House Committee Votes
to Delay ASAT Deployment

Despite strong Administration pro-
tests, the House Appropriations Com-
mittee on 21 October voted over-
whelmingly to delay the deployment of
the Pentagon’s new antisatellite
weapon, or ASAT, for roughly a year,
from 1987 to 1988. The decision,
which came on a voice vote, stemmed
from what the committee described as
“concern over the apparent lack of
attention given by the Administration
to the arms control implications of
space weapons.”

The specific action taken by the
committee was to delete $19 million
for the procurement of ASAT parts
and test equipment that are needed
next year if the weapons are to roll off
an assembly line in 2 years, as the
Administration had. planned. Last
June, when the deletion was first pro-
posed by Representative George
Brown (D—Calif.), Defense Secretary
Caspar Weinberger expressed the
Administration’s strong opposition to a
delay and described the acquisition of
the equipment in fiscal 1984 as “im-
perative.” The committee disagreed
and asserted in its report that the
purchase ‘“represents an important
step toward a possible arms race in
space that could prove exceedingly
expensive and dangerous.”

The decision resulted from a com-
promise between Representatives
Matthew McHugh (D-N.Y.) and Law-
rence Coughlin (R—Pa.), who wanted
to delay both the procurement and
testing of the Pentagon’s ASAT, and
others such as Representative Nor-
man Dicks (D-Wa.), who felt this was
too extreme. Under the compromise,
the tests, which are scheduled to be-
gin this autumn, can go ahead, but the
Administration has to produce a report
on “the specific steps the Administra-
tion contemplates undertaking, within
the context of U.S.-Soviet negotia-
tions, to negotiate a verifiable agree-
ment with the Soviet Union to ban or
strictly limit existing and future ASAT
systems” (see Science, 28 October,
p. 394). The report, which is due by
next April, will be unclassified.

Other Administration weapons pro-
posals received more favorable treat-
ment. The committee spurned at-
tempts to delete funds for production

of 21 MX missiles and advanced pro-
curement of the B-1 bomber. It did,
however, narrowly agree to eliminate
$124 million for the production of bina-
ry chemical weapons. Also, due in
part to lobbying by the Association of
American Universities, the committee
agreed to restore $30 million in funds
for basic weapons research.

The measure was scheduled for
consideration on the House floor as
Science went to press, and will then
be taken up by a House-Senate con-
ference committee.

—R. JEFFREY SMITH

Federal Court Finds IBT
Officials Guilty of Fraud

Three of the four officials who went
to trial in a case involving the Industri-
al Bio-Test Laboratory of Northbrook,
lllinois, were convicted of mail fraud
on 21 October in the U.S. District
Court for the Northern District of  llli-
nois. This ended a complex trial last-
ing almost 6 months. Company offi-
cials were accused of faking toxicity
studies on products under review by
the Food and Drug Administration and
the Environmental Protection Agency
in the 1960’s. The products have been
retested since then and found safe,
but hundreds of other health and safe-
ty tests performed by the company
have been called into question as a
result (Science, 10 June, p. 1130).
The fourth official, the company’s
founder and former president, Joseph
Calandra, was granted a mistrial in
July to undergo heart surgery. He may
be tried later.

Those found guilty were Moreno
Keplinger, \manager of toxicology;
Paul Wright, former section head in
charge of rat toxicology; and James
Plank, former assistant to Kep-
linger.—ELioT MARSHALL

Creationists, ACLU
to Do Battle Again

A four-to-three decision in the Loui-
siana Supreme Court on 17 October
clears the path for another creation
versus evolution trial, similar to the
one held in Arkansas in December

1981.. The Louisiana trial is not ex-
pected to occur before mid-1984.

The Louisiana legislature in July
1981 enacted a “Balanced Treat-
ment” law similar to the Arkansas law
that was declared unconstitutional on
First Amendment grounds in January
1982. It requires the equal presenta-
tion of evolution and creationism .in
elementary and high school science
classes. But a tangle of legal actions
has kept the law in suspension, with
the measure’s supporters and critics
scoring victories at various stages of
the battle.

As in the Arkansas case, the Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) will
be leading the attack on the constitu-
tionality of the law. Indeed, the ACLU
has had a legal complaint filed since
December 1981, but it has been de-
ferred pending the resolution of a sep-
arate challenge to the legislature’s
authority to determine the content of
the school curriculum. Although the
challenge was upheld in federal dis-
trict court by Judge Adrian Duplantier
on 22 November 1982, the creation-
ists, led by Atlanta attorney Wendell
Bird, appealed to the Louisiana Su-
preme Court, where they secured the
favorable four-to-three decision.

The Louisiana Supreme Court deci-
sion effectively revives the ACLU suit,
which was filed in New Orleans. The
stage is therefore once again set for
judging creationism on the merits.

—ROGER LEWIN

DOE Officially
Terminates ISABELLE

The Department of Energy, to no
one’'s surprise, has officially accepted
the recommendation of its High Ener-
gy Physics Advisory Panel (HEPAP)
to terminate Brookhaven National
Laboratory’s Colliding Beam Acceler-
ator project (CBA), once known as
ISABELLE (Science, 9 September, p.
1038).

