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Ours is tha Age of Pape: . Scientishs ore admonishad: Publish or parish.

An afficlent way of continuing to teach, adminlstrate , commitiae-meet and
corraspond, and at the same tima "awthor” a beok, 1s to gat monay from some foundation |
conduct a symposium on an “Important” tople, choose an aMtantion-gatilng iltle, (nvite
a number of "nomss" to participate, and publish the popers as a book. The choimman of
e symposium con fumn over the papass to hls secreiurial staff fer aditing and, magls of
magics . ha s the avtho of a bockl (For obvlow regrons publizhing howses rainforce this
pnomdum.)- Howevei, slnce there era not anaugh "nomes™ to go arcund , ane begins to
find the sama story in sach of several bools with slightly different metopha3. The bu<an
ploced on scholar and tudent by such overlapping, radundant moterfal baging to mount .
Economy publizhing without Indexes further Increases the burder to scholors,

In the sciambla for imposing titles; there ssams to be av eturn o oll-ancompasiing
pa=aclantific terms which Imply that a partlculer symposium has mastered peobloms which
puzzled the anclanis, hod been thalved as Inscluble o¢ had bean brokan Into more
manogaable sub-preblems.

The use of the tarm mind os a noun Intiwad of a varb in the tlile of Hils symposivm
Iz o casa In point. Mind o a noun, an cblect, a subject of sclentific favestigotion has
+Ighitfully disappeared From the sclentific litematim as Its funchion hos bean kxokan into
smalier cnd smaller sub-parts for sclantific analyzis. In 1961, Psychologlcal Abstrach
conkainad 7,353 rafsrances, wiih only seven Indexed under mind, but 32 undrﬁjommu
The 1961 Pyychopharmozologlcal Abstroch, with 3,206 references . had no enivy for mind
but indexod performanca 130 Himas., The Amerlcan Handbook of Psychiatry (1959) has aniy 11
snt-ies for mind In @ 70-page subjact Index. Thess dalo demonst-ate that mind iz eot
weful as a sclentific term, yatb it otill seams wsaful as an attention-gaining title for beoks
and symposia 8.g., . Schar, Theoriss of the Mind, 1943.] So It locks ke wo must
agaln revisit mied .

What of the revisitation in January 1240 by 26 eminent men ot the San Franclseo
Medlcal Center of the Unlvenity of Callfornla? A famlilar mid=twentierth cantury bia:
apsiated in the salection of the:a enowned autho-itles: over Mhitty percan! cone from
the Univanity of Cqg lifernia. Although it may have been necessavy to esiuevas 04 haval
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funds, it is nevartheless regruiiable that so many of the specialists on such a wide fopic
cams from a single instliution.

Whut of tha blas concarning Fisld of specialty? OfF the 24 pavricipanis In the
sympasium, flva wera educatars , faur psychichists, thres psychologlsis, threa physiologisis,
ihree novelists, and one 3ch from tha fields of pharmacology, low, theology, sociclogy,
bwlnass, journallam, history, and philosophy. The 14 major conirlbutions were a little
less biasad towards the non-scientific discipiinas: thare ware three contributions from
psychlatry , two from physiolagy, two from psychelogy, twa from the novellshs, and one
sach from history Maw, thaalogy, jownalism, and education. With the axcaption of
D. O, Habb, there was vary litile representetion of tha behavic istic appiooch which
has rmecently been applied so successfully in the Unitad States. From this biosed and reiher
skatchy coverage of such a vast topic, come very intaresting papars emerged. Howeves,
it Is regraticble that they are buriad under this extvemaly general fople of "mind .® Arthw:
Koestlsr's crsative hoatmant of tha creailve process . for example, s excliing rsading
which would be better In a collection of papars an creativity.

In genacal . the mona expart the contrtbutor In his fleld, the more comevative he
was both In his formal prassntaiion and In tha pansl discussions.

Throughout tha dlscussions thara was a running batrle batwean psychiatrist J. G. Mille
and the rewophysiologists a; to whethar computers are weful as braln madsls .

The thrae papa« on tha influance of drugs on the Indlvidual . plvenr by Seymaou:

§. Keaty, J. G. Miller, and Jorathan O . Cols, aie among e best and most Fachual ia
the bock. n gensral, thess expers agree that druas ove not tha answar In coahlling
bahaviar. Cola summarized iha passlbility of wing drugs for "brainwashing™ as Follows;

"| tee no r2omen o belizve any drug would ba more effective than social and peychelogleal
prassures or phiysical ditcomferts tn producing changes In an Individu] . ”

A mamba: of tha audiencs of tha pane! discwsion on rasiviction ond freedom of tha
mind shorad this reviewsr's reactlon. He suggssted: "A mom app-opriate study than that
of complaiea control of the mind (-apugnant as such a concspt was) might be a stuly of the
various factors which influence behavior."

Although every actlels [n thls sympoesium conlalns a few Interesting points amd beu s



reading, it iz difficel” to summarize without abstracting th2 entira book. Several

of ihe artlcles would by more efficlently contoined in symposia on cihar tepics.

In generol, cne gets e feeling of hoving been on a very zultured and posh joumey
on the sunny side of tha ship == Port Qut and Sharboord Heme . Al the end of the
book, home we arel And mind you, we are little diffarent for our pleosant joumey.
It ls cdifficuly 10 racoll exactly whare 1t was wa went and what imporiant things we
discovered. 5o it hat always been wikh the revisitction of mind. Do you haya time

o mind?



