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admissions process itself: Some col-
leges employ such high standards of
admissions that even the poorest per-
formers do not “deserve” low grades.
(A much better solution to this prob-
lem, it seems to me, would be for col-
leges to abandon the use of local, rela-
tive grading schemes and to employ
comparable, absolute standards of per-
formance.) In short, rather than
obviating the need for evaluation, the
use of an open or lottery system in
admissions should create a need for
more elaborate and improved methods
of measuring the student’s perform-
ance.

The surest way for colleges to avoid
any responsibility for educating the
student is to employ selective admis-
sions: If only the brightest students
are admitted at one end, then the high
quality of the final product at the other
end is virtually guaranteed. What hap-
pens in between—the quality of the
educational experience itself—need not
be of concern since the secondary
schools are suitably impressed with the
college’s high admissions standards, and
the employers and graduate schools
are suitably impressed with the “high
quality of the graduate.”

My impression is that professors
support selective admissions because
they feel that bright kids are more fun
(and easier?) to teach. Alumni, legis-
lators, faculty, administrators, and
probably many students support it be-
cause having only bright students en-
hances the prestige of the. institution.
Furthermore, the secondary schools
support the track system that results
from selective admissions because they
see it as a reward or incentive system
for motivating their students: “study
hard so you can get into a ‘good’ col-
lege.” While each of these arguments
may have merit, none really has much
to do with the educational mission of
the college. If the principal function of
the college is to educate, then the ad-
missions process ought to be designed
to sort the students so as to maximize
their educational development. Cur-
rently, we are woefully ignorant as to
how best to do this sorting. If nothing
else, even a partial lottery would permit
us as scientists to explore the possible
advantages of many student-environ-
ment combinations other than those
that result from current selective ad-
missions policies.

ALEXANDER W. ASTIN
American Council on Education,
1 Dupont Circle,
Washington, D.C. 20036

Element 104: What’s in a Name?

In regard to the reported hassle be-
tween Berkeley and Dubna physicists
over the discovery and nomenclature of
element 104 (5 Dec., p. 1254), it seems
to me that the Berkeley group would
have been wiser and more mature in
suggesting that element 104’s name re-
main kurchatovium, the Soviet choice,
and in congratulating the Dubna group
for envisioning, albeit mistily, the ele-
ment and in turn allowing themselves
to be congratulated for proving the ele-
ment’s existence,

Arguments over nomenclature are
often children’s arguments, colored with
pettiness, jealousy, or politics. To solve
the patronymics problem among the nu-
clear physicists, I would suggest that
each reputable nuclear physics group
around the world throw into a world
hat the names of two persons deserv-
ing the honor of having an element
named after them, have a supervised
drawing (after eliminating duplicates),
and thereby determine the name and
the order of naming of any newly dis-
covered element.

L. A. PAGE
National Animal Disease Laboratory,
U.S. Departiment of Agriculture,
Post Office Box 70, Ames, Iowa

Civil Defense

I wish to protest against the political
tone of the review (28 Nov., p. 1131)
of the book Survival and the Bomb—
Methods of Civil Defense. As its title
indicates, the book is mainly concerned
with the possibilities and methods of
civil defense, and these subjects—the
ones which justify the review of the
book in Science—are dealt with very
cursorily by the reviewer. As a matter
of fact, he disclaims being an expert on
them. Instead, the reviewer devotes
more than half his discussion to the
first chapter, dealing with the rationale
of civil defense. The purpose of the
review seems to be to demolish the
conclusions of this chapter.

It would be inappropriate to attempt,
in Science, a detailed refutation of the
reviewer’s objections to the first chap-
ter (written by the undersigned). I may
be permitted, though, to make two
points, the first general and the second
specific. The first point is that practi-
cally all of the reviewer’s objections to
civil defense apply equally well to all
defense measures. In fact, if we listen
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