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Now we give
you the best
of two valves.

Use the new Rheodyne Model 7120
Syringe Loading Sample Injector Valve
in two ways. Use it to fill loops
conventionally for maximum precision
or in the partial loop variable volume
filling mode with only 0.5 microliter
sample loss.

Here's the valve for maximum
versatility in HPLC sample injection.
Load the sample by syringe through
built-in needle port. Works up to
7000 psi. The removable sample loop
is available in sizes of 10 microliters up.

This new Rheodyne Sample Injector
Valve represents a significant improve-
ment over our own as well as other

“universal injectors.” From a price,
performance and convenience aspect,
there’s no better injector available.
Speaking of prices, the Model 7120
with a 20 microliter sample loop sells
for $490. Sample loops from 10
microliters to 2 milliliters are offered.

More information

Ask us for complete data.
Call or write Rheodyne Company,
2809 - 10th St., Berkeley, CA 94710.
Phone (415) 548-5374.
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LETTERS
Details of the DeFunis Case

John Walsh, in his article ‘“‘Universi-
ties and the law: Legislation, regulation,
litigation’> (News and Comment, 23
Apr.. p. 354), refers to the University of
Washington and says that ‘‘with about
15.000 students, it is the second largest
employer in Seattle.”” The reference
should have been to 15.000 employees,
not students, since more than 35,000 stu-
dents are currently registered at the Uni-
versity of Washington.

In his discussion of the DeFunis case,
Walsh omits a stage of the proceedings
which is quite important. While DeFunis
won his case in a lower court, the Univer-
sity appealed it to the Supreme Court of
the State of Washington, which reversed
the lower court’s decision and upheld the
position of the University of Washing-
ton. Thereafter DeFunis appealed to the
Supreme Court of the United States,
where the case was ultimately declared
moot. Because the University had com-
plied with the lower court’s order requir-
ing DeFunis’s admission, and Justice
Douglas had stayed any change of that
order pending DeFunis’s appeal to the
U.S. Supreme Court, DeFunis was able
to remain in school during the entire
pendency of the litigation.

Otherwise, Walsh'’s article performs a
useful service in describing the increas-
ingly heavy involvement of courts and
lawyers in the affairs of higher educa-
tion.

JAMES B. WILsON
University of Washington Division,
Office of the Attorney General,
State of Washington,
Seattle 98195

Energy in the Soviet Union

Philip H. Abelson’s editorial ‘‘Energy
diplomacy’’ (30 Apr., p. 429) is one of
the most significant he has written. How-
ever, in comparing U.S. and Soviet re-
sources, he mentions only oil and natural
gas. The unfortunate aspect of the prob-
lem is that the Soviets are leading the
Americans in almost every aspect of the
energy problem.

The Soviet Union has five huge river
systems and a considerable part of the
Amur system, which they share with the
People’s Republic of China. Although the
Dnieper River system has been fully de-
veloped to take advantage of its hydro-
electric capabilities and the Volga is rap-
idly being developed (1), the rivers of

Siberia are only in the early stages of
development. Full development of the
hydroelectric potential of all these river
systems could provide the complete elec-
trical needs (residential, commercial,
and industrial) for between 70 million and
100 million people. One source estimates
that the Soviets may possess as much as
12 percent of the world’s potential hydro-
electric power (2).

In the nuclear energy field the Soviets
now have a prototype breeder reactor in
operation (3), whereas the United States
won’t have its prototype in operation
until some time in the 1980’s. One of the
world’s largest research programs on nu-
clear fusion has been in existence in the
Soviet Union for many years. including
research on both magnetically confined
plasmas (¢) and laser fusion (5). The
concept of the Tokamak, now used in
both the U.S. and Soviet research pro-
grams, originated in the Soviet Union.

The Soviet Union also has one of the
two existing electric generating stations
using tidal power (6) and, even though
small, it is one more tidal energy plant
than the United States possesses. The
Soviets also have significant research
and development programs in other ener-
gy areas, such as MHD (magnetohy-
drodynamics) (7) and geothermal (8).
About the only area in which the United
States appears to have a significant lead
over the Soviets is in solar energy, but
we are only beginning to emphasize this
source.

While we grow more and more depen-
dent on foreign oil as our primary source
of energy, the Soviets continue to devel-
op and amass domestic energy re-
sources. These two distinctly different
courses of action could easily create a
significant energy imbalance in the not-
too-distant future. All the talk about the
relative strengths of the two countries
would then become nothing more than
hollow rhetoric.

C. SHarp Cook
Department of Physics,
University of Texas, El Paso 79968
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