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Preface

This book is the first compilation of original documents on Science for the
People (SftP), the most important radical science movement in U.S. history.
Between 1969 and 1989, SftP mobilized American scientists, engineers,
teachers, and students who yearned to practice a socially and economically
just science, rather than one that served militarism and corporate profits.
With a growing sense of urgency and the stakes becoming ever clearer, we
are convinced that the history of SftP will inspire many more scientists and
scholars in science and technology studies to embrace an activist orientation
in their work.

As this book goes to press, scientists around the United States are organiz-
ing to defend science from a new presidential administration that is blatantly
dismissive of scientific consensus, committed to slashing research funding, and
striving to purge government agencies of data crucial to informed decision
making. Within this movement, some are not just defending “science” in the
abstract, but advancing a bold vision of science in the service of social justice
and environmental sustainability. And some of these activists are gathering
once again under the banner of Science for the People.! In times of political
turmoil, some may be tempted to embrace science as an apolitical force of rea-
son. Science for the People understood that while science does offer reason, it

Xi
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does not do so in a political vacuum. Now, as then, we have political choices
to make. We have to decide what kind of science is worth making and worth
fighting for. We have to make that science. And we have to fight for it.

The contributors to this volume gathered at a three-day conference hosted
by the Social Thought & Political Economy Program of the University of
Massachusetts Amherst in April 2014. Titled “Science for the People: The
1970s and Today,” the conference brought former members of SftP together
with other scientists, scholars, students, and activists in a lively explora-
tion of SftP’s historical relevance for today’s struggles. About two hundred
people attended, and more than sixty people offered presentations. (The
conference program, abstracts, and video of all presentations are available
at http://science-for-the-people.org.) Following the conference, six partic-
ipants met to discuss how we could make SftP’s legacy known to a greater
number of people: the result is this book.

Dozens of people contributed their time and energy to make this volume
a reality. First and most obviously, we thank the writers and artists who
created the materials included here. Second, we thank everyone who con-
tributed to the conference. Special thanks go to the members of the original
Science for the People who presented at the conference (listed below) and
who have shared the contents of their attics and basements; the conference
organizing committee; the graduate students who participated in the con-
ference, committed to this project, and contributed chapter introductions;
and the dedicated people who are now spearheading an SftP “revitalization”
project. Major funding for the conference was provided by the National Sci-
ence Foundation; it was hosted by the Social Thought & Political Economy
Program at UMass Amherst and co-sponsored by many other departments
and programs at UMass and surrounding colleges. We would also like to
thank Rob Cox and Danielle Kovacs at Special Collections and University
Archives for their enthusiasm and assistance in creating an SftP archive at
UMass; founding member of SftP Charles Schwartz for providing public
access to many important SftP documents; and independent researcher Mel-
anie McCalmont for creating the conference website and making available
documents on SftP obtained through a Freedom of Information Act request.
We are profoundly grateful for the thorough reading and critical feedback
provided by Kelly Moore, Banu Subramaniam, and one anonymous reviewer.
Jonathan Beckwith, Charles Schwartz, and Katherine Yih reviewed portions
of the manuscript for errors and omissions, and Sarah Bridger provided
valuable documents. UMass Press was able to lower the cost of the book
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substantially thanks to generous donations from Minna Barrett (in memory
of Rita Barrett), Jonathan and Barbara Beckwith, Bertram and Susan Bruce,
Chandler Davis and Natalie Zemon Davis, Anne Fausto-Sterling, Ross Feld-
berg, Britta Fischer and Herb Fox, David Kotelchuck, Ruth Moscovitch and
Vinton Thompson, Richard Rosen, Charles Schwartz, Abha Sur, and Kath-
erine Yih. We are deeply grateful for their support. Finally, we are grateful to
executive editor Matt Becker, interim series editor Eric Nystrom, and their
colleagues at UMass Press for supporting our vision and making this volume
a reality.

