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Saving Aldabra 

Let me join W. R. P. Bourne in ex- 
pressing gratitude to the Science editors 
for the attention they have given the 
problem of Aldabra. The Smithsonian 
has been deeply concerned from the 
beginning over the possibility of mili- 
tary development on what is certainly 
the most scientifically interesting atoll 
in the world oceans. 

I cannot, however, agree with 
Bourne's assessment of where the prob- 
lem lies, especially his suggestion that 
the ultimate decision rests entirely with 
the American military. From my dis- 
cussions with responsible officials in 
the Department of Defense, I am con- 
vinced that the Pentagon is well aware 
of the scientific values of Aldabra. It is 
my strong impression that our Defense 
authorities have been willing to con- 
sider alternative sites. I am aware that 
our government has fully conveyed to 
the British the concerns of the Ameri- 
can Scientific community. This repre- 
sents an exemplary attitude which 
scientists and conservationists cannot 
but applaud. However, Aldabra is 
sovereign British territory and the final 
decision must rest with the United 
Kingdom. 

From this vantage point, therefore, 
we believe that the fate of Aldabra 
probably lies in the hands of Denis 
Healey and the British Ministry of De- 
fence. It is my sincere hope that sci- 
entists and public alike, on both sides 
of the Atlantic, can convince appropri- 
ate British authorities of the irreplace- 
able loss of research opportunities 
which military construction on Aldabra 
would surely cause. 

S. DILLON RIPLEY 

Smithsonian Institution, 
Washington, D.C. 20560 

Flyspeck on Glacier Peak 

Sperry's comprehensive dissertation 
on North Cascades National Park (1 
Sept., p. 1021) provides evidence that 
the controversy is actually much ado 
about nothing. 
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mine is a mere flyspeck in the 458,000- 
acre Glacier Peak area. The region 
"which is largely inaccessible except 
by helicopter or by foot" would be 
made relatively accessible to the pub- 
lic, with a minimum expenditure of 
public funds, by the road which Kenne- 
cott would have to build. Also, without 
cost to the public, a reasonably large 
and potentially beautiful lake would 
result from the operation. A foregone 
conclusion cannot be made that the tail- 
ings would either pollute streams or 
destroy fish. It should be obvious that 
the excavation from which both ore and 
waste are derived could eventually con- 
tain the tailings. Any deleterious effect 
that the proposed pit might have on 
the wilderness area would be of short 
duration, especially if the rather com- 
mon practice of "restoration" were put 
into effect, and would be more than 
offset by the lake created. One has 
only to visit the numerous abandoned 
mining areas in the Americas to be 
impressed by the rapidity with which 
Nature reclaims her own, even without 
restoration by human efforts. This, true 
even in arid areas, is much more rapid 
in areas of reasonable amounts of rain- 
fall. On completion of mining and 
restoration, there would exist in this 
huge wilderness an ideal, ready-made, 
site on which appropriate authority 
could erect facilities for public enjoy- 
ment, and from which to exercise safe- 
ty, fire protection, and other functions 
required in large public recreation areas. 
Roads, piped water, and sanitary fa- 
cilities would already exist, together 
with a lake sufficiently large to provide 
recreation to many, but not so large 
that it could not be adequately policed 
for safety. 

Since real "national wealth" consists 
of the industry of its people and its 
natural resources, it would be a serious 
error to deprive a nation of possibly a 
not inconsiderable portion of its nat- 
ural wealth. It should not be forgotten 
that mining claims of the kind in ques- 
tion are, to a large extent, won by 
aching feet, backs, and heads; not in- 
frequently at the cost of life. The fact 
that our country is largely self-sufficient 
in many of its mineral requirements is, 
to no small extent, a result of the low- 
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ly, unsung, prospector. The very exist- 
ence of 91,000 mining claims, of any 
nature or worth, is mute testimony to 
the existence of a large highly mineral- 
ized area. The closing off of huge po- 
tential areas of mineral wealth augurs 
ill with respect to our deficiencies in 
gold, silver, and other minerals. Let 
us not hastily write off large portions 
of our national inheritance. 

AMEDEE A. PEUGNET 

705 Chestnut Street, 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

When Monkeys Are Rats 

May I thank Reed publicly for his 
letter (25 Aug.) expressing his delight- 
fully naive assumption that psycholo- 
gists have any interest in the identity 
of their experimental animals. Vague 
identities will continue to exasperate 
him until he is assured that what ex- 
perimental psychologists are interested 
in is not organisms, but data. The data 
might be presumed to represent "learn- 
ing" (although it is more probably 
"food-seeking"-but that's another long 
story). In any event, the data generator 
is at best a nuisance chosen because 
it is clean, docile, and traditional. Those 
psychologists who are diffident about 
rats, prefer the convenience of a larger 
operating field, and have someone else 
to clean up, may choose monkeys. How 
ever, as far as species-specific charac- 
teristics (let alone binomial nomen- 
clature), are concerned, a rat is a mon- 
key is a rat. 

MERRILL E. SARTY 
Department of Psychology, University 
of California, Los Angeles 90024 

Negro Students at Michigan 

There appears to be a mathematical 
error in Kazmann's letter "Negroes at 
Michigan" (4 Aug.). Accepting for the 
sake of argument his figures that "the 
75 percentile of the normal (or white) 
group is overlapped only by the 95 
percentile of the Negro group" and that 
"the student body of the University of 
Michigan came from students with in- 
telligence scores in the upper 25 per- 
cent," it follows that from equal num- 
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