the exchange of ideas for the mutual
resolution of air pollution problems.

The quote of some unnamed EPA of-
ficial that “The only thing worse than an
unemployed aerospace engineer . . . is
an unemployed aerospace engineer who
has gone to work on the environment”
only belies the fact that quite a few
former “aerospace engineers” are cur-
rently applying their professional skills
within EPA and its state counterparts
and within the ranks of its contractors.
The technical community is trying to
respond to national needs. EPA should
be encouraging the participation of
talented people, regardless of what they
may have been involved with at some
earlier time. It might lead to useful
innovation. Fortunately some leaders
in EPA recognize this.

Finally, the suggestion that the Na-
tional Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences should become a “third party”
for resolving conflict in auto emissions
research would be acceptable for the
health effects aspects, but clearly in-
appropriate for the issues related to
technology. In this respect, it is in-
teresting to note that EPA, through an
interagency R &D agreement, has
given NASA's Lewis Research Center
in Cleveland, Ohio, a major role in
developing alternative power sources
for automobiles.

J. StuarRT FORDYCE
21295 Cromwell Avenue,
Fairview Park, Ohio 44126

Copyright Laws

Photoreproduction of journal articles
for personal use is a common practice.
Many individuals obtain so-called “fair
use” copies through libraries. In the
current reporting on this aspect of the
copyright controversy, one reads or
hears that proposed changes in the
law may terminate copying by libraries.
It should be made clear that, although
libraries may provide the service, the
photoreproductions are requested by a
library’s patrons. People will suffer the
loss, not the libraries. These same peo-
ple are the ones who should make
their voices heard concerning the fu-
turc of “fair use” copying.

JAMES L. OLSEN, JR.
Library,
National Academy of Sciences,
National Academy of Engineering,
2101 Constitution Avenue. NW,
Washington., D.C. 20418
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Screwworm Control

In their article “Genetic control of
insect populations” (15 Dec. 1972, p.
1164) Smith and von Borstel assert
that “Ten billion irradiated adult
Cochliomyia are now released yearly
along the Mexico-Texas border, effec-
tively controlling the natural screw-
worm [fly] population on both sides.”
This was true in 1971, but not in 1972.
In 1971, there were 473 confirmed
screwworm cases in American live-
stock. The total for 1972 exceeded
90,000 (/), and infestations were
found not only in Oklahoma, but even
in Kansas and Arkansas, hundreds of
miles from the Rio Grande. Clearly, a
massive breakdown in the “sterile male
release” program occurred. And just as
clearly, no one has gotten to the bot-
tom of it.

JoHN CALMAN
2660 3rd Avenue,
San Diego. California 92101
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As Calman points out, serious out-
breaks of screwworm infestation oc-
curred in 1972. Even when the release
of sterile males was doubled along the
Texas-Mexico border, control was not
accomplished (/). It is important to
emphasize, however, that the fault is
not due to a failure of the sterile male
principle, but to a failure in its appli-
cation. In our article we predicted that
sexual isolation or incompatibility could
occur in the screwworm fly and result
in an outbreak of screwworm infesta-
tion. In this case three alternatives
seem possible: (i) The wild population
contains genetic types which no longer
mate with released flies. These flies
would have a tremendous selective ad-
vantage in nature. (ii) Laboratory flies
are no longer adapted to wild condi-
tions because of the pressures imposed
by rearing constraints. (iii) Both popu-
lations are evolving simultaneously in
these opposing directions. Established
genetic methods should be utilized to
monitor both wild and laboratory popu-
lations to ascertain when genetic
changes occur. The lack of genetic
monitoring is a major defect in most
sterile male programs at this time.

RoGER H. SMITH
Departinent of Biology,
Nuclear Research Centre
“Demokritos,” Attikis, Greece
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...ALL-PLASTIC
NOTEBOOKS-
NEW FROM NALGE.

One liquid spill—and countless hours
of effort are ruined. Why risk it? Nalge
introduces maximum security for your
written observations with notebooks
that protect them against everything
but fire.

These notebooks are made entirely
of plastic. The spun-bonded poly-
ethylene pages are waterproof and
unaffected by chemical spills. They
won't tear, fray, curl, discolor, rot or
mildew. Each page is numbered and
printed with a light green grid with
space for authenticating and witness-
ing entries for maximum patent pro-
tection.

Available in two versions: NAL-
GENE® LABORATORY NOTEBOOK
(Cat. No. 6300-1000) is bound like a
book in hard polyethylene covers, ac-
cepts ballpoint writing. NALGENE
FIELD NOTEBOOK (Cat. No. 6303-
1000) has specially treated polyethyl-
ene pages to accept pencil when wet
(yes, even under water), any writing
instrument when dry. It's bound in a
soft polyethylene cover with rust-proof
staples. A superb notebook for the
field scientist. Priced at $6.90 each.

The same specially treated poly-
ethylene paper used in the field note-
book, (which we call PolyPaper™), is
available separately—100 815" x 11”
sheets to a package (Cat. No. 6304~
0811). It's ideal for outdoor notices,
labels enclosed in wet or dry chemi-
cals and specimens, or general note
taking in any messy surroundings.

Order the notebooks or PolyPaper
from your Lab Supply Dealer. For fur-
ther details and a free sample of the
paper for your evaluation, write Dept.
4211DNalgene Labware Division,
Rochester, New York 14602.
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