Former $ftP Members who participated in the 2014 Conference

Joseph Alper, Arlene Ash, Minna Barrett, Jonathan Beckwith, Doug Boucher,
Frank Bove, Carol Cina, Dave Culver, Chandler Davis, Britta Fischer, Anne
Fausto-Sterling, Herb Fox, Elizabeth Fox-Wolfe, Roberta Garner, Terri Gold-
berg, Michael Goldhaber, Ivan Handler, Mike Hansen, Jonathan King, David
Kotelchuck, Richard Levins, Frank Mirer, Steve Nadel, R. D. Ogden, Ivette
Perfecto, Margaret Reeves, Rich Rosen, Scott Schneider, Brian Schultz, Robert
Shapiro, Sue Tafler, Lorne Taichman, Vinton Thompson, John Vandermeer, Al
Weinrub, and Katherine Yih

EDITORS’ NOTES

1. The “revitalized” organization’s website is http://scienceforthepeople.org. See Jeffrey
Mervis, “As Scientists Prepare to March, Science for the People Reboots,” Science, April 4,
2017, http://www.sciencemag.org/news/2017/04/scientists-prepare-march-science-people
-reboots.
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INTRODUCTION
Science for the People, the 1970s and Today

How should we understand the problems of science in society? How does
our understanding of these problems shape our course of action?

Many scientists are frustrated by climate change denial, attacks on teach-
ing evolution in the schools, and other impediments to harnessing scientific
knowledge for social benefit. Typically, “scientific illiteracy” gets the blame:
if only the public received better science education, and if only scientists
communicated more effectively, scientists would receive the support and
autonomy they need to address the world’s problems. However, not all stake-
holders are willing to leave the problems of science in society to scientists
alone. Many activists who care deeply about climate change, health care, and
other issues of scientific importance are profoundly skeptical of the scientific
establishment. They question scientists’ loyalties given the funding they often
receive from fossil fuel, chemical, and pharmaceutical corporations; and they
ask why scientific perspectives so often promote narrow understandings of
social problems. Here again, progressive scientists often suggest that better
communication is needed to build the public’s trust in scientists and the sci-
entific method.

Scientists are right to call for educational reforms to improve scientific
literacy and for more emphasis on public communication. But the challenges
activists raise will not be resolved so simply. The education and communi-
cation paradigm dominant in discussions of science and society today fails
to account for the workings of power. Not that long ago, another approach,
rooted in an analysis of political, economic, and social power structures,
attracted considerable attention from scientists and others committed to
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harnessing science and technology to serve human needs. Crucially, this
approach disputed the scientific establishment’s claims to political neutrality.!
While sidelined in mainstream discussions, this type of analysis continues
to inform the perspectives of critical scholars and scientists today. If more
widely embraced, it would greatly enrich our public discussions of energy
policy, medicine, environmental conservation, agricultural technologies,
and other social projects.

During the 1970s and 1980s, a movement led by the organization Science
for the People (SftP) put forward such an alternative approach—one that fun-
damentally challenged the dominant social relations of science. While SftP
members promoted science education, they did not see public ignorance as
the primary constraint on science’s capacity to fully benefit humanity. Rather,
they critiqued the power structures—capitalism, imperialism, patriarchy, and
racism—that benefited from public ignorance and impeded the production,
circulation, and application of socially beneficial scientific knowledge. SftP
understood that scientific practice is a political act, informed by particular
understandings of power and social need. Unlike colleagues who imagined
science as separate from the social sphere, SftP scientists rejected this divide
and used their knowledge to question the social, political, and economic sta-
tus quo. Through research, writing, protest, and grassroots organizing, they
sought to demystify scientific knowledge and embolden “the people” to take
science and technology into their own hands.

