e
P

a

THEME OF AAAS ACTIVISTS : SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE

The 136th annual meeting of the AAAS held recently in
Boston provided a group of us the opportunity to challengg
and change the political consciousness of many members of the
scientific community. Our AAAS action group was composed of
scientists, engineers, and other concerned individuals who
feel that scientists must organize with other working People
to bring about the political change necessary to prevent the
further misuse of science and scientists' skills. Further,
we think that most scientists have thought in a way which has
prevented them from understanding how the present society
affects their and other people's lives.

i‘"é (science mind-fuck)

The frame of mind we are attacking is based on several
prevailing myths. The scientist typically feels that science
is morally or politically neutral and that his work, being an
end in itself, should require no further justification to
society. He thinks himself an objective, rational individual
and a member of a rather select intellectual class. He
regards himself as a professional.

The scientist often feels that social problems arise from
incompetence and irrationality, and believes that, as in the
case of technical problems, his own expertise can be applied
to their solution. Thus his unique ability to understand,
apply, and develop new technology makes the scientist not
only a necessary, but also an enlightened and influential
member of decision-making bodies. We think that these views
of science and the scientist's social role are unrealistic.

To SESPA MEMBERS: Beginning with this issue, the SESPA
NEWSLETTER will be prepared by the Boston Area SESPA. This
issue, you may say, looks and reads rather differently than
previous ones. Right on. That's because we, in Boston
SESPA, have a different perspective on how to solve the prob-
lems that inspired the formation of our group. However, this
is our newsletter - meaning all of us - so we urge you to
send us articles and/or letters commenting on this issue,
other matters of concern to the membership, and especially
descriptions of ongoing activities and actions.

To SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE ggg%le: SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE, as
you know, was born as a result of the activities of a number
of scientists, engineers, and other concerned individuals -
including you - at the AAAS meeting in late December. We de-
cided then that we would attempt to stay in contact and con-
tinue our activities. To facilitate this, we in the Boston
area are participating under the aegis of SESPA whose news-
letter we are sending you. This issue reviews what happened
at the AAS, a little bit of what's going on now here in Bos-
ton, and what we hope to do in the future.

To SESPA and SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE people: We need money|
The resources we had - previous contributions by SESPA mem-
bers and the money derived from selling SCIENCE POR THE
PEOPLE buttons and posters at the AAAS - enabled us to send
out this issue. To continue the exchange of ideas and infor-
mation which, we hope, this newsletter represents to you we
need some of your money - $10 for non-students, $4 for stud-
ents, (or if you're in dire straits, whatever you can afford)
A contribution and membership blank is on the back of thig
issue. Please send us the names and addresses of other
people who would like to receive this newsletter.

BUTTONS ¢ Those of you who would like to buy buttons bear-
ing the symbol of the AAAS Science for the People action
graup, in red, white, and black, as illustrated at the top of
the front page of this paper should send a request to:

Herb Pox
Bolt Beranek and Newman
50 Moulton Street
Cambridge, Mass,
The buttons cost 50¢ but may be obtained in large {more
than 50) quantities at a lower price.

Science Is Not Neutral

Though research is carried out according to certain sci-
ntific criteria, the context in which this research is done
2 anything but neutral, Not only the kind of science which
i: done but the use to which it is put is dependent upon the
technological needs of those who support science. For exam-
le, the Department of War funds research in those technical
p,e;s which it feels are of military significance. The
.dvances made are used for military weaponry, the researcherts
. rtise is used for weapons development, and the graduate
°:§§encs are trained in areas of military technology. But
:hac is obvious in the case of the DOW is true in general.
science responds to the technological needs of the dominant
social and economic class in a society. It sexves those who
control the development of technology and use it to further
ends.

thei;notge United States scientific research is promoted by
the government and large corporate enterprise to benefit big
business. Its use has resulted in highly sophisticated
instruments of death and destruction, tremendous waste of
natural human resources, the fouling and despoilation of theE
environment, and the increased alienation and manipulation od
the people. The standard of living for the few has increase
but the distribution of the world's wealth becomes more lop-
sided and the destruction of goods which mi}lions need in-
creases. Science does not serve the people's needs,it serves

corporate needs. To claim, therefore, that science is neu-
tral is merely to ignore the social and economic context in
which science is done. If we are concerned about human wel-
fare, we must question the role of the scientific establish~
ment in this society. We must see that science serves the

people.
We Scientists Are Workers

But how can science be directed toward increasing human
welfare?' sScientists certainly have no control over how
their work is used. They even have little control over the
work they can do. Many university scientists, for example,
who would like to convert to more socially useful research
cannot get funding for such work., Industrial scientists are
constrained by the requirements of their employer. 1In fact,
if the scientist does not produce what is expected of him, he
is out of a job. He is merely a paid technician - a worker
like any other salaried employee, only with more training and
money. Scientists and engineers on the west coast have found
working conditions so oppressive that they have found it nec-
essary to organize unions.

Though the scientist and the engineer play key roles in
the development of new ;ochnoloqy, control of this process
lies elsewhere. Technolo is not autonomous. The misuse of
science for death, destruction, and despollation does not
occur by chance. It happens because the assessment of new
technological possibilities takes into account only the costs
and benefits of those who seek to exploit these possibilities
--social costs and social needs are ignored. The adverse
effects of technology therefore constitute a political prob-
lem. They arise from the use of technology to serve the
needs of powerful private interests at the expense of the

public. The problems of pollution or the arms race are not
technological problems. The basis for their solution is not
technological.

