
'hysics in the evening
was very much interested in Leon

ederman's letter "Saturday morning
hysics" (September, page 11) and in
le program for high-school students
ffered by Fermilab. Your readers
light like to hear about a somewhat
ifferent program for high-school stu-
ents which we are now offering for the
lth year, our "High-School Physics
aboratory Project." Each year about
50 final-year high-school students
•om Windsor and the surrounding
junties, recommended by their phy-
cs teachers, spend one evening a week
l our general undergraduate labora-
>ry, doing experiments they could not
ossibly do at school, under the supervi-
on of our teaching assistants. These
oung people (and their teachers!) have
sen displaying extraordinary enthu-
asm for almost any kind of experi-
lentation and their performance has
sen noticeably better than that of our
:gular first-year students. We are
nmensely impressed and rather

.. niched when we see a full laboratory
' i a winter evening during a snow-

orm, knowing that some of the stu-
• snts live up to 50 miles away. It is

Dvious that there is a lot of talent and
ithusiasm for science among high-
:hool students, if only we could bring
out early enough!

L. KRAUSE
University of Windsor

1/82 Windsor, Ontario, Canada

efereeing procedures
would like to comment on Patricia
ehmer's Guest Comment on "APS
iviews refereeing procedures" (Febru-
•y, page 9). Dehmer views the prob-
m from the position of a privileged
sider, a member of the Publications
smmittee, while I, on the other hand,
ew the problem from the underprivi-
sjed position of an APS member who

' is been unable to publish in his
ciety's PR and PRL journals. Of the
3S than a dozen complaints received

I • her PCAPS, I was responsible for two
them, and much of the information
this letter is the same as that

ntained in my 27 May 1980 letter to

Dehmer in response to her BAPS ap-
peal.'

Concerning Dehmer's comment "In
choosing appropriate persons to review
the numerous manuscripts, the journal
editors use various methods that reflect
their own style and areas of expertise,"
I would like to present the following
example of how this has worked for me.
On 3 June 1969, I submitted a paper,
"An Analysis of Inconsistencies in Pub-
lished Interplanetary Radar Data," to
PRL. The last paragraph of the referee
report sent back August 15 states "It is
suitable for Physical Review Letters, if
revised, and deserves immediate publi-
cation if the radar data can be com-
pared directly to geocentric distances
derived from optical directions and
celestial mechanics." I revised the
paper as the referee recommended and
resubmitted it 21 August. The editor,
S. A. Goudsmit, sent me a reply 11
September, in which he stated that the
paper had been sent to another referee
and rejected. I sent a letter 13 Septem-
ber, complaining about the use of the
second referee. I received a reply from
Goudsmit on 23 September, in which he
then stated that he had made a mistake
in saying the paper had been sent to a
second referee and that it had actually
been sent back to the first one. He did
this, in spite of the fact that there was
absolutely no correspondence between
the two reports. They were obviously
typed on different typewriters, the first
was completely positive, while the sec-
ond was strongly negative and made no
mention of the first report! I eventual-
ly published a revised version "Radar
Testing of the Relative Velocity of
Light in Space" in a less prestigious
journal.2 At the December 1974 AAS
Dynamical Astronomy Meeting, E. M.
Standish Jr of JPL reported that sig-
nificant unexplained systematic varia-
tions existed in all the interplanetary
data, and that they are forced to use
empirical correction factors that have
no theoretical foundation. In Galileo's
time it was heresy to claim there was
evidence that the Earth went around
the Sun, in our time it is heresy to
claim there is evidence that the speed
of light in space is not constant. A

yV '

bright
new concept
in light
pulsers

For the first time there's a light
generator that offers the versatil-
ity and functions of a pulse
generator. It's only fitting that
this new type of light pulser
comes from BNC, the acknowl-
edged leader in precision pulse
generators.

The front panel controls of the
Model 6010 allow you to vary rep
rate, pulse width, pulse delay,
peak power, and more. No other
light pulser gives you that much
versatility. Further, Model 6010
produces linear, stabilized light
power levels in both pulse and
CW modes.

For testing and calibration of
fiber optic systems and testing of
photomultipliers and other opti-
cal detectors, use the state-of-the-
art light pulser—Model 6010.
Contact us for more details.

iBNC

BERKELEY NUCLEONICS
CORPORATION
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