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proximately 10-' lambert), the remainder 
of the visual field being occupied by a 
black felt screen. Each point represents 
the percentage of correct responses in 20 
computer-controlled trials (10 right-first 
and 10 left-first) at a particular time in- 
terval. The symbols denote three separate 
experiments for one subject (triangles) 
and one experiment for each of two other 
subjects (squares and circles). The solid 
line connects averages for the five experi- 
ments. The scatter of points at the small- 
est and largest intervals is about that ex- 
pected for n successes in 20 independent 
trials with probability of success near .5. 
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30 January 1969 

Water on the Moon 

O'Keefe (1) has given me much neg- 
ative credit for a suggestion due to Gold 
as stated in my brief note in regard to 
where the sediment of the crooked rills 
of the moon was deposited (2). This 
note also mentioned the possibility of 
sediment at the end of the rill flowing 
out of a break in the western wall of 
Krieger. The sediment apparently has 
covered a rill flowing north from the 
region of Aristarchus. This may indicate 
a solution to the sediment problem. 
Probably, if the flow had continued, it 
would have flowed over or around this 
sediment, deepened the first part of the 
rill and left a shallow rill through or 
around the sediment, and this may be 
the mechanism applicable to the longer 
rills. All right, attack if you wish to. This 
is, so far as I recall, my suggestion, not 
that of my good friend, T. Gold. Pos- 
sibly Lingenfelder et al. (3) considered 
some modification of this idea. I am 
not at all convinced that Gold's mech- 
anism may not contribute to the prob- 
lem to some extent. 

HAROLD C. UREY 
University of California, 
San Diego, La Jolla 
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