It stands to reason that scientists and engineers do not -
make decisions about the use of science and technology.
Technically trained people are used merely to implement such
decisions. Their skills are used to further the goals of the
organization for which they work. Their role is evident when
scientists testify in favor of the ABM, American Tobacco Co.,
union 0il Co., etc. In Washington science advisors either
endorse existing policies or become Oppenheimers or members
of an agency blacklist. To be "influential™, you must first

"agree. Thus the scientist serves only to rationalize the

i existing order. His expertise is used merely to further
aliready estabiished goals - whethar these be in the univer-
sity, in industry, or in government.
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i We can expose Propaganda statements such as
Nixon's announcement on ABM., Many scientists have already
begun such activities. The pPublic must come to understand
that technology can and must be brought under the people's
control.,

Instead of having large meetings of the AAAS where the
experts explain with full Tv coverage how society can adjust
to the impact of scientifi + we should instead hold
meetings where the experts can learn how science and techno-
logy can adjust to meet the the people.
community people use our technical sk

SCIENCE AND SCIENTISTS IN INDUSTRY: MYTH AND REALITY

When various recruiters come to campuses bearing news of
"exciting" and "rewarding"” jobs, there are few cases when
their myth-filled balloons are burst. Well, some people at
Harvard have tried to do something about that, This was des-
cribed in the Harvard

Crimson of January 28 in an article en-
titled:"PFIZER DRUG CO. REFUSES TO TALK TO CHEM STUDENTS
ABOUT CORPORATE POLICIES." For your enjoyme

nt we reproduce
most of that article here:

"Charles Pfizer and Company, a drug firm, will not re-
cruit at the Harvard Chemistry Department this year because

it is unwilling to send a representative to discuss its pol-
icies with students in the department,

"According to a departmental rule established after the
Dow incident in 1967 (massive demonstration against Dow-Ed.)
a petition signed by at least ten per cent of the departments
graduate students and research fellows can force a company to
participate in such a discussion before it is allowed to re-
cruit.

"Konrad E. Bloch...chairman of the Chemistry Department
received a letter from the Pfizer company yesterday saying
Pfizer would not accept the invitation to the meeting.

"Last November ...Bloch (had) sent Pfizer a tentative
agenda for the meeting. .

"The (student-faculty) committee suggested that the dis-
cussion include

- the ability of the individual
own research;

- Pfizer's minority group hiring policies;

- Pfizer's policies on drug pricing, pollution control,
and defense research.

"The Dow Chemical Company is the onl
department has required to discuss
cruits. Dow also refused."

Apparently these companies are afraid to be confronted
about the power they exercise in American society and what
the consequences of that are. They only want to’ paint rosy
pictures of what it is like to be a scientist at their com-
pany. This requirement for recruiters seems to be a very ef-
fective way of raising the issues of the misuse of science
and scientists in a way which minimizes militant rhetoric and
tactics. Even if the recruiters don't show up, students end
faculty can hold their own meeting to discuss the company's
policies. If possible, it would be very effective to obtain
information from or a forum for a (brave) scientist who can
tell what it's really like to work for his company .

scientist to control his

Yy other firm that the
its policies before it re-

SPACESHIT
Guerrilla Theater at the AAAS

Ginger Goldner
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moon rock were being given as presents to
and Col., Michael Collins

Nno solentifi.
this time,
anger,

NASA scientist who devel-
ng of the space capsule, He said he had
eating a piece of pi "I took that fi
"and you know how the firs

roof of your mouth

hifts of interplan-~

You mean to say," queried our TV
announcer, "that the astr

onaut's capsule was lined with
pizza?"

"Yesl®” he exclaimed, "and the g
fantastic.

pin-off effects have been
The government is funding three new Ph.D. pro-
grams in Space Pizzology, High Energy Pizza Physics, and
Pizza Engineering. Of course the pizza industry is doing its
own R&D work and many pizza chefs are being hired by the air-
craft industry as consultants on the new SST's,"

Later the astronaut himself emerged, dressed in a gar-
bage pail space helmet, a Buck Rogers space gun, and 2060
pictures of himself posing in front of various lunar craters.
His wife, still wearing her wedding veil and glued to the TV
tube said a few words about how wonderful it had been "play-
ing second fiddle to that man," and so it went,

The Session on Lunar Exploration

On the day of the televised session on Lunar Exploration
we appeared outside the auditorium in costume, and conducted
our interviews

to a crowd of about 100 people. We had dis-
cussed disrupting the session with the skit, but decided
instead to play it by ear once inside the room. We stood in
the

aisles, still in costume, carrying a 3 foot papier mache
moon rock. As we listened to Stark Draper and other space
criminals talking technological double-think, we all felt
that the afternoon was only beginning.

It started slowly, with someone getting a pile of poster
boards and some magic markers. We crouched down and scrawled
some signs:"Rockets in Space, Slums on Earth,"™ "Moon Rocks
Are Not Edible," and so on, Draper was just beginning to
launch into a recitation of scientific achievements of the
moon shot when two of us picked up the moon rock, walked in
front of the TV cameras and dropped it on the podium. We
told him that our rock had only cost $1.49 to make and prob-
ably had more scientific value than the $30 million rocks the
astronautg brought back. Choking and blushing a little, he
accepted the gift and continued his speech. But the ice had
been broken ang it was clear to everyone that we had subtly
taken control of the meeting. In the next ten minutes,
Draper suffered the silent indignity of watching four costum-
ed freaks walk one at a time to the platform and tape a sign
to the speakers' podium. The sight gag was perfcz:t:(.l Each
time the gign changed, the cameras would back up :n ™ .
viewers were greeted with Draper's pasty-faced grin peer ng

out over a message like, "There are open sewera 10 miles from
the Houston gspace center.®



