APA Self-Analysis

Judy Miller’s account (News and
Comment, 20 July, p. 246) of the.con-
troversy between the board of trustees
of the American Psychiatric Association
(APA) and the ad hoc committee ap-
pointed by the board to investigate con-
flicts between the individual and the
institutional roles of the psychiatrist
betrays a definite bias. This is apparent
not only in the tone of the report but
in certain emphases and omissions. The
title, “APA: Psychiatrists reluctant to
analyze themselves,” is clearly a judg-
ment in favor of the position of the
committee. Everyone quoted in the re-
port, with the exception of Walter Bar-
ton, defends the committee’s position.
There is no statement from any mem-
ber of the APA board of trustees
justifying the board’s actions. I was a
member of the ad hoc committee, and,
unlike my colleagues, I saw no real
evidence that the board was using the
Chu-Trotter issue to sabotage an in-
vestigation whose results might be em-
barrassing to the profession. I felt, and
still believe, that Chu and Trotter would
have difficulty obtaining the cooperation
of the psychiatrists they would be in-
terviewing because of the strong feel-
ings aroused by their work on the
Nader study on community mental
health centers.

The demise of the committee and its
projected research project is regrettable.
This result, however, can be attributed
more to a power conflict among strong-
minded men on both sides than to a
defensive need in the psychiatric estab-
lishment to keep its skeletons from
being rattled.

PauL CHODOFF
1904 R Street, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20009

In the last paragraph of her report,
Judy Miller points out that a study
sponsored by the American Psychiatric
Association (APA) on whether, in addi-
tion to its therapeutic role, psychiatry
is used as an instrument of social con-
trol was assigned to the APA’s Council
on Research and Development. She also
reports that the council will contract
with an outside agency, probably a
university, to design and carry out an
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appropriate research proposal. No re-
sponsible scientist would undertake such
a study unless he was guaranteed the
freedom to publish his findings regard-
less of whether the APA is willing to
do so or not. Thus, the evidence as to
whether psychiatrists are reluctant to
analyze themselves is not yet in.

A feasible design for such a study,
promoted by both the original ad hoc
committee and the APA’s Council on
Research and Development, provides for
structured, in-depth interviews of key
personnel at selected institutions where
the conflicts between social and clinical
roles are most likely to occur. Collect-
ing reliable data would depend on a
candor and rapport between interviewer
and interviewee that could only be ob-
tained with maximum trust in the ob-
jectivity of all participants. Whether
rightly or not, Chu and Trotter do not
have that trust among many psychia-
trists. At the same time, they have no
special expertise that could not be
matched by many other individuals who
were less controversial. It seems im-
perative, then, that the council seek the
best possible scientists who will have the
profession’s utmost cooperation. The
council and the APA are both inter-
ested in an objective report with mini-
mum bias.

RusseLL R. MONROE
Council on Research and Development,
American Psychiatric Association,
1700 Eighteenth Street,r NW,
Washington, D.C. 20009

Contributions of the Space Shuttle

We wish to take exception to Brian

. O’Leary’s statement (Letters, 6 July, p.

10) that “The space shuttle would
be as helpful as a white elephant
to the balance of payments, to national
security, to energy and environmental
problems, to exploratory enthusiasm, or
to any other goal near and dear to the
American people.”

America’s most competitive commod-
ity in the world market is its advanced
technology and the myriad of products
that flow directly from it (/). Space-
related research has been a chief catalyst
in stimulating advances along all the

frontiers of technology over the past
decade. It is not difficult to see the con-
nection between miniaturized space
electronics and the giant steps forward
that have been made in computer tech-
nology and in low-cost pocket compu-
ters, pocket radios, medical instruments,
and so forth; or between recyclable
space life-support systems and the re-
cycling of sewage on the earth’s surface;
or between the technology of handling
cryogenic space fuels and the cryogen-
ically cooled instrumentation now com-
monplace in laboratories; or between
the medical sensors developed to moni-
tor zero-gravity physiology and the
sophisticated medical monitoring sys-
tems now operating in many hospitals.
There is every reason to believe that
the space shuttle and the many payloads
and researchers it will flexibly accom-
modate will be even more stimulating
to science and technology than the
space programs of the past have
been.

The surest guarantee of this country’s
security is its scientific, technical, and
economic vigor, to which the space
shuttle will make a very significant con-
tribution. If it is the military security
of the country about which O’Leary is
concerned, we fail to see how supremacy
in space technology is any less vital to
this matter than supremacy in aviation
technology was 30 years ago.

O’Leary does not mention a recent
study on solar energy (2) in which it
is suggested that orbiting power stations
linked to the earth’s surface by micro-
wave transmission may exploit the sun’s
energy most efficiently. The economics
of such power stations hinge, of course,
on the economics of transportation to
and from space—an area in which the
reusable space shuttle will be a key
step forward.

The necessity for a global point of
view in the study of environmental
problems is now taken for granted by
most scientists. Only from earth orbit
can we effectively monitor ocean and
air pollution, understand the complex
interaction between solar activity and
terrestrial weather, and monitor water
and food supplies on a worldwide basis.

Cancellation of the space shuttle
would mean that space science would
continue indefinitely to lack the flexi-
bility, the versatility, and the economy
which can be achieved by man’s pres-
ence in space laboratories. One of the
major lessons to be learned from Skylab
is that there is no reason to tolerate the
squandering of space science resources
because of failures of batteries, hinges,
and other items that are costly to build
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