SftP initially emerged as part of the mass movement to end the U.S.
war in Vietnam, which between 1955 and 1975 took the lives of approxi-
mately 58,000 Americans, more than 3 million Vietnamese, and more than
500,000 Cambodians and Laotians.? One of the first steps toward creat-
ing a movement of radical scientists occurred in 1967, when University of
California-Berkeley physicist Charles Schwartz proposed that the Amer-
ican Physical Society (APS) amend its bylaws to enable the organization
to formally oppose the war. APS members voted against the “Schwartz
Amendment” in 1968, but the election only helped radicalize a growing
cohort of young, dissident scientists.” As members of the Boston SftP
collective later recalled, the vote demonstrated that “there was a physics
establishment—and there was the rest of us™*

Schwartz co-founded SftP’s predecessor organization, Scientists for Social
and Political Action, during the January 1969 APS meeting in New York
City together with Martin Perl, Mike Goldhaber, and Marc Ross. Nearly two
hundred scientists attended the group’s first meeting.” A few months later,
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the organization changed its name to Scientists and Engineers for Social and
Political Action (SESPA). During the December 1969 annual meeting of the
American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS) in Boston,
SESPA recruited still more participants and began also referring to itself as
Science for the People (the group used both names throughout the early
1970s). Soon thereafter, SftP transformed the recently created SESPA news-
letter into a bi-monthly magazine called Science for the People. By the time of
the organizations dissolution in 1989, SftP had published one hundred and
nine issues of its magazine.

SftP grew quickly after its founding, as members established chapters in
Ann Arbor, Berkeley, Boston, Chicago, Madison, Stony Brook, and more
than a dozen other cities, most of them on or near university campuses.
Prominent scientists, including Rita Arditti, Jonathan Beckwith, Stephen
Jay Gould, Ruth Hubbard, Richard Lewontin, Richard Levins, and Freda
Salzman joined the organization, as did many more “rank-and-file” scien-
tists, engineers, doctors, nurses, social workers, and graduate students. SftP’s
membership was predominantly white and majority male. Members of the
group endeavored to combat sexism, racism, and class exploitation within
the scientific discipline; challenged gendered and racialized theories of bio-
logical determinism; and worked in solidarity with other activists fighting for
women’s liberation, racial equality, and self-determination. There were limits
to these efforts, however. For example, though a strong core of feminists
within SftP worked to make gender a key axis of analysis, they felt that they
could not sustain interest and cohesion around feminist critiques of science
due to resistance from many male colleagues.®

From its inception, SftP dedicated itself to intellectual intervention, polit-
ical organizing, and direct action. Members of the group wrote prolifically,
publishing works of political critique, journalism, and scientific research in
their magazine, self-published booklets, and scientific journals. They orga-
nized both inside and outside the scientific profession, struggling to recruit
fellow scientists and transform the APS, the AAAS, other professional orga-
nizations, and their universities while building working relationships with
radical groups such as the Black Panther Party, Vietnam Veterans Against
the War, and the Clamshell Alliance. They worked with labor organizations
to fight for occupational health on farms and in factories, and sought mean-
ingful international scientific exchange in Vietnam, China, Cuba, Nicaragua,
and other countries. In the early years, SftP activists also engaged in direct
action campaigns aimed at remaking scientific institutions. As the essays
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and documents in this volume illustrate, SftP activists participated in the
March 4, 1969, Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) “research stop-
page” opposing the U.S. military’s Anti-Ballistic Missile system; demonstra-
tions and civil disobedience outside the weapons laboratories of Manhattan’s
Riverside Research Institute; and disruptions of lectures by prominent scien-
tists and political figures during AAAS national conferences in Chicago and
Philadelphia.

SftP departed from the liberal model of scientist activism adopted by the
Union of Concerned Scientists and other organizations, where scientists
worked within the existing political system to influence policy. With a Marx-
ist analysis and non-hierarchical governing structure, SftP’s members tackled
the militarization of scientific research, the corporate control of research
agendas, the political implications of sociobiology theories, environmental
consequences of energy policy, inequities in health care, agricultural science
and food justice, and many other issues. In addition to challenging social
inequalities within science, the group sought to mobilize people working in
scientific fields to agitate for a science, technology, and medicine that would
serve social needs rather than military and corporate interests.

