With an ISCO
two channel
O0.D. recorder

you can:

® Monitor one column at
both 254 and 280 mu.

® Or two columns at
either wavelength.

® Or one column at two
optical path lengths.

® Or ratio record one
column to compensate
for elution gradients.

A new accessory for ISCO quantita-
tive dual-beam flow monitors pro-
vides these applications. The Model
580 Channel Alternator will fit all cur-
rent ISCO dual-beam flow monitors
and can be adapted to earlier models
with slight modification.

All ISCO UV flow monitors have an
output calibrated in linear absorb-
ance (0. D.). They have the narrow-
est bandwidth available and one
model will operate a fraction collector
in such a way that separate UV ab-
sorbing peaks are deposited in sep-
arate tubes. They are available in
single and dual-beam vérsions oper-
ating at two discrete UV wavelengths
and continuously throughout the
visible spectrum. And they cost no
more than most instruments having
none of these features.

Send for brochure UA3717 for
further details.

INSTRUMENTATION
SPECIALTIES CO., INC.

IS 4700 SUPERIOR LINCOLN, NEBRASKA 68504
PHONE (402) 434-0231 CABLE {SCOLAB LINCOLN

Circle No. 77 on Readers’ Service Card
534

Language Pollution

Seven years ago, in an outpouring
of grief, two names of eloquence and
beauty were obliterated, both simply
yet powerfully evocative of mood,
time, and place and both emblematic
of our scientific and technological past.

One sounded of wind and sky and
sea marsh and of the elusive, tem-
porary, transient world to be found at
the end of a long and (originally) slow
and noisy trans-Atlantic flight—the
other of conquistadors and sand, dawn
over the Caribbean, and clangorous,
caparisoned, metallic monsters pointing
skywards. Idlewild and Cape Canaveral!
One saw the development and arrival
of the first, regular, land-based trans-
Atlantic flights, the transition of the
warplane into the civil airliner, the re-
placement of the piston engine by the
turboprop and its replacement by the
jet; the other, the initial agonizing ex-
periments and preparation for man’s
eventual journey to the Moon.

It is now 1970. Man has journeyed
to the Moon and Man has landed on
the Moon. The hopes and aspirations
of the late President Kennedy have
been realized. As scientists can’t we be
persuaded to include in our concern
for conservation a concern for lan-
guage? Without in any way diminishing
our respect for the late President, may
we ask that these two names be re-
stored and that “Kennedy” be reserved
for the Kennedy Space Center?

PATRICK ARTHUR HILL
Department of Geology,
Carleton University,
Ottawa 1, Canada

Water Vapor in the Stratosphere

In Nuessle and Holcomb’s article
“Will the SST pollute the stratosphere?”
(26 June, p. 1562), the results of our
study are quoted incorrectly. Accord-
ing to the results from our model of
radiative, convective equilibrium of the
atmosphere (I), the doubling of the
water vapor everywhere in the strato-
sphere may increase the temperature
of the earth’s surface by about 0.6°C
and decrease the temperature of the
stratosphere by about 1.5°C provided
that the change in the stratospheric
water vapor does not affect the cloudi-
ness. Our result does not apply to the
situation reported by Machta in which
doubling of water vapor occurs only

in a narrow latitudinal belt. It should
be noted that the effects of local in-
crease of stratospheric water vapor may
not be confined to the local area be-
cause of the rapid horizontal mixing
of air masses due to large-scale atmo-
spheric circulations.

SYUKURO MANABE
Geophysical Fluid Dynamics
Laboratory/ ESSA,
Princeton University, P.O. Box 308,
Princeton, New Jersey 08540
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Reply from Argentina

The letter by Geschwind and sev-
eral distinguished scientists (6 Mar.) in
which they express their concern about
“the internment without trial of many
Argentinian scientists” and their appeal
that “free right of contact with them
of their family and friends” be per-
mitted has caused us great concern be-
cause it describes our situation as bor-
dering on a concentration camp. This
grossly exaggerated description may
give an erroneous idea of the effort
made in Argentina toward scientific
progress and may confuse our scientists
abroad. It also affects the reputation of
our scientific community as a whole
and that of many of us who occupy
positions in academic institutions.

Although we have had numerous
problems, especially in 1966, we con-
sider that the situation is good in rela-
tion to what occurs in other parts of
this troubled world. Evidently our in-
formation is different from that of
Geschwind et al. since at present we do
not know of any scientists interned or
denied the right of contact with family
and friends.

We are grateful to our American col-
leagues for the sympathy and goodwill
which prompted the writing of their
letter. It is comforting to know that we
may count on their help when neces-
sary.

CEsArR VASQUEZ
EDUARDO DE ROBERTIS*
Faculty of Medicine, University of
Buenos Aires, Paraguay 2155,
Buenos Aires, Argentina

* This letter was also signed by J. M. Dellacha,
V. Deulofeu, V. G. Foglia, P. J. Garrahan, B. A.
Houssay, L. F. Leloir, R. E. Mancini, A. C.
Pala”ini. A. Pellegrino de Iraldi, A. F. Rega, J.
A. Santomé, A. Solari, A. O. M. Stoppani, E.
Strajman, O. Vilar, R. A. Zardini, and L. M.
Zieher.
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