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the presentation of minority or conflicting points is (sic) often lost or becomes inaccessible, agencies that finance data col- 
of view, rather than by publishing only material lection or preparation should require that it be made available to others 
on which a consensus has been reached. Accord 
ingly, all articles published in Science-including by deposition in a data bank or library. 
editorials, news and comment, and book reviews 
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