
million arsenic for enzyme presoak H 
(Table 1). Why are the products not 
identified by name so that the reader 
can purchase the lower arsenic product? 
Does the identification of products by 
code letter rather than brand name pre- 
serve scientific objectivity? Or does it 
conceal the identity of the guilty party? 

STUART D. SMITH 
136 East Fairmount Avenue, 
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 

We have not identified the products 
by name on advice of legal counsel, 
although several leading brands were 
tested. According to a survey in the 
Wall Street Journal (9 Oct. 1969), 
these represented about 35 percent of 
the market. There are variations in 
samples obtained from different parts 
of the country. Whether this represents 
different sources of raw materials, or 
some other problems, we cannot say. 
For some products, values both higher 
and lower than we gave have been re- 
ported to us. Products of all the major 
soap and detergent manufacturers have 
been found to contain arsenic in some 
degree or another. Since we are not a 
regulatory agency, we have called the 
data to the attention of appropriate 
state and federal agencies. 

ERNEST E. ANGINO 
State Geological Survey, 
University of Kansas, Lawrence 66044 

Dissent without Disruption: 

Futility of Militancy 

Yesterday at an informal meeting a 
majority of the members of the depart- 
ment of pediatrics at the University of 
California Medical Center in San Fran- 
cisco voted to stop all teaching and re- 
search. Instead, the energies of the 
department are to be devoted to anti- 
Nixon and antiwar activities. A similar 
resolution was later passed by the aca- 
demic senate of the medical center, also 
meeting "informally." Patient care, it 
was stated, would not be interfered 
with. 

I feel that these people, many of 
whom obviously feel very strongly 
about the issues at stake, have every 
right to express their opinions. As free 
citizens they can petition, campaign, 
march, strike, or do anything they want 
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whom obviously feel very strongly 
about the issues at stake, have every 
right to express their opinions. As free 
citizens they can petition, campaign, 
march, strike, or do anything they want 
so long as they do not interfere with 
the rights of others. But what have they 
done? They have taken over a place of 
learning for use as their own political 
machine. They have taken a public in- 
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stitution away from the people. Tax- 
payer money is now being used to sup- 
port their partisan cause. . ... My train- 
ing has been stopped, and if I remain, 
I will be associated with a political 
cause which I do not espouse . .. How' 
can they now depend on academic free- 
dom when they have betrayed a public 
trust? Where am I to be educated? 
Where will actions like this lead us? A 
republic cannot long survive without 
respect for its institutions or adherence 
to agreed upon processes of dissent. 

I believe that the ends never justify 
the means, no matter how urgent the 
issues may seem. Their protest is a 
destructive one. They attack the univer- 
sity and our form of government just 
as surely as those who, burn libraries 
and shatter windows. 

HARRY A. ACKLEY 

Apartment 1, 1250 17th Avenue, 
San Francisco, California 94122 

Roderick Cameron, executive direc- 
tor of the Environmental Defense 
Fund, recently stated: "Being militant 
about environmental degradation does 
not indicate one's politics. It only in- 
dicates one's desire to survive" (1). I 
question the strategy of emphasizing 
militance. The answer to Cameron's 
statement can be: "Pointedly pro- 
claiming one's militance on any issue 
does not only indicate one's zeal for 
that cause. It also indicates one's fail- 
ure to grasp the elementary techniques 
of molding public opinion and enlisting 
majority support." 

Considering my strong convictions 
as a conservationist, my reaction to 
some of the Earth Day programs was 
cool. Television news coverage of mili- 
tant students at the University of Min- 
nesota showed that they would not lis- 
en to answers of officials of General 
Electric. They seemed interested only 
in charging the company with gross 
pollution and making nonnegotiable 
demands for its immediate cessation. A 
rational, gentlemanly discussion of 
the problem might easily have won 
support for the students, but those stu- 
dents permitted no dialogue. They were 
far more anxious to vent their spleens 
on those whom they had indicted and 
judged than on enlisting their support 
and cooperation. I found myself sym- 
pathetic with an officer of General 
Electric who quietly answered a shout- 
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Electric who quietly answered a shout- 
ing student, "I'm sure there is nothing 
I can say to change your mind." Clear- 
ly, there was nothing anyone could say. 
The students in that group had made up 
their minds, and they didn't want to 
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be confused by any more facts-even 
if (as seemed quite evident) the facts 
that they had were minimal. The con- 
frontation probably accomplished noth- 
ing except to win the great majority 
of the television audience over to the 
side of General Electric. By contrast, 
the organizers of the Earth Day pro- 
gram in Philadelphia accepted the co- 
operation and financial support of in- 
dustry and local government and thus 
had one of the most successful pro- 
grams in the country. 

The first major objective in our pro- 
gram to save the environment must be 
to persuade a majority of the citizens 
of America to support our cause. We 
are not going to accomplish this with 
public confrontations in which we give 
off more heat than light. That sort of 
thing just brings a backlash of remarks 
like one made at a seminar on pesti- 
cides at the Cornell campus: "The less 
they know the louder they shout." 

I hope everyone active in environ- 
mental defense will understand that too 
much militancy not only antagonizes 
uncommitted, uninformed citizens-it 
also may "turn off" some of the best 
informed and most influential speakers 
and writers on this problem-men 
who were concerned and working on 
it long before it was adopted as an is- 
sue by campus activists. The program 
needs the support of these men to coun- 
ter the criticism that environmental 
activists use more invective than evi- 
dence. It will succeed to the degree 
that it proceeds with rationality and 
consideration for all facts and all prob- 
lems, including the problems of indus- 
try in converting to reduce its effluents 
and the problems that would result to 
national and local economy if indus- 
tries were shut down until conversion 
is completed. 

In the interests of keeping this from 
turning into a highly emotional and 
divisive issue, which would certainly 
bring about its defeat, let us all put 
less emphasis on militancy and more on 
real study and thorough understanding 
of the issues. We who ,are over 30 
would hate to see the cause that we 
have promoted for years develop into 
attitudes and activities that we cannot 
support. 

CLIFFORD 0. BERG 

Department of Entomology, 
Cornell University, 
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