You don’t have
to catcha cold in
the name of science.

If you've been trying to conduct chromatography experi-

ments inside a cold room, throw away your mittens and ear-
v muffs and come out of the cold.

Because with Puffer-Hubbard's profes-
sional chromatography chambers, you can
protect the integrity of your experiments
while working in complete comfort.

You'll also enjoy better temperature
control — a uniform 4°C — with our

et forced air cooling system, and have optimum
sTorcge for buffers, reagents, fractionating equipment and
other materials.

Puffer-Hubbard's chromatography chambers are available
in 23, 50 and 75 cu. ft. sizes, with a variety of accessories.

For a copy of our complete catalog, call or write:

@ puffer-hubbard

Scientific Equipment Division ~ Rheem Manufacturing Company 1100 Memorial Drive
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“The film reviews are well written and well
presented and have certainly been a useful
guide in the development of our collection.”

Sue Terry

Film Lending Librarian
National Library of Australia
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$17.50/year (5 issues)
$32.00/2 years (10 issues)
AAAS member deduct 10%
Special Offer

Order today and receive a set
of 10 bookplates as our gift
to you.

Mail order to Ann Ragland
SB&F Subscriptions, Dept. 1a
1515 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20005
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LETTERS

Ethics Advisory Board

In the article *‘Ethical risks in biomed-
icine’’ (News and Comment, 17 Apr., p.
307), it is stated that ‘‘the work of the old
Ethics Board has not yet found a secre-
tary of HEW [Health, Education, and
Welfare] or HHS [Health and Human
Services] willing to endorse it. Califano
ignored it.”’

As chairman of the Ethics Advisory
Board under former HEW Secretary Jo-
seph A. Califano, Jr., I would like to
correct the record. First, I believe the
Ethics Advisory Board experiment did
falter because of disinterest at HEW-
HHS and the Office of Management and
Budget, but only after Secretary Califa-
no left office. Second, Secretary Califa-
no did not to my knowledge ever ignore
the Board or its work. Indeed, I believe,
as I think all members of the Board do,
that Secretary Califano felt it was ex-
tremely important for an independent
body like the Board to advise the Secre-
tary on the complex and important ethi-
cal issues arising in federal health poli-
cies and programs. Moreover, Secretary
Califano acted positively upon all recom-
mendations which the Board made to
him except for some about in vitro fertil-
ization, which he published for public
comment before taking action. Final ac-
tion was prevented not by disinterest but
by departure from office.

JaAMEs C. GAITHER
One Maritime Plaza,
San Francisco, California 94111

Citation in Astronomy

A certain systematic parochialism is
too often found in scientific literature—
in the United States as well as in other
countries. In the science I know best—
astronomy—many review articles pub-
lished in the United States contain few or
no references to papers written in lan-
guages other than English or to groups of
authors working outside the United
States. Has science, in this field, been
developing only in the United States? No
one really thinks so.

J. Lequeux, editor of Astronomy and
Astrophysics (a journal that, about 20
years ago, resulted from the merging of
many important Western European as-
tronomy journals), has found (/) that, in
1978, the ‘‘impact factor’ worldwide
(derived from the Science Citation In-
dex) was 9.91 for the Annual Review of
Astronomy and Astrophysics; 2.71 for
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the Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-
nomical Society; 2.31 for Astronomy and
Astrophysics; and less for other jour-
nals.

One concludes that, nowadays, Amer-
ican scientists quote only themselves;
the process is dangerous. Languages
other than English are discouraged.
Young (or not so young) scientists else-
where in the world publish in English,
but sometimes in broken English, miss-
ing the opportunity to be clear. This
usually does not help, however, as
American scientists do not quote them.

This kind of parochialism is spreading,
and it is leading to a new form of Ameri-
can intellectual colonialism: only Ameri-
cans do well; American science is ex-
ported or good scientists are imported
from abroad, where they are trans-
formed into American scientists; foreign
science is good only when submitted to
American leadership. I am possibly
darkening the picture; I have many good
friends and colleagues in the United
States, and elsewhere, who have always
been extremely fair; and I cannot fail to
pay here a due tribute to all I owe
American science, and to American as-
tronomers in particular. But in the pres-
ent situation, I see severe threats to the
universality of science and to the inde-
pendence of non-American scientists in
their choice of a language, a subject, and
a channel for publication.

1 hope my friends will pardon me, and
I hope they will understand what I
mean—in time.

JEAN-CLAUDE PECKER
Laboratoire d’Astrophysique
Théorique, Institut d’Astrophysique,
Collége de France,
98 bis, Boulevard Arago,
75014 Paris, France
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Industrial Participation in
Engineering Education

At the recent Sixth Annual AAAS
Colloquium on R&D Policy, much con-
sideration was given to the health of the
science and engineering educational en-
terprise. Particular attention was fo-
cused on the cutbacks in the Reagan
Administration’s budget for science and
engineering educational support within
the National Science Foundation. Many
speakers suggested that the industrial
world pick up some of the slack created
by federal funding cutbacks. Since Seat-
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