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STANFORD - thﬂ' is. reseclrc:h'-J

What is clossrfled research?

What is. the. morohfy of doing | reseorch whlch mlght leod to fhe deveiopment of a war. weopon'r" :
- How can an ocodemlc commumty learn what kind of research is being conducted on the campus?

Who should determine the answers to. these queshons'-’ L : ;o o ow ;

These were the difficult but vital points raised and discussed today (Mondoy, April 14) inatwo ond :
a half hour open hearing conducted by the University Committee on Research Policy and atfended by -
250 students and faculty, 1t was a preliminary to-a -Iong-s_x_:hedo[ed_ meeti ng of the committee on the
subject of classified. research ta be held tomorrow .

This, in turn, will be followed. tomarrow night by a sPecml meeting of the Accdemlc Senote on ...
the same subject.. _ _ S : . .

Al the meetings are bemg held as a s:t -in by sfudents continues in the Apphed Eleotromcs
Loboratory, to protest war-related research both.at Stanford and Stanford Research Institute.

The over—riding problem facing scientists and everyone. concerned with the issues developed early
in the hearing, when P-hys.ios Prof. Arthur. Schawlow ; ¢o-developer of the laser, said that when pure..
research is begun, "one can't predict what's good and what's bad. _ _ _ '

" worked on lasers; anrd newspapers immediately talked about” 'deo’rh roys;' Ten years ]oter, we
havé no death rays. The first use of the Ic:ser was ’ro repcur detached re’rmas ond I'd never. hecrd of
detached retinas when 1 begon ' ' '

"You can't tell what's coming out when you start." P _

The question Schawlow was answe ring was posed by a ohemls’rry professor Hons Andersen, who
asked, "What control -does-the scientific: commumfy have over reseorch done by that commum’ry'? It's
difficult for smenhsts to be obiec’rwe obou‘r their own work." ' ' |

Commtt’ree Cholrmon Wllllom F. Boxter, professor of taw, noted that ’rhe communl’ry has ! two shoi's"
N —- '

"Pure research can be controlled at the start, " he said, "but it shouldn't.

"Secondiy, the communlty can oﬂempr to control the uses to which such. research is. put and the
community should do a better job than it has in the past. It involves the entire community, and we
have to work harder af the general political processes.” | '

Stanford, Baxter noted, has strict policies relafing to classified reseorch; and rhe"commiﬂee,' '
which must opprove new classified contraofs, "takes a sharp distinction between the interests of the _
researcher and his work and i‘he mterests of ’rhe sponsor; we lean toword the reseoroher.

"If the notion is rhqr no research: should be done here that enhances the ability of the U.S. to wage

, then the range of' research would run far beyond cIass:Fred research, which would be only an -
mFma’res:mol part. of it . B ! ' <A, T
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research 2-2-2. |

To Rob.e_rtf_J._' M‘dfi’d’t}-"‘zprp_\fé;:;ér of mechanical engi.n:é;ering,_l what i$ done with new knowledge is -
even more i.mportqn’r than what .I(.:'an-;iz::e-'don:é:'\a\;-.i'_f'[;u'it.'-"'-. _ ' S L

"The output of research in the _phys'ical sciences is not dangerous or immoral , " Moffat said,
"It's how it's used. ldeas are likely to be more dangerous than hardware BT

"Research ints ideologies and po‘i-if'ié:éf' ph.i'_lcié'obhiﬂes may lead to the dbplico’ridn of 'phys:i:.:d-l sciences
in warfare . 'The"ée-"mey make them more dangerous. - What ..i'r_é"}ﬁfq'pér'c:nd moral should be expanded to ideas. "

Many of the students’ qusHons related to an qp_pdfeﬁf'chah'gé of title ina resecrc‘h'prbie'c.t_.. 'Théy
chorged the chqnge was made io 'hi'de:whbf*f'he.y called the p'ro'ié"c?"s true po.rpése*--w.d_r research. How,
they asked, could the' University commuriity discover what sort of research was going on? -

"Why, " asked graduate-student Richdrd Sack, "'-'ﬁﬂs_‘_"rhe title changed~-and who _chahgeG it==from
‘Applied Research in El.e'gtrohic Warfare T;echniqueﬁ' to 'Applied Resécrch,'Elecfroma’gr_\etic's'?.“ |

Baxter said he had applied the latter title because at the time, "I didn't have and never had the
formal contract with me. | was not aware of the F-or_r'th_iHe_; Are you suggesting a deliberate ufterhpf '
to confuse the community?" demanded Baxter . S S ' o ' |

A loud "yes" came from students in the audience.

"There were two pages of de'failé_tf-dafe available, and the title is more nccurate,” Baxter said.
"The suggestion is bizarre . " . kall R B | '

Prof. Pierre Noyes of the committee commented that he didn't think the change was deliberate,
out that it was "misleading not to indicate the area of military application, for the benefit of '

non-technical readers, " o U _ N P
Prof. H. Bruce Franklin commented that "electromagnetic® is a confusing Tefm: and too broad, ‘and .
hat the project "clearly" was electronic warfare . ; e _ o
What the group "really should be discussing, " said Prof. Hubert Heffner, physics and electrical
engineering, is ''the morality" of research. _ W L VI far wow
"That name change is-partly a red herring, " said Senior Norton Batkin. - "But the University should
e concerned about the potential applications of research, and these should be mentioned on contfracts "

An Air Force contract called "Laboratory consultation on 'Air'Fo_rce electronic systems and electronic
echniques problems, " was raised by Sophomore Marc Welss, who asked how it "contributed to human

cnow ledge " adding that it was "basically mititary " - - ' s SR B

Baxter replied that its main purpose was "development of techniques for sampling the electromagnetic.
pectrum~—for example, monitoring broadeasting traffic. You can't ta [k about the purpose of research,
oy, the purpse of peaplet i T i D S

"Then why is the Air Force sponsoring it?" snapped Weiss. "Why do you consider it suitable for an
icademic atmosphere?" ; ' T s B axERE o R

"It had a wide variety of applications, and there was no mystery about it to anyone, " said Baxter.

Joseph Pettit, dean of the School of Engineering, said "You cannot legislate or coerce morality. -
tis clear that in these changing times, particularly the last 12 months, that individuals in the academic
ommunity are alienated by policies’in Washington and are choosing to work on other things, '

"We wont' solve it by talking about acddemic purity; neutrality is uséful to no one. If we can make an
mpact on Washington to: get more money: in yrban. problems and. transportation, we want to help."

"Institutions shouldn't try to coerce individuals,” said Baxter. "There's a difference between
nstitutional and individual neutrality . "

"Institutional neutrality :s dead, " said Senior Michael Sweeney. "We have to do our best.
oercion shouldn't take place, but with institutions as with individuals, something has to be done " ###



