
probably matched by the dislike of paper 
waste in the stock by plastic recyclers. 

Hemp could well tip the scales in favor of 
paper over polystyrene. The higher cellulose 
content and easier pulping and bleaching 
conditions described by Camo would prob- 
ably make hemp lower in environmental 
irn~act than unbleached krafi from wood. 

I 

Positive factors like these are probably the 
motivation for the recent proposal, submit- 
ted by the Hemp for Paper Consortium to 
the ~asmanian government, to plant almost 
15,000 hectares for the production of 
100,000 metric tons of pulp per year. Any 
cultivation inputs (fuel, fertilizer, pesticides, 
and so forth) would have to be considered in 
a detailed assessment. 

Thanks are due to the above (and many 
others) for their contributions to help ex- 
pand the scope and refine the detail of the 
summary. What is needed now to hlly 
assess my simplified catalog is a cost-benefit 
or eco-risk analysis, or both, of the two 
technologies that are acceptable to both the 
paper and polystyrene industries and com- 
prehensible to the public. 

M .  B. HOCKING 
Department of  Chemistry, 

University of Victoria, 
Victoria, British Columbia, 

Canada V8W 2Y2 
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Correction 

In Charles Mann's News Profile "1,ynn 
Margulis: Science's unruly Mother Earth" 
(19 Apr., p. 378), the illustration on page 
379 should have bcen credited to Walter 
Shearer, in Scientists on Gaia, S. Schneider 
and P. Boston, Eds. (MIT Press, Cam- 
bridge, MA, in press), based on measure- 
ments and observations of Russell Schncll, 
L. R. Maki, G .  Vali, and their colleagues. 
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Multi-window Sequence 
Processor for Apple 
Macintosh 

and analysing nucleic acid and 
protein sequences on the Apple Macintosh. 

GENERATES OPTlMlSED PCR PRIMERS 
GeneJockey makes full use of the Macintosh 
environment. It has comprehensive facilities for 
sequence alignment and concatenation. It can 
perform translation and open readin frame 

I analysis Searches can be made in the 8en~ank 
and other libraries, as well as GeneJockey's own 

5 3 4  files. Sequences can easily be imported from or 
exported to other programs. They can also be 
keyed in, with speech verification. Restriction 

603 analysis can be performed, with recognition 
sequences being given for over 400 restriction 

622 enzymes, and more can easily be added. Built-in 
communications routines enable on-line access to 

8 8  databases from within the GeneJockey environ- 
ment. A comprehensive tutorial module makes the 
full program rapidly accessible to the new user. 
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