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AMERICA'S SST: ± FALLOUTS

By A. Richard Seebass

In May the United States House of
Representatives approved a $290 mil-
lion appropriation to extend the de-
velopment of two prototype supersonic
transports (SSTs). While consideration
of this appropriation by the Senate is
not likely to occur until early fall, the
debate on the merits of an SST pro-
gram has been resumed and promises
to be even more heated than usual.
Renewed impetus has resulted in part
from the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), which requires
that all Federal agencies include in their
recommendations for Federal action
affecting the quality of the human
environment a detailed study of the
environmental impact of such action.
The outcome of the SST debate is
clearly in question. Many of us will
wish to inform our senators of our own
opinions regarding the development of
such aircraft. In my view, much of the
information from which conscientious
citizens will try to evolve their opinions
has been misleading, almost to the ex-
tent of deceit. From one side we have
heard cries of alarm that hardly seem
justified by scientific facts; from the

other we have heard contradictory and
evasive testimony, as well as statements
that should surely cause alarm. In this
article I will review some of the more
important arguments for and against
the SST.

THE AIRCRAFT

Commercial transports have always
flown less than the speed of sound be-
cause subsonic flight is inherently more
efficient than supersonic flight. Super-
sonic flight involves an added constraint
on the aircraft called wave drag; this
drag may be thought of as the force that
results from the aircraft having to push
through the air the conical system of
waves that cause the sonic boom. But
other more important quantities, such
as the range of the aircraft and its
productivity, increase with the aircraft's
speed. To be commercially competitive
with subsonic jets, SSTs must fly at
least twice as fast.

Flights at speeds up to twice the
speed of sound—that is, a little more
than twice the speed of current trans-
ports—can be accomplished with exist-
ing technology. However, the faster an

aircraft flies the greater the frictional
heating of the air flowing past it will be.
At speeds slightly greater than twice
the speed of sound, aluminum, the con-
ventional aircraft material, loses its
strength. To take greater advantage of
speed, new materials technology is
needed. The United States SST was
envisioned as an aircraft that would
take maximum advantage of its in-
creased speed: it is to carry 300 pas-
sengers more than 3,000 miles at three
times the speed of current subsonic jets.
And because it will use a materials
technology based on titanium alloys,
speeds up to four times those of sub-
sonic aircraft should be possible.

By virtue of its great speed, the
United States SST can be used by the
airlines more than twice as often as its
subsonic counterparts, and it will be the
most productive aircraft ever built. A
single SST will provide nearly double
the number of seat miles per hour
available from the giant of productivity,
the Boeing 747, and four times that of
the advanced versions of 707s and
DC-8s. It is this enormous productivity
that makes the SST economically com-



The Boeing 2707-300 model; courtesy of the Boeing Company.

petitive with subsonic aircraft. Of
course, the major benefactor of this in-
crease in speed is the passenger, who
will have his air travel time cut in half.

POLLUTANT ASPECTS
OF THE SST

There are several ways in which the
SST will impinge unfavorably upon our
environment. Two aspects of this inter-
action of the SST with the environment
are new and essentially unique to air-
craft capable of high speed and high-
altitude flight.

Because the SST flies at supersonic
speeds, it creates a sonic boom; the pol-
lutant aspect of this phenomenon is so
severe that the aircraft's operations
must be restricted in a way that dra-
matically alters its economic vindica-
tion. To fly efficiently at supersonic
speeds the SST must have a graceful
swept-back wing. This wing is ineffi-
cient at subsonic speeds, and the air-
craft requires a large amount of engine
thrust for take-off. For the engines to
be efficient at supersonic speeds, they
must have a small, cross-sectional area.

This in turn requires a high-speed jet
to produce the necessary thrust for
take-off; and, the higher the speed of
the jet, the greater its noise.

Engine size and aircraft speed also
dictate the altitude for most efficient
flight. For supersonic transports this is
inevitably above the tropopause; the
tropopause divides the lower unstable
and well-mixed portion of the atmos-
phere, the troposphere, from the stable
and quiescent stratosphere. Thus, the
SST will contaminate the stratosphere
with its exhaust products. Now, the



"Just how loudly
the SST might ring

this nation s cash
register depends to

a large extent on
how softly it impacts

the ear."

major products of combustion, carbon
dioxide and water, are not usually
thought of as atmospheric pollutants;
however, their introduction into the
dry and relatively pristine stratosphere
has caused a certain amount of alarm.

AIRPORT NOISE

Noise has long been a pollutant of
our environment. Like any other pol-
lutant, its acceptability must be judged
in relation to the advantages that accrue
from utilizing the devices that cause the
pollution. Turbojet aircraft have in-
creased the speed and reduced the cost
of air travel at the expense of increased
noise pollution near our airports. Air-
port and community noise levels have
increased to such an extent that Con-
gress empowered the Federal Aviation
Authority (FAA) to control and abate
aircraft noise. On November 3, 1969
the FAA promulgated standards in-
suring that future subsonic aircraft will
be certified not only for air worthiness
but also for noise acceptability. Pre-
sumably, SSTs were exempted from
such regulations because it was antici-
pated that they would only operate
routinely from selected coastal airports
and because it seemed unlikely that
they would meet the rigid standards
that would be imposed on future sub-
sonic jets.

Because of the enormous thrust of
their engines, SST aircraft will climb
even faster than current subsonic jets.
By the time they are over the com-
munities that surround the airport they
will be high enough to meet the current
standards prescribed by the FAA for
community noise during take-off. Also,
because of a unique feature of the
engine design that allows it to operate

efficiently at various supersonic speeds,
it has been possible to suppress the
compressor whine that is so annoying
during the approach of subsonic jets.
This in turn insures that the aircraft
will meet current standards for com-
munity noise during approach.

Unfortunately, even the most opti-
mistic predictions of the noise in the
vicinity of and at the airport indicate
that SST aircraft will be substantially
louder than current subsonic jets and
certainly unable to meet the "sideline"
noise standards prescribed for future
subsonic jets. Were SST aircraft to
operate routinely from all the country's
major airports, this intense noise might
prove to be an insurmountable barrier
to their development. However, con-
straints imposed by the other noise pol-
lutant, the sonic boom, will restrict
most operations to major coastal air-
ports, where the acceptability of the
sideline noise should be determined on
an airport-by-airport basis. Future con-
struction and land acquisition at such
airports can be planned in a way that
will minimize the adverse impact of this
noise on the airport environs.

SONIC BOOM

A new dimension has been added to
the problem of noise pollution with the
possibility of commercial air transport
at supersonic speeds. When an aircraft
flies at supersonic speeds it lays down a
carpet, or boom corridor, in which the
pressure experienced at the ground
rises very abruptly to a higher value
through a shock wave. This increase in
pressure is referred to as the "overpres-
sure." The pressure then decreases with
time until it is as much below normal
atmospheric pressure as it was above it.
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A second shock wave then brings the
pressure back to its original value. This
type of pressure signature is what we
call a sonic boom. It is characterized by
two simple quantities: the "overpres-
sure" and the "duration." For typical
SST aircraft, overpressures of two to
three pounds per square foot directly
under the aircraft and durations of
about one-half second are anticipated.
At the edge of the boom corridor, some
twenty miles to the side, the over-pres-
sure will be reduced to a little less than
one and one-half to two pounds per

square foot; the duration there will be
unchanged.

The sound of this pressure signature
—the sonic boom—while often heard,
is not well understood. The pressure
levels involved are 5,000 times larger
than those of ordinary conversation; in
fact, they are comparable to those
measured in the vicinity of pneumatic
hammers. Because of the very rapid rise
to the maximum pressure and the very
slow, essentially inaudible decay to the
minimum pressure, followed by a sec-
ond rapid rise back to atmospheric

pressure, this non-continuous "bang-
bang," while very startling, is certainly
less objectionable than the sound of a
pneumatic hammer.

Our very cursory knowledge of the
annoyance associated with this sound
stems from two types of experiments.
In one, subjects were asked to compare
the relative acceptability of a sonic
boom with another sound, usually that
of a subsonic jet at low altitude. In the
other, residents were subjected to the
sonic boom generated by military air-
craft, and their reactions were sur-
veyed. These studies have led to the
establishment of a relationship between
overpressure and annoyance. A further
aspect of annoyance is the amount of
exposure: one boom a week is not likely
to bother anybody while fifty booms
a day will annoy almost anyone. From
such studies "psycho-acousticians"
have arrived at a composite noise rating
(CNR) for sonic booms. They tell us
that whenever the CNR exceeds 90
complaints will be made; when it ex-
ceeds 100 there will likely be an orga-
nized group reaction; when it exceeds
110, legal recourse will be sought. If
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supersonic transport over populated
areas were unrestricted, it is estimated
that in 1975 in the United States alone
about fifty million people would be ex-
posed to a CNR above 90, fifteen to
twenty million people would be exposed
to a CNR above 100, and about two
million people would be seeking legal
recourse.

As well as being acoustically annoy-
ing, the sonic boom causes observable
physical damage to structures. Based
on past complaints and damage claims
it has been estimated that paid claims,
at an average of about $70 each, could
amount to $50 million per year. Dam-
age claims seem to be inextricably inter-
twined with annoyance. Knowledgeable
engineers believe that if annoyance is
reduced sufficiently, even at the expense
of some increase in real damage, the
damage claim problem will disappear.
The real expense here is investigating
claims to determine if they are legiti-
mate. Relative to the physiological im-
pact of the sonic boom on humans, the
actual physical damage to structures
they would cause seems to be a minor
problem.

