22

GENERAL SCIENCE

Science News LETTER for January 12, 1952

Fight For Mind's Freedom

Militant protest against world-wide attack on in-
tellectual freedom launched at AAAS meeting as American
Philosophical Society joins fight.

» A MILITANT protest against a rising
world-wide attack upon freedom of the
intellect developed at the meeting of the
American Association for the Advancement
of Science in Philadelphia.

This is not just another drive against
Communism, it is a protest against the
adoption in the free western world of so
many of the methods of the Soviets.

A veteran in the fight for unhampered
science and knowledge, Dr. Edwin G.
Conklin, Princeton biologist and president
of the American Philosophical Society, is
spear-pointing the mobilization of scien-
tists to resist special loyalty oaths, hamper-
ing special regulations, and control of
campus speakers.

Owen J. Roberts, retired associate justice
of the U. S. Supreme Court, protests what
he calls “compurgatorial” oaths that require
foreswearing “sin” in the past, as well as
the present, even if the definition of sin is
subject to change by administrative whim
without notice.

This is no new stand. In 1933 the AAAS
protested the Nazis and the Fascists by
declaring the commonwealth of learning
can not endure half slave and half free.

This was reafirmed in Philadelphia. The
targets now are state legislatures that re-
quire special loyalty oaths of professors, as
in California, universities that censor speak-
ers on their campuses, and national laws
that deny on hearsay evidence visas and
passports to scientific world authorities.

Even teachers accused of advocating the
overthrow of government by force and
violence are entitled to an impartial hearing
and should not be dismissed until the truth
of the accusations is established. This is
urged in resolutions adopted formally by
the American Philosophical Society, the
venerable academy of scientists which dates
back to the days of Benjamin Franklin and
Thomas Jefferson.

Abroad today in the former enemy lands
of Germany and Japan, America is officially
sanctioning the return of illiberal restraints
on science and knowledge. Scientists view
this with apprehension.

These formal protests against restraints
upon intellectual freedom are expected to
encourage the thousands of working scien-
tists throughout the country to resist un-
warranted inroads upon their liberties.

Text of Resolution passed by AAAS:

“The Council of the American Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Science is
profoundly disturbed over the present world
conditions which so severely impede the

free interchange of knowledge even among
friendly nations. Danger to the future of
our nation is implicit in such restrictions.

“The Council recognizes the need for
measures which will effectively safeguard
our security, but expresses its troubled con-
cern over the manner in which such meas-
ures, in particular the McCarran Act, are
being administered, to prohibit American
citizens from going abroad and citizens
of other nations from coming here to in-
terchange knowledge of science which does
not affect security.

“The Council strongly urges that the
administrative procedures under the Mc-
Carran Act be reviewed and modified so
as to minimize injustices and to increase
both our internal strength and our prestige
abroad.

“The Council further urges revision and
improvement of the relevant portions of
the Act, to retain the objectives of neces-
sary security, but with adequate provisions
to maintain free interchange of knowledge
that has no security implications.”

Excerpt from a paper by Dr. Kirtley F.
Mather, Harvard geologist and president
of the American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Science, before the forum of
American Association of Scientific Workers
at Philadelphia A.A.A.S. meeting.

» SCIENTISTS, by the very nature of
their mental habits, are internationalistic
in their outlook, rather than chauvinistic.
They are accustomed to the study of a
neutral world of objective facts that are the
same, regardless of what nation the ob-
server is a citizen, or to which of the races
of men he belongs.

They know that there are fellow scien-
tists in foreign lands who are working on
problems more or less akin to those of
their own research projects. They recall the
beneficial results of free exchange of in-
formation and ideas amongst the scientists
of many nationalities in many of the most
significant scientific discoveries of the past.
They are more aware than anyone else of
the tremendous indebtedness of American
technology to the scientific research prose-
cuted by citizens of other countries, ever
since science came of age in America.

They know that the progress of science
is most rapid when there is the greatest
freedom for uninhibited communication
among scientists the world around, such as
was provided by the many international
scientific organizations, with their world-
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wide distribution of publications, that were
established during the latter part of the
nineteenth and earlier part of the twentieth
centuries.

McCarran Act Curtain

Therefore they want to reduce the keep-
ing of scientific secrets to the absolute
minimum necessary for national security in
this time of international tension and strife.
Therefore, also, they disapprove the red-
tape curtain dropped around the United
States by the McCarran Act.

Scientists, moreover, are naturally de-
voted to the principles of democratic free-
dom that shine so clearly in our constitu-
tional Bill of Rights, based as they are
upon the one most important freedom of
all, the freedom to think one’s own thoughts
and to express them so that they may be
appraised in the court of public opinion.
Any semblance of thought control is re-
sented by the true scientist, because he
knows it will blight his intellectual activi-
ties or those of someone else who may be
just as good a scientist as he.

As a matter of fact, in spite of human
frailties that occasionally mar its fair escut-
cheon, the fraternity of scientists is the
outstanding example of a “free-society” in
modern civilization. Each scientist is not
only permitted but encouraged to form and
express his own independent judgment.
When he thinks others are wrong, he says
so. By the same token, he is ready to sub-
mit his own opinion to the judgment of
his fellows. All are confident that from the
clash of opinion and the dust of contro-
versy a collective judgment will be formed
which will be generally accepted by all.
Lasting friendships may persist, even though
all differences of opinion have not yet
been resolved.

