LETTERS
Cancer Congress Boycott

David Baltimore et al. (Letters, 21
Oct., p. 253) call for the relocation of the
12th International Cancer Congress,
scheduled to be held in Argentina in
1978. A relocation may well save the
“‘international effort against cancer,” if
indeed the congress is boycotted by pro-
spective participants; but such a protest
will probably have no effect on the re-
ported practice of political repression,
torture, and execution in that country.

If the congress were held in Buenos
Aires, it would constitute an influential
congregation of prominent cancer re-
searchers who would then have the op-
portunity to voice their concerns over
human rights either personally or as a
group. Moreover, the international com-
munity of cancer scientists at the con-
gress would provide important support
for the morale of the local scientists,
physicians, and other intellectuals and
citizens. In securing liberty for political
prisoners, Amnesty International, a re-
cipient of the 1977 Nobel Peace Prize,
appears to have adequately demon-
strated the effectiveness of personal and
peaceful appeals to governments rather
than boycotts and widely publicized hos-
tile protests. If, after having personally
experienced the social and political at-
mosphere in Argentina, every partici-
pant at the congress (perhaps after leav-
ing the country, for obvious reasons)
were to write officials of the Argentine
government, it would constitute a more
substantial and effective show of con-
cern.

NEJAT DUZGUNES
Department of Biophysical Sciences,
State University of New York,
Buffalo 14226

Scientific Announcements

The relationships between the scien-
tific community and the press have often
been uneasy. Many scientists are con-
vinced that reporters are frequently in-
accurate, that they oversimplify, and
that in their rush for headlines and dead-
lines they fail to wait for completion of
the orderly processes of scientific journal
review and publication. Science writers,
on the other hand, frequently complain
that many scientists are adamant in their
inaccessibility, obscurantist in their lan-
guage, and unwilling to recognize the le-
gitimate public accountability of their en-
terprise.
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As a journalist my practice has gener-
ally been to await publication in refereed
journals, or public discussion at scien-
tific meetings, before leaping to my type-
writer with news of the latest break-
through. I was dismayed, therefore, to
note the revelation of Herbert Boyer’s
most recent recombinant DNA work by
Dr. Philip Handler, president of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, in testimo-
ny before a Senate subcommittee on 2
November. At the time of Dr. Handler’s
disclosure that somatostatin had been
produced in hybrid bacteria, using re-
combinant techniques, the manuscript
by Boyer et al. had not yet been accept-
ed for publication by Science.

A double standard of scientific an-
nouncement seems to be operating here:
The ‘‘orderly processes’ of refereeing
and publication remain in force for jour-
nalists and the public. But when the po-
litical process is operating in Congress—
in this case, apparently, the spectre
of political regulation for a new field
of science—then the rules of science
go by the board, and the public learns
of a new scientific triumph via a con-
gressional hearing rather than through
the pages of Science or the annual
meetings of the American Society of
Biological Chemists.

I do not believe that a political debate
is an appropriate forum. for scientific an-
nouncements—especially when the sci-
entific community itself purports to
guard its traditional processes so zeal-
ously. The propriety of Dr. Handler’s
testimony, however politically useful,
should, I believe, be widely discussed.

DAvVID PERLMAN
San Francisco Chronicle,
San Francisco, California 94119

A Question about !Kung Ecology

The hypothesis that hunting-and-gath-
ering peoples do not suffer from a short-
age of food but have a superabundant
supply has become well known to the lay
public as well as within anthropology. In
my review (13 May, p. 761) of Kalahari
Hunter-Gatherers: Studies of the !Kung
San and Their Neighbors (1), 1 ques-
tioned whether the hypothesis has been
demonstrated to be correct in the case of
the !Kung San. In particular, I wrote that
in Richard Lee's 1965 doctoral dis-
sertation (2) he noted that two-thirds of
the San population in the Dobe region
had been removed from the region in a
resettlement program several years pre-
viously, and T commented, ‘‘That there
were superabundant foods after two-

thirds of the population had been re-
moved is not surprising.”’

Lee, Howell, and Harpending 3
Sept., p. 1234) have replied to this point,
saying, ‘“No such statement appears in
Lee’s dissertation, nor did such an exo-
dus occur.” They go on to say, ‘‘The set-
tlement of the !Kung of Nyae Nyae, a
different population, did not add a single
square mile of foraging area to the space
available to the Dobe !Kung.” That the
Nyae Nyae !'Kung are a different popu-
lation is a bit beside the point, for they
occupied a part of the same region, the
interior region, as the Dobe !Kung, and
the Nyae Nyae area was easily reachable
by the Dobe Kung. Perhaps it would be
best to quote Lee on this point.

The distinction between periphery and inte-
rior has been applied to the country of the
central !Kung by John Marshall . . . and Lor-
na Marshall . . . it seems more useful to in-
clude all the central water sources under the
term “‘interior’’ and consider all the other riv-
er dwelling and farm !Kung as peripheral. . . .
A further stricture must be applied to the
!Kung of the interior. In 1960 a Government
Station was built at Tsumkwe, S.W.A. Since
then the 800 interior !Kung on the South West
African side of the border have settled there
and are receiving instruction in agriculture.
The !Kung on the Bechuanaland side of the
border have not been permitted to participate
in this program (2, pp. 31-32).

The Dobe area also includes a large tract of
ground in South West Africa where Bech-
vanaland Bushmen traditionally go to hunt
and gather (2, p. 38).

Since 1957, the South African police have
patrolled the border road and they have shot
on sight any cattle that stray across the line
into South West Africa. The Bushmen resi-
dents of Bechuanaland, however, were not
immediately affected by these restrictions.
They continued to hunt and gather on the
South West side and to visit their kinsmen in
the Nyae Nyae area.... By 1964, over
800 !'Kung Bushmen had been settled [by
the South West African government] at
Tsumkwe. Less than 50 of these people had
come from the Bechuanaland side (2, pp. 66-
67).

That 800 !'Kung were settled is clear.
And that the 400 !Kung around the Dobe
well from the Bechuanaland side of the
border still had access to this area also
seems clear. It would be a strange situa-
tion if this had no impact on food avail-
ability to the Dobe !'Kung.

B. J. WiLL1AMS
Department of Anthropology,
University of California,
Los Angeles 90024
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