Recently, research that we have con-
ducted at Cornell has allowed us to
determine what can be done to reduce
the most annoying features of the sonic
boom of an SST. Our results indicate
that by modifying current designs for
overland operation the CNR would be
reduced by about five percent. By
resorting to more exotic schemes it is
conceivable that the CNR could be
reduced by ten percent. While this rep-
resents a substantial decrease in annoy-
ance level, it would still leave between
fifteen and twenty million people ex-
posed to a CNR above the complaint
level. And it would still be literally true
that the privileged few would be riding
across the eardrums of the nation.

From an annoyance standpoint alone
it is clear that commercial transport at
supersonic speeds over populated areas
cannot and will not be tolerated. Belat-
edly recognizing this fact, the FAA has
proposed a rule that would prohibit the
operation of such aircraft in any way
that would cause a sonic boom to reach
the surface of the United States. This
rule is likely to be modified to exclude
that part of Alaska north of the Arctic

Circle. The Friends of the Earth and
the Sierra Club consider this rule
"totally inadequate and completely un-
acceptable" and insist that sonic booms
should be regulated by an Act of Con-
.gress. Their concern is understandable
when one notes that the FAA Adminis-
trator John Shaffer once testified that
". . . it is quite possible that pressure
from people who want to use . . . this
airplane for profit . . . may drag it into
that market which one might identify
as east to west or west to east over
populated areas." The former head of
the SST program, General J. E. Max-
well, remarked that ". . . People in time
will come to accept the sonic boom as
they have the rather unpleasant side
effects which have accompanied other
advances in transportation." Such in-
sensitivity on the part of Federal offi-
cials has done little to advance the case
for the SST.

CHANGING THE WORLD'S
CLIMATE?

Judged on the basis of conventional
pollutants such as carbon monoxide,



"A new dimension has been added
to the problem of noise pollution
with the possibility of commercial
air transport at supersonic speeds!

oxides of nitrogen, and participates, the
SST will produce twice as many pounds
of pollutant per seat mile as a subsonic
turbojet. But this still amounts to one-
twentieth of the number of pounds of
pollutant per seat mile produced by
contemporary automobiles. Air pollu-
tion levels are high near airports be-
cause turbojet engines idle very ineffi-
ciently. There is a simple cure for this
problem: tow the aircraft into position
for take-off and avoid the long idling
time caused by current air traffic control
problems. But, as I mentioned earlier,
the problem here is not with conven-
tional pollutants but with conventional
exhaust products being released in an
unconventional environment.

Supersonic transports will burn about
100,000 pounds of fuel per hour.
Roughly speaking, the combustion of
each pound of fuel will produce one
pound of water and three pounds of
carbon dioxide. But water vapor and
CO- are rare in the stratosphere, where
most of the SST fuel will be consumed.
Furthermore, the stratosphere is so
stable that a typical residence time for
contaminants is one to two years. This

will lead to a measurable accumulation
of water vapor and CO2 in the strato-
sphere, with unknown consequences on
global climate. I think it is safe to say
that the one percent anticipated in-
crease in CO2 will have no noticeable
effect on our environment. Water vapor
in the stratosphere is more worrisome in
that our climate, in addition to the
stratospheric ozone that protects us
from the sun's ultraviolet rays, is in-
sensitive to the water vapor content of
the stratosphere. While there is no con-
crete evidence of detrimental effects
that might be produced by increased
stratospheric water vapor, there is no
unequivocal assurance that such effects
won't occur. Stratospheric water vapor
has increased fifty percent in the last
six years, presumably due to natural
causes. Current subsonic jets operate
near the tropopause and may have con-
tributed to this increase. Should the
United States proceed with the con-
struction of an SST prototype, then re-
search scientists must determine the
effects of increased stratospheric water
vapor before production aircraft are
built. To delay prototype construction

until this research is completed, how-
ever, would place the United States SST
at a serious competitive disadvantage
to the Anglo-French SST.

ECONOMICS

I have reviewed the unfavorable
ways that SSTs will interact with the
environment and have pointed out that
one of the pollutant aspects of this
interaction, the sonic boom, will cer-
tainly limit the utility of the aircraft.
The main vindications for SST aircraft
have been economic ones. With con-
straints that insure that they will not
unduly defile our environment, the case
for or against the SSTs must ultimately
rest on economic grounds.

To a certain extent the American
supersonic transport was a response to
the challenge presented by the Anglo-
French SST, the "Concorde." England
and France led the way into the current
era of turbojet aircraft. But American
engineering superiority prevented them
from reaping most of the profits from
this immense and still expanding mar-
ket. The Concorde was based on exist-
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20,000 Ib.
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ing materials technology in an attempt
to move into the next generation of air-
craft far enough in advance of the
United States to forestall a recurrence
of this phenomenon. The Soviet Union
claims to have decided to compete in
this market, perhaps more for prestige
than for rubles. It seems likely that the
Russian SST, the TU-144, will enter
commercial service in advance of the
Concorde and well in advance of the
United States SST, the Boeing 2707.

The reason for this intense competi-
tion is clear: without any sonic boom

restrictions, the total value of commer-
cial supersonic transports has been
estimated to be $40 to $50 billion, a
substantial multiple of our gold re-
serves. On the same basis, the net
return from Boeing 2707 sales has
been estimated to be between $10 and
$ 15 billion. With the operation of com-
mercial supersonic transports restricted
to over-water use because of the sonic
boom, however, such sanguine prog-
nostications do not apply. Just how
loudly the SST might ring this nation's
cash register depends to a large extent

on how softly it impacts the ear.
Recently, the FAA has reexamined

the market for the United States SST.
Their study assumed that the airlines
would establish a higher fare for a
superior level of service, and the SST
fare was set at a level indicated by cur-
rent Concorde costs. If there is no more
than a one year delay between proto-
type development and production, then
420 SSTs would be sold. Presumably
about half that number of Concordes
would also be sold, making a total
world fleet of more than 600 aircraft.



Boeing, which won the competition to
develop the SST, estimates that around
300 aircraft will have to be sold for
the program to break even financially.
With an apparent market of 400 or
more aircraft, the venture is attractive
enough for Boeing to continue to sup-
ply ten percent of the development
costs, which are likely to run as high as
$2 billion. The FAA has evolved a
complicated formula that determines
the royalty schedule for the airframe
and engine manufacturers (Boeing and
General Electric Companies, respec-
tively).

There is much dispute about the
overall effect of a United States SST on
our balance of payments. Because the
SST will encroach upon the market for
other United States aircraft and en-
courage more travel abroad, various
estimates even differ on whether or not
the effect will be favorable on the bal-
ance of payments. It is difficult to sepa-
rate the wheat from the chaff in this
prognostication, but an overall favor-
able balance of payments of $5 to $10
billion seems reasonable if both the
Concorde and the Boeing 2707 enter
production. If 270 United States SSTs
are purchased abroad and 60 Con-
cordes are purchased here, the net fa-
vorable balance of payments would be
$10 billion; the effect of SST sales on
the export of other American aircraft
would reduce this amount somewhat.
Should the United States decide not to
develop the Boeing 2707, then the Con-
corde looks economically attractive.
Should the development of the Boeing
2707 proceed, then the Concorde,
which would capture at most one-third
of the SST market, appears economic-
ally marginal. Should the Concorde's

upcoming flight tests at cruise speeds
prove disappointing and the project
be cancelled, then the United States
has its choice: to decide that an SST is
no longer needed to protect our eco-
nomic position and cancel its develop-
ment, or to rejoice that our only compe-
tition is the Russian TU-144. Of course,
if the American SST causes the Con-
corde to be a financial disaster, then the
profits from the United States program
may be needed to shore up the pound
and the franc.

TWO OPPOSING VIEWS

I have discussed the impact of the
SST on our environment and the effect
of environmental constraints on the
economics of the SST. But there are
other considerations that should also be
taken into account in trying to obtain
a balanced view of the desirability of
proceeding with the development of this
aircraft. To conclude, let me present the
views of rational proponents and op-
ponents to the program. Two caveats
are in order here. First, no summary
can possibly impart the fervor of either
the proponents or the opponents. Sec-
ond, there are many arguments for and
against the SST that I consider spurious
and have not included; these range from
somewhat reasonable questions about
government financing of this project to
totally unreasonable alarm over the
effects of sonic boom on the aquatic
life in the oceans.

Opponent: The SST is an unnecessary
luxury that has resulted from our mis-
placed priorities. Prototype develop-
ment, which will cost nearly $300 mil-
lion this year alone, seems out of line

"By virtue of its
great speed, the
United States
SST... will be the
most productive
aircraft ever built!
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with a budget in which only $106 mil-
lion is requested for air pollution con-
trol and $214 million for mass transit.
The production airplane will be unac-
ceptably noisy at the airport and may
require a substantial fare surcharge.
The ad hoc committee appointed by
President Nixon to give its judgment on
the effect of SST development on our
balance of payments concluded unani-
mously that is was not a good invest-
ment. And if it is built and is not an
economic success because it is restricted
to over-water operation at supersonic

speed, what real assurance do we have
that the resulting economic pressure
wouldn't result in supersonic flights
over populated areas?

Proponent: The SST is the next step in
an orderly progression of aircraft de-
signs; it will more than halve inter-
continental travel times for the traveller
and provide the airlines with more than
ample return on their investment. The
development of the United States SST
will assure our continued leadership in
air transport and protect our balance

of payments for many years to come.
The Boeing 2707 will provide nearly
twice the number of seat miles per hour
as the giant 747; it will be the most
productive aircraft ever built. The new
materials technology required for the
SST will undoubtedly produce impor-
tant technological benefits. In addition,
the industry and area that would pro-
duce the American SST need economic
stimulation. There's going to be an
SST. It is not going to fly over land and
annoy people with its sonic boom. Will
the United States sit idly by while Brit- 10



ain and France take over leadership of
the air transport industry?

Congress considers a number of
technological programs every year.
Three current examples are the Space
Shuttle, the Anti-Ballistic Missile Sys-
tem (ABM), and the SST. In my view,
the first is unnecessary and the second
unwise. The third, the SST, will at least
provide benefits commensurate with its
cost. And its cost is a fraction of either
of the others'.

