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different assumption that paved the way to 
quantum physics. But is there a fundamental 
relationship between Kleiber's and Planck's 
law? No. Kleiber's law is a pattern, not an ex- 
planatory model like Planck's law. Further, 
both apply to different domains, and although 
Planck's law accounts for unequal distribu- 
tion of energy among different wavelengths, 
it follows from Kleiber's law that the total 
amount of energy used by populations of 
species of different body sizes, or power den- 
sity, is about the same (i.e., N x P c M?), an 
empirical pattern dubbed the energy equiva- 
lence rule (7, 8). Thus, contrary to hot objects 
for which power density is concentrated at in- 
termediate wavelengths, for assemblages of 
living entities, the pattern to be explained is 
that of equipartition of energy, a widespread 
ecological regularity for which there is no 
satisfactory explanation as yet. 
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Division of Planetary 
Science Statements 

THE SCIENCE SCOPE ITEM "PLUTO OR BUST?" 

(26 July, p. 495) requires some clarification. 
The item implies that contradictory state- 
ments regarding a NASA mission to Pluto 
were made by the American Astronomical 
Society (AAS). In fact, these statements were 
issued by the Division of Planetary Science 
(DPS) of the AAS. Divisions of the AAS are 
able to make statements of their own as long 
as the statements are clearly identified as 
coming from the Division, not the Society as 
a whole. 

The press releases announcing both 
statements of the DPS clearly indicate that 
they were made by the Division. This in- 
formation was not mentioned in the Sci- 
ence Scope item. 
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The two DPS statements are in fact 
complementary. The first statement broad- 
ly endorses the newly released National 
Academy Decadal Survey of Planetary Sci- 
ence, which places the Kuiper Belt-Pluto 
mission as the highest priority medium 
cost mission for the coming decade. The 
second, more detailed statement endorses 
the Kuiper Belt-Pluto mission and urges 
Congress to act this year to augment the 
mission budget to achieve a launch in 
2006. Launch in 2006 is necessary if gravi- 
ty assistance is to be used to reach Pluto. 
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