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Women in Neuroscience

Recent discussions about gender parity in
science note the decline of women in the
academic pipeline sometime before attain-
ment of the Ph.D. (Letters, 19 June, p. 1610;
“Women in Science,” 13 Mar., p. 1363;
AAAS Presidential Lecture, 30 Sept. 1988,
p- 1740). In my field, neuroscience, I have
been struck by the contrast between the rela-
tively high percentage of women receiving
Ph.D.’s and anecdotal accounts of highly
qualified women foregoing tenure-track facul-
ty careers (“Women in Science,” 13 Mar., p.
1366).

To quantify these impressions, I have an-
alyzed female representation nationwide at
different steps on the neuroscience career
ladder between 1985 and 1990 (1). The
results indicate a slight attrition among wom-
en working toward the Ph.D.; women consti-
tuted 43% of the student members of the
Society for Neuroscience and 36% of neuro-
science Ph.D.’s (2). Women were just as
likely as men to continue on to a postdoctor-
ate, and they received 38% of postdoctoral
tellowships (F32) awarded by the National
Institute of Neurological Diseases and Stroke.
Moreover, women were no more likely than
men to relinquish a fellowship before its full
term had expired.

The largest attrition occurred at the next
step, when postdoctoral fellows applied for a
faculty position in neuroscience. Women
comprised only 18% of the applicants for such
positions and 12% of the individuals hired.
Remedial actions should be taken at this

ial step.
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Corrections and Clarifications

The last two sentences of the second paragraph of
the report by Peter R. Buseck et al. (10 July, p.
215) should have read, “We subsequently con-
firmed the presence of Cg, and C;, by mass
spectrometry. They occur within fracture-filling
films in shungite, an unusual carbonaceous rock
found near the town of Shunga in Karelia,
Russia.”

There used to
only one way ;

fo crunch
numbers.

If data analysis is
weighing you down, GraphPad
has an answer that will really help
lighten the load.

Introducing InStat and InPlot,
powerful and easy-to-use scientific
software that make short work out
of data analysis.

InStat. Instant Biostatistics.

Unlike heavy-duty programs
designed for statisticians, InStat is
designed for scientists. Even if your
knowledge of statistics is a bit rusty,
InStat’s clear language makes it
easy to calculate f tests, nonpara-
metric tests, one-way ANOVA, chi-
square, Fisher’s test, linear regres-
sion and needed sample size. Not
sure which test to use? Simply use
the built-in help screens.
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InPlot. Scientific Graphics.

InPlot makes it equally easy to
quickly analyze your raw data and
create polished graphs - complete
with error bars, log axes and scien-
tific symbols. Curve fitting with
nonlinear regression has never
been easier. There are even special
features for radiogland binding
and RIAs. And InPlot is so easy-to-
learn, you can create your first
graph in minutes.

Both programs are backed by
an unconditional, 90-day guaran-
tee and free technical support.*

Call (800) 388-4723 today for
more information. And crunch
your numbers in no time flat.

GI‘HI:“ ?ﬂ[ﬂ] Intuitive software for science.

10855 Sorrento Valley Road, Suite 203 ® San Diego, CA 92121 ¢ USA
TEL. (800) 388-4723, (619) 457-3909 ® FAX (619) 457-8141

“InPlot costs $395 and is a DOS program. InStat costs $95 and is available in DOS and MAC versions.
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