XIENCE NEVS

The Weekly Newsmagazine of Science
Volume 156, No. 19, November 6, 1999

300 A Controversial Shot in the Arm
Possible AIDS vaccine taps an unlikely
protein called Tat

John Travis

Research Notes

This Week

299 Astronomy
Another planet for the solar system?

292
Richard Monastersky

Waking Up to the Dawn of Vertebrates

Moon crash comes up dry

299 Behavior

When monkeys play dumb

The politics of scale

292 Vacuum tubes’ new image: Too small to see

Peter Weiss 303 Biology

. . L Does March Madness need a time-out?

293 Genetic variants may ease leukemia risk .

Nathan Seppa A lead on why lead hurts the brain
293 Each nostril smells the world differently 303 B'°g"u‘:)‘:)'|‘::]eent could fight cystic fibrosis

Susan Milius Clogged arteries block hormone effects
294 Enzyme offers promise of Alzheimer’s drugs

John Travis Departments
294 Y2K problem looms in Hubble repair 290 Books

Ron Cowen 291 Letters
295 Chimps outdo people in genetic diversity

Bruce Bower

Cover: Evolutionary biologists have

295 Soy slows growth of prostate cancers struggled for more than a century to explain

Janet Raloff the origins of whales. A new molecular
Articles technigue adds weight to the idea that

296 The Whale’s Tale

Searching for the landlubbing ancestors

of marine mammals
Richard Monastersky

hippopotamuses hold the key to cetacean
ancestry. Page 296 (Photo: Bob Couey,
© Sea World)

Visit ScieNce NEws ONLINE for special features,
columns, and references.

http://www.sciencenews.org

Letters

A whirlwind over Kansas
Thank you for the report on the Kansas
Board of Education censoring evolution
(“Kansas cuts evolution from curriculum,”
SN: 8/21/99, p. 117). In 1997, Illinois had a
new set of educational standards ready to be
used as the basis for its tests for comparing
schools. The state superintendent of schools
decided to appoint an External Review Com-
mittee, including the executive secretary of
the Illinois Christian Coalition and other cre-
ationists, to work it over. They butchered a
lot of areas and in the sciences, removed
every mention of evolution. Many of us
protested, but nothing changed, and it still
hasn't. So Kansas is 2 years behind the times

in the creationist efforts.
I feel as sorry for Kansas as for lllinois.

Jack Bennett
DeKalb, Ill.

I was disappointed to see SCIENCE NEWwS
take the usual biased approach to the
Kansas Board of Education’s recent vote on
testing requirements, especially the repeti-
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tion of such comments as Kevin Padian’s ref-
erence to evolution as “the central organiz-
ing theory of biology.” Almost all biological
studies can be carried out without reference
to evolution, and its central place is due in
large part to authoritarian fiat, not practical
or intellectual necessity. Many articles in Sc-
ENCE NEWs related to biology have no refer-
ence to evolutionary factors, and rightly so.
David Bump
Flushing, Mich.

That the Kansas Board of Education was
able to chalk up a victory for the antievolu-
tion forces is not really surprising. The gen-
eral public is, at best, only vaguely aware of
all that evolution entails. They might be cog-
nizant of prehistoric wonders like the
dinosaurs, but that evolution is a continuing
process that explains a great deal in our cur-
rent natural and manufactured world is
downplayed in the press. Evolutionary
events are not described in evolutionary
terms, and SCIENCE NEWS is just as guilty as
other media outlets. It seems that the con-
cept of evolution and the sundry conjugated
forms of the verb “to evolve” are used only
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when some new fossil is announced or the

evolution controversy itself is being dis-
cussed.

J. Richard Shenkel

Covington, La.

One of the many issues with the Kansas
decision is the confusion of faith with sci-
ence. Faith and religious beliefs are, by defin-
ition, dogmatic and not subject to scientific
challenge. Scientific theories, on the other
hand, are only valid until someone finds an
example that refutes them. Creationism is
not a scientific theory. What is even more
disturbing about the Kansas decision is that
it is part of a trend that is orchestrated by a
well organized, purposeful movement.

Alfred Kausel
Clearwater, Fla.
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