Mikhailov told Green that his main
office had only about 60 employees, but
that he had ten “Central Bureau In-
stitutes” of information. Presumably
these are bodies organized by industrial
field, such as the Central Bureau of
Scientific and Technical Information for
Heavy Industry and the Bureau of Tech-
nical Information and Propaganda in
the Meat Industry.

In each of these organizations 60
percent of the activity is devoted to proc-
essing information — acquisition, scan-
ning, cataloging, abstracting, preparing,
and so forth—and 40 percent to distri-
bution. The central bureaus all publish
journals, and each issue of these con-
tains a prescribed number of suggestions
to industry. Mikhailov also referred to
60 or 70 smaller regional units. In ad-
dition, he mentioned that his office
maintains reporters at big plants.

Aside from the obvious organization-
al differences, the key difference between
the All-Union Institute and the industrial
information agency is that one provides
broad scientific and technological infor-
mation for which the user must ask,
while the other feeds highly selected ma-
terial to the predetermined user. Most
observers agree that the two bodies com-
plement each other.

The group from the National Federa-
tion of Science Abstracting and Index-
ing Services also visited centers in
Poland, Holland, and Denmark. As a
result of these travels, they concluded
that there is no single national plan
which merits adoption by all. Since
alternate plans are feasible, any nation
planning to make special efforts in this
field should carefully inventory its ex-
isting methods of collecting information
and its communication links. There-
after a national plan should be devised
which takes maximum advantage of
these important resources and which
responds to the country’s special needs.

U.N. Assembly Asks All States
To Halt Atom Tests

Following are the texts of two resolu-
tions adopted in New York on 21 No-
vember by the United Nations General
Assembly which call for a halt in nu-
clear and thermoneuclear tests.

The General Assembly, recalling its
resolution 1252-B (XIII) of 4 No-
vember 1958.

-Noting that the negotiations -on the
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discontinuance of nuclear weapons
tests and on the establishment of an ap-
propriate international control system
which began at Geneva on 31 October
1958 are still continuing,

1. Expresses its appreciation to the
states concerned for their efforts to
reach an agreement relating to the pro-
hibition of nuclear weapons tests and
including an appropriate international
control system;

2. Expresses the hope that these
states witl intensify their efforts to reach
an agreement at an early date;

3. Urges the states concerned in these
negotiations to continue their present
voluntary discontinuance of the testing
of nuclear weapons;

4. Requests the states concerned to
report to the General Assembly the re-
sults of their negotiations.

Second Resolution

The General Assembly,

Desiring to safeguard mankind from
the increasing hazards resulting from
tests of nuclear and thermonuclear
weapons,

Bearing in mind the profound con-
cern evinced by the peoples of all coun-
tries regarding the testing of nuclear
and thermonuclear weapons,

Welcoming endeavors at Geneva of
the states concerned to reach an agree-
ment on the discontinuance of these
tests and the progress so far achieved,

Noting with appreciation that the
states concerned have voluntarily sus-
pended such tests, enabling progress in
the discussions at Geneva,

Considering that an agreement on the
cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear
tests with effective international control
is urgent,

1. Expresses its appreciation to the
states concerned for their patient and
sincere efforts to reach agreement on
the discontinuance of nuclear and ther-
monuclear tests with effective interna-
tional control and for the progress
hitherto achieved;

2. Expresses further the hope that
the states concerned will reach such
agreement at an early date;

3. Appeals to the states concerned
in the Geneva discussions to continue
their present voluntary suspension of
tests and to other states to desist from
such tests;

4. Requests the states concerned to
report to the Disarmament Commission
and to the General Assembly the re-
sults of their-negotiations.

Scientists and Writers Discuss
Public Misconceptions of the
Nature of Basic Research

A close look at public attitudes
towards science and scientists at the
Thomas Alva Edison Foundation Con-
ference on ‘“The Mass Media and the
Image of Science” on 6 November
yielded some sharp opinions on the
American citizenry’s ability to absorb
scientific information. Speakers at the
Washington conference—attended by
some 300 scientists, broadcasters, and
journalists—deplored the public’s nar-
row notions of what science is and
what its real aims are.

Chief criticism came from National
Science Foundation director Alan T.
Waterman, who asked for change in
the current image which identifies sci-
ence “with technical industry and its
product.” Asserting that science has
for too long been held “in the public
view to be an entity unto itself, quite
disassociated from other elements of
our cultural heritage,” Waterman urged
directors of mass media to help build
“a climate of excellence” in which sci-
ence would be seen as an adventure of
the mind and the spirit.”

This view was seconded by John R.
Platt, professor of physics at the Uni-
versity of Chicago, who said that the
public is tired of facts—that “quiz-
show facts” are not enough to yield a
serviceable image of science. He asked
science writers to take up the challenge
of communicating what he called “the
sweep and excitement” of basic science
and the “intellectual thrills” it afforded.

A comparison of Russian and Ameri-
can attitudes showed the U.S. taking
second place in this regard. Both Wa-
terman and Princeton chemist John
Turkevich, who recently visited the
U.S.S.R., attributed a greater general
appreciation of science to the Russians.

“Science controls the picture over
there,” Turkevich said. And he cited
the close liaison between scientists and
other creative people—artists, writers,
and so on—in the U.S.S.R. as a major
reason why Russians are generally bet-
ter informed about scientific develop-
ments.