Alvin W. Trivelpiece, director of the
department’s Office of Energy Re-
search; told the House subcommittee
on energy development and applica-
tions on 19 October that most of the
$23 million in research money allocat-
ed to CBA in fiscal year 1984 would
now be diverted to advanced research
on the Superconducting Super Col-
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lider, HEPAP’s highest priority recom-
mendation. Also, the department will
continue to give high priority to up-
grading Brookhaven’s existing proton
accelerator, the AGS, and will give
serious consideration to a project that
would ultimately fill the empty CBA
tunnel with a relativistic heavy ion
collider.—M. MitcHELL WALDROP

Delay Spells Trouble
for Spacelab

A 1-month delay in the launch of
Spacelab, due to a serious technical
problem involving the space shuttle’s
booster rockets, has left the National
Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (NASA) and the European Space
Agency (ESA) with some unpalatable
options for critical laboratory experi-
ments. Spacelab is now due to go
aloft aboard the Columbia on 28 No-
vember at the earliest, but some of its
astronomy and earth observation ex-
periments will be so seriously con-
strained by the orbital mechanics then
that NASA and ESA officials are look-
ing for ways to refly them next year.

The solid rocket boosters are those
immense white crayons on either side
of the podlike external fuel tank. About
2 minutes into a launch they are jetti-
soned into the ocean and recovered
for reuse. In September, however, it
was discovered that the exhaust noz-
zZle lining on one of the August boost-
ers had eroded away in irregular
chunks, instead of ablating smoothly.
If the booster-had fired for another 8
seconds, the lining would have
burned through; 6 seconds after that,
the nozzle itself would have been
breached.

That was too close a call for NASA,
especially since one of the boosters
on the upcoming Spacelab flight con-
tained nozzle liner from the same
batch as the eroded one. No one is
yet sure what caused the problem.
Pending a resolution, however, the
agency decided in mid-October to
scrub the launch, bring the Columbia
back from the launchpad to the Ken-
nedy Space Center's vehicular as-
sembly building, take the whole shut-
tle assembly apart, and replace the
suspect booster nozzle with' one
whose liner is from a different batch.

While all of this is proceeding,

NASA officials are in a quandary over
the new launch date for Spacelab.
Constraints are tight. The astrono-
mers want a new moon for minimum
background light. The ESA earth ob-
servations team wants to see North-
ern Europe when it is free of fog and
snow. And the plasma researchers
want long periods in darkness to
watch the artificial auroras created by
Spacelab’s electron beam.

Unfortunately, the closer the launch
comes to the winter solstice (21 De-
cember), the more time the shuttle
spends in daylight, and the worse the
weather in northern Europe. All things
being equal, it would make more
sense to bypass the: November new
moon and wait until February. But all
things are not equal. Spacelab cannot
wait much longer before research ma-
terials start to degrade and instru-
ments begin to drift out of calibration.
A February launch would require a
major overhaul.

One possible way out of the quan-
dary would be to fly Spacelab in No-
vember, then refly the most seriously
compromised experiments on later
shuttle flights in 1984. Quite aside
from the cost, however, it is not clear
that this would even be physically
possible in every case. Nor is it clear
that there would be room for extra
cargo in next year's shuttle manifest.
But NASA is studying the question
seriously. The decision between a No-
vember or February launch date—
which will be a joint decision with
ESA—will depend on the outcome.
Word is expected this week.

—M. MitcHELL WALDROP

Insider Nominated for
Disputed ACDA Post

The Administration is moving to fill
the long-vacant post of assistant di-
rector in charge of nuclear nonprolifer-
ation matters at the Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency (ACDA). The
nominee is Lewis A. Dunn, currently
assistant to Ambassador Richard T.
Kennedy, the State Department’s top
official on nuclear nonproliferation pol-
icy.

The ACDA post, which requires
Senate confirmation, has not had a
permanent occupant since the start of
the Reagan Administration. For 2

Briefing

years, a group of conservative Repub-
lican senators blocked the confirma-
tion of two officials they regarded as
holdovers from the Carter Administra-
tion (Science, 17 December 1982, p.
1203)—Norman Terrell, who  had
been nominated for the ACDA non-
proliferation job, and Robert Grey,
who was up for deputy director. Both
left ACDA. The agency director at the
time, Eugene V. Rostow, who had
sponsored the nominations, subse-
quently resigned.

Dunn, 39, joined the State Depart-
ment in 1981 as an assistant to Ken-
nedy. He is a former senior fellow of
the Hudson institute and author of
Controlling the Bomb,* a study of nu-
clear proliferation problems published
in 1982 as a report of the Twentieth
Century Fund.

The ACDA deputy director’'s post
was filled earlier by the appointment
of former Maine Republican Repre-
sentative David Emery, defeated in
1982 in a run for the Senate.

~—JOoHN WALSH

*Yale University Press.

The Pros and Cons of the
Research-Teaching Link

In unusually candid remarks at a
press conference shortly after learn-
ing he had won the 1984 Nobel Prize
in Chemistry, Stanford professor Hen-
ry Taube provided some illuminating
perspectives on the links between re-
search and teaching.

His ground-breaking work in the
early 1950’s on electron transfer be-
tween ions in solution was based on
ideas -developed while preparing a
lecture course at the University of
Chicago, he said. “I knew nothing
about coordination chemistry, and
what | knew bored me silly. | thought |
should learn something about it and in
preparing my lectures for the course, |
became interested... . . My early work
in Chicago was really based on what |
learned in preparing for that course.”

Taube ruefully admitted, however,
that teaching has recently lost its at-
traction for him. “l get virtually no
response from the students. . . . High
school and undergraduate education
has changed so much that I'm really
not aware of what they know and don’t
know.”—CoLIiN NORMAN
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