Brin:nkmann

Because they contain more
amphoteres than other ampholytes,
Brinkmann pHisolytes provide a wider
general pH range, from pH 2 to 10.
pHisolytes are also available in eight
individual pH ranges, each with a span
of 2 pH units, from pH 2-4 to pH 9-11.

pHisolytes are composed of
amphoteres synthesized from aliphatic
polyamines with primary, secondary
and tertiary amines and guanidine
groups. They range in molecular
weight from 400 to 700 and are easily
separated from proteins by gel
filtration techniques. pHisolytes come
in sterile vials of 25 ml; each batch is
tested for buffering capacity and
adsorption .

For literature, just write: Brinkmann
Instruments, Cantiague Rd, Westbury,
N.Y. 11590. In Canada: 50 Galaxy
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LETTERS
ERA and the AAAS

I was surprised to read that the AAAS
is moving its 1979 annual meeting from
Chicago to Houston to protest the refus-
al of the state of Illinois to support the
Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) (News
and Comment, 3 Mar., p. 954). The sur-
prising feature is that a group of scien-
tists, who have traditionally demanded
the right of dissent, have agreed to use
their economic power to coerce those
with whom they disagree. But while the
inconsistency of a scientific group might
be considered to be harmless to society,
the action of using economic power to in-
fluence political opponents is not harm-
less. The concept of the loyal opposition
is fundamental to our political system
and, essential to the effective functioning
of this opposition, is the freedom to
speak and act without fear of retaliation.

JoHN A. MCINTYRE
2316 Bristol Street, Bryan, Texas 77801

As afellow of the AAAS and a female,
I was encouraged by the board of direc-
tors’ decision to convene in states that
have ratified the Equal Rights Amend-
ment. It is an important decision that

. positively reinforces the will of the Con-

gress of the United States and the sub-
stantial majority of states that have
ratified ERA. The AAAS joins the Amer-
ican Psychological Association and other
organizations and reveals heightened
sensitivity toward female colleagues by
affirming the desire to end the sexual
inequality that affects over one-half of
the nation’s people. The symbolic and
economic results will not be lost on those
states that fail to formally recognize
equality under the law.

Recent accredited polls reveal that a
majority of the American people, male
and female, favor ERA. With the scien-
tific community in the forefront, perhaps
the well-funded media and the local po-
litical and commercial opposition will
follow and destroy the barriers to equal-
ity.

ALBERTA S. GILINSKY
University of Bridgeport,
Bridgeport, Connecticut 06602

Energy Policy and the Quality of Life

Intercountry energy comparisons are
an extremely important part of energy
policy research. Nothing impresses like
an example, and the examples from
Scandinavia and ather parts of Europe

(Editorial, 10 Feb., p. 605) certainly
show great potential for conservation in
the United States. On the other hand,
workers in this field have not given
enough attention to the quality of life
(QOL) in the countries studied. The
standard argument goes like this: ‘“The
per capita GNP’s (gross national prod-
ucts) are nearly the same in, say, Sweden
and the United States. Of course GNP is
a poor indicator of QOL, but it’s the best
we have. Further, attention to some de-
tails of Swedish life will help.”’ Then, an-
ecdotal evidence is invoked: higher life
expectancy, lower crime rate, more sec-
ond homes, more book publishing per
capita, more public transport.

My opinion is that currently, in spite
of all this, the great majority of Amer-
icans feel that this is nonsense—they
believe deep down that the QOL is
highest in the United States. I base this
on a nonscientific analysis of discussions
with Americans after I returned recently
from a 2-year stay in Norway. The most-
discussed points are these: (i) What is
the price of gasoline? (United States,
$0.65 per gallon; Norway, $1.65 per gal-
lon.) (ii) What does a car cost? (Because
of taxes, the price is about 90 percent
higher in Norway.) (iii) What about in-
come and sales taxes? (They average
about 20 percent in the United States, 45
percent in Norway—and in Norway they
are remarkably loophole-free. Median
before-tax income is about $10,000 in
Norway versus $13,000 in the United
States.) (iv) Food prices? (Norway aver-
ages 70 percent higher; only fish and a
few subsidized items like milk and flour
are lower.) (v) Housing? (Rents in Nor-
way are higher, and the average nonfarm
dweller does not own a detached dwell-
ing. A 1200-square-foot apartment is
considered large for a family of four.
People live closer together in Norway.)

After these questions the discussion
often branches out to things which are
more available or cheaper in Norway—
medical care, public transport, access to
nearby natural beauty, slower pace of
life, low crime rate, lack of disruptive
forced mobility—but I almost always get
the impression that the decision has al-
ready been made (one discussion ended
after the gasoline price question).

If Americans feel this way, they are by
definition correct, for QOL is a sub-
jective measure. The problem then is to
determine which of the good elements of
European energy policy are necessarily
coupled to those effects considered un-
desirable by Americans; for example,
high gasoline taxes. (In fact, one could
ask if use of—and reliance on—more
public transport is really considered a
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