In many ways, SftP’s history mirrors the broader trajectory of leftist polit-
ical activism in the United States during the 1970s and '8os. After an early
militant direct action phase in the early 1970s, SftP’s membership shifted
during the middle of the decade. Several of the group’s members—including
Britta Fischer, Herb Fox, Al Weinrub, and others involved in what they called
the Helen Keller Collective in Boston—departed SftP amid wider burnout in
U.S. radical circles resulting from factional disputes, police violence, lack of
funds, and disagreements over where to focus political energy after the 1975
Communist victory in Vietnam.”

However, SftP endured, becoming one of the few 1960s-era radical orga-
nizations to survive into the late 1970s and 1980s. Such perseverance allowed
SftP to link up with the new movements that emerged during this period.
New, younger members joined SftP in the late 1970s, inspired in part by
the movement to oppose nuclear energy, the period’s largest direct action
movement. Debates over biological determinism and genetic engineering
also became pressing concerns for SftP during these years, as did agriculture
and food justice, toxic pollution, and other issues stemming from a growing
international energy crisis and the development of a broader environmental
movement.® Militarism returned as a central focus for SftP after 1980, when
President Ronald Reagan bankrolled right-wing regimes and paramilitaries
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in Central America and Southern Africa and rekindled the Cold War arms
race with the Soviet Union. In response, the SftP-offshoot New World Agri-
culture and Ecology Group at the University of Michigan sent researchers to
Nicaragua to assist the revolutionary Sandinista regime’s agriculture efforts.
Several SftP members—including co-founder Charles Schwartz—also played
key roles in the successful movement to stop Reagans massive Strategic
Defense Initiative satellite missile system.’

Though SftP withstood the conservative tide of the Reagan era, the group
was less of an organized leftist force within American science after the 1970s.
Decentralized since its inception, it grew even more diffuse during the 1980s,
serving as a set of general principles that guided various individuals’ and
small groups’ science activism. Despite its members’ participation in a num-
ber of important social justice campaigns, SftP’s primary focus after 1980
was publishing the magazine. This was nevertheless an important activity,
as Science for the People remained a vital source of leftist critique and news
on science, society, and resistance movements unavailable in mainstream
publications.

In 1990, SftP dissolved due to tax troubles. When the Internal Revenue Ser-
vice came after the magazine’s editorial collective to pay around $70,000 in
back taxes, they were unable to mobilize sufficient support from their dwin-
dling members and folded instead. Nonetheless, SftP’s work lives on in other
organizations, some of which grew directly from SftP and others of which
significantly benefited from the vision of former SftP members—including
the Committee for Responsible Genetics (Genewatch); DC Metro Science
for the People; the Genetics and Society Working Group; the International
Collaborative for Science, Education, and the Environment; the Local Clean
Energy Alliance (San Francisco Bay Area); the New World Agriculture and
Ecology Group; and the Pesticide Action Network. More broadly, SftP helped
many of its members find lasting ways to use their scientific knowledge in
the service of the people, especially in the areas of occupational safety, public
health, agriculture, consumer protection, environmental activism, and sci-
ence journalism."

This volume emerges from our conviction that today’s struggles for
climate justice, universal health care, and sustainable agriculture, among
many other causes, can benefit greatly from a deeper familiarity with the
history of SftP and its radical analysis. Scientists need a more robust under-
standing of how social and political realities shape the problems they seek
to address. Activists need a stronger grasp on the scientific dimensions of
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their issues and a clearer sense of who their allies are in the scientific world.
Students need strategies for putting their science education to work in ways
consistent with their social and political values. And historians, philoso-
phers, and social scientists in the field of science and technology studies
(STS) need a deeper knowledge of an organization that had a critical influ-
ence on their field—as well as a better appreciation of how engagement
with activist scientists might enrich their own research and writing. We
anticipate that this volume will be used in classes for science students as
well as for students of history and social movements." We hope it will also
be discussed in living rooms and coftee shops by study groups of the kind
SftP itself once organized.