A. Richard Seebass has long been a pro-
ponent of the SST and feels that its devel-
opment is essential to continued progress
in air transportation. In this article he tries
to review the case for and against the SST
in an unbiased manner, allowing the
reader to come to his own conclusions.

Associate professor of aerospace engi-
neering at Cornell, Professor Seebass was
graduated from Princeton University
magna cum laude in 1958, with a Bache-
lor of Science in Engineering degree. He
received the Master of Science in Engi-

11 neering degree from Princeton in 1961

and the Doctor of Philosophy degree
from Cornell in 1962. While studying at
Princeton, he was a Guggenheim fellow;
at Cornell he was a Woodrow Wilson
fellow.

In 1966-1967 Professor Seebass spent
a year at the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA) Head-
quarters. While there he was a staff mem-
ber of the Research Division of the Office
of Advanced Research and Technology
and established the current NASA con-
tract program on sonic boom research.

Currently he is a member of the National
Academy of Sciences Committee on the
SST-Sonic Boom, an advisor to the Sonic
Boom Research Panel of the Inter agency
Aircraft Noise Abatement Program, and a
member of the NASA Research and Tech-
nology Advisory Subcommittee on Fluid
Mechanics. He has been a consultant to
the General Applied Sciences Labora-
tories, the Department of Transportation
Office of Noise Abatement, and the Insti-
tute for Defense Analyses.

In addition to his teaching and research
responsibilities at Cornell, Professor See-
bass has served as acting director of the
Center for Applied Mathematics. He has
published articles in the areas of fluid
mechanics, aerodynamics, magnetohydro-
dynamics, and sonic boom and is a
reviewer for several technical journals.

Professor Seebass is an associate fel-
low of the American Institute of Aero-
nautics and Astronautics, and a member
of the following professional societies: the
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science, the American Associa-
tion of University Professors, the Society
for Industrial and Applied Mathematics,
and Sigma Xi. During the spring term he
was on sabbatic leave at the Boeing Sci-
entific Research Laboratories in Seattle.



ELECTRICITY:
TOMORROW'S CAR FUEL?

An Interview with Wally Kippel

Two years ago Wally Rip pel, who was
a student at the California Institute of
Technology, won the Great Electric
Car Race between his school and the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
by crossing the country in 210 hours
and 30 minutes in his specially designed
electric car. This year he has been im-
proving the design of the electrical con-
trol system for a future electric vehicle
as part of his work for the Master of
Science degree in the School of Electri-
cal Engineering at Cornell. Some of his
observations about the promise of elec-
tric vehicles and the need for develop-
ment of electric power technology,
made to Quarterly associate editor
Vicki Groninger, are presented below.

What first got you interested in electric
propulsion technology?

I guess I would have to say I was
first influenced by my father, who is an
electronics engineer. In high school I
was interested in the fundamentals of
physics and electricity and in aesthetics.
My ambition is to teach physics at the
university level—particularly the phys-
ics of electrochemical reactions. (Next 12



year I hope to begin work for the Ph.D.
degree in chemical engineering at Cal-
tech.) Of course, the overriding reason
for my involvement in this area is to help
develop electric vehicle technology as a
long-range alternative to combustion-
powered systems. During the next fifty
years combustion processes could en-
tirely ruin our planet. Even smog-free
combustion engines must emit carbon
dioxide into the atmosphere. It is likely
that in time this pollution will cause ad-
verse changes in global weather, not to
mention what may happen to all living
things.

The dean of engineering at UCLA says
it is unfair to fool the public about the
lack of pollution from battery-driven
cars since power stations will pollute
our environment if the cars don't. What
do you think?

The Department of Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare says that automobiles
are responsible for sixty percent of all
air pollution. Edison Electric Institute,
which represents all publicly owned
utilities, claims if all ground vehicles

13 were converted to electrical power the

consumption of electricity would be in-
creased by fifty-five percent. But if the
power companies, which may be said
to account for the remaining forty per-
cent of all air pollution, grow by fifty
percent, then the pollution from them
will be up to sixty percent (the same as
that produced by gas-powered automo-
biles today). Total air pollution, how-
ever, would be down by forty percent.

Why do you think the development of
electric vehicles will be acceptable to
the utility companies?

They will profit from this develop-
ment. A ten percent increase in capital
investment by the utilities would take
care of converting most of our autos.
Besides, the ideal situation for power
companies is a constant load. Right now
they are not making as much money as
they could on their equipment between
midnight and 5:00 a.m. since people
are using substantially less electricity
during those hours. Electric car bat-
teries could be recharged during this
period.

The problem is not a matter of cost
and maintenance, since electric energy

is cheaper than gasoline energy, and
electrical systems last longer and re-
quire less maintenance than combustion
engines. It is simply that the battery-
driven car cannot compete with the gas
engine. One pound of today's batteries
stores only one percent the energy
stored in one pound of gasoline. A ten-
fold improvement in battery power is
necessary before the battery-driven car
can compete with the gasoline-driven
one.

Why haven't batteries been improved?

First, because of engineering prob-
lems. The problem has been to utilize
chemical reactions that store a large
amount of energy per unit weight of the
chemical, to develop a system where
reactions can proceed quickly when
necessary to enable high electrical
power output, and to avoid undesirable
side effects such as corrosion. Second,
because of the lack of theoretical
models. Researchers haven't been try-
ing to develop theoretical models for
several reasons; one is that they aren't
patentable. I believe the responsibility
for breakthroughs in battery technology



Testing the circuitry for the operation of
their electrical control system are Wally
Rippel, the chief designer, and his assist-
ants, Foster Hinshaw and Mark Hoffman
(left and center, respectively, in the photo
at top of page).

is at the university level. Today's bat-
tery companies are using medieval
technology. The task is to get the uni-
versities to do research on energy stor-
age systems for the future.

Would you describe your work at the
electric vehicle laboratory on campus?

The power control system we have
been building is a three-in-one system.
The first mode involves charging the
batteries at high rates; the second mode
requires controlling the amount of
power flowing from battery to motor;
and the third mode involves regenera-
tive braking. The electronic gear lets
the flow of power reverse, helping the
motor to act as a generator. Power
passes back to the batteries to be used
again as electrical energy (instead of
wasted as heat, as happens in conven-
tional disc and drum braking systems)
and the vehicle slows down with little
use of the brakes.

The test facility consists of a 40-
horsepower electric motor, a 1,000-
pound steel beam fly wheel that tests
inertia and acceleration, and a mag-
netic particle brake, which adds a force 14
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against which the engine must work.
The accelerator is made up of specially
designed air core inductors, six diodes
used in the recharge mode, and capaci-
tors. These elements constitute the
chopper which converts one d.c. voltage
to another.

/ understand that you have been trying
to get a car built that will be able to test
your power system. Is anyone else from
Cornell working on this project?

Yes, Mark Hoffman (from Potts-
town, Pennsylvania) is working on the
auxiliary power systems (for head-
lights, etc.) for such a car; Foster Hin-
shaw (from New York City) is de-
veloping the circuitry for the optical
taconometer and handling the calcula-
tions for the systems; and Peter Lord
(from Huntington, Long Island) is
doing the fabrication and some of the
design for our system. And my adviser,
Professor Joseph Rosson, has been a
wonderful sounding board for all of our
ideas.

What keeps you going in spite of so
much skepticism about electric vehicle
technology?

I've logged over 150,000 air miles
on projects related to electric vehicle
technology and I've been in close con-
tact with both the academic world and
industry. There have been many re-
wards. The impact of one idea on social
behavior can be tremendous (consider
the incandescent lamp, for instance),
and I think the excitement of this idea
keeps me going. Transportation is one
of the primary factors in our economics,
and changes in transportation will have
significant social and cultural ramifica-
tions.

Opposite: Foster, Mark, and Wally ex-
amine the 1,000-pound steel beam fly
wheel which tests the inertia and accelera-
tion of their 40-horsepower electric motor.
Below: Wally describes the operation of
the control system's main power circuit to
{from left) Professors Joseph Rosson,
Paul Ankrum, and Robert Osborn {mem-
bers of his thesis committee) and Profes-
sor Clyde Ingalls, all of the School of
Electrical Engineering.



THE ULTIMATE POLLUTION

By Franklin K. Moore

Thermal pollution is the consequence
of dispersing waste heat from industrial
processes, especially electric power
generation, to the environment. Com-
pared with the impact on our environ-
ment of air pollution, chemical water
pollution, and noise, it is of minor
importance. A single Boeing 747 can
deliver heat to the atmosphere at a rate
comparable to that rejected by a typical
power plant such as Milliken Station on
Cayuga Lake (a few hundred mega-
watts), but who would claim that heat
is the most important insult to the en-
vironment posed by the jumbo jets? It
is therefore curious that, of all forms of
pollution, the thermal variety is the only
one to have acquired general notoriety
and to have become the subject of
federally mandated state regulation be-
fore becoming a national disaster!

Nevertheless, we do well to be con-
cerned because thermal pollution is the
ultimate pollution—the only inevitable
kind—ordained by the second law of
thermodynamics (that any real heat
engine must waste heat to some de-
gree). For example, measures to clean
up our air will require increased energy

expenditures for exhaust afterburners
and the operation of air-conditioning
equipment. The same is true for solid
waste disposal; an extreme illustration
is the recent proposal for a plasma
torch which would use enormous
amounts of power to thermally dissoci-
ate waste material back to elemental
form. Thus, if we are wise and lucky,
all other forms of pollution will in time
be exchanged for thermal pollution.