LN

NASA

WHAT IS IT 3

Things escalated more quickly after that, Me).
Margolis, a YIPPIE film maker from New York walked Kgnto "
e

ium and got Draper in a discussion about the war &
?::n\ars. :onttle later, two women appeared and tal;::d‘h°
adout women's liberation. And just as the audience was
inning to get excited, an old man emerged from Nowhere, g
the mike away from another panelist, and said he thought th
whole space program was ridiculous. He spoke for fiye min e
utes, grinning all the time, and although no one else ses ~
to know what he was talking about, he continued until pe med
all he wanted to say. Leaving the podium he began to p“:“d
out pieces of halivah to the audience.
At this point the TV producer grabbed the mike and

pleaded for order. An intermission was called and the v
people hurriedly scheduled an interview with us, ang we got

ten minutes of air time to state our position about the role
of science and technology inside Babylon.
Neervres KR Nar108ALISTIC Nursance
Asivne ASSoCIATION FOR AGENT FoR
Seace Screntiric Senseress
AspiraTIONS AFFecTATION ABRACKDABR,

The second half of the program was given over to ques-
tions from the floor. Melvyn got up and read a poem by Pon-
tiac, an historic leader of the American Indians, which was
followed by a panelist reading a poem from Time magazine
about how proud he was to be an American despite the ghettoes
and widespread poverty. Everyone was taken aback, and when
he said "Thank you," the audience realized he expected
applause and a few scattered claps were heard. Other people
from the audience began asking questions, and to our delight,
everyone who spoke confronted the panelists politically. The
pseudoscientific posture of the session had been sacrificed
in the dynamism of our actions, and the dialogue between the
floor and the stage was some of the most pointed of the week.
We had changed the agenda, and despite the apparent chaotic
natut:dot the session, the real issues were finally being

Loss of "Respectability”

It goes without saying that we angered many people.
Some of our legitimacy as serious young scientists was sacri-
ficed, and the bourgeois press took advantage of that shift
in image to characterize us as disruptive, emotional students
--many people criticized the action on those grounds. I
think that loss of credibility was necessary and paved the
way for a more accurate self and public image. We need to
adopt a posture which combines rationality with anger, which
legitimizes struggle even if it is liberally interpreted as

disruptive. All that was really lost was the "nice" young
scientist image, and we'd best be rid of that. “We gave up
our middle class passivity., Instead of waiting until recog-
nized by the teacher, and accepting his agenda, we offered
another, and thus allowed the audience, through a process of
struggle, to determine what was really appropriate., Those
that accused us of denying free speech fail to understand
that the concept only makes sense when all those who have
interests in an issue have an equal chance to air their views
and an equal share of the power to make policy. Clearly, the
five men at the podium had much more control over what got
discussed and in what context than the three hundred people
in the room, just as they have had more control over the
military and space programs than the hundreds of millions of
people affected by them. Free speech does not mean that this
small elite has the right to set the terms of discussion or
public policy, while gratuitously allowing everyone else to
ask a question now and then,

Technology is not autonomous. All power to the people.

SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE
Questions Raised at the aaas Meetings

by Tony Rosner

one of the bases of the Science
the December AAAS convention in Boston w

duré"‘q‘ppgrently interested in sacrificing wnt:zv:::; g;e
ublic relations, conducted its sessions in such a way as to
P omote & status quo in the relationships of people in
P:mnce to each other and to their work, while at the same
::’uﬂe suggesting to the public that our present science ang
technology serve the public interest. For reasons discussed
¢ length elsewhere, such a policy undoubtedly assures that
acience remain a black box to the people; it denies a true
!ublic understanding of the manner in which methods and pri-
rities are chosen in sci?nce.
Ot Io challenge this policy, participants in the Science
or the People movement attended various AAAS sessions with
the jntention of heightening public awareness of the polit-
ical realities that underlay many of the assumptions of the
gcien“ﬂc profession, to say nothing of those of many of
the gpeakers at the sess§ons. The tactics of the movement
ranged from asking questions from the floor to presenting a
jde variety of statements and theatrical displays that were
wu intended to indicate the questionable assumptions upon
:hich many of the sessiong were based. The desire was not
so much to embarrass the individual speakers as to point out
the manner in which t}_\e entire format of a particular meeting
was unresponsive to vigorous controversy or public participa-

tion.

for the People movement

Where's the Victim?

The Chemical and Biological Warfare session on the morn-
ing of December 27 was an excellent case in point. The pur-
pose of the meeting was al}egedly to present a variety of
viewpoints on the use of biological and chemical munitions
in warfare; the panel, however, failed to include a person
representative of those most directly affected by CBW; to
wit, the victim. In the questioning that followed, this
matter was brought to the floor, wherein an argument ensued
in which the chairman of the panel insisted that people in
the audience were qualified to speak for only a few minutes.
This intimidation of public response served as a clear illus-
tration of the failure of a presumably qualified panel to
effectively encounter dissenting viewpoints, and served only
to crystallize the apprehensions of many in the movement that
the meetings of the AAAS were callously indifferent to public
needs. It was only after intense resistance from the audi-
ence as a whole that the chairman finally opened the session
to more democratic discussion. 1Included in the questions
that followed were a variety of facts that contradicted some

of those presented by certain members of the panel.

Why Was the ABM Built?

A similar area of intense public concern discussed at
the AAAS meetings was disarmament and arms control, examined
at a session on the afternoon of Friday, December 26. A
typical question, put to panelist Dr. Jerome Wiesner of MIT
strove to illustrate an apparently political basis for an
area of scientific research: "In May of this year...an assis-
tant group leader of the systems analysis group at Lincoln
Laboratories told a special investigating committee:'Before
the decision was announced on the Sentinel [ABM] we were
asked to do a review of the effectiveness of that system...
we tried this at several levels in the Department of Defense
and the President's Scientific Advisory Committee. I think
when we finished the briefings there was no question about
whether the Sentinel system would be effective. I think it
was generally realized it would not be.' Do you [Dr.
Wiesner] feel that technical effectiveness was a factor in
the decision to deploy an ABM system?" Other questions
raised at the meeting were primarily concerned with the
background of each of the panelists in an effort to discredit
their validity.