Despite its significance, the history of SftP has not yet received its due in
STS and history of science literature. Moreover, the group has been almost
completely overlooked by historians of U.S. social movements.” One rea-
son for this relative dearth of scholarship may be the notion that SftP—and
radical politics more generally—ultimately failed to present a viable means
of transforming science.” However, in a 1975 discussion of the significance
of radical science movements (SftP included), Donna Haraway offered an
important caution for those who might otherwise dismiss the continued
relevance of such movements: “We must not let the utter powerlessness of
dissidents in the short range in advanced capitalist conditions deter us from
learning from them about the political implications of our particular way

»14

of teaching about scientific thought”** Indeed, one of the most important
reasons to study the history of SftP is because its writings continue to chal-
lenge mainstream understandings of science and politics. Speaking to both
professional and popular audiences, SftP insisted that scientific research is
a fundamentally political activity. One of SftP’s greatest legacies is its corpus
of literature analyzing how the forces of capitalism, imperialism, racism, and
patriarchy shape the production, circulation, and application of scientific
knowledge. SftP’s other vital legacies—which we have sought to highlight
in this volume—include the organization’s idealistic visions for a more just,
humane, and democratic science, as well as its successes and shortcomings in
creating a better world.

For academics, or those interested in joining academia, another reason
to study the history of SftP is its significance in the birth and development
of the field of STS. SftP was founded by scientists and engineers, some of
whom had a strong background in political philosophy, and all of whom had
a willingness to study the social, political, and economic contexts that inform
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scientific knowledge. Central to SftP’s analysis was a conviction that science
was not, and could never be, politically neutral. Members of SftP frequently
drew from the analyses of STS scholars active in the 1970s, including David
Noble, Dorothy Nelkin, Robert Young, Hilary Rose, and Evelyn Fox Keller.
And from the other direction, these and other STS scholars clearly benefited
from their participation in SftP and sister organizations in other countries.”
For example, years before historian of science Robert Proctor published his
path-breaking book on medicine in Nazi Germany, Science for the People
printed his article “Nazi Science and Medicine® Proctor also served on the
editorial committee for the magazine in 1983. The roster of authors repre-
sented in the 1996 volume Science Wars (a defense against a conservative
backlash bent on maintaining the view that science is politically neutral) fur-
ther testifies to the tight connections between SftP and STS: Ruth Hubbard,
Richard Levins, and other prominent SftP members were published along-
side Sandra Harding, Emily Martin, and other influential STS scholars.”

However, as STS matured and became more “professional” in its orien-
tation, some scholars grew frustrated with what they saw as a diminished
commitment to engaging seriously with and as activists. In 1993, STS scholar
Brian Martin published a provocative article titled “The Critique of Science
Becomes Academic,” in which he lambasted others in the field for their “lack
of acknowledgment of [the] radical or activist origins” of their ideas. He
specifically highlighted SftP in this context: “The magazine Science for the
People published many incisive critiques of science. Yet it is a frustrating
quest to attempt to find a single reference to Science for the People in a schol-
arly analysis of science. The problem is twofold: Science for the People was
openly political and, in part as a consequence of this, it was not recognized as
a scholarly publication itself, in spite of its many top-flight contributors and
detailed referencing”®

