CIENCE

Published by the American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Science (AAAS), Science serves its
readers as a forum for the presentation and discussion
of important issues related to the advancement of sci-
ence, including the presentation of minority or conflict-
ing points of view, rather than by publishing only mate-
rial on which a consensus has been reached. Accord-
ingly, all articles published in Science—including edito-
rials, news and comment, and book reviews—are signed
and reflect the individual views of the authors and not
official points of view adopted by the AAAS or the
institutions with which the authors are affiliated.

Membership/Circulation

Director: Michael Spinella

Fulfillment: Marlene Zendell, Manager, Gwen
Huddle, Assistant Manager, Mary Curry, Member
Service Supervisor, Pat Butler, Helen Williams, Laurie
Baker, Member Service Representatives
Promotions: Dee Valencia, Manager, Hilary Baar,
Angela Mumeka, Coordinators

Research: Kathleen Markey, Manager, Robert
Smariga, Assistant

Financial Analyst: Jacquelyn Roberts
Administrative Assistant: Nina Araujo de Kobes
Science Member Services

Marion, Ohio: 800-347-6969;

Washington, DC: 202-326-6417

Advertising and Finance

Associate Publisher: Beth Rosner

Advertising Sales Manager: Susan A. Meredith
Recruitment Advertising Manager: Janis Crowley
Advertising Business Manager: Deborah Rivera-
Wienhold

Financial Manager: Leslie Gelder

Marketing Manager: Laurie Hallowell

Traffic Manager: Tina Turano

Recruitment: Michele Pearl, Operations Manager,
Dan Moran, Traffic Manager, Debbie Cummings,
Millie Mufioz-Cumming, Angela Wheeler, Sales
Marketing Associate: Allison Pritchard

Reprints Manager: Corrine Harris

Permissions Manager: Arlene Ennis

Sales Associate: Carol Maddox

ADVERTISING SALES: East Coast/E. Canada:
Richard Teeling, 201-904-9774, FAX 201-904-9701
Southeast: Mark Anderson, 305-856-8567, FAX 305-
856-1056 * Midwest: Donald Holbrook, 708-516-
8882, FAX 708-516-8883 » West Coast/W. Canada:
Neil Boylan, 415-673-9265, FAX 415-673-9267 * UK,
Scandinavia, France, Italy, Belgium, the Nether-
lands: Andrew Davies, (44) 457-838-519, FAX (44)
457-838-898 « Germany/Switzerland/Austria:
Tracey Peers, (44) 270-760-108, FAX (44) 270-759-
597 « Japan: Mashy Yoshikawa, (3) 3235-5961, FAX
(3) 3235-5852

Recruitment: 202-326-6555, FAX 202-682-0816
European Recruitment: AnneMarie Vis, (44) 0223-
302067, FAX (44) 0223-302068

Send materials to Science Advertising, 1333 H Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20005.

Information for Contributors appears on pages 40—
42 of the 1 January 1993 issue. Editorial correspon-
dence, including requests for permission to reprint and
reprint orders, should be sent to 1333 H Street, NW,
Washington, DC 20005. Science Telephone: 202-326-
6500, TDD 202-408-7770. Other AAAS Programs:
202-326-6400.

LETTERS

Let Me Count the Ways

[ was amused and disturbed by a phrase in
Gary Taubes’ article “Measure for measure in
science” (News & Comment, 14 May, p.
884): “objective measures of quality.” Are we
to believe that quality can now be objectified?
Will our proclamations now be expected to
take the form, “My love is like a single flower
of Rosa grandiflora with a peak visible light
reflectance of 650 nm”? Shall we expect the
quality of mercy to be not only strained, but
captured in a graduated cylinder? Will the
Institute for Scientific Information (ISI) pro-
vide us with an assessment of whether we are
disgusted by the emphasis on citation analysis,
or just annoyed?

Still, T suppose this is the price of entry to
the brave new world. I eagerly await the next
great contribution from ISI: the subjective
measure of quantity.