Accordingly, we should think of
thermal pollution in global terms and
try to estimate future levels of power
use. For the past century world-wide
power generation has doubled every ten
years. If this trend continues through-
out the next century, power generation
will be increased 1000-fold, to a level
of about 5 megawatts per square mile
of earth's surface. This amount would
be one percent of the solar input; the
earth receives heat from the sun at an
average rate of about 540 megawatts
per square mile and radiates nearly the
same amount back to space. If this situ-
ation develops, the earth's average
surface temperature would have to in-
crease by 1 °F to maintain thermal bal-

ance. Such a measurable temperature
change due to thermal pollution could
be taken as the threshold of serious
global trouble. (Instead of simply ex-
trapolating with the present-day power
doubling rate to reach this figure of
1000, we may observe that it would
result if the world population increased
by a factor of five and the world per
capita power consumption increased
by a factor of two hundred, which is
about forty times the present level in
the United States.)

Now, the foregoing is not offered as 16



an apocalyptic vision, but rather as a
basis for judging the appropriateness of
our engineering research and regula-
tory policies. Long before we generate
one percent of the solar input in heat,
we will have extreme, world-wide prob-
lems with the concentration of heat
near generation sites. We should antici-
pate these problems now. In this article,
I will try to suggest an engineering
strategy for thermal pollution and point
out certain relevant, applied research
activities at Cornell.

THERMAL EFFICIENCY

A modern 1000-megawatt power sta-
tion has a thermal efficiency of about
thirty-three percent. Thus, 2000 mega-
watts of waste heat must be disposed of
near the station site. (Of course, the
1000 megawatts delivered to the elec-
tric power distribution system are
finally "wasted" too, but on a widely
dispersed basis.) Clearly, radical im-
provements in thermal efficiency are
needed for the future, for two reasons:
(1) to reduce the proportion of total

17 heat lost, in anticipation of a day when

total heat may be limited by law (then
thermal efficiency will have an eco-
nomic value greatly transcending con-
siderations of fuel cost); (2) to reduce
the concentrated impact of heat on the
environment in the vicinity of the plant.

Even engineers sometimes have diffi-
culty accepting the fact that waste heat
must be wasted. American ingenuity, it
is often felt, should somehow find a use
for all that surplus heat. As much heat
as possible is, in fact, used in the low-
pressure turbine, from which steam is
discharged at a pressure of a few inches
of mercury and condensed at only
about 100°F. Further use for 2000
megawatts of heat, offered at body
temperature and delivered at the back
door of the power station, would seem
unlikely.

Obviously, dramatic improvement of
thermal efficiency is a matter of in-
creasing maximum power cycle tem-
peratures far above the 1000°F level of
today's nuclear plants. The entire
energy-conversion process would have
to be rather independent of material
limitations. With nuclear power, two
approaches seem promising and both

are under study at Cornell.
First, the gas-core power reactor is a

conceptual possibility. A gaseous ura-
nium cloud would undergo fission, be-
come extremely hot, and transfer heat
by thermal radiation to a working fluid
introduced between the cloud and the
reactor vessel walls (see fig. 1). Pro-
vided that the cloud could be "con-
tained" without touching the walls, its
temperature might be permitted to rise
to tens of thousands of degrees. The
resulting very high, working-fluid tem-
peratures would lead to high thermal
efficiencies only if mechanical or elec-
trical energy could be extracted at very
high stagnation temperatures. A mag-
netohydrodynamic (MHD) generator
would presumably be used to derive
electrical energy directly from the
working-fluid plasma.

At Cornell we are working on the
crucial containment problem under
sponsorship of the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration. We feel that
the rather recently studied phenomenon
of "vortex breakdown" may be prom-
ising in this regard. Rather large, en-
capsulated flow regions may be main-
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Figure 1. SCHEMATIC OF POSSIBLE GAS-CORE SYSTEM

tained in swirling flow, where the
necessary lateral restraint is provided
by rotational inertia of the outer fluid
(which we visualize as the working
fluid flowing around the enclosed re-
gion). We are studying various possible
flow arrangements and are concerned
especially with questions of stability
that arise if the contained gas is much
denser than the surrounding flowing
gas. We feel that once containment of
the power source is established, existing
knowledge about MHD systems can be
applied to the conceptual design of a

power-generation system.
A second approach to achieving

very high thermal efficiency would be
through the controlled-fusion power
source, expected by many to be prac-
tical within twenty years. In some ver-
sions quite high working temperatures
would be produced by absorption of
energetic neutrons. Certain fusion reac-
tions would give most of their energy to
extremely hot, positive ions in the con-
tained plasma. In these cases, direct
MHD conversion could be used to
exploit the high plasma temperature,

resulting in extremely high thermal effi-
ciencies. The Laboratory for Plasma
Studies at Cornell is deeply involved in
the study of the containment and loss
mechanisms in the basic plasma source.

It certainly seems safe to predict that
within twenty years we will understand
quite clearly what the possibilities and
costs are of achieving thermal efficien-
cies of the order of seventy percent or
higher. At that time the overall thermal
impact on the world environment will
be under control, at least potentially,
and waste heat considerations of power 18



"New technical developments in cooling tower
design could have more immediate and
favorable effects in regard to thermal
pollution than any other I can imagine!'
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plant location and size will be less
serious.

METHODS AND CONSEQUENCES
OF HEAT REJECTION

Although a revolution in thermal
efficiency is a future necessity, the
amounts of heat to be rejected into the
environment will continue to increase
(as a smaller fraction of a much larger
total). The sources of this heat will con-
tinue to be concentrated in the localities
of power-generating sites, although
sources related to power use may be-
come important as well. A portentious
example is the air-conditioning system
of the new Trade Mart in New York
City. It is expected to reject heat at the
rate of 180 megawatts.

It is important to realize that no mat-
ter how or where the actual release of
heat occurs there is a definite sequence
of heat reservoirs that come into play.
Working backwards, the ultimate re-
ceiving reservoir is outer space, at per-
haps 3°K. Because of the opacity of the
atmosphere to infrared radiation and
the size of the radiators needed it would

seem impractical to reject heat directly
to outer space. Nevertheless, it should
be noted that if power could be gen-
erated with a very high temperature
cycle, the rejection temperature could
also conceivably be high. If it were
1500°K an area of only about 100
meters square would suffice for black-
body radiation of 2000 megawatts to
space. The problem of penetration of
the atmosphere would remain, of
course, even at the elevated tempera-
ture. Apart from such questions of
feasibility, direct radiative rejection to
space may be kept in mind as the ulti-
mate or ideal answer to thermal pollu-
tion—the only way to reject heat with-
out involving the environment.

Next in the hierarchy of reservoirs
is the atmosphere. The opacity of the
atmosphere requires that heat rejected
at the earth's surface must be absorbed
in the atmosphere before it can radi-
atively dispose of the heat to space.
Fortunately, the atmosphere is quite
well mixed by its inherent thermal insta-
bility and by global wind patterns.

Thus, in rejecting heat, the practical
objective must be to get the heat into

the atmosphere with as little fuss as
possible. The engineer has two basic
ways to make this connection with the
atmosphere: through cooling towers and
(more indirectly) through surfaces of
bodies of water.

COOLING TOWERS

The most direct possible connection
to the atmosphere is the cooling tower,
in which a coolant or the working fluid
itself gives up heat directly to the
atmosphere. There is an enormous
body of engineering experience con-
cerning the design and operation of
cooling towers; however, their applica-
tion in the power range of 1000-mega-
watt power stations has generally been
limited to the natural-draft, wet type
of tower, usually hyperbolic in shape
and very large (see fig. 2). The basic
principle may be illustrated in this way:
If 1.9 • 106 ft.Vsec. of ambient air at
90°F and 60% relative humidity (wet-
bulb temperature of 78 °F) is made to
flow through a tower into which water
to be cooled is sprayed, it can evaporate
a small fraction (2.3%) of the water
and emerge saturated at 90°F, having



Figure 2. Two cooling towers installed at
the coal-fired Keystone Electric Generat-
ing Station in western Pennsylvania. They
are 325 feet high and 247 feet in diameter
at the base. Photo provided by Mr. Gor-
don Black, New York State Electric and
Gas Corporation.

acquired from the water 1.9 • 106

Btu./sec. or 2000 megawatts of latent
heat.

Actually, one would provide more
air flow in the tower to avoid condensa-
tion in the plume. When the ambient air
is nearly saturated, as in winter in the
northeast, condensation will occur
nevertheless. Fog and freezing rain pro-
duced by wet cooling towers are serious
drawbacks to their use. One must also
consider the adverse aesthetic effect of
a set of several objects four hundred
feet high and four hundred feet in
diameter. It is hard to believe that wet
cooling towers represent the future.

If a dry cooling tower is used, per-
haps with a closed coolant loop, and the
air is to be warmed by 20°F, then quite
a bit more air, about 5.4 • 106 ft.Vsec.,
would be needed.

It is easy to make rough estimates
of the necessary sizes of cooling towers
using the foregoing numbers. Suppose

the tower system has an effective diame-
ter D, with an exit velocity V (see fig.
3). Then

VD2 = 2.4 • 106(wet)
or 6.9 • 106(dry) ft.Vsec. (1)

If the flow is established by natural
draft, then conservation of mechanical
energy would suggest that

i PV2 = (Ap) gH
where H is the height of the tower sys-
tem. The density decrement AP/P (bouy-
ancy) is about 2 .1% (wet) and 3.5%
(dry). Thus,

V2 = 1.3 H(wet) or 2.2 H(dry) (2)

Eliminating V between equations (1)
and (2) , we find

D2HV2 = 2.1 • 106(wet)
• or 4.6 • 106(dry) (3)

Thus, if we choose H = 300 ft. and
assume that we have two towers (as is
typical), they would have diameters of
250 ft. (wet) or 370 ft. (dry). De-
spite the crudity of the foregoing calcu-
lation, the results are in the right range,
and two noteworthy points emerge: (a)
If heat can with equal effectiveness be
transferred to the air by wet and dry
towers, the wet tower requires a ground 20



area only two or three times smaller
than does the dry tower. The transfer
of heat is much more difficult to
arrange in the dry tower, however, than
in the wet one with its internal water
spray, (b) Height is not as important as
surface area. If in the example we limit
height to 150 ft. for appearance's sake,
we may keep the same diameter, adding
another unit.

