
order them, and send them to all who 
request reprints and also to those who 
don't request them, if you believe the 
latter will make good use of them. This 
is the common system in many of the 
good American and a few European 
institutions. You may believe that the 
eventual waste of ten reprints is largely 
compensated by the one that is actually 
used, and this would not be true in 
any other system. 

The purchase of a large number of 
reprints is as much a part of the cost of 
research as the purchase of a desk, a 
microscope, or a pencil. If your univer- 
sity questions why it should pay for 
your reprints, ask why it pays for your 
postage. Should this cause the adminis- 
trators to begin an economy drive and 
revoke the practice of paying your post- 
age, you will then have a still clearer 
picture of one reason for the "brain 
drain." I know very well the answer 
to your question, Dr. Clark, because I 
have plenty of experience, from both 
sides of the Atlantic. 

MIGUEL MOTA 
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Oeiras, Portugal 

The Imperturbable Feline 

Doty and Jones's report on learning- 
set formation in various mammals (24 
Mar., p. 1579) reminds me of a paper 
prepared for Science by W. A. Rhoads 
and F. Turner of the UCLA School 
of Nuclear Medicine and me on learn- 
ing in cats. The paper was never sub- 
mitted because, like UFO and Grant 
Swinger reports, it might have been 
misconstrued as trivial. 

Three cats were observed for 12 
months in three widely separate areas 
of Los Angeles. The cats were two 
American shorthairs and a cross-eyed 
pedigreed Siamese. Specifically, ear- 
twitching was observed while the cats 
were dozing. Sounds which did or, more 
important, did not cause ear-twitching 
were noted. None of the three cats 
ever twitched to the following sounds: 
(i) wife shouting in kitchen, (ii) cham- 
pagne cork popping, (iii) people falling 
into swimming pool, and (iv) approach- 
ing police sirens. 
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