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Volume 100, Number 1, May 15, 1981

In "Increase in Histidine Decarboxylase Activity in Mouse Skin after

Application of the Tumor Promoter Tetradecanoylphorbol Acetate," by

Takehiko Watanabe, Yoshitaka Taguchi, Kazuyuki Sasaki, Kenichiro Tsuyama,

and Yukihiko Kitamura, pp. 427-432, Ref. (9) was omitted from the reference

list. It should read:

9. Watanabe, T., Nakamura, H., Liang, L. Y., Yamatodani, A.,

and Wada, H. (1979) Biochem. Pharmacol. 28, 1149-1155.

Volume 100, Number 2, May 29, 1981

In "Reaction of Woodward's Reagent K with Pancreatic Porcine
Phospholipase A,: Modification of an Essential Carboxylate Residue,”
by Dorit Dinur, Evan R. Kantrowitz, and Joseph Hajdu, pp. 785-792:

On pages 788 and 789, Figs. 1 and 2 were transposed. For the readers'

convenience, the two figures are reprinted below with their respective

legends.
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Figure 1. Reaction of N-ethyl-5-isoxazolium-3'-sulfonate (WRK) with phospho-
Tipase AZ. The reaction was monitored by the loss of enzymatic activity and
the data are presented in a semilogarithmic manner. The modification reaction
was carried out at 250C in 0.01 phosphate, pH 4.75. The enzyme concentration
in each reaction was 0.17 mg/ml. The residual enzymatic activity was deter-
mined by the pH-stat assay at pH 8.0. The WRK cgncentrations in the various
runs were (A) 2.5 x 103 M (@) and (B)_ S.0x 1073 M {0). Curve (C) cor-
responds to the reaction using § x 10-3 M WRK in presence of 30 mM hexadecyl-
phosphorylcholine.
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Figure 2. An active-site model for the pancreatic phospholipase A2.

Volume 100, Number 2, May 29, 1981

In "Demonstration of ACTH-Sensitive Particulate Guanylate Cyclase
in Adrenocortical Carcinoma," by Ponnal Nambi and Rameshwar K. Sharma,
pp. 508-514, through a typographical error the Figs. 3 and 4 that
appear on pages 511 and 512, respectively, are incorrect. For the
readers' convenience, the egtire article with the correct Figs. 3 and

4 is reprinted beginning on the next page.
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