section refreshingly mentions one
woman out of 21 people.

There is no excuse for the persist-
ence of PHYSICS TODAY as a magazine
almost exclusively for, by, and about
men. Without conscious attention to
the inclusion of women and minority
scientists, the magazine contributes
to the continuing biases in the physi-
cal sciences. It would seem better to
be a leader in combating them.

Margaret J. Geller
(mgeller@cfa.harvard.edu)
Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory
Cambridge, Massachusetts

As a researcher in the area of
physics and gender and as a reg-
ular reader of PHYsICS TODAY, | have
been struck by the fact that the over-
whelming majority of the people
pictured in the magazine are male.
This is not a significant surprise,
given that our field is male domi-
nated. However, it did lead me to
ask the question: Is the proportion

of men to women in the field re-
flected accurately in the proportion
of photos in PHYSICS TODAY?

I conducted a brief research
project that looked at the January
through December issues of 2002; in
particular, | examined the percent-
age of pictures of women in PHYSICS
TobAY and compared that figure
with the percentage of women in
physics. | took note of every photo-
graphic image, including advertise-
ments, but did not count duplicate
images found in the table of con-
tents. According to my count, 312
images (85%) were of men and 53
images (15%) were of women.

Reports for 1998 from the Ameri-
can Institute of Physics and NSF
provide the following data regarding
the percentages of women in physics
or the physical sciences.!

Bachelor's degree 19
Master's degree 20
Doctorate 13
Assistant professor 17
Associate professor 10
Full professor 3

Industry (physical sciences,
not just physics)

The representation of women in
our field is approximately 10—-20%;
their representation in PHYSICS
ToDAY photographs is comparable at
15%. These results were gratifying,
but I wanted to examine several
points in depth. The obituary photo-
graphs tend to be of an older genera-
tion, naturally, and most women in
physics are younger. Perhaps the
obituaries should be treated as a
separate category. | removed the
obituary photos—every single one
was of a male—from my total and
found the percentage of pictured
women increased to 18%.

Perhaps the percentage of women
in advertisements was different from
that in the articles and notes. Sepa-
rating out the ads gave results of
17% women in nonadvertisement,
nonobituary photos and 20% in ad-
vertisements.

I was pleased to find that the
representation of women in pictures
in PHYSICS TODAY is approximately
the same as the representation of
women in physics. These results,
although they reflect well on the
magazine, are a reminder that
women are still severely underrepre-
sented in physics; the relatively few
images of women are representative
of the relatively few women in the
field. Physicists should be working
to increase women'’s participation.

And perhaps more images of women
would serve as encouragement for
readers. In any case, kudos to

the magazine for including a repre-
sentative number of women in its
photographs.
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Leukemia:
Treatable but Not
Highly Curable

hirty years ago, doctors described
childhood leukemia as highly
treatable. Unfortunately, that de-
scription only aggravated the grief
and sense of betrayal when parents
discovered what it meant: an invari-
ably fatal outcome that—through
much suffering—might be postponed
for some months. Now, from the
article by Arthur Boyer, Michael
Goitein, Tony Lomax, and Eros
Pedroni (“Radiation in the Treat-
ment of Cancer,” PHYSICS TODAY,
September 2002, page 34), we learn
that childhood leukemia is highly
curable. It no doubt depends on one’s
definition of “highly,” but I see little
in current mortality statistics to
warrant the assertion. Although
“highly treatable” may now make
sense, families continue to lose chil-
dren to this malady.
Arthur Hall
Dallas, Texas &