Scientist Tries to Follow Truth

It is not surprising, therefore, that scien-
tists occasionally speak up in defense of a
fellow scientist who is charged with being
guilty of disloyalty because of his asso-
ciations, or who is being persecuted because
of allegedly “un-American” ideas he may
have expressed. Even though one scientist
may heartily disagree with another’s opin-
ions, he knows he must defend the right
of the other to express them, else he will
be false to his high calling as a sincere
and earnest seeker of the truth. He trusts
the laws of libel and misconduct to take
care of any pernicious extension of the
principle of freedom, and with Thomas
Jefferson, who was a scientist as well as a
statesman, he says “we are not afraid to
follow truth wherever it may lead, nor
tolerate error as long as reason is left free
to combat it.”

These attitudes of the scientists, an in-
evitable consequence of the intellectual
discipline of science as a way of acquiring
knowledge, are obviously in perfect accord
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with the genius of American democracy.
They are, however, such as to make those
who display them especially vulnerable to
suspicion and recrimination in times of
national fear and hysterical demands for
security against dangers, without and within
the nation.

It is quite unnecessary to remind you of
the many attacks upon scientists in recent
years, that serve as straws to show the di-
rection in which some of the anti-scientific
winds are blowing. If you don’t like what
a scientist says about the necessity for free-
dom from thought control in America, the
wisdom of supporting the United Nations,
the sharing of our surplus grain with hun-
gry Indians, or anything else that he may
say, the easiest way to slap him down is to
insinuate that he is dangerously subversive
and advocates doctrines that are approved
by the Communists or their “fellow-
travelers.”

Anti-Scientific Machinery

The machinery for this expression of anti-
scientific trends is unfortunately extensive
and well-oiled. Lists of allegedly subversive
organizations, membership in which is be-
lieved by many to be absolute proof of

.guilt, have been made public not only by

the Attorney General of the United States
and the Un-American Activittes Commit-
tee of the House of Representatives, but
also by legislative committees in several
states and by numerous private organiza-
tions. Blacklists of suspected individuals
are freely circulated, or sold at profitable
prices, by many “patriotic” societies and
“protective” associations. There seems to
be a well-organized campaign to paralyze
all independent thought, discussion, dissent
and protest in America, and men of science
are conspicuous among the targets of those
who would force their fellow citizens to
think only those thoughts which they them-
selves approve.

Against this trend the scientist should
take a firm stand as a champion of intellec-
tual freedom. He must not adopt the de-
featist conclusion that the only sure way
to avoid penalty for unpopular opinion is
to express no opinion at all. Regardless of
the odds against him, he must do his best
to change the attitudes of mind of those
who will yet listen to his words. Educa-
tion for life in a free society must continue,
and scientists have a great responsibility
for its success.

Courage Is Answer to Fear

Just one specific example of the kind of
education I have in mind. Few people know
the facts about such lists of subversive or-
ganizations as that compiled in the Attor-
ney General’s office. Very little publicity
has been given to the ruling of the U. S.
Supreme Court, a few months ago, which,
as former Attorney General Francis Biddle
points out in his recent book, “The Fear
of Freedom,” knocked out the whole sys-
tem of lising. The Court ruled that it
was a denial of due process to thus brand
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organizations without a hearing. We cannot
hope to compensate for all the harm already
done by the unjustifiable use to which
these lists have been put, but we can at
least hope to reduce their harm in the
future by spreading such information about
them as widely as possible.

The future is by no means hopeless for
science and scientists in America, in spite
of the contemporary trends of thought that
are antagonistic to them. There is much
reason for fearing the adverse elements
in the mental climate that surrounds us,
but as Robert Oppenheimer has well said,
“The answer to fear cannot always lie in
dissipating its causes or in yielding to it.

Sometimes it lies, simply enough, in
courage.”
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INVENTION

Electric Table Lamp Is
Energized by Radio Waves

» AN ELECTRIC table lamp, which has
no wire or other visible connection to a
source of electric energy, has been issued
a patent. It is energized by radio-frequency
waves from a transmitter in a secluded place
in the room. Patent 2,579,989 was awarded
to Nathaniel B. Wales, Jr., of New York
City, on this invention.
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BIOCHEMISTRY
Fatty Chemical Linked
To Tooth Troubles

» CHOLESTEROL, a fatty chemical in-
volved in arthritis and artery hardening,
now is linked with tooth troubles.

Tests of saliva from people with various
disorders of the teeth as well as of the body
show this. The tests were reported by Dr.
Frances Krasnow of the Guggenheim Den-
tal Clinic, New York, to the American
Association for the Advancement of Science
meeting in Philadelphia.

Persons who are “medically as well as
dentally normal” have an average saliva
cholesterol reading of seven. Those without
tooth disorders but suffering from some
disease such as artery hardening or arthritis
have a saliva cholesterol reading of nine.
Those with dental disorder only rate 11 and
those with both tooth and body diseases
rate 13. The figures are for milligrams of
cholesterol per 100 milliliters of saliva.

When the teeth and the rest of the body
are restored to their best state of function-
ing, the saliva cholesterol reverts to normal,
Dr. Krasnow reported.

The new findings on cholesterol in saliva
may lead to better understanding of the part
this chemical plays in health and disease.
In addition, saliva tests for cholesterol may
give doctors and dentists a new diagnostic
tool easier to use than blood tests.
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