
do not question the usefulness of
physics to society, which is defended
in the editorial. Indeed, this is pre-
cisely the point—science has been too
useful. Technological change is now
overwhelming the capacity of society
to adapt. For example, the editorial
points to cardiac pacemakers as one of
the beneficial applications of transis-
tors at a time when we are rapidly be-
coming aware that the control of death
has created the most difficult problem
ever to face human kind. Does any-
one seriously believe that the re-
sources exist to support the entire pop-
ulation of the world at the technologi-
cal level of the US?

David Inglis has described science
as a gourmet feast spread before us on
a table whose end we cannot see; we,
he says, are gourmandizing. The
question is not one of sacrificing scien-
tific research for the short-range bene-
fit of immediate social gains and thus
mortgaging our future, as your editori-
al puts it; it is rather one of postpon-
ing some of our research to the future
in the hope that society may have a
future. Or do we feel that we must
accumulate as much scientific know-
ledge as possible to clutch to our
bosoms as we sink in the ultimate ca-
tastrophe?

The future of scientific research
really depends upon there being some
scientists to carry on the tradition;
their numbers are unimportant.
Though there is certainly research that
needs to be done, even in the golden
age scientists chose between problems.
I suggest that for a few years at least
we ought to guide our choices toward
the research that has a stabilizing
rather than a destabilizing effect upon
society, and even award our academic
honors and our Nobel prizes in the
same way.

BRUCE HAWKINS

Smith College

Tachyons
I considered the superlight region by
associating relativity theory with
thermo-fluid-dynamics by means of
the first law of thermodynamics.
Doubtless Bilaniuk and Sudarshan's
approach (May 1969) is superior.
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