
PERFORM CHEMICAL TESTS 
FASTER, MORE ACCURATELY 

Just drop L/I Automatic REPI- 
PETS* and Automatic Dilutors 
into your reagent bottles and leave 
them there. These two instruments 
sample, dispense, dilute, transfer 
and mix with a guaranteed accu- 
racy of 1%, reproducibility 0.1%. 
You'll save between 50-95% of 
your analysis time! 

L/I instruments give you complete 
freedom from contamination, can 
handle any reagent, require no 
change in your methods, and 
never need cleaning. Volumes? 
From microliters to deciliters. 
Available in 1, 10, 20 and 50 ml 
sizes. Prices: REPIPETS $47.50, 
Dilutors $89.50. Write for details. 
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WATER DETERMINATIONS 
IN 4 MINUTES! 

Use L/I Aquametry Apparatus to meas- 
ure water content in foods, drugs, or- 
ganics-all materials. Range 1 ppm. to 
100% water without adjustment. 1% 
accuracy over entire range. Price $235. 

* trademark-(REpetitive PIPETS) 
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of weapons which our current and most 
realistic opposition has openly indicated 
he will use, and in fact is now using? 

I might point out that even Aesop, 
who was admittedly more of a social 
than physical scientist, in his fable about 
the boar sharpening his tusks, recog- 
nized that being prepared for a conflict 
was the best way of avoiding one. . . 
Langer fails to realize that in this bi- 
polar world the only benefactors of a 
unilateral renunciation of CB weapons 
by the United States would be the 
Soviet Union and its fraternal associ- 
ates. 

D. RICHARD MCKEEN' 

8416 Porter Lane, Alexandria, Virginia 
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Tactful Editors and Bad Authors 

May one more editor describe how he 
deals with bad authors? Most of my 
authors write badly, but I do not find 
it necessary to tell them so, as Trigg 
quite rightly fears to do (Letters, 7 
July). If, after considerable corre- 
spondence, an author appears to have 
a sense of humor, I may perhaps tell 
him he is "a noun piler-upper" but 
nothing sharper than that. 

I correct all the English on one copy 
of the paper. If I am uncertain about 
the meaning, or if the meaning is com- 
pletely obscure, I fix up a passage that 
means something. Then personally with 
my own hand, I transfer all the marks 
to another copy of the paper, which I 
send to the author. In a covering letter 
I explain the reasons for some of my 
changes, but by no means all. The 
author usually accepts nearly all my 
changes, and often thanks me for mak- 
ing them. And he has the pleasure of 
correcting me very firmly on any tech- 
nical inaccuracies I may have made. 

I unsplit infinitives, when this is de- 
sirable-the easy way-the adverb goes 
at the end. "Our object was to com- 
pletely prevent .. ." does not become 
"Our object was completely to pre- 
vent . . ." which is almost as awkward; 
it turns into "our object was to pre- 
vent . . . completely." If an author 
writes "basic" where it could be mis- 
taken for "alkaline," I change it to 
"fundamental." If he says "anticipate" 
when he means no more than "expect," 
I change it to "expect." But if he 
writes "due to" where orthodox Brit- 
ish usage (and American pedantry) re- 
quire "owing to," I leave it. After all, 
what does it matter? American usage 
is one syllable shorter, and nothing is 
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lost. But the point is, the author sees 
all my changes in the manuscript be- 
fore it goes to the printer. I hope this 
will be of help to some editors. 

ANTHONY STANDEN 

Encyclopedia of Chemical Technology, 
605 Third Avenue, New York 10016 

Air Force: Reconstructed History 

As Theodore von Karman's collabo- 
rator in writing his autobiography 
(which will be published this fall by 
Little, Brown under the title The Wind 
and Beyond), I was in a position to 
cover some of the same ground sur- 

veyed by Greenberg in his review of 
Science and the Air Force ("News and 
Comment," 16 June, p. 1463). One 
finds that history reconstructed entirely 
from documents may be quite different 
from history as told by one of the lead- 

ing participants. 
For instance, while I am sure that 

after World War II university scientists 
overran the Air Force in search for 

support, as Greenberg states, the ac- 
tual marriage between university re- 
search and the Air Force was initially 
inspired by the Air Force itself, through 
the vision of General "Hap" Arnold. 
Several years before U.S. entry into 
World War II, Arnold sought out von 
Karman and his small group of amateur 
rocketeers at Caltech and helped them 
launch what was to become the na- 
tion's first important military research 

program in rocketry. In 1944 Arnold 
also asked von Karman to peer into 
the technological future and set down 
the steps he considered necessary to 
maintain U.S. air supremacy. Out of 
this came a report Toward New Hori- 
zons which guided Air Force thinking 
in scientific areas for a good many 
years. This doesn't mean that the report 
recommendations were adopted without 
struggle. Von Karman describes some 
difficulties within the Air Force in ob- 

taining support for research (all re- 
search, not just basic research). But his 

emphasis lies in explaining how the Air 
Force gained greater respect for science 
and scientists-fostered by certain 
events, such as the Korean War which 
demonstrated the effectiveness of the 
F-86-a fighter plane that was de- 
veloped from information based on cap- 

lost. But the point is, the author sees 
all my changes in the manuscript be- 
fore it goes to the printer. I hope this 
will be of help to some editors. 