Faults in the Questioning

It is here where one could find two basic faults with
the manner in which questions were raised at the meetings.
The first is that the many comments about the personal back-
grounds of the panelists, while attempting to illustrate the
hypocrisy of such meetings claiming to be "socially relevant"
were more often than not broadsides of rhetoric and had
little purpose except for character assassination. The sec-
ond problem involved many of the more specific questions; in
many instances the person asking for clarification from a
speaker did not back his inquiry with a second or third ques-
tion, a tactic necessary for preventing the speaker from
evading the issue raised in the lead question.

Challenges of a lesser magnitude were raised at other
sectional meetings, including sessions on (1) the political
attitudes of scientists, (2) the military funding of academic
research, (3) hunger and malnutrition, and (4) approaches to
policy science (with Herman Kahn as a participant.)

NASA as Paradigm

Interrogation and interruption at an afternoon session on
the American space program for the next decade was particu-~
jarly significant. The question of ignoring public needs on
the earth in favor of space exploration was clearly brought
to light, and the session gained nationwide press and TV

erage. It was thus possible to communicate to masses of
ooy le the basis for the Science for the People movement:

ot. scientific efforts are most often arbitrarily used to
th;“v. goals that do not necessarily serve the best interest
;‘; the vast majority of the people.




WHO BENEFITS FPROM TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE?

by Larry Beeferman
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"Who Benefits From Technological Change?”
& series of talks presented at the Sorry State of
sesaions at the AAAS Convention. Allen Weinrub, who o
this question, observed that tremendous scientific ‘dvunc:
has "not only failed to resolve basic social problems, buin-
rather worsened them.” The answer is to be found by °x‘g
ing "the social and economic context in which science an ut
technology develop." He asserted that rather than beind ool'
of control, "the development and exploitation of new t°Chn°.0
ogies has always been a conscious effort on the part of th
who have supplied the support for its development and who
expect to thereby benefit from its use."

In particular, he claimed that in American society t°d.y‘1
technology "is promoted by large corporations and the feder
government for the benefit of big business. The assessment
of the costs and benefits of new technologies, the decision
a8 to whether or not the develop these new technologies, th.d
way in which such developments are actually accomplished, .nd
the use to which these technologies are put are all dominate
by the interests of large corporate enterprises.”

Obsolescence and Waste

The various talks which followed attempted to provide
specific cases which illustrated the process just described.
For example, Steve Cavrak presented a study of IBM's deci-
sion to build and sell System/360. Rather than for techno-
logical reasons, "the third generation of computers was con-
ceived to 'strengthen' IBM's existing monopoly position in
?ho computer industry. It was consciously designed to force

obsolescence' into the computers people were just learning
::IEIQ." In a similar vein, Rick Paul discussed the "ethi-

and high costs of research necessary to the advancement of
medical science. But according to Paul, an "investigation
the drug industry reveals a
conflict between commercial and therapeutic goals." Research
59 directed towards "patentability" and novelty producing a
mindless proliferation of combinations of existing drugs”
resulting in a "tremendous waste of research manpower and
£ac111ties." He further indicated that in a number of cases
drug firms are shown to suppress more effective drugs in
order to protect profits on existing products.”

Narronar,
AEROSPACE
Sussioy

ADOMINTSTRATION

A8 a classic case of how technologies are developed at
great public expense only to further private gain, Steve
Kaiser gave a critique of the NASA space program. He stated
"the space program operationally has served to develop valu-
able military technology.” He observed that the "top 25
space contractors are nearly the same as the major defense
contractors - a tight economic circle whose inertia and need
for fiscal survival outweighs the pressure of social prior-
ities." 1In contrast, he felt that "the scientific benefits
of the NASA program have been comparatively minor and skewed,
with many space scientists openly stating their displeasure
with the engineering bias of many NASA projects." Moreover,
the "technological spin-off has, in reality, been far below
predictions and publicity."

In a talk originally scheduled for presentation, Don Mac-
Kenzie discussed how similar misuse and misdirection occurs
in the social sciences. He claimed that "social science has
developed in the context of a soclal-planning ideology that
leaves unquestioned the basic distribution of power in the
United States....Inequality and political conflict between
the powerful and less powerful are denied or minimized." He
further noted that the "methodology of 'social planning' is
constructed to advise elite decision-makers, not to assist
general publics in meaningful social action. Because he
lacks expertise, the ordinary citizen - or average Nobel
physicist - is regarded as incompetent to evaluate social
issues...The corporate system’'s interests are mystified and
reified as 'societal needs' and 'historical givens.' Consul-
tation with social-science 'experts' is used to justify and
rationalize social policy."

An Irrational System

In summing up a broad survey of American R&D, Larry Beef-
erman stated: "...the picture which emerges is one in which
technology is not neutral or autonomous but rather, is devel-
oped in a very specific economic, political, and social con-
text. It is used for weapons and space research to suppress
and intimidate people abroad and support a stagnating economy
at home. It is used for making useless or shoddy products in
the drug industry. It is used to create waste through obso-
lescence in the computer industry. It is used to gain at
public expense, benefits for private use, as with NASA., It
is used to justify the system which allows these things to
occur. It is an expression of the system which produces it
and those who control it - in this country, a small financial
and corporate elite. Technology's fundamental use is for the
preservation and extension of the present economic, political
and social order. Insofar as that is true it is irrational,
for that order is irrational: in the more specific sense be-
cause it leads to exploitation, waste and the destruction of
the environment and its inhabitants,and in the broader sense
besause it is incapable of fulfiling the premises which are
used to justify its existence.”

