field. A proposal (H.R. 16729) now be-
fore a House-Senate conference com-
mittee would permit funding during one
year for expenditures for the following
year under certain education programs.

The Committee on Federal Legisla-
tion of the New York County Lawyers’
Association recently recommended long-
range funding and stated:

... [it] is not novel. Whenever it has become
clear that long-range planning with knowl-
edge that funds are available is indis-
pensable to the effectiveness of a program,
methods have been found to achieve this.
Any other course is wasteful and amounts
to throwing away a large part of the
funds spent, because they cannot be effec-
tively used without long-term planning. . ..

Scientists might well join forces with
those working in other fields to further
the cause of long-term funding.

RICHARD A. GIVENS
147-11 68th Road,
Kew Gardens Hills, New York 11367

A Matter of Judgment

Conservation controversies are dis-
putes in viewpoint. Porter (Letters, 5
July), argues that the proposed mining
in Glacier Bay National Monument is
desirable because greater benefits would
result than would by leaving the Monu-
ment inviolate. I would argue the op-
posite, but for exactly the same reason.
The point of disagreement is not one
which can be resolved by “objective
analysis” of the “facts.” These are dif-
ferences in value and judgment. . . .
Most resource allocation problems are
not ones of “right” versus “wrong,” of
conservationists fighting greedy exploit-
ers, but rather they are disputes over
what constitutes the best kind of con-
servation. Certainly scientists can point
out the danger of pesticides, but how
can they decide the Glacier Bay mining
dispute? Does the recent article on coast
redwood ecology by Stone and Vasey
(12 Jan., p. 157) resolve the Redwood
National Park question? I think not.

Criteria for decision-making in con-
servation controversies (use versus pres-
ervation of landscapes) is needed. . . .
The search for answers must start with
defining the goals, values, and purposes
of society. Science does not claim to
answer questions of civil rights; is the
problem of mining in Glacier Bay Na-
tional Monument really any different?

ToM VALE
Department of Geography,
University of California, Berkeley

13 SEPTEMBER 1968

It doesn’t matter greatly
whom you call ...

Unless you want a laboratory chemical
made to an unusual standard of purity

Carrie Nation
famous symbol

of war

against impurity

if you need a reagent that is made to an unusual standard of purity, the best
place to call is MC&B. If we cannot produce it for you possibly we can suggest
a source. We're interested in your requirements for new items, or for familiar
ones made to new standards. Write to us at 2909 Highland Ave., Norwood,
Ohio 45212 or phone (513) 631-3220. We'd like to hear from you.

Matheson, Coleman & Bell /Manufacturing Chemists
Norwood, Ohio /Los Angeles, California /East Rutherford, N.J.
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