Voyager Mission to Mars

In 1973 the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration proposes to con-
duct the first of the Voyager series of
missions to Mars, using the Saturn
launch vehicle. We wish to call the
attention of the scientific community
to the opportunity of proposing experi-
ments for this initial flight. The pri-
mary objectives of the 1973 Voyager
Mars mission are to obtain informa-
tion relevant to the existence and na-
ture of extraterrestrial life; the atmo-
spheric, surface, and body characteris-
tics of the planet; and the planetary
environment. Orbital reconnaissance,
direct measurements during atmospheric
entry, and investigations after soft-land-
ing on the Martian surface are part of
the mission.

Funding for the Voyager program
is under formal consideration at the
present time by the Congress, and final
funding authority has not yet been ob-
tained for proceeding with Voyager in
FY 1968. Regardless of the level of
funding support obtained for Voyager
this fiscal year, it is our plan to begin
evaluating scientific proposals on 1
November 1967, and to select scientists
for participation in the planning and
development steps by February 1968.
Additional copies of the formal an-
nouncement which was recently mailed
to approximately 5000 scientists may
be obtained from Robert F. Fellows,
Code SY, Voyager Program Scientist,
NASA Headquarters, Washington, D.C.
20546.

HoMER E. NEWELL
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20546

When Diplomacy Needs Psychiatry

In “Psychiatry and international af-
fairs” (21 July, p. 281), Wedge struck
a responsive chord. As a former For-
eign Service Officer charged with pri-
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mary responsibility for the U.S. infor-
mation programs in countries where
I was stationed, I can confirm the cry-
ing need for systematic attention to
the psychology of “the other fellow”
as a basic tool. Too frequently, tradi-
tional diplomacy displays a shocking
weakness in this respect.

. There is no doubt, on the
basis of my own experience, that psy-
chiatric approaches would prove of in-
estimable value to diplomats trained
in its uses. Once, in a large Latin
American country where I was posted,
a survey convinced me that our infor-
mation materials were falling far short
of conveying our messages to the au-
diences for which they were intended.
The reason escaped me for, by all
the standards of U.S. public relations
and advertising, the media and tech-
niques were excellent. In an all-day
conference I arranged with two psy-
chiatrists, a clinical psychologist, and
the head of the department of psy-
chology at a local university—all of
them nationals of the country con-
cerned—I discovered the weaknesses
in our program. The faults were that
all of our messages, though worded
in the local language, were couched
in terms of reference totally foreign
to the psychology of the people to
whom they were directed. Convinced
of this, I restructured the entire pro-
gram (press and magazine materials,
radio and television programs, posters,
motion pictures, leaflets, and so on),
employing the communication forms
and cultural idioms familiar to the
local population, based on my newly
acquired knowledge of their national
psychology. Within 6 months, all of
our new materials were nationally pop-
ular, in wide demand—and continued
so for-the duration of my assignment
in that nation. . . .

Successful trans-national communi-
cation must, by definition, be trans-
cultural communication. The contribu-
tions to diplomacy which Wedge sug-
gests can be made by specially trained
psychiatric personnel, and his idea of

training diplomats in psychiatric ap-
proaches, would make significant and
substantial contributions to our con-
duct of foreign affairs. Basically, we
have a splendid corps of Foreign Serv-
ice Officers. The need now is for
leadership in pioneering a new, psy-
chiatrically oriented approach—not to
supplant but to supplement traditional
diplomatic practices. . . .

RicHARD M. BARR
140 East 29 Street, New York 10016

Within the Purview of the AMA

It is unfortunate that Langer’s criti-
cism of Milford O. Rouse’s inaugural
speech (“AMA: Some doctors are in re-
volt . . .» 21 July, p. 285) ignores
the recent trends in medical practice
which Rouse was deploring and with
which the physicians at the AMA
convention were all too familiar.

Family physicians realize that about
80 percent of their patients are not
physically sick, or if they are sick,
they would get well without the aid of
a physician. Formerly, physicians were
in a position to reassure their patients
that their worries were needless. Now
that the federal government has en-
tered the doctor-patient relationship,
these reassurances are frequently not
enough because the government will -
pay for hospitalization and diagnostic
study which will only reaffirm what the
physician knows already. In this era
of Medicare, the family physician is
in a new and unique situation. He can
insist that hospitalization is not neces-
sary but the patient knows it is his
“right” to be hospitalized. Unless the
physician yields to this “right,” he fre-
quently risks loss of rapport with his
patient as well as a chance that he will
acquire a reputation for being “incon-
siderate,” at the very least—a very ex-
pensive means of reassuring a patient!
Thanks to the Medicare and Title XIX
programs, this is a consequence of the
government’s intrusion into the doctor-
patient relationship.

F. X. MacAurLay
Department of Laboratories,
Orangeburg Regional Hospital,
Orangeburg, South Carolina

Langer omits an essential factor of
the doctors’ revolt: the stranglehold the
AMA has on many physicians. The
AMA structure is built upward from
the local county medical societies
through the state medical associations.
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