Curtis Clark

Biological Sciences,

California State Polytechnic University,
Pomona, CA 91768-4032

Science Watch’s selection (1) of M. Leid et
al.’s paper (2) as the hottest of 1992 reveals
a problem with this type of analysis. Science
Watch did not inform its readers that Leid et
al.’s paper was not the only, and not even
the first, of a series of papers reporting on
similar discoveries. One was published a
month earlier in the same journal (3), three
others the same week (2, 4), and three
more a few months later (5).
V.C. Yu
Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology,
National University of Singapore,
10 Kent Ridge Crescent,
Singapore 0511
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I would like to clarify a reference to my
comments by Taubes in his 14 May article
“Measure for measure in science.”In fact, at
the CHUL Research Centre, we do not use
the numbers of citations of individual re-
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searchers to account for 40% of their perfor-
mance; rather, we use the impact factor of the
journals in which they publish. Moreover, to
avoid bias toward specific research fields, we
are putting in place a correction factor that
takes into consideration the different levels of
citations in various research disciplines. An-
other criterion of performance, researchers’
grants, as Taubes correctly indicates, counts
for 40%. High-quality publications and grants
are both well-recognized criteria of perfor-
mance in research.

To complete the assessment, an additional
parameter, the number of graduate students
and postdoctoral fellows, accounts for the
remaining 20%, and not students’ perfor-
mance, as indicated by Taubes. This last
parameter endorses the academic involve-
ment of researchers.

We are convinced that the use of these
objective criteria has played a key role in
the dynamic development of our institu-
tion, which now ranks among the top
biomedical research centers in Canada.

Fernand Labrie

Director of Research,

Centre de Recherche du CHUL,

Centre Hospitalier de I’'Université Laval,
2705, boulevard Laurier,

Québec G1V 4G2, Canada

u
AAAS’s Red Scare

Unlike Wernher von Braun, I was not a
celebrity being handled with kid gloves by
the military in the tumultuous 1950s (News
& Comment, 23 Apr., p. 486). No one
“warned” me not to join the AAAS in
1950 or to not accept election as a AAAS
Fellow in 1956. But my experience was
consistent with von Braun’s. In order to
participate in a project under an anticipated
contract from the Air Force, I needed
“secret” clearance. The Personnel Security
Questionnaire I filled out in 1956 requested
much detail about every organization in
which I had ever held membership. I filled
it out very carefully, because, although I
didn’t have handlers, I did recognize the
problem that I would face when it was
observed that my parents, who had been
naturalized citizens since 1913, were born
in Russia. So I was meticulous as I listed 24
organizations (including even three alumni
associations, five honorary societies, the
American Automobile Association, and
the Museum of Modern Art).
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Eventually, Naval Intelligence showed
up to question me. They ignored my par-
ents’ birthplace. The bulk of the time was
spent grilling me about the AAAS, and [
countered with questions about what was
“subversive” about an organization to
which almost every scientist in the country
belonged. They were suprisingly willing to
explain—much along the lines described in
the article about von Braun. It was clear
that anyone who spoke out against the
outrageous behavior of the House Commit-
tee on Un-American Activities was, ispo
facto, subversive.

My interview wound up with a session
on the Consumers Union, which then (as
now) published Consumer Reports, to which
I had subscribed from 1950 to 1955. It was
suspected that I had canceled my subscrip-
tion to disaffiliate myself in preparation for
the future Air Force contract!

Even though the AAAS and the Con-
sumers Union were not among the 268
organizations then on the Attorney Gener-
al’s list “designated . . . as having interests
in conflict with those of the United States
of America,” these two affiliations delayed
my security clearance long enough so that
the Air Force project was almost over be-
fore I could participate.

Murray Berdick
Post Office Box 836,
Branford, CT 06405

n
The Roche Institute
In his letter of 26 March (p. 1810), T. S.

Benedict Yen refers to Japanese support of
research in the United States and infers
that the Roche Institute of Molecular Biol-
ogy is supported by U.S. government funds.
I would like to clarify this point.

The Roche Institute of Molecular Biology
was established in 1967 by Hoffmann-La
Roche Inc., the U.S. affiliate of the multina-
tional group of companies headed by Roche
Holding Ltd. of Basel, Switzerland. Research
at the institute is supported by Hoffmann-La
Roche, the exception being support that
comes from the U.S. government for a small
number of postdoctoral fellows who come to
the institute with their own salaries. It is
therefore fair to say that U.S. taxpayers are
not financing the research that is being con-
ducted at the institute.

