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FEEDBACK | LETTERS 

Misuse of Membership Funds?
I was extremely distressed to read your 
recent Viewpoint article, “Electrocute the 
Energy Bill” (June 2005), as it seemed 
that Mr. Catarious did not spend his OSA 
fellowship year—and therefore the dollars 
provided by OSA membership—in a man-
ner that truly represented the interests of 
the entire society. By his own admission, 
he spent “much of my fellowship fighting 
to protect this refuge ...”

Drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge (ANWR) does not relate to optics, 
optics education, the status of scientists 
and engineers in society, research or any 
number of issues upon which the vast 
majority of society members can agree. 
ANWR is a contentious topic. Even a mag-
azine such as Outside, which can hardly be 
described as a member of the “vast right-
wing conspiracy,” has published analyses1 
suggesting that, at the very least, there are 
two sides to this issue.

In the future, I hope that OSA forces 
congressional fellows to focus on issues 
upon which the entire membership can 
agree. Otherwise, I will seek a refund for 
the portion of my membership dollars 
supporting that activity. While I assume 
that the percentage is small, the principle 
of using scarce society dollars to benefit the 
entire society must not be compromised.

DeVon W. Griffin 
Medina, Ohio

1.  D. Masiel, “Crude Reality,” Outside magazine, Feb. 2004.

OSA RESPONDS: Thank you for your 
feedback in response to David Catarious’ 
editorial.

Dr. Catarious’ article expressed his 
personal views; it does not represent the 
Optical Society as an organization. By way 
of background, Dr. Catarious is the 2004-
2005 OSA/SPIE Congressional Fellow. As 
such, he provides scientific opinions based 
on the needs and interests of the congres-
sional office he serves. The relationship 
between congressional fellows and their 
sponsors is decidedly held at arms length. 
Sponsors specifically do not seek to influ-
ence or use the fellows to forward particu-
lar agendas or scientific viewpoints. 

There will always be divergent scientific 
and policy opinions within our com-
munity and on the part of congressional 
fellows. That being said, this program is an 
outstanding opportunity for fellows, acting 
as independent agents to provide input to 
congressional staff as they work to bring 
forward important issues and shape policy. 
Further, the program lends experience to 
scientists considering Capitol Hill as a 
potential career path. 

The scientific community has so much 
to offer today’s political leaders. Through 
its sponsorship of this program, OSA seeks 
to provide support to non-technical politi-
cians that are in need of technical expertise. 
Because of this, the congressional fellow-
ship program has over the years received 
widespread support from our membership.

Elizabeth Kunkee, Chair 
OSA Public Policy Committee

Polarization of Light and  
Its Absence, Part Deux
The “Letters to the Editor” section of  
Optics & Photonics News contains a letter 
criticizing the use of the term “unpolar-
ized” to describe sunlight (May 2005). 
The suggested alternative, “randomly 
polarized,” is not erroneous; however, for 
several generations of students using stan-
dard textbooks, “unpolarized” is a proper 
description of the light from such a source 
(usually referred to as “natural light”).  

This is because the averages of the 
Stokes parameters describing the polariza-

tion state of the source are considered, 
not their instantaneous values. The term 
“unpolarized light” is, for example, used 
in Principle of Optics, by M. Born and E. 
Wolf. It is also used in Classical Electro-
dynamics, by J.D. Jackson to describe a 
source for which each Stokes parameter s1, 
s2 and s3 is zero—these parameters being 
defined as temporal averages. 

The degree of polarization of such a 
source is zero, as defined in the chapter 
“Unpolarized and Polarized Light: Degree 
of Polarization” in Optical Coherence and 
Quantum Optics, by L. Mandel and E. 
Wolf. The same chapter mentions that 
unpolarized light is “generated by sources 
that are commonly encountered in nature 
(e.g., many stellar sources).”

Christophe Dorrer 
Holmdel, N.J. 

dorrer@lucent.com

The Color of the Sea
I very much enjoyed the article “The Color 
of the Sea,” by Dr. Maryanne Fitzmaurice 
(July/August 2005). The historical perspec-
tive given by the article added much to the 
technical details surrounding the discovery 
of the Raman shift.

One historical point was inaccurately 
presented in the article, however. The 
author states that the troop carrying 
S.S. Narkunda was sunk by the German 
Lufthansa in 1942. It is true that the ship 
was sunk while leaving Bougie, Algeria in 
November 1942, after discharging troops 
destined for the North African campaign. 
The attack cost the lives of 31 sailors on-
board the vessel.

However, the bombing was carried out 
by the German Air Force, the Luftwaffe, 
not the German airline company Lutfthan-
sa. I am sure that the many employees of 
Lufthansa will be happy to have the record 
set straight in this regard.

Stefan J. Murry, Ph.D. 
Sugar Land, Texas 

smurry@ao-inc.com

THE EDITORS RESPOND: We stand cor-
rected. We regret the error, and thank you 
very much for catching it. 

[ Like Our New Look? ]
The staff of Optics & Photonics News 
has been hard at work the past few 
months creating a fresh look for the 
magazine—which we are pleased 
to unveil with this October issue. 
We’ve updated our fonts, given our 
departments a clean new design and 
worked to make our features more 
visually appealing and engaging to 
read. What hasn’t changed? Our 
commitment to bringing you com-
pelling, comprehensive coverage of 
the latest developments in optics and 
photonics. Please send your feedback 
to opn@osa.org. Please direct all correspondence to the Editor, Optics & Photonics News, The Optical Society, 

2010 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036. E-mail: opn@osa.org. 