We should include in our comparison
the forced-draft dry tower, (see fig.
4) . Power is required to drive the fans
in proportion to V3; if we limit the
power to 1% of a 1000-megawatt
plant's output, or 13,000 hp., then

D2V3 = 8 • 109. (4)

Again eliminating V by use of equation
(1) , we find that D = 430 ft. for a
single unit—about half the total ground
area required for natural draft, with no
height requirements. Interestingly, the
area increases only as the square root
of the ratio of generated power to fan
power.

Although these estimates are crude
and optimistic and ignore costs, except
by inference, they do show the future
promise of dry, closed-circuit cooling.
Some tower builders claim that this
type of cooling is economically feasible
today for 1000-megawatt plants. Actual
installations of dry, forced-air cooling
systems have so far been limited to a
type of air-cooled condenser for plants
of not more than 150 megawatt
capacity.

Research on the efficient transfer of
sensible heat in very large, forced-draft
devices, attempting to limit size, power
costs, and atmospheric disturbance, is
needed. In view of the relative unim-
portance of tower height in the natural-
draft case, that type should be con-

WATER
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TO CONDENSER

Figure 3. SCHEMATIC OF NATURALDRAFT TOWER



sidered too. Studies of this nature have
been begun in the Department of Ther-
mal Engineering at Cornell. They are
partly sponsored by the Rochester Gas
and Electric Corporation. New techni-
cal developments in cooling tower
design could have more immediate and
favorable effects in regard to thermal
pollution than any other I can imagine.

SURFACES OF BODIES
OF WATER

The use of natural water bodies—

STEAM FROM TURBINES

TUBE BANK

TUBE
BANK

WATER TO BOILER

Figure 4. AN ELEMENT OF FORCED-DRAFT AIR-COOLED CONDENSER
(used in England for 150 mw stations )

lakes, rivers, and oceans—is obviously
just another way of discharging heat to
the atmosphere. The water is first used
to cool the working fluid in the power
plant and is then returned to the
natural water environment, where the
second exchange takes place at the
water surface over a broad area. This
principle also governs artificial cooling
ponds, which I won't include in this
short discussion. A water body gains
or loses heat at its surface according to
the approximate formula

q = K(Ts-Te(,) (5)

where q is heat flux, Teq. is an "equilib-
rium temperature" which accounts for
that part of the heat (that arriving from
the sun, for instance) which is inde-
pendent of the surface temperature Ts.
The coefficient K is typically about 100
Btu./ft.~-day.

For a lake, the natural yearly aver-
ages of Ts and T*,. must be equal be-
cause the average heat flux for a yearly
cycle should be zero. If the lake water
were used for cooling one typical nu-
clear plant, then the yearly average heat
flux would be about 2000 megawatts. In 22



"Inland United States waters are so
trivial a resource for power plant
cooling that it would be absurd and
wasteful to commit them to that use now!

this case, the yearly average of Ts

would be higher than that of Teq. Equa-
tion (5) reveals that the temperature
excess would be 1 °F for a lake of area
76 square miles. (Cayuga Lake's area
is 66 square miles, so the proposed Bell
Station of the New York State Electric
and Gas Company would increase its
surface temperature by about 1°F.)
The great bulk of the rejected heat is
absorbed by the atmosphere.

At this point in a discussion of ther-
mal pollution, it is customary to become
hung up on biological questions. Is a
1 °F increase of water surface tempera-
ture biologically negligible? risky?
harmful? or disastrous? Check one. If
you check "risky," would a 3°F increase
be merely "harmful"? Following Fed-
eral guidelines, New York State permits
an increase of 3°F—the equivalent of
three 1 OOO-megawatt stations on Cay-
uga or Seneca Lakes! Even the expert
biologist has great difficulty with these
questions; in fact, as we shall see, the
engineer has difficulty providing the
biologist with the information he needs
about the total three-dimensional physi-

23 cal impact of power plant use of river,

lake, or estuarial water.
A lake like Cayuga which undergoes

thermal stratification each summer pre-
sents a complicated thermal and fluid-
mechanical picture, difficult to model in
the natural state and hence in the state
perturbed by heat from a power plant.
One would like to know how a power
plant affects the duration of summer
stratification, when normally for about
six months a layer of warm surface
water (epilimnion) floats on a cold
lower layer (hypolimnion). One would
like to know if the temperature in the
hypolimnion increases (perhaps not,
because the heated water, first drawn
from the cold hypolimnion, would pre-
sumably be discharged near the surface;
but perhaps so, because the lake would
be warmer in the winter and some of
the temperature excess would carry
over into summer). One would like to
know the mechanical mixing effect of
plant intake and discharge, equivalent
by one estimate to the natural exchange
between epilimnion and hypolimnion on
six square miles of lake. Enhanced mix-
ing would affect not only nutrient ex-
change but also the summer tempera-

ture levels in both layers by increasing
the rate of diffusion of heat.

Figure 5 shows one model calcula-
tion carried out by a graduate student
in the School of Mechanical Engineer-
ing at Cornell. His results suggest that
the period of stratification in Cayuga
Lake would be lengthened by about one
week by one plant and by nearly a month
by three plants. In each case, the artifi-
cial enhancement of mixing was very im-
portant, especially in producing a tem-
perature increase in the hypolimnion.
His model assumed a constant depth of
stratification. More elaborate models
presently under study in the Depart-
ment of Thermal Engineering should
shed further light on these problems.

Despite the inherent importance of
efforts to understand these physical
processes in natural water bodies, I
have come to feel that studies of these
processes and the consequent biological
considerations are really of secondary
importance in relation to thermal pol-
lution. There is no need for a biological
hang-up; we can draw valid conclusions
about the use of natural water bodies
for thermal discharge on engineering
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grounds alone, without being distracted
by problems that have no clear answers.
In the following paragraphs I shall at-
tempt to do so.

FUTURE CONTROL OF
THERMAL POLLUTION

We recall that the object is to get
waste heat into the atmosphere with
minimum local disturbance, keeping in
mind that a 1000-fold increase in world
power generation is a possibility on an
historically short time-scale. We have

found that cooling towers may produce
serious local environmental disturb-
ances of the atmosphere, but that
closed-cycle cooling towers may be im-
proved to the extent that they would
have an innocuous effect on the well-
mixed, biologically inert atmosphere.

In contrast, while the use of natural
water bodies for discharging heat to the
atmosphere produces no disturbances in
the atmosphere, where disturbances
would be easily tolerated, it causes
acute disturbances in the water body,
which is biologically very active, much

less well mixed, and more subject to
stable stratification than the atmos-
phere. Clearly, this strategy makes sense
only if the level of use is low, now and
in the future.

Today, however, we have an ex-
plosively increasing need for cooling,
and it is only rational to choose the
methods with the proper growth po-
tential. Regarding the use of natural
water bodies for cooling, Professor K.
Bingham Cady of Cornell's Department
of Applied Physics has pointed out that
in the United States perhaps about 24



7000 square miles of inland waters
(lakes and rivers exclusive of the Great
Lakes) are suitable for plant cooling.
As we have seen, these would be heated
by 3°F if 300 of our 1000-megawatt
plants were cooled by them. But this
number of new plants is only that
needed in the next twenty or thirty
years. A mere ten-fold power increase
in the United States would require
about 1200 new plants. I conclude that
inland United States waters are so
trivial a resource for power plant cool-
ing that it would be absurd and waste-
ful to commit them to that use now.
Accordingly, I think it is scandalous
that the Federal and New York State
water-use criteria tend to permit the
building of three 1000-megawatt sta-
tions on lakes such as Cayuga.

The Great Lakes (of which 60,000
square miles are the United States por-
tion) and the oceans are another mat-
ter. They comprise a surface area that
could accommodate the projected
power increases. Even siting on oceans,
however, leads to problems of ecologi-
cal impact, and off-shore sites would be
needed. If power plants were situated in
the oceans, practical, long-distance,
bulk-power transmission would be es-
sential. Professor Simpson Linke of the
School of Electrical Engineering has
studied this problem and has found
that "long distance" is apparently well
within our reach by use of high-voltage,
direct-current overhead transmission
lines. Underwater d.c. cables up to
seventy miles in length are now in op-
eration, but long-distance underwater
transmission poses difficult problems of
supercooling and cryogenics and is
probably decades away from being

25 feasible.

In summary, I believe that control of
thermal pollution requires serious long-
range engineering research on the fol-
lowing topics: (a) high-temperature
power generation cycles to maximize
useful power when total power is cur-
tailed and to minimize local environ-
mental impact; (b) methods of closed-
cycle air cooling for direct transfer of
heat to the atmosphere to minimize
environmental impact and related siting
restrictions (high-temperature cycles
will make this job easy, since tempera-
ture differences can be large and air-
flow rates correspondingly small);
(c) thermal and fluid-mechanical im-
pact of power plant discharges on na-
tural water bodies. While I feel this
research will become rather forensic in
purpose, I think it is quite important,
even so.

Much could be said about compara-
tive costs of cooling methods. I have
ignored this subject because future costs
will depend so much on future public
policy decisions and technical advances.
Use of present-day, dry, forced-draft
cooling towers would be many times
more expensive than use of river water,
for example, but it is not out of the
question even now.

Finally, as an engineer, I think it is
important to emphasize the need for
technical advances. While it is surely
appropriate that environmental con-
cerns are most articulately expressed on
the academic scene by social scientists
and generalists, there is sometimes too
ready a tendency to assume that the
solutions to these problems will lie in
non-technical, political or regulatory
action.

