NAS on Soviet Jewish scientists, religion in science texts

The issue of the Soviet Union's restrictions on the
emigration of Soviet Jewish scientists came to the sum-
mit of American science last week. At a special meeting
with six visiting high-level Soviet scientists, the Council
of the National Academy of Sciences expressed strong
disagreement over the high exit taxes imposed on Soviet
Jews. The special closed council session was held on the
first day of the Academy’s fall meeting in Washington.
Mstislav V. Keldysh, president of the Academy of Sciences
of the U.S.S.R., was one of the six Soviet scientists
present. The Soviet delegation was starting a 21-day visit
in the United States.

Philip Handler, president of the Nas, said the debate
between the council members and the Soviets was couched
in general terms and confined to the issue of restrictions
on “migration of scientists.” Neither the words Jews nor
Israel were mentioned, but, said Handler, “they knew what
we were talking about.”

In the same session, the U.S. and Soviet academies
agreed to set up joint working groups to plan cooperation
in oceanography and in geology and geophysics. They
agreed to hold a bilateral symposium on membranes and
cell surfaces and another on agriculture in arid lands.

Later in the week, on Keldysh’s last day in Washington,
Handler presented Keldysh a message from six Soviet Jew-
ish scientists describing their plight. The message to
Handler had been transmitted by telephone from Moscow
Oct. 17 via David Korn, chairman of the Soviet Jewry
Committee of the Jewish Community Council in Washing-

from our jobs . . . and forced to do manual labor; that
we are deprived of the possibility of having learned papers
published, the possibility of lecturing, barred from report-
ing at scientific seminars and conferences, deprived of
all scientific contact and any other kind of scientific ac-
tivity? These limitations have brought about our profes-
sional death. . . . Our telephones have been cut off,
correspondence never reaches us, our families are being
both openly and secretly pressed by the authorities.”

It called on Handler to discuss with Keldysh ‘“the mea-
sures he can and should take to protect our basic human
rights.” An Academy spokesman said there was no formal
response from Keldysh.

In its regular business session, the Academy passed a
resolution bluntly criticizing a proposal before the Cali-
fornia State Board of Education that would require all
public-school science texts to give parallel treatment to the
theory of evolution and the Biblical ideas of special crea-
tion.

*. . . The essential procedural foundations of science
exclude appeal to supernatural causes as a concept not
susceptible to validation by objective criteria,” the resolu-
tion states. . . . Religion and science are, therefore,
separate and mutually exclusive realms of human thought
whose presentation in the same context leads to misunder-
standing of both scientific theory and religious belief. . . .
The proposed action will almost certainly impair the
proper segregation of the teaching and understanding of
science and religion nationwide.

ton. The message said, in part:

*“. .. They will not let us out because we are ‘valuable
specialists.” But are you aware that we . .

“Therefore, we, the members of the National Academy
urge that public-school science texts be
limited to the exposition of scientific matter.”

of Sciences . . .
. were fired

Methadone addict: New
class of drug abuser

Last week was Drug Abuse Preven-
tion Week. President Nixon called it
“an occasion to redouble our war
against this enemy and to take stock
of large victories won in a short time.”
Among the victories he mentioned was
the mobilization of the full power of
the Government to enforce the laws
and “to pinch off opium and other
drug sources all over the world.” Iron-
ically, many feel that the portion of
the Administration's drug program giv-
en the most emphasis—the pinching
off of opium and the billion-dollar ex-
pansion of the methadone maintenance
system (SN: 4/8/72, p. 229)—may
be doing as much harm as good by
substituting methadone abuse for her-
oin abuse.

With nationwide heroin shortages
developing, users are paying (and steal-
ing) more to support their habits. Some
are getting heroin by joining methadone
programs and trading large amounts
of that drug for small amounts of her-
oin. Drug pushers, in turn, sell the
methadone to addicts or mix it with
other drugs and sell it as heroin to
unsuspecting or naive users.
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In Washington, D.C., addicts are
getting methadone (through programs
or through the black market) and tak-
ing it with amphetamines to get a
high. In the past two months there
five of six overdose victims had a com-
bination of these drugs in their sys-
tems.

The rationale behind methadone
maintenance is that heroin addicts are
neurologically susceptible and must
continue to use narcotics in order to
function. Methadone is an inexpensive
synthetic narcotic that allegedly satis-
fies the craving for heroin and (in suf-
ficiently large dosages) blocks its eu-
phoric effects. The dangers of the drug,
however, have long been known. A re-
port in the AMERICAN JOURNAL OF Psy-
CHIATRY in 1949 stated that “subjects
were unable to distinguish the effects
of methadone from those of heroin.

. . Methadone became the favorite
drug of many of the patients who re-
ceived it intravenously, and they re-
quested it in preference to morphine,
heroin or dilaudid when called for
further experiments.”

A special section on methadone
maintenance in this October’s AJP con-
tains a report indicating that perhaps
methadone is becoming a drug of
choice among addicts. Robert S. Wep-
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pner, Richard C. Stephens and Harold
T. Conrad of the National Institute of
Mental Health Clinical Research Cen-
ter in Lexington, Ky., studied 336
civilly committed heroin addicts. Of
them, 43 percent had used methadone
illegally. Of the illegal users, 44 percent
received the drug from their regular
pusher and 37 percent from a metha-
done maintenance patient.

Most of these methadone abusers
took the drug primarily as a substitute
(to kick or modify their heroin habit
or to avoid withdrawal), but one-third
of them actually took methadone for
its positive qualities (the desirability
and length of the euphoria and the
economic advantages). These reasons
“indicate that there may be a significant
number of addicts turning to illegal
methadone as a drug of choice, thereby
creating a new and important class of
narcotic abuser.”

A similar conclusion is reached by
Andrew Weil in The Natural Mind
(see p. 284). Weil’s observations and
experiences as a drug researcher at
Harvard and NIMH have led him to
believe that methadone is not the an-
swer to heroin addiction. “In switch-
ing addicts to methadone,” he says,
“doctors are asking them to give up
this experience [the heroin high] for

277

9

www_jstor.org