TS TM—tOr

SCIENCE poR THE PEOPLE RESOLUTIONS

At the Aaas meeting Science for the People offered reso-
lutiong calling for equality of women in science, an end to i
zh° repression of black people, and for immediate withdrawa

rom Vietnam,

These resolutions were circulated as petitions to the

members, and each gathered between 400 and 900 signa-
::F:l, even with the limited amount of canvassing that could
One,

Equality of Wowen in Science

The resolution on equality of women in science made 8
demands ; admission of 1/2 women to graduate and medical
8chools, reorientation of vocational counseling, compensatory
hiring ang promotion, birth control and abortion counseling
to be provided by universities and companies, revamping of
Curricula to end perpetuation of male supremacy and to consi-
der gex inequality, university and government programs to
study and change the subordinate status of women, and changes
in institutional policies to provide parenthood leave and
family sick leave for both sexes, half-time appointments for
Par:nts of both sexes who want them, and free child day care
Centers,

Repression of Black People

The resolution on the repression of black people stated:
*A new chapter is being written in the ugly history of U.s.
racism, With alarming frequency political trials, deliberate
slanders and outright murder are being perpetrated against
the black community and other racial and political groups in
response to their legitimate demands.

"Scientists, like all other people, should be concerned
about this repressive atmosphere, since recent history has
shown that science is distorted and reduced to an empty game
under a fascist power. Suppression of people and ideas that
express or imply political opposition to the established ord-
er are typically accompanied by a flourishing of irrelevant
and supposedly neutral esoteric studies of social problems.
Such studies are certainly not scientific and often sheer
propaganda.

"Therefore be it resolved that the AAAS:
l)denounce the recent outburst of ruthless repression against
the Black Panthers as part of a systematic subjagation of the
black people in the persons of some of their most outspoken
representatives,
2)call on all scientists as individuals to deny the use of
science and technology to enhance the effectiveness of fede-
ral, state and local police in their war against blacks and
other dissenters.”

Vietnam War Resolution

of the purposes of the AAAS is 'to improve

"Whereas one
of science in the promotion of human wel-

the effectiveness
fare,!'
"and whereas the government of the United States exerts

great effort toward improving the effectiveness of science in
the suppression of struggles for liberation at home and
abroad,

"therefore be it resolved that the AAAS demonstrate its
committment to human welfare by demanding the immediate with-
drawal of all U.S. men, women, and materiel from Vietnam."

Technicality

The AMAS Committee on Council Affairs ruled the resolu-
tions out of order on a technicality - they had not been sub-
mitted to the Council 30 days before the meeting. The Coun-
cil could have discussed them if a member of the Council had
chosen to place them on the agenda - none did, despite the
hundreds of signatures gathered on behalf of each of them,
The Council is made up of representatives of the professional
societies which are institutional members of the AAAS - the
Establishment, in a word.

Even though this occured, the canvassing on behalf of the
resolutions was certainly worthwhile. One canvasser esti-
mated that of those who were willing to read the petitions at
all (about 10-158 were so offended at political issues being
raised that they refused to look at the resolutions), about
half signed thef.

Dave Jodrey
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why Drugs Are Expensive

Drug companies have devised numerous ways to secure
their position, Patent rights, combination drugs which
patent fights last longer, and the use of tradenames (ag
opposed to generic or chemical names) all help keep the price
of drugs high., Political pressure is applied through the
American Medical Association and the Pharmaceutical Manufac.
turers Association to maintain a favorable climate for the
drug industry. Drug manufacturers are found peddling theiy
wares as trustees of medical schools and hospitals - 1°°¢lly
for example, Robert Ebert, Dean of Harvard Medical School, '
was a director of Squibb until publicity forced him to resign
And rounding out the picture are the enormous advertising
campaigns through medical journals, the "detail men" who act
as pushers, and the outright bribery of doctors, all to
encourage physicians to prescribe more and more drugs,

The use of tradenames as opposed to generic names for
drugs as a means of keeping up prices has been well-documen-
ted, To give only one example: prednisone sells for $4.40
per thousand under its chemical name; under the brand name
"Merticorten™ it sells for $102.57 per thousand. Doctors are
encouraged in medical school to learn brand names, and only
6% of the new prescriptions each year use the name of the
generic drug. Moreover, it is against the law for a druggist
the fill a prescription with the same chemical under its
generic name if it is written by the doctor with a tradename,

Bribery of Doctors

The bribery of doctors by drug companies usually takes
the form of gifts. A Boston University med student who has ~
been in school only four months has already received two
hardcover books, an engagement calendar, a clipboard with
medical tables, a vinyl model of the brain stem, a stetho-
scope, - and this is only the beginning of a long relation-
ship. Doctors get everything from golf balls to dinners,
Drug companies spend $3,000 per physician every year on
"public relations" to encourage physicians to subscribe drugs
(and we, the public, pay for these gifts since they are writ-
ten off as tax losses!)

. work in health fields.

Beginning to Move

Last year, however, some medical school student
poston area begat to move against this kind of br?b:r;? ;::y
yeturned the doctor's black bags to the drug companies. The
scudogt Health Organization (SHO) Played a major role in this
‘campaign.
ca Psgo is comprised of health students (especially medical,
dental, nursing) and many other health care workers, 1Its
goal is to change the health care System in the United States
to provide adequate health care for all, SHO's guiding prin-
ciple 18 that "health care is not a commodity to be sold to
the highest bidder: it is a basio human right," and must be
available to everyone,