Engineers, I think, will solve the
problem of thermal pollution!
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VANTAGE

Swimming in Fall Creek Gorge on the north campus.
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The newly built observation point at the
foot of Taughannock Falls (215 feet high)
in Taughannock Falls State Park, Tru-
mansburg.

Ithaca is a watery place in summer. One
can visit the many impressive waterfalls
or enjoy the smaller ones in the parks
and gorges that surround the Cornell
campus and the city. Kayaking on
Beebe Lake is a popular sport as are
sailing on Cayuga Lake and golfing at
one of the several fine courses in the
area.

Kayaking on Cornells Beebe Lake.



The main falls in Robert H. Treman State Park, Enfield.

A quiet view of Cayuga Lake from Taughannock Point.
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Teeing off at the fifth hole of the Cornell
University Golf Course. Sunbathing at Flat Rock in Fall Creek.
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publication in parentheses. The names of
Cornell personnel are in italics.

• AEROSPACE ENGINEERING

de Boer, P. C. T. 1970. Most general
solution of a multiple linear operator
equation. Quart. Appl. Math. 27(4):
537-40.

de Boer, P. C. T., and Johnson, R. A.
1969. Method of characteristics for an
ion boundary layer. Bull. Am. Phys.
Soc. 14:1099.

Evers, W. H., Jr., and Auer, P. L.
1969. Weak to Moderate Strength Col-
lisionless Shocks in a Plasma. Paper
read at 11th Annual Meeting of the
Division of Plasma Physics, 12-15
November 1969, Los Angeles.

Fedele, J. B. 1969. On the structure of
coilisionless waves. / . Plasma Phys.
3:673-89.

Franklin, R. N., and Oldfield, M. L. G.
1969. Propagation in a longitudinally
magnetized plasma-filled coaxial wave-
guide. Internal. J. Electron. 27:431-43.

George, A. R.} and Plotkin, K. J. (Oct.
1969). Sonic boom waveforms and
amplitudes in a real atmosphere. AIAA
J. 7(10):1978-81.

Hubbard, E. W.f and de Boer, P. C. T.
1969. Flow field behind a shock wave
in a low-pressure test gas. Phys. Fluids
12:2515-21.
Kinsinger, R. E.f and Auer, P. L. 1969.
Finite Larmor radius effects in plasma-
dynamics—magnetosonic disturbance.
Phys. Fluids 12:2574-79.

. 1969. Finite Larmor radius ef-
fects in the magnetosonic pulse. Phys.
Fluids 12:2580-85.
Kuscer, I., and Summerfield, G. C.
1969. Symmetries in scattering of slow
neutrons. Phys. Rev. 188(3): 1445-49.
Plotkin, K. J., and George, A. R. 1970.
Weak Shock Waves in Turbulent
Media. Paper read at 8th Aerospace
Sciences Meeting, 19-21 January 1970,
New York.

Schubert, G., Turcotte, D. L., and Ox-
burgh, E. R. 1969. Stability of plane-
tary interiors. Geophys. J. Radio
Astron.Soc. 18:441-60.

Turcotte, D. L. (Sept. 1969). In-
creased estimate for heat flow at oce-
anic ridges. Nature 223(5213): 1354-
55.

• AGRICULTURAL
ENGINEERING

Davis, D. C, and Rehkugler, G. E.
1969. A Theoretical and Experimental
Analysis of the Apple-Limb Impact
Problem. Paper read at the Winter
Meeting of the American Society of
Agricultural Engineers, 9-12 Decem-
ber 1969, Chicago.

Day, D. L. 1970. Reducing the Pollu-
tional Potential of Livestock Wastes
with In-the-Building Oxidation Ditches.
Paper read at Cornell Agricultural
Waste Management Conference, 19-21
January 1970, Rochester, New York.

Day, D. L., Jones, D. D., Converse,
J. C, Jensen, A. H., and Hansen, E. L.
1969. Oxidation Ditch Treatment of
Swine Wastes—Summary Report. Pa-
per read at Winter Meeting of the
American Society of Agricultural Engi-
neers, 9-12 December 1969, Chicago.

Jedele, D. G., and Day, D. L. 1969.
Swine—Waste Management. Paper
read at the Winter Meeting of the
American Society of Agricultural Engi-
neers, 9-12 December 1969, Chicago. 30



Jones, D. D., Day, D. L., and Garrigus,
U. S. 1969. Oxidation Ditch in a Con-
finement Beef Building. Paper read at
Winter Meeting of the American So-
ciety of Agricultural Engineers, 9-12
December 1969, Chicago.

Ludington, D. C, Sobel, A. T., and
Gormel, B. 1969. Control of Odors
Through Manure Management. Paper
read at Winter Meeting of the Ameri-
can Society of Agricultural Engineers,
9-12 December 1969, Chicago.

Miranda, S. M., and Levine, G. 1970.
Determining oat grain moisture con-
tent by neutron scattering. Trans.
ASAEU(\)'A6-41.

Morey, R. V., and Peart, R. M. 1969.
Optimization of a Natural Air Corn
Drying System. Paper read at Winter
Meeting of the American Society of
Agricultural Engineers, 9-12 Decem-
ber 1969, Chicago.

Morey, R. V., Peart, R. M., and Dea-
son, D. L. 1969. A Corn Growth, Har-
vesting, and Handling Simulator. Paper
read at Winter Meeting of the Ameri-
can Society of Agricultural Engineers,
9-12 December 1969, Chicago.

Rehkugler, G. E. Stiefvater, T. L., and
Throop, J. A. 1969. An Optical Apple
Bruise Detection Technique. Paper

read at Winter Meeting of the American
Society of Agricultural Engineers, 9-12
December 1969, Chicago.

Scott, N. R., and Johnson, A. T. 1969.
An Inexpensive Telemetry System for
Determination of Heart Rate of Small
Animals. Paper read at Winter Meeting
of the American Society of Agricultural
Engineers, 9-12 December 1969, Chi-
cago.

Shepardson, E. S. 1969. A New Wire
and Trellis for Mechanical Harvesting
of Grapes. Paper read at Winter Meet-
ing of the American Society of Agri-
cultural Engineers, 9-12 December
1969, Chicago.

Spencer, J. W. 1970. Current Research
on Bleeding of Bituminous Surfacings.
Paper read at Meeting of Highway Re-
search Board Committee on Bitumi-
nous Surface Treatments, 12 January
1970, Washington.

. 1970. A Proposed Short Course
on Engineering Economy in Highways
and Public Works. Paper read at Winter
Meeting of the New York State County
Highway Superintendents's Association,
21-23 January 1970, Syracuse, New
York.

Townsend, J. S., and Shepardson, E. S.
1969. An Analysis of Milk Extraction.
Paper read at Winter Meeting of the

American Society of Agricultural Engi-
neers, 9-12 December 1969, Chicago.

Von Bargen, K., and Peart, R. M.
1969. Simulation of Field Machine and
Transport Activities for a Row Crop
Planting System. Paper read at Winter
Meeting of the American Society of
Agricultural Engineers, 9-12 Decem-
ber 1969, Chicago.

Wahla, M. L, Scott, N. R., and Nilson,
A. H. 1969. Direct Measurement of
Bond-Slip Measurement in Reinforced
Concrete. Paper read at Winter Meet-
ing of American Society of Agricultural
Engineers, 9-12 December 1969, Chi-
cago.

• APPLIED PHYSICS

Andrews, M. L., and Brown, S. C.
1969. A narrowband, far infrared inter-
ferometer for electron density measure-
ments. Rev. Sci. Inst. 40:1626-30.

Andrews, M. L. and Fleischmann,
H. H. 1969. High current relativistic
electron beam propagation in different
gases. Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 14:1007.

Benford, G., Book, D., and Sudan,
R. N. 1969. Relativistic Beam Stability.
Paper read at Annual Meeting of the
Division of Plasma Physics, American
Physical Society, 12-15 November
1969, Los Angeles.



Book, D., Benford, G., and Sudan,
R. N. 1969. Self-Consistent Equilibria
for Relativistic Beams. Paper read at
Annual Meeting of the Division of
Plasma Physics, American Physical
Society, 12-15 November 1969, Los
Angeles.

Coppi, B., Rosenbluth, M. N., and
Sudan, R. N. 1969. Nonlinear interac-
tions of positive and negative energy
modes in rarefied plasma I. Annal.
Physics (N.Y.) 55(2) :207-47.

Dum, C. T., and Sudan, R. N. 1969.
Nonlinear Beam-Plasma Interaction.
Paper read at Annual Meeting of the
Division of Plasma Physics, American
Physical Society, 12-15 November
1969, Los Angeles.

. 1969. Saturation of nonlinear
explosives instabilities. Phys. Rev. Let-
ters 23(20):1149-51.

Fleischmann, H. H., Andrews, M. L.,
and Nation, J. A. 1969. Discontinuities
in the propagation of high-current
beams of relativistic electrons. Bull.
Am.Phys.Soc. 14:1006.

Gerlach, R. L., and Rhodin, T. N.
(Sept. 1969). Structure analysis of al-
kali metal adsorption on single crystal
nickel surfaces. Surface Sci. 17:32-68.

Hartman, J. K., Rhodin, T. N., and

Gadzuk, J. W. 1969. Calculation of the
binding energy of an alkali metal atom
on a metal surface. Bull. Am. Phys.
Soc. 14(10) :951.

Hedley-Whyte, E. T., Rawlins, F. A.,
Salpeter, M. M., and Uzman, B. G.
1969. Distribution of cholesterol-1,2
H3 during maturation of mouse pe-
ripheral nerve. Lab. Invest. 21:536-47.