The Roche Institute is dedicated to
carrying out basic scientific research and,
even though it is privately funded, the
research is published and shared through-
out the U.S. scientific community. Insti-
tute scientists are encouraged to collabo-
rate with scientists from universities and
institutes in the United States and abroad.
The institute has the largest postdoctoral
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training program supported by one compa-

ny in the biomedical field and has trained

more than 700 postdoctoral fellows from

more than 40 countries who have gone on
to pursue scientific careers.

Herbert Weissbach

Director,

Roche Institute of Molecular Biology,

Hoffmann-La Roche Inc.,

340 Kingsland Street,

Nutley, NJ 07110-1199

"
U.S.-Japan SSC Collaboration

I am writing to inform the readers of
Science of the current status of the talks
between the United States and Japan on
the Superconducting Super Collider
(SSC). Christopher Anderson writes in
his article “SSC deathwatch starts again”
(News & Comment, 4 June, p. 1421) that
“Japan . . . has put off any further discus-
sions until [President] Clinton’s position
becomes clear, which has temporarily
slowed the search for collaborators.” This
is not correct.

After the U.S. presidential election last
fall, the Japan-U.S. Joint Working Group
on the SSC reached the view that they
should wait and watch the new administra-
tion’s policy on the SSC evolve. In other
words, it was not Japan, but both Japan and
the United States, that decided to put off
further discussions.

Despite the interruption caused by the
U.S. elections, Japan and the United
States agreed to continue talks this spring,
and as of the date this letter was written (22
June), are working together to set a date for
such talks.

Yukiya Amano

Director, Scientific Affairs Division,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan,
2-2, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku,
Tokyo, Japan

Killer Asteroid Twin?

Let me contribute gently to any mail that
may be received about the title of the
article “Second crater points to killer
comets” by Richard A. Kerr (Research
News, 12 Mar., p. 1543). In view of the
recent reports of a surprisingly high fre-
quency of “twinning” among closely ob-
served asteroids (Random Samples, 15
Jan., p. 314), the article’s heading might
be reworded as “Second crater points to
killer asteroid.”
Paul T. Wilson
4401 East-West Highway,
Bethesda, MD 20814
SCIENCE ¢
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Response: Astronomers do seem to be turn-
ing up a lot of double asteroids lately, but
dynamicists have always had trouble figur-
ing out how to separate the two compo-
nents of double asteroids by more than a
few kilometers before they hit Earth. If the
killer Chicxulub impact in the Yucatan
Peninsula and the Manson crater in lowa
were related, their 2400-kilometer separa-
tion would seem to require a breakup well
before impact. Comets often break up and
eventually spread over millions of kilome-
ters, as evidenced by the recent spotting of
17 fragments from one comet (Random
Samples, 16 Apr., p. 295).

—Richard A. Kerr

n
‘‘Because It's There”’

According to Jeremy Bernstein’s Mountain

Passages (Simon & Schuster, New York,

1989, p. 45), it was George Leigh Mallory

who answered, “Because it is there” when

asked why one would climb Mount Everest.

Mallory died near the summit in 1924. Sir

Edmund Hillary, to whom Barry Cipra at-

tributes the comment (“One climber got

there first,” Research News, 4 June, p.

1424), successfully climbed the mountain

in 1953 and said, “Well, we knocked the
bastard off.”

Tom Waters

Earth Magagzine,

Kalmbach Publishing Co.,

21027 Crossroads Circle,

Waukesha, W1 53187-1612

Corrections and Clarifications

An article in the 16 April “Women in Science
’93” section, “The pipeline is leaking women
all the way along” (p. 409), included the
statement that “On the whole, young women
score at least as well, and perhaps slightly
better, than young men” on the mathematics
portion of the SAT. That is not the case; on
average, women score slightly lower than men
on that part of the SAT. In addition, while
there are more males than females at the
highest scoring levels, at the lowest levels
there are more females than males, contrary to
what the article reported.

The illustration of the life cycle of HIV on page
1257 of the 28 May issue should also have
credited Mohammed Nasr from the National
Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases as
a source.

In the heading of and throughout the review of
Spencer Baird of the Smithsonian (21 May, p.
1163), the name of the first author of the
book was misspelled. The correct spelling is
Rivinus.