In support of their principles SHO, on Monday, Jan. 26th,
pickotud a dinner which the A.H. Robins drug company gave at
Jimmy's Harborside ($$11) for doctors of the Boston City Hos-
pital. About 50 people peacefully picketed the dinner, and
leafletted the doctors who attended, The leaflet explained
that SHO was there to educate the people about the dinner,
not to disrupt it. The picketers chanted "Hip, Hip, Hippo-
crates, Up with Health, Down with Fees," "Health not Wealth,
power to t?; People" and carried signs demanding free health

re for all,
" The demonstration ended with a guerrilla theater skit in
which a doctor is befriended by a drug company (they bribe
him with dinners and gifts .) The doctors in turn treat
patients by asking the drug company what to do, and the ans-
wer is to give drugs., The drugs are forced on the patients,
who then have to pay. Once the doctor has the drug-prescri-
bing habit (expensive, brand-name drugs only) he even gives
them for a splinter. Finally the patients, chanting "We're
be:ng cheated," chase away the drug company and destroy its
ifts.
g The demonstration was not written up by the Boston press,
although they were there. The doctors, however, took the
leaflets, One even joined the picket line, and another came
out during the dinner to get a handful of leaflets to take
back in.
ay and Wednesday SHO leafletted patients at hos-

pit‘?: E:;::dythe city. Th{y explained how doctors got free
dinners, and companies get rich, while we pay the bill. Tgey
advised patients of things that can be done, such as demand-
ing generic drug prescriptions of both doctors and pharma-
cists. a

will continue its attack on the drug industry, an
hopefﬂgo iducate both doctors and patients about the situa-d
tion., They are researching the industry, its practice;, ;n 3
its connections with medical schools, They will also be e?!
onstrating at future ginnera. )(The next one is for the sta

. Mental Health Center.
of H;:: other important SHO programs are the Women's Group
and the Health University. The Women's Group, composed of
nurses, nurses' aides, nursing students, doctors, techn%cinn-
and others is concerned wit? bo:hﬁgo:l:: ::r:lfngoxzsﬁ:h;
L-1:) an

vk i harirh Eleids; gull Lucy Cangib at 566-1944 for more

information. The Health University will begin, starting Feb,
25, a series of lectures and discussions analyzing the health
care system and how to change it, For more information, call
Ken Rosenberg at 423-4600, ext. 235,

If you are interested in more information, or want to
work with them, call SHO at 423-4725. Their office is at 35
Kneeland St., Boston (llth floor.)

N sTRIKES AGAIN

struck again on January 22, when Dr. Charles E.

Falk, planning director of NSF talked at MIT on "Supply and
Utilization of Doctorate Scientists and Engineers - A Chang-
ing situation.” One of the largest lecture halls on campus
was filled with scientists hoping that some light would be
shed on their prospects for the future. Instead they were
presented with a set of meaningless statistics which treated
them - as the title of the talk implied - as commodities to
be BSupplied' and ‘utilized.' B

Falk lumped together all areas of science and tochnoloqy;
mathematics, the "hard" sciences, the life sciences, engin-
eering, and social sciences, in his projections for the
total number of Ph.D.'s in all these fields and the expected
number of jobs from now until 1980. His main conclusion wasg

that on the average, the net supply and utilization of Ph.D!s

will balancel A situation consistent with this sort of pre-
diction would be 150,000 doctorates in physics, 150,000
doctorates in political science, and 300,000 jobs in polit-
ical ecience. In classicXM@ fashion, Dr. ralx seemed more
concerned with numbers than the people they stood for; to
make matters woro;, no effort was made to predict the rela-
tive position of different scientists {n the same

Te.g., new Ph.D.'s versus tenured academics.) diecTpling

A Vacuum

More ludicrous was the fact that national "priorities*®
such as the continuation of the Vietnam WAL - were not me -
tioned once during the entire session. By default {¢ g ne
that the raising and allocating of resources for techno]
cal research and development existed in a social and 1?ql-
fcal vacuum. During the question period sos s Poln:gd t-
that about three-fourths of all ReD funde (about §25 by, out
1ion) wae supplied by the fedaral government. o
think it was necessary to look into the (s0cial, economy
and political) forces which influenced which actiy Q,

be supported, whom they would benefit, and in ‘“rnltxo- would

jobe there would be in each ares? » how many

Didn'e Dr.raix

Brian Schwartsz pointed out that the recent mass layoffs
by NASA, the prospective uncertainty in the economy, the
zooming inflation rate, and the consequences of "cuts" in
war department budgets made Dr. Falk's predictions too opti-
mistic already. The severe problems these questiona raised
for the future of the various attendees at the meeting
brought the response from Dr. Falk that there are "other
meaningful things to do besides research." He did not com=-
ment on how "meaningful” some of the present research on
weapons was.

Aid for the Suddenly Disemployed?

Some people at the meeting, concerned with
sclentists and engineers as human beings xcthort:;:: ::ligx-
bers and pawns, felt that emergency funds for those seriously
affected by funding ocuts should be obtained by reducing the
number of superfluaus conferences, amount of travel, and the
like. But this, it was felt, could only be a stop-gap
effort. But Dr. Falk made no such radical (if only short
term) proposals, even though he admitted to a questioner
afterward that in some fields a "crisis" existed.

PAMPHLET A pamphlet including most of the

Papers presented
at the Sorry State of Science Sym i
O sihe MEIte b5t ymposium is in Preparation,

Larry Beeferman
1541 Cambridge Street
Cambridge, Mass, 02138,

if you are interested in receivin a A
pamphlet to be available soon, ¢ & COPY: Me expect the
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REPORT ON ACTION AT APS MEETING IN CHICAGO

The following is a letter received from Bob IvanoV
on SESPA action at the Chicago APS meeting in January:

On Sunday, we went to the [APS] Council meeting 8nd
were told that we couldn't stay as the 7 of us were no
APS members. Charlie Schwartz talked to Alverez later
and we got a room for $100 on Tuesday for our Forum. APS

Monday we set up a card table (no opposition from cion
or Palmer House) outside the Grand Ballroom and registra
area., We advertised the business meeting of the APS and ry
collected signatures for the two resolutions (63 - militd
funding; 95 - Vietnam)., We had about 6 people around the
table most of Monday. About 4 others circulated through
the crowds.,

At the business meeting, the APS (Alverez) refused t©
order a mail ballot on the Vietnam resolution. The
resolution on military funding will be voted on by mail
ballot but it will be worded by the Council of the APS.

