this
magnanimously and in further development of
the theory it was he who named ‘the Lebesgue
integral’.  In later papers, Young developed the

theory of integration differently, by the ‘method
of monotone sequences’, which is now often
applied in introductions to integration.  Using
this method, he had complete success in giving a
common generalization of the Lebesgue and
Stieltjes integrals.  Young also did significant
work on Fourier series and other special orthog-
onal series and on the differential calculus of
functions of several variables.

WILLIAM HENRY YOUNG
DE MORGAN MEDALLIST
1917


