
the review, which was in preparation 
for publication, and thus what had 
started out as a misunderstanding be? 
came a cause celebre, in which the is? 
sues were still further clouded. Finally, 
the review itself, in an extended form, 
was published in the Scientific American 

["A debatable account of the origin of 

races," Sci. Am. 208, No. 2, 169 

(1963)]. 
In investigating the whole affair I 

realized that, although I have reviewed 
for literary as well as for scientific 

journals all my professional life and 
would never send a review intended for 
a literary journal to anyone before its 

publication, nevertheless I had never 
articulated this rule. 

As science comes closer to public is? 
sues and as scientists are asked to come 
out of their ivory towers of scientific 

reviewing, with its particular rules of 
scientific courtesy, it will be useful to 
remember that different sets of rules 

apply to the two kinds of reviewing. 
This is the more important in situations 
where technical difficulties may, quite 
unnecessarily, add fuel to the fires of 

legitimate controversy. 
Margaret Mead 

American Museum of Natural History, 
New York 

Whales and Cows: Stomach Capacity 

In the book review of Whales by E. 

J. Slijper [Science 140, 166 (12 Apr. 
1963)] it is stated in the center of col? 
umn 3 that "the stomach of a domestic 
cow does not hold 55 gallons." Ap? 
parently there was much in Slijper's 
book to criticize, but the accuracy of 
this particular statement is not one of 
them. 

The stomach of the cow may be 
considered to consist of four parts: 
the rumen, reticulum, omasum, and 
abomasum. According to Sisson and 
Grossman in Anatomy of the Domestic 
Animals: "The capacity of the stom? 
ach varies greatly depending on the age 
and size of the animal. In cattle of me? 
dium size it holds 30 to 40 gallons, 
in large animals 40 to 60, in small 25 
to 35." 

A critical review is a worthwhile 
contribution. However, a reviewer can 
do himself discredit as well as the au? 
thor if he is inaccurate or hypercritical. 

Arthur Freeman 
American Veterinary Medical 
Association, 600 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago 5, Illinois 
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WHAT DO YOU KNOW ABOUT THE HONEYWELL REPRONAR? 

Until youVe actually 
worked with this new 
transparency repro- 
ducer, it's hard to 
believe that the 
Repronar is so versa? 
tile and useful. But 
we would like to tell 
you more about it?specifically in 
terms of your own 35mm production 
requirements. Think for a moment 
about your plans for making maxi? 
mum use of 35mm color, and then 
check in the coupon the jobs you 
want a reproducer to do. We'll follow 
through with the information you 
need, and the name of your nearest 
Repronar dealer. There's no obliga? 
tion, of course. 

Honeywell 
PHOTOGRAPHIC PRODUCTS 
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