ANTHONY STANDEN 

Encyclopedia of Chemical Technology, 
605 Third Avenue, New York 10016 

Air Force: Reconstructed History 

As Theodore von Karman's collabo- 
rator in writing his autobiography 
(which will be published this fall by 
Little, Brown under the title The Wind 
and Beyond), I was in a position to 
cover some of the same ground sur- 

veyed by Greenberg in his review of 
Science and the Air Force ("News and 
Comment," 16 June, p. 1463). One 
finds that history reconstructed entirely 
from documents may be quite different 
from history as told by one of the lead- 

ing participants. 
For instance, while I am sure that 

after World War II university scientists 
overran the Air Force in search for 

support, as Greenberg states, the ac- 
tual marriage between university re- 
search and the Air Force was initially 
inspired by the Air Force itself, through 
the vision of General "Hap" Arnold. 
Several years before U.S. entry into 
World War II, Arnold sought out von 
Karman and his small group of amateur 
rocketeers at Caltech and helped them 
launch what was to become the na- 
tion's first important military research 

program in rocketry. In 1944 Arnold 
also asked von Karman to peer into 
the technological future and set down 
the steps he considered necessary to 
maintain U.S. air supremacy. Out of 
this came a report Toward New Hori- 
zons which guided Air Force thinking 
in scientific areas for a good many 
years. This doesn't mean that the report 
recommendations were adopted without 
struggle. Von Karman describes some 
difficulties within the Air Force in ob- 

taining support for research (all re- 
search, not just basic research). But his 

emphasis lies in explaining how the Air 
Force gained greater respect for science 
and scientists-fostered by certain 
events, such as the Korean War which 
demonstrated the effectiveness of the 
F-86-a fighter plane that was de- 
veloped from information based on cap- 

lost. But the point is, the author sees 
all my changes in the manuscript be- 
fore it goes to the printer. I hope this 
will be of help to some editors. 

ANTHONY STANDEN 

Encyclopedia of Chemical Technology, 
605 Third Avenue, New York 10016 

Air Force: Reconstructed History 

As Theodore von Karman's collabo- 
rator in writing his autobiography 
(which will be published this fall by 
Little, Brown under the title The Wind 
and Beyond), I was in a position to 
cover some of the same ground sur- 

veyed by Greenberg in his review of 
Science and the Air Force ("News and 
Comment," 16 June, p. 1463). One 
finds that history reconstructed entirely 
from documents may be quite different 
from history as told by one of the lead- 

ing participants. 
For instance, while I am sure that 

after World War II university scientists 
overran the Air Force in search for 

support, as Greenberg states, the ac- 
tual marriage between university re- 
search and the Air Force was initially 
inspired by the Air Force itself, through 
the vision of General "Hap" Arnold. 
Several years before U.S. entry into 
World War II, Arnold sought out von 
Karman and his small group of amateur 
rocketeers at Caltech and helped them 
launch what was to become the na- 
tion's first important military research 

program in rocketry. In 1944 Arnold 
also asked von Karman to peer into 
the technological future and set down 
the steps he considered necessary to 
maintain U.S. air supremacy. Out of 
this came a report Toward New Hori- 
zons which guided Air Force thinking 
in scientific areas for a good many 
years. This doesn't mean that the report 
recommendations were adopted without 
struggle. Von Karman describes some 
difficulties within the Air Force in ob- 

taining support for research (all re- 
search, not just basic research). But his 

emphasis lies in explaining how the Air 
Force gained greater respect for science 
and scientists-fostered by certain 
events, such as the Korean War which 
demonstrated the effectiveness of the 
F-86-a fighter plane that was de- 
veloped from information based on cap- 
tured Luftwaffe data of early German 
aeronautical research in jet aircraft. 

LEE EDSON 
36 Iron Gate Road, 
Stamford, Connecticut 06903 

tured Luftwaffe data of early German 
aeronautical research in jet aircraft. 

LEE EDSON 
36 Iron Gate Road, 
Stamford, Connecticut 06903 

tured Luftwaffe data of early German 
aeronautical research in jet aircraft. 

LEE EDSON 
36 Iron Gate Road, 
Stamford, Connecticut 06903 

SCIENTIFIC DIVISION 

ET MARYLAND PLASTICS, INC. 
9 EAST 37TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10016 

SCIENTIFIC DIVISION 

ET MARYLAND PLASTICS, INC. 
9 EAST 37TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10016 

SCIENTIFIC DIVISION 

ET MARYLAND PLASTICS, INC. 
9 EAST 37TH STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10016 

25 AUGUST 1967 25 AUGUST 1967 25 AUGUST 1967 877 877 877 