The gauntlet Martin threw down offended many ST scholars, not surpris-
ingly. And it must be said, his article failed to recognize the ways in which
many STS scholars continued to write in politically engaged ways. However,
Martin’s polemic remains useful if it reminds us of the need to acknowledge
our activist antecedents, guard against insularity, and, most importantly,
seize opportunities to intervene in the issues that motivated many of us to
enter the field in the first place. These interventions may take many forms. At
the empirical level, STS scholars can analyze the misuse of science by power
holders and document activist struggles to place science in the service of
human needs. At the level of theory, we can advance more robust alternatives
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to the top-down model of “communication” found in dominant discourse
on science and society. The decades since SftP’s activism have provided
some excellent models for such work. For example, Robert Proctor’s Golden
Holocaust: Origins of the Cigarette Catastrophe and the Case for Abolition and
Naomi Oreskes and Erik Conway’s Merchants of Doubt: How a Handful of
Scientists Obscured the Truth on Issues from Tobacco Smoke to Global Warm-
ing provide incisive analysis of the power of corporations and free-market
ideology to mobilize scientific resources against the public interest. Steven
Epstein’s landmark study Impure Science: AIDS, Activism, and the Politics
of Knowledge documents the success of activists in shaping knowledge pro-
duction and drug development during the HIV/AIDS epidemic—and offers
essential insights on the dilemmas they faced as they moved from outside
agitators to inside experts. In Body and Soul: The Black Panther Party and
the Fight against Medical Discrimination, Alondra Nelson studies the Black
Panthers’ radical approach to health activism, which rejected the for-profit
“medical-industrial complex” and began from the assumption that “thera-
peutic matters were inextricably articulated to social justice ones™ And
Giovanna Di Chiro’s engaged scholarship with environmental justice activ-
ists in Mexico and the United States has helped articulate an understanding
of science politics that “spans borders of all kinds—national, racial, gendered,
economic, linguistic, ecological, technological, spiritual, and epistemic,” and
offers a model for “popular knowledge” based on “shared observation, careful
research, and the forging of syncretic assemblages of ‘experts’ of all stripes”
We have been inspired by the work of these and other engaged STS scholars
and offer this volume as a contribution that we hope will inspire more scien-
tists, scholars, and activists to step up the pace.

We have organized this volume’s chapters thematically to highlight the
key realms of science and society into which SftP members intervened with
ideas, research, and direct action. In selecting the documents for inclusion,
we sought materials that most clearly demonstrate core SftP arguments and
positions in succinct, accessible prose. In many (though by no means all)
cases, the materials that best fit these criteria were articles from Science for
the People magazine, which throughout much of the organization’s twenty-
year history represented SftP’s most sustained efforts and its most polished
analysis. Chapter 1, “Science, Power, and Ideology,” discusses SftP’s analyses
in relation to earlier Marxist writings on science. It also documents some of
SftP’s most important intellectual challenges to the ideologies undergird-

po3)

ing science. Chapter 2, “Disrupting the AAAs,” illuminates SftP activists’
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early efforts to mobilize left-leaning scientists through their disruptions of
American Association for the Advancement of Science conferences during
the early 1970s. Chapters 3 through 8 highlight SftP’s activism in the areas
of “Militarism,” “Biology and Medicine,” “Race and Gender;” “Agriculture,
Ecology, and Food,” “Technology,” and “Energy and Environment.” Finally,
Chapter 9, “Science for the People and the World,” documents SftP’s efforts
to build international movements for social revolution in partnership with
scientists and activists around the globe. Each chapter opens with an intro-
duction offering an historical overview of SftP’s activities in relation to the
given theme, followed by a series of excerpted SftP writings on the issues of
interest. Each document excerpted in the chapters is accompanied by a brief
explanation placing the selection in its historical context.

We offer this volume as a window into SftP’s thoughts and actions. When
possible, we highlight moments when science activists succeeded, even if only
slightly, in challenging or reshaping ideology, knowledge, and the direction
of scientific research. For the most part, however, this volume documents
an unfinished struggle. After all, scientific institutions today remain largely
undemocratic and dominated by capitalist and military interests while war,
starvation, inequality, and climate change pose even greater threats than they
did during the 1970s and 1980s. Therefore, rather than being a definitive his-
tory of SftP, this book is part of the organization’s ongoing legacy. Using this
volume to understand the past, develop political theory, and strategize for
social change, we the readers will determine the future of that legacy.
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