\ i
4 (, : ll\ | : Va4 \ )
- T - - . N - ps e ’
\ \\ J \ » ! 1" ‘
— L 2 0]
' % -
N b8
r s - . \ ‘\' " ‘ —p” .’ ! A 7% . . S _? g . o N G e A < >~ .‘o‘ -u' 7 ’»J.'-‘/
ihe debate about the lineh incaident is in e S22Ce & SLnYLe Oes
\ . X a ) e g ] - r i ’ (." 2 B 1. ¢ ' 1 - 3 " ¢ . . - “» - "-‘ -~ L e -
two principles are involved, I'ne Senate upaold the principle of M"frec
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speech!! which they havea't dc,fu ed Lw students concerned unhold the
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to question those most JM»JM\'cly concerned with it,. ,

Many peowvle, including Professor Gordon of the Chemistry Dent,,
share the students rovulsion of C.B.W (61'11 al Biological Warfare) bub
deplore the neans by wanich they attempt 10 change the °1thAu*0ﬁ. We ask
then how can they ch nge the situation? By "rp;JOﬁuC dissent’'? II

ALS )

by "reoasonad Jincont” they mean that we should invite Ministry of D¢
officials cdown and engoage them- in debate, then we wouvld rcply that this
!

)

{

acheives absolutely nothing. Jt preserves the dignity of 'frce specch!;
we agree to differ, and gain the liberal illusion that we have done our bit

O
- without dirtying owr hands., In fact, we gein precisely nothing and in
the time we waste tae bio~chemists at Porton continue working on still
chO“oer nethods of wiping out mankind. The American Governnment annlaud - |
'reasoned dissent! because they know it 15 powerless. 'Reasoned disseant! "
in itself is an admirable concept, if it worked we wouldan't have nocded
te de what we have done, but regrettably - as C.N.D. has shown us -~ it doesn't. :

If not by 'recasoncd dissent'! what other means do we have at
owr disposal? Through Parliarient? But the question of Poricn is raised with |
ritualistic regularity cvery yecar and is blandly iznored. | |

Confronted with soriec facts about C.B.W., a sc¢nior member of the
Chemistry Department suggested that we got them nublished. Buc e
cbtained thew from scientific publicaticns. Information is a basis, not
a substitutce, for action. The information has long existed - nothing has
haprened,

J

Dr. Inch of Porton Down carie here to talls 2bout the toxic (sic)
effects of certain chemicals. He did not talk about this. After otu cnts

)

had reazd cut an indictuent of C.B.Y. (based on informotion tzken whinl L1y

from scicntific journals) Dr. Inch, though clearly not anuscd by the proceed
ings, said '"ou 've had your say now I'll have mine', Vhat did he tell s?

Firstly, that he was more ethically pure than we (this was tilken to mean
that we were impolite ~ aprarcntly a more scricus natter than research into
the cheanest forixs of mass destructicn); seccondly, that Porton publishes

no less than CON of its scientific rescarch rbsultu (the unsuccessiul
experiments?) -~ he would not comment on the vital 209 uzoub*woueu aad,
thirdly, that selling C.B.W. patents to the ifmerican HMilitary Establishrient
was no diffcrent in kind to selling them nenicillin and tha'. the noncy
gainec. was necessary since they had to get resesrch funds from sonevherca.
At this pcint the discussion wes tornlnaued by & largc band of olicemen
(surmoned by panic—stricken chemnists) tramuling over the sitting studenus

to 'rescue Dr., Inch.

Looising back on the atrocitics of the Third Reich, a guneration
of Germans have ,sied taermselves 'How could this hove happnencd?!, It
happencd, of course, hccausc genocide was a Nnzi policy. But this wolicy
could only succeed because orulnnfy men like Dr. Inch (who probably leads

an excimplory private life) feoiled to see their scientific work in its
political context

The University wishes to provide an environment in which thore
is a free intercacnge of ideas, but this in itself oy not be s LCLi
1f in the interchange we arce confronted with the knowledse of such ross
offences to nwunnity as Porton Down then, if our knowlcdsze is @
thing, we must oct upon it. If ve do not act then we become inte 11 ctuv‘s
of the nost pcrnicious vnriﬂty. If hqvwnu agre ced on the nocessit N TO qct
we then utilise thuse ninns, like 'rersoned dissent' which we know in tials
context to be futile, thon we are dishonest. This is why we fecl justified
in our actions last Tucsdoy and this is why we ask you to supdort us in
our stand against the utterly unjust and completcely arbitrarj SUSBENsSions
imposcd by D . Slomnn on throe of those taking part.
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