Kouzes, R., Levine, L. S., Vitkovitsky,
I. M., Andrews, M. L., and Ury, M.
1969. High current relativistic electron
beam propagation in a plasma. Bull.
Am.Phys.Soc. 14:1012.

Lee, R., and Sudan, R. N. 1969. The-
ory of the Injection of High-Current
Relativistic Electron Beam into a Mag-
netized Plasma. Paper read at Annual
Meeting of the Division of Plasma
Physics, American Physical Society,
12-15 November 1969, Los Angeles.

McCormick, P. G., and Ruoff, A. L.
1969. Hydrostatic pressure and mech-
anism of creep in aluminum. /. Appl.
Phys. 40:4812-18.

Murty, K. L. 1969. Vacancy migration
and spin lattice relaxation in N9F.
Scripta Metall. 3:939-42.

Ott, E., and Sudan, R. N. 1969. Non-
linear theory of ion acoustic waves with
Landau damping. Phys. Fluids 12(11):
2388-94.

. 1969. Damping of Solitary
Waves. Paper read at Annual Meeting
of the Division of Plasma Physics,
American Physical Society, 12-15
November 1969, Los Angeles.

Rosenbluth, M. N., Coppi, B., and
Sudan, R. N. 1969. Nonlinear interac-
tions of positive and negative energy
modes in rarefied plasma II. Annal.
Physics (N.Y.) 55(2) :248-70.

Steinberg, M., Yap, B., Dehmel, R.,
and Fleischmann, H. H. 1969. Electron
production in low-energy collisions of
H-atoms in Ar, Kr, and CO2. Bull. Am.
Phys. Soc. 14:1179.

Sudan, R. N., and Ott, E. 1969. The-
ory of Triggered VLF Emissions by
Phase-Correlated Particles. Paper read
at Annual Meeting of the Division of
Plasma Physics, American Physical So-
ciety, 12-15 November 1969, Los An-
geles.

Webb, W. W. 1970. The Critical Inter-
face. Paper read at Mid-Winter Solid
State Conference, 19-23 January 1970,
Newport, California.

. 1970. Fluctuations in One-Di-
mensional Superconductors. Paper read
at Annual Meeting of the American
Physical Society, 26 January 1970, Chi-
cago. 32



• CHEMICAL ENGINEERING

Morgan, M. S., and Edwards, V. H.
1969. Simulation of Microbial Cell
Propagators. Paper read at 62nd An-
nual Meeting of the American Institute
of Chemical Engineers, Symposium on
Biological Reaction Kinetics, 16-20
November 1969, Washington.

• CIVIL ENGINEERING

Behn, V. C. 1970. Advanced Waste
Treatment Proposed at Two Communi-
ties, Alexandria, Virginia, and Ithaca,
New York. Paper read at University of
California at Berkeley, 16 January
1970, Berkeley, California.

Gablinger, M., and Loucks, D. P. 1970.
Markov models for flow regulation. /.
Hydraulics Div. (ASCE) 96(HY1):
165-81.

Gallagher, R. H. 1969. Analysis of
plate and shell structures. In Proceed-
ings of the Vanderbilt University sym-
posium on the application of finite ele-
ment method in civil engineering, ed.
W. Rowan and R. Hackett, pp. 155—
206. New York: American Society of
Civil Engineers.

Henkel, D. /. (Oct. 1969). Geology
and Foundation Problems in Urban
Areas. Paper read at Twelfth Annual
Meeting of San Francisco Section of
Association of Engineering Geologists,
21-25 October 1969, San Francisco.

Liggett, J. A. 1970. Wind-Driven Lake
Circulation. Paper read at American
Society of Civil Engineers Water Re-
sources Conference, 26-30 January
1970, Memphis, Tennessee.

Loehr, R. C. 1969. Removal of Phos-
phorus from Concentrated Wastewa-
ters. Paper read at 3rd Mid-Atlantic
Industrial Waste Conference, 12-14
November 1969, at the University of
Maryland, College Park, Maryland.

Nilson, A. H. 1969. Application of
Finite Element Analysis to Problems in

33 Structural Concrete. Paper read at Mc-

Gill University, 28 November 1969,
Montreal.
Nilson, A. H., Scott, N. R., and Wahla,
M. I. 1969. Direct measurement of
bond slip in reinforced concrete. In
Proceedings of the American Society of
Agricultural Engineers—1969. St. Jo-
seph, Michigan: American Society of
Agricultural Engineers.

ReVelle, C, and Swain, R. 1970. Cen-
tral facilities location. Geograph. Anal.
2(l):30-42.
ReVelle, C, Feldmann, F., and Lynn,
W. 1969. An optimization model of tu-
berculosis epidemiology. Management
Sci. 16(4):B190-211.

Sexsmith R. G. 1969. Structural
reliability decisions using Bayesian
techniques. In Proceedings of the
ASCE-EMD specialty conference on
probabilistic concepts and methods in
engineering, pp. 158—62. Lafayette,
Indiana: American Society of Civil
Engineers.

White, R. N. 1969. Behavior of pre-
cracked concrete subjected to reversing
shearing stresses. Stone and Webster En-
gineering Corporation Report SWND-5.

• COMPUTER SCIENCE

Brown, K. M. 1969. A quadratically
convergent Newton-like method based
upon Gaussian elimination. SI AM J.
Numer. Anal. 6(4): 560-69.

Dennis, J. E. (Sept. 1969). On the
Kantorovich hypothesis for Newton's
method. SI AM J. Numer. Anal. 6:493
-507.

Ginsburg, S., and Hopcroft, J. 1970.
Two-way balloon automata and AFL.
J. Assoc. Comput. Machin. 17:3-13.

• ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

Bolgiano, R. 1970. Reflexion and Re-
fraction on Line of Sight Path. Paper
read at AGARD Lecture Series on

Radio Wave Propagation, 21-28 Janu-
ary 1970, Ottawa, Canada.

. 1970. Refractive Index Struc-
ture of the Troposphere. Paper read at
AGARD Lecture Series on Radio Wave
Propagation, 21-28 January 1970, Ot-
tawa, Canada.

. 1970. Radio Ducting in the
Troposphere. Paper read at AGARD
Lecture Series on Radio Wave Propa-
gation, 21-28 January 1970, Ottawa,
Canada.

. 1970. Scatter Phenomena in
Tropospheric Propagation. Paper read
at AGARD Lecture Series on Radio
Wave Propagation, 21-28 January
1970, Ottawa, Canada.

Bravman, J. 1970. High Average
Power Gunn Diode Operation and Con-
struction. Paper read at IEEE Work-
shop on GaAs Microwave Devices, 21
January 1970, at Washington Uni-
versity, St. Louis, Missouri.
Camp, W. a , Jr. 1970. Study of Com-
puter Simulations of Near LSA GaAs
Oscillations. Paper read at IEEE Work-
shop on GaAs Microwave Devices, 21
January 1970, at Washington Uni-
versity, St. Louis, Missouri.

Carlin, H. J. 1969. Helicon Mode Semi-
conductor Devices. Paper read at Elec-
trophysics Colloquium, 20 November
1969, at Polytechnic Institute of Brook-
lyn, New York.

. 1969. Synthesis of Cascaded
Transmission Line Networks. Paper
read at 3rd Annual Yale Symposium on
Systems Theory, 4-5 December 1969,
at Yale University, New Haven, Con-
necticut.

. 1969. The Matter of Relevance.
Paper read at IEEE International Sym-
posium on Circuit Theory, 8-10 De-
cember 1969, San Francisco.

Clark, J. J., and Linke, S. 1969. Oper-
ating Modes of a Pulsed 50-Gigawatt
Diode. Paper read at Annual Meetmg
of the Division of Plasma Physics of the



American Physical Society, 12-15 No-
vember 1969, Los Angeles.

Dalman, G. C, and Eastman, L. F.
1969. Recent Progress in Gunn Effect
and Impatt Diode Development. Paper
read at Conference on Microwave
Semiconductor Devices, 25 November
1969, at the University of Minnesota,
Minneapolis.

Eastman, L. F. 1970. Electronic, Me-
chanical, and Thermal Tuning of High
Power Pulsed LSA Diodes. Paper read
at IEEE Workshop on GaAs Micro-
wave Devices, 21 January 1970, at
Washington University, St. Louis, Mis-
souri.

Fine, T. 1969. Extrapolation When
Very Little is Known about the Source.
Paper read at Information Theory and
Automatic Control Joint Southeastern
Michigan Section Meeting, 2 December
1969, Ann Arbor.

. 1970. Relative Frequency and
Probability. Paper read at Systems Sci-
ence Seminar, 22 January 1970, at
Stanford University, Stanford, Cali-
fornia.

Hoefflinger, B., Zappert, F., and Snapp,
C. P. 1969. A simplified model for
avalanche resonance pumped semicon-
ductor diodes. Electron. Letters 5:590-
92.

Ku, W. H. (Oct. 1969). Computer-
Aided Design of Transistor Amplifiers
and Antenna Matching Networks. Pa-
per read at RADC Seminar Series, 23
October 1969, Rome, New York.

Kuvas, R., and Lee, C. A. 1969. Non-
linear Analysis of Multifrequency Op-
eration of Read Diodes. Paper read at
IEEE Avalanche Diode Workshop,
10-11 December 1969, New York.

Malmberg, J. H., and Wharton, C. B.
1969. Spatial growth of waves in a
beam-plasma system. Phys. Fluids
12:2600-06.

