
his wife held stock. He also 
acknowledged that he received 
illegal payments from the 
company to paint his house and 
pay off a second mortage. 

The Salahuddin case was the 
subject of congressional hear- 
ings in May before Represen- 
tative John Die l l ' s  (D-MI) 
subconunittee on oversight and 
investigations (science, 11 
May, p. 676). At the time, 
Salahuddin dedined to testify 
on Fifth Amendment grounds, 
but other testimony then re- 
vealed that salahuddin misin- 
formed Gallo about his associa- 
tion with Pan-Data when ques- 
tions were k raised in 1985. 

In a presentencing report, the 
U.S. attorney for Maryland, 
who prosecuted the case, rec- 
ommended that Salahuddin be 
fined $12,000-roughly the 
sum Pan-Data illegally paid 
him. The U.S. attorney also 
urged that Salahuddin be sen- 
tenced to 1750 hours of public 
service. It is possible that he 
will be able to spend these 
hours in the laboratory, work- 
ing weekends on human herpes 
virus 6 on which he is expert. 

Salahuddin, who was forced 
out of the National Institutes 
of Health, is now working at 
the University of Southern 
California in Los Angela. 

Social and'Anti- 
Social Science 

Social scientists were shaken 
by recent comments made by 
W. Glenn Campbell, the con- 
servative economist from the 
Hoover Institution whom 
President Bush has nominated 
to the National Science Board. 
In published d, Campbell 
suggested that social scientists 
were already getting more 
money than they d e d .  

In an interview with the 
Peninsula Times Tribune of 
Palo Alto, Califbrnia, Campbell 
saidhewasopposedtoaising 
the National Science Foun- 
dation's d science budget: 
"I think they get enough money 
now." In another interview with 
the Sta&rd Weekly, Campbell 
took a swipe at econometric 
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studies, which he considers a 
waste of money because they 
rely on "unreal assumptions to 
reach silly conclusions. " He was 
traveling on a steamboat in Eu- for Advanced Study 
rope last week and could not be the University of 
reached for further comment. l inois a t  Urbana- 

ampaign, and James 

Howard S i e r  of the Consor- 
tium of s&-,ce Associa- 
tions (cossA) said mere4 that 
Campbell's remarks "caused 
concern." As COSSA's execu- 
tive director, Silver has been 
campaigning for y- to get 
NSF to give the social and be- 

havioral sciences more re- 

sPect-and Whilehd- 
ing for sciences has in- 
C I - e a d  aInl- 1 2 m  in the pQst 
8 years, he says money for the 
social and behavioral sciences 
has remained "static." 

BRIEFINGS 1375 

But Silver says that, Campbell 
notwithstanding, there are 
signs that change may be in the 
wind. Two major groups-the 
American Psychological Asso- 
ciation and the American Socio- 
logical Association-this sum- 
mer called upon NSF to create a 
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new dinsorate h r  the d 
and behavioral sciences. Repre- 
sentatives Doug Walgren (D- 
PA) and George Brown, Jr. (D- 
CA) introduced a bill (HR 
5543) that would do just that. 
And the NSF has put together a 
20-member panel to examine . 
the entire structure of the 
present Directorate of Biologi- 
cal, Behavioral, and Social Sci- 
ences. The biologists, Silver 
says, dominate the scene, and 
they don't realize yet how much 
the behavioral scientists resent 
that situation. The panel's re- 
port is due out next year. 

Academy Tries No- 
Fault Defense 

A plagiarism charge filed 
against the National Academy 
of Sciences by nutritionist- 
litigationkt Victor Herbert last 
February has evoked a massive 
response. On 6 September, the 
academy lobbed back an inch- 
thick, 27-tab cannonade pre- 
pared by two of the academy's 
sraff attorneys and three hired 
guns from the prestigious 
Washington, D.C., firm of 
Steptoe and Johnson. 

The academy is seeking to 
have the case dismissed-not 
on some high moral ground 
saying it did nothing wrong, 
but on the (possibly) legally 
acceptable grounds that it was 
only folowing government or- 
ders. 

Herbert accused the academy 
of publishing, without pennis- 
sion, his copyrighted work in 
its tenth edition of the Recom- 
mended Die- AUowance8. 
The panel of scientists origi- 
nally assembled to prepare this 
bible of nuaition had gotten 
bogged down in a spat in 1985, 
and the academy settled it by 
rejecting everything they wrote. 
Then, in 1989, the academy 
published a rewritten version, 
including Herbert's chapter. In 
the interim, however, Herbert 

had copyrighted his material 
and he demanded the academy 
pay a of $300,000. 
no satisfaction, he sued (Sci- 
ence, 2 March, p. 1022). 

Normally, the academy likes 
to prodaim its independence 
from the federal government, 
but in this case, its lawyers are 
taking the opposite a& "NlH/ 
NIDDKD [the National Insti- 
tutes of Health and the Na- 
tional Institute of Diabetes and 
Digestive and Kidney Distases] 
mandated and conmled the 
academy's revision of the un- 
approved 1985 draft h r  inclu- 
sion in the tenth RDAs. NIH/ 
NIDDKD's deep involvement 
in the process and the insis- 
tence that the unapproved 
1985 draft be used left the 
academy with no discretion to 
pursue an alternative course.. . 
such as instituting a completely 
new dort ,  and indicates that 
the government impliatly au- 
thorized or consented to the 
actions taken by the academy." 
Or, wm simpb the academy 
had no choice but t o  publish 
what NIH told it to  publish. 
Therefore, if Herbert has a 
complaint, he should sue the 
U.S. government, not the acad- 
emy. 

A hearing date of 17 October 
has been stt to consider the 
academy motion to dismiss 
Herbert's suit. 




