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You don't have to recalibrate it to
change flow rates, or after clean-
ing, or for use after a long idle
- period. You don’t have to replace
peristaltic tubing or worry about
corrosion of metal parts. The new
ISCO Model 310 Metering Pump
has a Teflon diaphragm driven by
a solid state servo mechanism.
Exact flow rates are read directly
fromdials on the face of the pump
without referring to calibration
tables. Accuracy and reproduc-
ibility are maintained at flow rates
from 1.5 to 2,500 mli/hr at pres-
sures to 50 psi. All parts con-
tacting the pumped liquid are
constructed of Teflon, Kel-F,
glass, or similar chemically resis-
tant materials.

Write for brochure MP37 for
complete details.
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emy of Sciences Panel on Technology
Assessment, nuclear technology with
appropriate assistance could provide
and preserve “future options” and give
more “attention and support to research
and monitoring programs calculated to
minimize technological surprise and to
deal rationally with the burdens of un-
certainty.”

B. P. SONNENBLICK
Department of Zoology and Physiology,
Rutgers University,
Newark, New Jersey 07102

The University Is Not a
Highway Department

There is much wisdom and sophisti-
cated opinion expressed in F. Kenneth
Hare’s article “How should we treat the
environment?” (23 Jan., p. 352). But
his arguments are based on an implicit
assumption which is unfortunately
shared by many influential people in
our universities, and which needs to be
seriously questioned: The assumption
that the university should answer the
current call to solve society’s very press-
ing social problems.

Since World War II those of us in
the universities have done many things
other than objective, detached scholar-
ship and research, but most of us did
stop short of taking the responsibility
for the solution of practical social and
political problems. Where we did take
on such responsibilities we usually as-
sumed them as a personal responsibility,
without making them a university or
institutional commitment, for we were
aware that politics is a difficult and not
always a gentlemanly game and that
what is valuable in the university—in-
tellectuality—is fragile and likely to be
damaged in the arena of real, national
politics.

We should seriously consider the pos-
sibility of letting ourselves be bypassed,
as Hare suggests may happen, if we do
not answer the call to solve social prob-
lems. Will it be damaging to the general
welfare if we in the universities say to
federal and state officials: build new in-
stitutions for groups of intellectuals who
are “more flexible,” who will share with
you the direct responsibility for the
solution of practical problems. Being so
bypassed would not be such a terrible
fate. We would still have many worth-
while tasks to accomplish in the univer-
sity. We can devote ourselves to under-
graduate education which in the past
has not received a fair share of the re-

sources of the major universities; we
can devote ourselves to the education
and training of fewer but more schol-
arly graduate students, allowing the less
scholarly and more politically interested
students to enter the new institutions.
We can devote ourselves to our funda-
mental and applied research activities
which will, perhaps, help in the solution
of social problems. Some of us can en-
gage in intellectual activities designed
to assist in the solution of social prob-
lems, but we can leave the actual re-
sponsibility for the solution of those
problems to others in the new institu-
tions—with, perhaps, some consultation
if the new institutions need assistance.

I am aware that in some sense the
university will be “hurt” if such a strat-
egy is adopted. It will not receive the
sums of money that the private founda-
tions and the federal and state govern-
ments promise to those who will ac-
tively try to solve our current, pressing
social problems. But what the university
will lose in the race for resources, it
will gain by not suffering the blows that
inevitably come to the more “flexible”
and politically responsive organizations.

Perhaps we in the university should
leave the actual solution of political and
social questions to men of action as we
have in the past. These men control
enormous resources and can create lab-
oratories and research organizations to
assist them. Perhaps the universities
should leave the actual solution of for-
eign policy problems to the President,
the Secretary of State, and the groups
of scholars and advisers they call upon.
Perhaps the universities should leave
the actual defense of the country to the
Department of Defense and its intellec-
tual advisers. Perhaps we should leave
conservation to the Department of the
Interior together with the intellectual
apparatus it creates. Perhaps we can
leave the construction of highways and
trains to the Department of Transporta-
tion.

As individuals and citizens we can
contribute to the solution of all these
problems by political action. As schol-
ars we can produce ideas that may help
men of action. But it might be best to
recall that the university is not the De-
partment of State, nor the Department
of Defense, nor the Department of
Housing. Most of all, we can remind
ourselves that the university is not a
highway department.

BERNHARDT LIEBERMAN
Departments of Sociology and
Psychology, University of Pittsburgh,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213
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