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New England Nuclear has begun
a major new development pro-
gram in the exciting new field of
monoclonal antibodies for immu-
nological research. To date we
have introduced Monoclonal
Anti-Thy 1.2 and 1.1 and Anti-Lyt
1.1 and 2.1. In process are
fluorescein-labeled monoclonal
antibodies and fluorescent-
labeled native antibodies.

These high-titer mouse immu-
noglobulins are extraordinarily
specific for cell surface markers
of T lymphocytes. They are prov-
ing invaluable for the identifica-

tion, localization, and selective

isolation of mouse T-cell lympho-
cytes from mixed populations.

Let us send you current informa-
tion and keep you informed of
future availabilities. Simply circle
the reader inquiry number.
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LETTERS
AAAS Elections and Equal Rights

In studying the outcome of the 1979
AAAS annual elections (24 Aug. 1979, p.
783; 7 Dec. 1979, p. 1170), we were
struck by an apparent inequity in the
electorate’s treatment of the sexes. In 73
elections involving 2 to 16 candidates,
we counted 224 candidates for 112 of-
fices. We classified them as male (M) or
female (F) and as elected (E) or not elect-
ed (N). Thus for all candidates:

Sex E N Total
M 84 100 184
F 28 12 40
Total 112 112 224

If we eliminate from the classification all
those contests involving only male can-
didates (there were no all-female c::n-
tests), the discrepancy is even more
striking.

Sex E N Total
M 28 44 72
F 28 12 40
Total 56 56 112

We see that in elections where both sex-
es were represented, 39 percent of the
male candidates won, while in contrast
70 percent of the female candidates won.
If we reject as untenable the theory
that the electorate is swayed by such an
irrelevant characteristic as sex, this sug-
gests that the nominating committees are
applying more exacting standards to fe-
male candidates.
Or vice versa.
STEPHEN M. STIGLER
VIRGINIA L. STIGLER
5816 South Blackstone Avenue,
Chicago, Illinois 60637

Is the Paranormal ‘‘Normal’’?

Nicholas Wade (News and Comment,
4 Jan., p. 41) writes of Wagner and
Monnett’s conclusion that American col-
lege professors have much more positive
attitudes toward extrasensory percep-
tion (ESP) than does the American popu-
lation in general. They report that 15 per-
cent think ESP is scientifically estab-
lished and 50 percent think it is a likely
possibility. It is more likely, however,
that college professors are simply typical
Americans. In a representative survey of
the American population, conducted in
1973, Greeley (/) found that 58 percent
of the population believed they had per-

sonally experienced at least one form of
ESP (mind-to-mind contact with some-
one at a distance). Greeley further found
that people who believe they have per-
sonally experienced ESP are significant-
ly better educated and more liberal than
those who do not believe they have per-
sonally experienced ESP. For those who
believe that the characteristics of the ma-
jority or the more educated determine
what is ‘‘normal,”” one may draw the in-
teresting conclusion that people who do
not think they have had a psychic experi-
ence are ‘‘abnormal!”’

CHARLES T. TART
Department of Psychology, University
of California, Davis 95616
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Social Science: Ethics of Research

I am writing to correct some of the
more blatant errors in Constance Hol-
den’s article ‘‘Ethics in social science re-
search”” (News and Comment, 2 Nov.
1979, p. 537) and to raise an issue or two
for your readers.

Many items in the first two paragraphs
of Holden’s article are not accurate. In
addition to those mentioned in the letter
from Horowitz (30 Nov. 1979, p. 1022)
and in the erratum in the same issue, I
note the following errors. My research
on impersonal sex acts in public rest-
rooms was conducted not ‘‘in 1969’ but
from 1965 to 1968. Observations of these
acts were made in dozens of public rest
facilities rather than ‘‘in a public bath-
room.”” My study was not ‘‘designed to
cast light on society’s treatment of ho-
mosexuals,”” noble as such a purpose
might be, but to investigate a covert and
highly stigmatized form of behavior en-
gaged in by men who claim a range of
sexual orientations and life-styles.

I did fill the role of a ‘‘watchqueen’’ to
alert the participants to approaching in-
truders, although the purpose of per-
forming those duties was to facilitate ob-
serving sexual behavior in a natural set-
ting in the least obtrusive way possible.
Rather than ‘‘lying’’ to the Department
of Motor Vehicles (as the article’s in-
dictment reads) in order to trace license
numbers of potential respondents, I mis-
represented myself to the local campus
police as engaging in ‘‘market research®
for the purpose of protecting my re-
spondents. The implication that I ‘‘then
joined a public health survey team’’ in
order to deceive my ‘‘subjects’’ is a dis-
tortion.
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