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accepted, however, is very different
from saying that it is so complete that
no problems remain. But, as we tried
to show, the volume of supporting evi-
dence from many different sources is
so great that it now appears to the
majority of scientists more reason-
able to attribute any apparent con-
flict of other observations to our inad-
equate understanding of the phenom-
ena to which they relate, rather than
to question the drift hypothesis as a
whole. We feel, however, that most
of the points raised by Cook have been
adequately dealt with in the pub-
lished literature.

To consider the specific points
raised: Faunal evidence may, with
great caution, be used to test the
feasibility of any particular reconstruc-
tion of the continents. Some of the
reconstructions proposed in the past
have been incorrect, and palaeontologi-
cal evidence has helped demonstrate
this in particular cases. We do not
see how faunal evidence can be used
to construct a general case against
drift.

As stated in our article, we feel that
the evidence in favor of the destruc-
tion of crust in oceanic trenches is
very strong1; our solution to the case
Cook mentions is shown in our figure
7. That severely deformed sedimen-
tary trench fillings are not found is
surprising only until it is realized that
sediment that has been severely de-
formed no longer contains planar re-
flecting horizons and becomes seismi-
cally opaque. The strongly deformed
sediment probably forms the opaque
material on the trench wall against the
island arc.

We agree that divergence of polar-
wandering paths for different conti-
nents is an important indication of
drift, and we discuss the relationship
between the geographic and magnetic
poles. Cook is wrong to suppose that
the reef-distribution argument depends
on assumptions of the constancy of
width of climatic belts. It depends
only on the assumption that climatic
belts have retained throughout geologi-
cal time a generally symmetrical dis-
tribution about the geographic pole.
The coral-reef test, however, was an
important test in another way; if re-
positioning the reefs at the latitudes
indicated by palaeomagnetic evidence
had, for example, located them all at
the north pole we should have strong
reason to doubt the method. In fact,

the distributions of all kinds of latitude-
dependent deposits make good sense
when restored to their palaeomagnetic
latitudes.2

As for Cook's point in his penulti-
mate paragraph, the drift hypothesis
does not preclude the possibility of cer-
tain continental areas having similar
climates today to those that they had
in Permian times. To retain Cook's
metaphor, we believe that the jury
came back several years ago.
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What happened to my journal?
In his article "What Happened to My
Paper?" (PHYSICS TODAY, May, page
23) Samuel A. Goudsmit gives us
valuable insight into the difficult job
of preparing papers for publication in
The Physical Review. But what hap-
pens to the printed issues? The latest
I have seen is dated three months ago.
Why the long delay (which can al-
most double the time from author to
reader)? What happens to my journal,
Dr Goudsmit?

ROBERT C. JOHNSON
University of Toronto

A REPLY FOR AIP: Goudsmit has asked
me to respond. For The Physical Re-
view, as for some 17 other journals,
the American Institute of Physics takes
over responsibility for copy editing
and production once the articles have
been accepted by the scientific edi-
tor's office. The handling of more
than 60 000 pages per year, which
amounts to around 257c of the world's
journal literature in physics, is a major
undertaking, and we are sometimes
beset with difficulties that lower our
performance to the level characteristic
of many other of the scientific so-
cieties.

The Editorial Section at AIP, which
took up a few lines in Goudsmit's
article, numbers approximately 60
people, about one third of them work-
ing on The Physical Review. We
have been hit hard by staff losses,
and recruitment of competent people
to be trained as copy editors has been
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difficult. This has caused major slow-
downs in publishing several of the
journals, especially The Physical Re-
view, where in early June we were
short eight people despite strenuous
recruitment efforts. A new increase in
salary levels on 1 June has helped sig-
nificantly, and on 1 July we were back
to normal staff levels; but new people
have to be trained,, and this takes time
and effort from the more senior people
so that improvement in schedules will
be somewhat delayed. Our printers
have had overload problems, too, with
some very large issues such as the 784-
page issue of The Physical Review for
25 Jan. A recent prolonged strike at
one of our printers put extra loads
on some of the other printers as well
as on our editorial staff. As of 1 July
we expect to publish eight issues of
The Physical Review in July instead
of the normal five. This wall bring
the time lag down from a peak of
almost three months to around seven
weeks but will still leave us a lot of
catching up to do.

HUGH C. WOLFE

Director of Publications
American Institute of Physics

Unreasonable hotel rooms
William W. Havens Jr's justification
for the rejection of the Cleveland con-
vention center as a possible meeting
site (PHYSICS TODAY, May, page 9)
is as interesting for what was omitted
as what was said. While it is true
that at a convention-center meeting,
"No member would have the con-
venience of having the meeting in
the same building where he is lodged,''
this is true for a large number of
members at hotel meetings. The
prices for rooms in the hotels in which
the meetings are held are usually so
high that those of us without un-
limited expense accounts are forced
to seek accomodations elsewhere. Un-
doubtedly, the cost of "complimentary
space" made available to the society
is reflected in the price of the hotel
rooms. Hence, any realistic com-
parison of the relative costs of a Chi-
cago or a Cleveland meeting should
include the costs of individual hotel
rooms. I for one would be more
than willing to pay a higher registra-
tion fee if I could obtain a hotel room
at more reasonable cost.

ROBERT J. YAES

The University of TexasU
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