The problem was that there was general disagreement about
our wording; specifically, no mention of the Mansfield
amendment and no suggestion as to how to provide the lost
funds. Thus the Council will review the discussion and
present a resolution to be voted on.

The Forum on Tuesday was well attended. We ran one
hour over our scheduled time and had a crowd of 300 for
almost the whole 3 1/2 hours.

On Wednesday evening, John Froines talked about
the trial and the audience was fascinated. He spoke for
45 minutes and answered questions for about 75 minutes.

Our problem, however, was small attendance, around 100,
probably due to the Banquet and the fact that many people
had left by Wednesday night.

Also, regarding the Forum, 5 of us entered the
Ceremonial Session prior to its start and a graduate
student from U of C read a short statement over the
microphone. He announced the Forum and stated that the APS
had not dealt with important social and political problems.

As we walked away from the mike there was scattered applause °
very surprising to us.

Rod Wallace of Columbia has a 1ist of 16 people who
took the SESPA pledge Wednesday night.

The boycott of scientists from Los Alamos, Livermore
and Ft, Detrick was begun. During two of the technical
sessions, four people walked in with signs announcing
the boycott and with statements such as:

LIVERMORE
LOS ALAMOS
ALSO MAKE BOMBS

This was done as a speaker from Los Alamos and Livermore
was introduced and we stood near and off to one side during
the entire presentation of the paper. Leaflets were handed
out at the door in advance. The first time (against Los F
Alamos), some people objected but the chairman decided
that 1t was not disruptive if we just stood there. Against
Livermore there were no objections (except from Livermore
sclenctists outside the session who argued with us).
The two scientists whose talks were picketed were:
C.W, Nielson (los Alamos) Tuesday, A.M.
F.H. Coensgen (Livermore) Wednesday, A.M.
Both papers were presented in the Division of Plasma Physics.
Those leaflets put out under the APS '70 coalition
were a jolnt effort of all "radical” groups at the meeting.
In all, we probably had 20-25 people in the coalition,
Considering our small numbers and minimal planning
(2 weeks), we think it as reasonably successful.

Bob Ivano

A word of explanation from the editor:

The two petitions referred to above were also included
in the mailed information and are reproduced below:

VIETNAM

The war in Vietnam and Laos i1s a moral affront to all
people. The atrocities committed and the philosophies
manufactured to explain them result in a severe deterioration
of human values in our society. The physical facilities
required to maintain the war remove from public use funds
urgently needed to cope with domestic problems. Scientific
research i1s steered away from consideration of these problems,
as well as from basic research, and is used to promote an

illegal war. We therefore recommend adoption of the following
resolution:

This society demands that all United States military
personnel be immediately withdrawn from Vietnam and Laos.

MILITARY SUPZORT OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH

The presence of military funds in the scientific
community guldes reseach along lines which are of possible
military application, even though much of the research 1s
not directly weapons-oriented. Military support of scie.cr
thus results in the passive evil of leading research in
directions which do not include consideration of such urgent
problems as the curing of social maladies or the preservation
of our environment. Those who participate in the military
technological supporf a system which constitutes a very real
danger to civilization. We therefore recommend adoption of

the
r°1low1ng resolution:

r;.f QU?
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funl
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LOS ALAMOS, LIVERMORE AND FT. DETRICK LEAFLET

rundaTh°'° are three central laboratories for research

Mental to the develo  weapons of mass murder;
. pment of weap
bg;séiam°°» Livermore and Fort Detrick. Each institution

e
progran, -T£€ non-weapons research programs. Each u::at:hes
inte oms to attract brilliant and stimulating scientis cing
to u the somewhat oppressive aura of murder work, attemp
sonanderwrite institutional morale and provide a cheap
Ulting service for the weapons makers.
see tp Y O us in the professional scientific community
subtlhis as odious entrapment of scientific talent into .
murde. but effective contribution to the technology of ma:
thoBer' We feel that in holding scientific discourse wit
alacs SMEaged in any research at these institutions we are
weao contibuting to the legitimation and support of their

apons programs.
ai € therefore suggest excluding from professional
Liscourse all those working or consulting for Los Alamos,
whze§2°’° and Ft, Detrick - a professional boycott of those

Ve chosen to contribute by their presence to programs
of mass murder,

Others of us see the issues in different terms, we

it 1s increasingly apparent that ours is a society

N erisis: urban deterioration, the war in Southeast Asia,
widespread strikes, overkill and increased military spending,
lay-offs of working people, including scientists and production
workers, rising prices..... The relationship between these
Symptoms is not tramsparent, but it is clear that increased
u.s. military spending has not benefited the vast majority

of mankind.

The development and deployment of weapons for the
u.s. military serves the dual purpose of lining the pockets
of the big industrialists in whose factories they are produced,
and in maintaining, through military blackmail, U.S. big
business domination of the economies of a large part of
the globe in the name of "“free enterprise".

Los Alemos, Livermore and Ft., Detrick are necessary
components for the development of weapons for this blackmail;
they are unique in that they are primarily concerned with
the development of nuclear and biological arms. Thus a
scientific boycott of researchers &t these institutions
may be an effective step toward curbing U.S. military
adventures.

Teel

APS '70 COALITION

INDUSTRIAL UNDERGROUND

There is quite an active underground group at a research
firm at which one of our members works. Of the company's 250
workers, as many as 50 people representing diverse occupa-
tions have attended meetings. Seminars which were success-
fully organized last summer began again recently with the
topic "women's Liberation at XYZ: What Does It Mean?" The
people asked for, and were granted and-now occupy the left
wing of the company's library which is now well stocked with
underground literature. A local radical paper is sold regu-
larly and the people plan to publish their own newspaper,

"XYZ Underground."

