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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR 
THE ADVANCEMENT OF SCIENCE Handcuffing the Foundations 

Science serves its readers as a forum for the The great pacemaking foundations that have contributed so much to 
presentation and discussion of important issues 
related to the advancement of science, including medicine, education, and welfare will be sadly crippled if the tentative 
the presentation of minority or conflicting poincs recommendations of the House Committee on Ways and Means become 
of view, rather than by publishing only material 
on which a consenstrs has been reached. Accord- law. This danger is imminent. Congress rightly wants to curb those 
ingly, all articles published in Science-including "foundations" that operate for private rather than public benefit, but 
edstorials, news and comment, and book revie 
-are si,ned and reflect the individual views of t has not yet written legislation that differentiates between such organi- 
authors and not official points of view adopted by zations and those foundations that work for the public good in the 
the AAAS or the institutions with which the 
authors are affiliated, manner of the Carnegie Corporation or the Rockefeller Foundation. As 

written, the proposals apply to all foundations, and indeed to many 
Editorial Board other nonprofit organizations, for the definition of a foundation is 

1969 widely, but vaguely, extended. 
EMIL HAURY KENNETH S. PsTzEst Several of the proposals should be adopted, and have been endorsed 
wILLARD F. Lsaav ALEXANDER RscH 
EvERsn-r I. MENnaLsosiN CLARENCE M. ZENER by officers of some leading foundations: prohibition against self-dealing 
JOHN R. Psasers between a donor (or related parties) and a foundation; the requirement 

1970 that income be distributed promptly; and the requirement of an annual 
GUSTAF 0. AssniaNsus RICHARD C. LEWoNTIN public report of a foundation's operations. 
FRED R. EGGAN ALFRED 0. C. NsER 
HARRY F. HARLOW FRANK W. PUTNAM But other proposals would be damaging. One would prohibit fellow- 
MILToN HARRIs ship or similar grants made directly to individuals. Criticism of a few 

Editorial Staff recipients of foundation awards does not justify outlawing a form of 
Editor grant that has been so valuably used by many private foundations and 

PHILIP H. AnaLsosi that is now widely used by NSF, NIH, the Office of Education, and other 
Publisher Business Manager governmental agencies. 
DAEL WOLFLE HANS NussnAuM A second wrong proposal is that foundation income be taxed. Taxa- 

Managing Editor: RonEsT V. Osasas ' tion would violate the tax-exempt concept and would constitute an en- 
tering wedge for possible later extension to schools and churches. The Assistant Editors: ELLEN E. MURPHY, JOHN  present proposal applies only to foundations, but breaching the principle 

RINGLE 

Assistant to the Editor: NANCY TEIMoURIAN of tax exemption would invite later extensions and Would make it easy 
to increase the rate above the initially proposed 5-percent level. 

News Editor: JOHN WALSH Even more restrictive would be the proposed prohibition of any activ- 
Foreign Editor: DANIEL S. GItaaNaERo* ity, even though minor, that is intended to influence either directly or 
News and Comment: LUTHER J. CARTER, BRYCE indirectly the decision of any governmental body. Foundations and 

NaLsoN, PHILIP M. BOFFEY, MARK W. OaaaLu, certain other tax-exempt organizations are already 'barred from any 
MARTs MUELLER, ScsnutRAsNE MACK 

Book Reviews: SYLviA EaERHART substantial effort to influence legislation or the outcome of elections, and this restraint is proper. But the extreme wording of the new pro- 
Editorial Assistants: JOANNE BELK, ISAEELLA 

BOULDIN. ELEANORE BuTz, HELEN CARTER, GRAYcE posal would threaten foundation study or grants for the study of legal 
FINGER, NANCY HAMILTON, OLIVER HEATWOLE, ANNE or social practices, economic trends or policies, health and medical 
HOLDSWORTH. PAULA LECKY, KATHERINE LIvINGsToN, 
VsRosNsA NUESSLE, SANDRA RA'I-rLEv, PATRICIA Rowa, problems, agricultural or ecological matters, or almost anything else 
LEAN RYAN, Loss ScslMsrr, BAREARA SHEFFER, Rscu- worth studying. For almost any study worthy of foundation support might, 

SOMMER, YA Li SWIGAsiT, ALICE TisasLE directly or indirectly, influence a decision of some governmental body. 
* European Office: 22 Mtilberry walk, London, S.W. Are only government agencies and profit-making organizations to be 

3, England (Telephone: 352-9749) 
allowed to try to influence national policy? 

Advertising Staff Wilbur Mills, chairman of the Committee on Way and Means, is the 
Director Production Manager highly leader of the House on fiscal matters. In 
EARL 5. SCHERAGO KAY GOLDSIN respected distributing the committee's recommendations in tentative form he has, in essence, 

AdI'ertising Sales Manager: RICHARD L. CHARLES invited comment and discussion. His invitation should be and 
Sales: NEW YORK, N.Y. 10036: Robert S. Bughe accepted. already quickly 
11 W. 42 St. (212-PE-6-1858); SCOTCH PLAINS, N.J. widely Some foundation officers have stated their op- 
07076: C. Richard Callis, 12 Unami Lane (201-889- position.* But it is not the foundations that will be the ultimate losers 
4873); MEOFIELD, MASS. 02052: Richard M. EzeqtIeIl if these become educational scholars, scien- 
4 Rolling Lane (617-444-1439); CHICAGO, ILL. e, proposals law; institutions, 
Helbert L. Burkiund, Room 2107, 919 N. Michigan tists, and students will lose much, and so will society as a whole if the 
Ave. (312-DE-7-4973); BEVERLY HILLS, CALIF. 90211 
Wino Nance, 111 N. La Cienega Blvd. (213-657 foundations that have pioneered so many advances in medicine, educa- 
2772). tion, science, and welfare are put into handcuffs. Surely the committee 
EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE: 1515 Massa- can write legislation that will curb perversions of the foundation form 
chusetcs Ave., NW, Washington, D.C. 20005. Phone: of organization without preventing the true foundations from continu- 
202-387-7171. Cable: Advancesci, Washington. 
Copies of "Instructions for Contributors" can be ing to serve society as thoughtful, independent pioneers in tackling the 
obtained from the editorial office. See also page problems that beset mankind.-DAEL WOLFLE 
xv, Science, 28 March 1969. ADVERTISING COR -____________________________________________________________________________ 
RESPONDENCE: Rm. 1740, 11 'N. 42 St., New 
York, N.Y. 1Q036. Phone: 212-PE-6-1858.  The press has also published a number of critical analyses. A good example is "Let's Not Fence in the Foundations," by Irwin Ross, in the June 1969 issue of Fortune. 
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