How much information is the Ameri-
can public absorbing? Depressingly
little, was the report made by another
participant at the Edison Foundation
Conference. Earl Ubell, science editor
for the New York Herald Tribune, re-
ported on a recent survey--undertaken

SCIENCE, VOL. 130



by the National Association of Science
Writers and pointed out that though
Americans apparently read news stories
about science and medicine, they re-
tain very little.

Ubell noted that the impact of “the
massive distribution of information on
the earth satellite . . . squirted [only]
a trickle of data into the public’s
brain,” and, he added, “the launching
of the . . . satellites changed nothing
of the public’s attitudes towards science
or towards scientists.”

What to do to remedy the situation?
Dael Wolfle, executive officer of the
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science, doubted that a great
deal could be done until the public
itself had sufficient education in sci-
ence. But he felt that “television has a
superb opportunity” to contribute to
that education. He asked for a
“straight” — not sensationalist — treat-
ment of science on TV and a presenta-
tion “not only of facts but also of the
deeper understanding” necessary for an
appreciation of news about science.
Wolfle’s challenge was immediately
taken up by broadcasting executives
participating in the conference. Edward
Stanley, director of public affairs for
NBC, and Irving Gitlin, a program
executive for CBS News, cited a num-
ber of good science programs already
being broadcast. But both Stanley and
Gitlin noted the difficulties of produc-
ing shows that involve “abstract con-
cepts.” They agreed that the most suc-
cessful shows are those which establish
a “human relation”—that is, which
have a direct emotional effect on the
viewer or listener.

Science commentator Lister Sinclair
of the Canadian Broadcasting Corpora-
tion also agreed that such impact was
important in the broadcasting process.
He held, further, that retention of facts
was less important than an apprecia-
tion of “the scientific attitude,” and he
felt that broadcasting media could very
effectively communicate that attitude.

As for the image of American science
abroad, George V. Allen, director of
the United States Information Agency,
said: “Science information and U.S.
scientific achievements form an increas-
ingly larger proportion of the informa-
tion made available through the USIA
to project the image of the United
States abroad. In fact, people overseas
are more interested in American sci-
ence and technology than in almost any
other aspect of American life.”

27 NOVEMBER 1959

College Testing Program Started

A new testing program for evaluat-
ing applicants for admission to college
has been launched by the State Uni-
versity of Iowa. Known as the Ameri-
can College Testing Program, it began
operation in November in 200 to 300
colleges and universities in 14 states
in the Midwest, West, and South.

While similar in some respects to
the present College Entrance Board
tests, it is broader in scope. In addi-
tion to providing information for col-
lege admission, it will offer data useful
for placement, scholarships, guidance,
and counseling.

Whereas the College Entrance Board
has 250 member institutions, the new
program plans to serve the great mass
of colleges that up to now have not
subscribed to any testing service, ac-
cording to E. F. Lindquist of Iowa
State, director of research and develop-
ment for the program.

The tests will evaluate intellectual
capacities in English, mathematics, so-
cial studies, and the natural sciences.
The scores will be available not only
to the colleges but also to the student
and his high school. In addition, the
student’s grades as a college fresh-
man will be reported back to his high
school to enable it to evaluate its cur-
riculum.

The tests and administrative serv-
ices will be provided by the Science
Research Associates of Chicago, the
Navy Reserve Officers Training Corps
Program, and the National Science
Foundation. Offices for program co-
ordinators have been established in
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Idaho,
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Min-
nesota, Missouri, Montana, Oklahoma,
Tennessee, and Wisconsin. It is ex-
pected that California will start partici-
pating in 1960.

Seaborg Wins Fermi Award

Glenn T. Seaborg, nuclear scientist
and chancellor of the University of
California, Berkeley, has been named
to receive the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion’s Enrico Fermi Award for 1959.
He is being honored with the $50,000
prize for his outstanding work in the
field of nuclear chemistry, including
the discovery of plutonium and other
transplutonium elements, and for his
leadership in scientific and educational

Glenn T. Seaborg, winner of the AEC’s
$50,000 Fermi Award.

affairs. The award was recommended
by the General Advisory Committee
of the commission and was approved
by President Eisenhower.

A presentation ceremony will be held
at AEC headquarters in Germantown,
Md., at 12:30 p.M. on 2 December,
the 17th anniversary of the day on
which the late Enrico Fermi and his
team of nuclear scientists proved that
nuclear fission could be self-sustained
and controlled when they operated the
world’s first reactor in a squash court
under the stadium at Stagg Field at the
University of Chicago.

Cancer Research Leaders
Form Organization

The directors of cancer research in-
stitutes in America have formed an or-
ganization, the Association of Cancer
Institute Directors. The organizational
meeting was held at Roswell Park
Memorial Institute, Buffalo, N.Y. The
new group is composed of the senior
scientific executives of those institu-
tions and autonomous divisions and de-
partments whose principal activities are
concerned with the study of malignant
disease and the treatment of cancer
patients.

The association has been established
to support investigations of the causes,
nature, treatment, and prevention of
malignant diseases; to encourage the
exchange of ideas, information, per-
sonnel, and special facilities between
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