People publicize their own wages, adding a new kind of
honesty to relationships and helping others be more secure
about asking for raises without endagnering those who already
earn enough. People meet regularly for lunch to rap, share
frustrations, learn from each other and feel together.

Strong protests have been made about a memo discriminat-
ing against secretaries and about pro-capitalistic propaganda
sent through the mail. Neither incident has been repeated
since the protests were lodged.

A member of the group has been invited to speak at a num-
ber of other industrial firms. Many of his meetings with new
pPeople are still at the initial stage of soul searching. He
emphasizes two important principles he has learned through
his experience at his and other firms. First, it is more
than advisable to talk to management in groups of two or more
pPeople to insure the evidence of witnesses and to avoid being
talked into undesirable compromises. Secondly, he recommends
strongly that people should not quit their work in the
"System", but rather remain Inside and organize, using all
their time and available facilities.

Naomi Naierman
Nircoric
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nate your Job, not your work. After a;; tPAt: Ma
fun! The work isn't alienatin S olny Phyayo$°8
creativel The process isn't alienat :
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ing work for somebody else, some e you
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What is your work used for? What are th '

the
Maybe it's outright destructive for PO88ibiligy
the destruction business. Maybe it':h:oiegsi:rﬁhat Are :'?
it's just plain boondoggling--makework, Maybe 1:?1V°-Maybe
the extra dot on the i in an insignificant problem! Putting
you employed. Of course, if you're really lucky i:? kee
poseful, it's going to be used by some business 6: 8 ke
corP¥EAt§°nt§° inc;iase their profits, one big
at's the problem, brother! That's what'
with the job. You don't really have any contrgltg:e:l“ter
your work is used for. You can't direct that your wor:hat
be used for the benefit of society. You are as much a Virey
of the machinery as that computer you're working on, orP:}rlt
typewriter your secretary types on. FRUSTRATING, ISN'T ITT
Feel like quitting? Don't quit, brother, there's only on
way to stop that frustration, to make yourself feel wholee
again. The only way to stop that sense of frustration is ¢
fight against the system that uses you 80 poorly. If you ®
want to redirect science, brother, you've got to redirect *
society. Stay where you are, organize, speak to your fellow
workersl They're scientists just like you. They have the
same problems. They can't always get lost in their work or
in their gardening in the suburbs any more than you can. Yoy
think they're all wrapped up in their work and don't feel the
way you do? You'd be surprised--talk to theml They are just
as sickened as you are.
Don't quit, brother! Organizel

WASHINGTON APS MEETING

The annual Washington meeting of the American Physical
Society meets from Monday, 27 April to Thursday, 30 Aprdl, “-
This provides an excellent opportunity for activities by
SESPA and Science for the People. This year, as in the past,
many challenges are being posed to the scientific community.
We expect ABM and MIRV to be a very much debated topic and it
would be useful if we plan actions around these and other
issues. The current crisis facing the viability and nature
of American science and its ralation to the economic and pol-
itical policies of the Federal government is a topic on ever-
yone's mind. Open discussion of the issues involved is worth
presenting.

We hope many scientists and engineers will be able to
attend. In cooperation FAS, SESPA and Science for the People
plan to have a room for activities and have reserved a con-
ference room for an action workshop on Monday evening, 27
April in the Sheraton-Park Hotel. Anyone who wishes to help
in the Washington activities or would like more information,
or who would like to make suggestions should contact me,

c/o Francis Bitter Magnet Lab, MIT, Cambridge, Mass.

Brian Schwartz

gCIENTIFIC WORKERS ORGANIZE 1IN ITALY

Last spring, a number of technicians and members of the staff
of the International gaboratory of genetics and Biophysics, in Naples,
1taly, dissatisfied with the uses of the product of their work and the
control of such work by economic interests, went on strike and occupied
the Lab: On the I5th day of the occupation they distributed to
factories in Naples and the environs the following statement:

"Workers:

The occupaticn of the International Laboratory of Genetics and
Blophysics, thet has been going on for 15 days on the part of
82 members of the staff, Is an apparently incomprehensible fact
to the working c'ass which has been taught to look upon Science
as a structure which stands above all economic and political
Interests and whote direction is uniquely for the benefit of

humanity.

This Is a great myth that we must expose. Science In the
capitalist society Is not that which serves to heal your children,
to cure sicknesses which you may have suffered in the factory,

but is that which serves, for instance, to enrich the owners

of the pharmaceutical Industries.

If today we have not yet eliminated silicosis, malaria, and
other diseases, it is not because we don't have the means, but
* because the groups that have the control over the world economy
prefer to invest their capital in ventyres such as the space
industry which gives them much greater profits. These problems
will be resolved not by stopping the research but only when the

scientific work will be controlled by the masses of workers.

The research workers who are occupying the ILGB will tell you

that in the Laboratory exist the same conditions of exploitation
that you all well know. The categories of staff which materially
execute the greatest part of scientific work are the technicians
and the laboratory assistants. The category which above all
decides what to produce, after having itself followed the decisions
of the economic power groups (particularly the U.S.A.), is that

of the so-called '"scientists."

These latter appropriate the labor of the former and use it to
make their career and to gain more privileged positions. The
exploitation makes itself felt through situations and problems
identical to the ones you encounter in your factories.

The occupants of ILGB are interested in continuing this dialogue
with you because they feel that the victory of the working

class will be possible only when our struggles will be united

in a more organic and unreduced way.'
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Notice: People who are receiving this newsletter for the first
time or whose subscription is up, please send a contribution
and your correct name and mailing address.
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Send contributions to:

SESPA

¢/o Jonathan Spen
Holworthy sg,eﬁir

Cambridge, Ma
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