McArthur, D. A., and McFarlane,
R. A. 1969. Optical mixing in CdTe

using the pulsed water vapor laser. Bull.
Am. Phys. Soc. Series 7/14(12).
Monroe, J., and Woodard, D. 1970.
Liquid Phase Steady State Growth of
Epitaxial GaAs for High Power LSA
Devices. Paper read at IEEE Workshop
on GaAs Microwave Devices, 21 Janu-
ary 1970, at Washington University, St.
Louis, Missouri.
Nation, J. A., and Gardner, W. 1969.
Synchrotron Radiation from an In-
tense Relativistic Electron Beam. Paper
read at Annual Meeting of the Division
of Plasma Physics of the American
Physical Society, 12-15 November
1969, Los Angeles.
Ott, E., and Sudan, R. N. 1969. Non-
linear theory of ion acoustic waves
with Landau damping. Phys. Fluids
12(11):2388-394.

. 1969. Damping of Solitary
Waves. Paper read at Annual Meeting
of the Division of Plasma Physics of the
American Physical Society, 12-15 No-
vember 1969, Los Angeles.
Pottle, C, and Wong, J. C. K. 1969.
Optimum Least-Squares Approxima-
tions to the Ideal Lowpass Filter.
Paper read at IEEE International Sym-
posium on Circuit Theory, 8-10 De-
cember 1969, San Francisco.
Snapp, C. P., and Hoefflinger, B. 1969.
External Current Waveform Measure-
ments of High-Efficiency Modes in Sili-
con Avalanche Diodes. Paper read at
IEEE Avalanche Diode Workshop, 10-
11 December 1969, New York.
Snapp, C. P., Stark, L. A., and Hoef-
flinger, B. 1969. High-efficiency ava-
lanche resonance pumped amplifica-
tion. IEEEJ. Sol. State Cir. 4:391-95.

Stark, L. A. 1969. Externally and Self-
Pumped Second Harmonic Generation
with Silicon Avalanche Diodes. Paper
read at IEEE Avalanche Diode Work-
shop, 10-11 December 1969, New
York.
Statz, H., de Mars, G., and Tang, C. L.
1969. Observation of radiation from

nonlinear polarization sidebands in ar-
gon lasers. Appl. Phys. Letters 15:428-
30.

Sudan, R. N., and Ott, E. 1969. Theory
of VLF Emissions by Phase Correlated
Particles. Paper read at Annual Meet-
ing of Division of Plasma Physics of the
American Physical Society, 12-15 No-
vember 1969, Los Angeles.

Szentirmai, G. 1969. On the element
values of filters. IEEE Trans. Circuit
Theory CT-\6:511.

. 1969. Active Switched Band-
pass Filters. Paper read at IEEE Inter-
national Symposium on Circuit Theory,
8-10 December 1969, San Francisco.

Torng, H. C. 1970. Reduction of in-
completely specified state tables. In
Edition de Vassociation Internationale
pour le calcul analogique, part I, pp.
368-81.

• MATERIALS SCIENCE AND
ENGINEERING

Murty, K. L., and Ghafelehbashi, M.
1970. High-pressure high-temperature
study of spin-lattice relaxation in pure
doped LiBr single crystals. Phys. Rev.
1:114-26.

Roberto, J., and Batterman, B. W.
1969. Temperature Dependence of the
Forbidden (222) Reflection in Silicon.
Paper read at Pittsburgh Diffraction
Conference, 3-6 November 1969,
Pittsburgh.

• MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

Badgley, R. H., and Booker, J. F. (Oct.
1969). Rigid-Body Rotor Dynamics:
Dynamic Unbalance and Lubricant
Temperature Changes. Paper read at
ASME/ASLE Lubrication Conference,
14-16 October 1969, Houston.

Cool, T. A. 1969. A Chemical Laser by
Fluid Mixing. Paper read at Fluid Dy-
namics Division Meeting of the Ameri-
can Physical Society, 24-26 November 34



35

1969, at the University of Oklahoma,
Norman, Oklahoma.

. 1970. Continuous Wave Chemi-
cal Laser Operation without External
Energy Sources. Paper read at Fourth
DOD Conference on Gas Lasers, 6-8
January 1970, San Diego.

Cool, T. A., and Stephens, R. R. 1969.
Chemical laser by fluid mixing. /.
Chem. Phys. 51:5175-76.

. 1969. Efficient purely chemical
cw laser operation. Appl. Phys. Letters
16:55-58.

Cool, T. A., Falk, T. J., and Stephens,
R. R. 1969. DF-CO2 and HF-CO2 con-
tinuous-wave chemical lasers. Appl.
Phys. Letters 15:318-20.

Gebhart, B., Pera, L., and Schorr,
A. W. 1970. Steady laminar natural
convection plumes above a horizontal
line heat source. Internat. J. Heat Mass
Transfer 13(1): 161-73.

Lieberman, A., and Gebhart, B. 1969.
Interactions in natural convection from
an array of heated elements, experi-
mental. Internat. J. Heat Mass Transfer
12(11).1385-96.

Moore, F. K., and Leibovich, S. 1970.
Self-Confined Rotating Flows for Con-
finement. Paper read at Symposium on
Research on Uranium Plasmas and
Their Technological Applications, 7-
10 January 1970, at the University of
Florida, Gainesville, Florida.

• OPERATIONS RESEARCH

Brown, M., and Ross, S. M. 1969.
Some results for infinite server poisson
queues. /. Appl. Prob. 6(3):604-ll .

Maxwell, W. L. 1970. Sequencing n
jobs on one machine. Management Sci.
16:295-97.

. 1970. On the generality of the
equation L = AW. Operations Res. 18:
172-73.

Weiss, L. 1969. The asymptotic distri-
bution of quantiles from mixed samples.
Sankhya 31 A:313-18.

Weiss, L., and Wolfowitz, J. 1969.
Asymptotically minimax tests of com-
posite hypotheses. Z. Wahrscheinlich-
keitstheorie verw Geb. 14:161-68.

• THEORETICAL AND
APPLIED MECHANICS

Boley, B. A., and Yagoda, H. P. 1970.
Uniqueness in a melting slab with space-
and-time-dependent heating. Quart.
Appl. Math. 27(4):481-87.

Burniston, E. E. and Chang, T. S. 1970.
Some one-dimensional solutions of non-
linear waves of a rate-sensitive, elasto-
plastic material. Office of Naval Re-
search and Advanced Research Projects
Agency Themis Technical Report No.
70-1.

Chang, T. S., and Chang, C. M. 1969.
Rayleigh's Problem in Rarefied Plas-
mas. Paper read at Annual Meeting of
the Division of Fluid Dynamics of the
American Physical Society, 24-26 No-
vember 1969, at the University of Okla-
homa, Norman, Oklahoma.

Conway, H. D., and Jakubowski, M.
1969. Axial impact of short cylindrical
bars. /. Appl. Mech. 36:809-13.

Cooke, J. R., and Price, D. R. 1969.
Analysis of Subsurface Electric Heat-
ing. Paper read at Winter Meeting of
the American Society of Agricultural
Engineers, 9-12 December 1969, Chi-
cago.

Dafermos, C. M. 1969. An Invariance
Principle for Compact Processes. Paper
read at Dynamical Systems Seminar
Series, at Brown University, Provi-
dence, Rhode Island.
Eringen, A. C, and Chang, T. S. 1970.
A micropolar description of hydrody-
namic turbulence. Rec. Adv. Eng. Sci.
Bd5/II:l-8.

Rand, R. 1969. On the stability of Hill's
equation with four independent param-
eters. /. Appl. Mech. 36:885-86.

Rand, R., and Cooke, J. 1969. Further
Studies of Vibratory Fruit Harvesting.
Paper read at Winter Meeting of the
American Society of Agricultural Engi-
neers, 9-12 December 1969, Chicago.

• GENERAL

Smith, J. C. 1969. CES in a Centrally
Isolated University. Paper read at the
4th Annual Meeting of the Continuing
Engineering Studies (CES) Division of
the American Society for Engineering
Education, 6-7 November 1969, Pitts-
burgh.
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Our Pollution Quagmire
Every fall for fifteen years the Editor has spent a long weekend with old college
friends hiking in New Hampshire or Vermont. Last year our summit target was
Mt. Adams in New Hampshire's Presidential Range. The rewards of nine steady
hours of climbing, walking, or stumbling that day were those of autumns past—
good fellowship, a magnificent show of foliage colors, and the exhilaration that
comes from observing the riches of nature.

Two other impressions of that day have remained with me. The first is of the
growing numbers of people who are enjoying the outdoors. My friends and I were
greeted by a group of six other hikers at Adams's summit and earlier had diffi-
culty finding a space to park our car along the Jefferson Notch dirt road. The second
is of the growing difficulty Americans find in trying to get away from the ugliness
caused by man's pollution of the environment. Although Mt. Adams is 3500 feet
above the valley floor, we could smell the effluents of a large paper mill some dis-
tance away. We could elude neither man nor his environmental impact.

Surely the contrasts between beauty and ugliness, tranquility and turmoil, and
cleanliness and filth in our environment will sooner or later affect all of us.

While it is easy to speak eloquently about the causes of pollution and to witch-
hunt the primary scapegoats, many of us do not realize that we are at the very least
secondary partners in contributing to the undesired byproducts of our civilization.
For some, the solution to the pollution quagmire lies in stopping all changes in tech-
nology. For others, technological changes represent new ways in which ingenuity
can be applied for more direct humane ends.

Before we can decide how to get out of our pollution quagmire we must de-
termine who should pay for environmental resuscitation and find environmental
priorities that can be agreed upon by a majority of our citizens. Sooner or later
rhetoric must give way to the realities of the hard, unglamorous work that lies ahead
if we are to dig ourselves out of this mess.

THE EDITOR






	VOLUME 5 NUMBER 2 SUMMER 1970 OUR POLLUTION QUAGMIRE
	IN THIS ISSUE
	AMERICA'S SST: ± FALLOUTS
	ELECTRICITY: TOMORROW'S CAR FUEL?
	THE ULTIMATE POLLUTION
	VANTAGE
	FACULTY PUBLICATIONS
	Our Pollution Quagmire



