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Institute for Environmental Research

During the past year, a series of meetings has
been held to review mechanisms to facilitate en-
vironmental research at Penn. As a result of those
meetings, plans have been developed to set up an
Institute for Environmental Research. The primary
goal of the Institute would be to support and en-
hance faculty efforts to strengthen environmental
research activities across the campus. Inaddition,
the Institute would serve an educational role by
assisting in coordinating and developing graduate
and undergraduate education on environmental
questions. Based on current faculty interests,
research activities of the Institute would focus
on, but not be limited to:

Earth and Ecosystem Sciences
Environmental Engineering
Environmental Policy
Environmental Toxicology

Faculty who are interested in learning more
about the Institute and discussing how it might
best serve their own research needs are invited
to attend an informal open meeting on Thursday,
October 15, at 5 p.m. in Room 358, Hayden Hall,
or to contact Irving M. Shapiro (Ext. 8-9167) or
Robert Giegengack (Ext. 8-5191).

AAUP Legislative Alert

The U.S. Senate has overridden President
Bush’s veto of the Family and Medical Leave bill.
The vote in the House is now critical. It is not at
all clear that there is currently enough support to
follow the Senate’s example and to override the
President’s veto.

The legislation is consistent with policy
statements on leave-of-absence developed by the
AAUP, and the AAUP is consequently strongly
committed to the bill. Indeed, the AAUP believes
that this is an idea whose time is overdue.

We sstrongly urge all members of the University
community to contact their Congresspersons and
urge them in turn to support the override of the
veto. If you need additional information you may
call the AAUP 24-hour toll-free hotline, 1-800-
424-2973, Ext. 3202.

— Morris Mendelson, President, University of
Pennsylvania Chapter, AAUP
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1 ' Breast Cancer Summit

{ Penn Med and Fox Chase hosted
last week’s Delaware Valley Breast
Cancer Leadership Summit,where
scientists briefed some 350 legis-
lators and corporate chiefs on
education, screening and detection.
Shown here, left to right: HUP Ex-
ecutive Director Bud Pittinger; Dr.
Barbara Fowble of radiation on-
cology; Dr. John Glick, director of
the Penn Cancer Center; Keynote
Speaker Marilyn Quayle; Dean

the Cancer Center; and Dr. J. San-
ford Schwartz of the Leonard Davis
Institute. Penn’s center is one of
eight in the U.S. designated “com-
prehensive cancer centers” by the

William N. Kelley; Bev Ginsburg of

Honorary Degree Nominations

The University Council Honorary De-
gree Committee welcomes suggestions for
recipients of honorary degrees at the May
17, 1993 Commencement. Nominations
(including background biographical infor-
mation) should be submitted to Mr. Duncan
W. Van Dusen, Office of the Secretary, 4200
Pine Street, 2nd Floor/4090. The deadline
is Friday, October 9, 1992. Nominations
have also been solicited through letters
sent to all deans, department chairs, and
chaired professors.

Please contact me at Ext. 8-0408 with any
questions. Thank you for your assistance.

— Allison Rose, Coordinator,
Office of the Secretary

National Cancer Institute.

The appointments of Susan Shaman as As-
sistant Vice President for Planning and Analysis
and Daniel Shapiro as Director of Institutional
Research were announced this week by Rick
Nahm, Senior Vice President for Development
and Institutional Planning.

They join David Morse, now Assistant Vice
President for Policy Planning, to make up the Of-
fice of Institutional Planning and Analysis which
provides staff support to the president, provost
and executive vice president in academic and
strategic planning.

Susan Shaman, an alumna of Brooklyn Col-
lege with an M. A. in mathematical statistics from
Columbia, joined the University in 1978 asasenior
staff associate in the Planning Office headed by
Dr. Robert M. Zemsky. She directed the analytic
staff of the Office of Planning Analysis from 1982
to 1985, and was named director of institutional
research and planning in 1985. She has numerous
publications on college choice, curriculum and
price, and directs the Curriculum Assessment
Service project funded at Penn by the NSF, NEH
and Pew Charitable Trust.

Daniel Shapiro, a Haverford graduate with an
M.S.insociology from Wisconsin, has been at the

Planning: Susan Shaman, Dan Shapiro, David Morse

University since 1986. He began as a programmer/
analyst in Dr. Zemsky’s Institute for Research on
Higher Education and more recently, as assistant
director of planning analysis, has overseen the
analytic and programming staff of IRHE and
managed a major data compilation project for
the Na-tional Center of the Educational Quality
of Workforce. He has overseen major modifica-
tions in the University census and generated new
analyses in faculty pay and student retention/at-
trition patterns.

David Morse, who for seven years was the
senior staff person for higher education in the U.S.
Senate, came to Penn in 1983 as the University’s
first director of federal relations to work with
Washington and the higher education community to
develop and promote federal policies and funding
patterns that benefit Penn and research universities
in general. In 1986 he added the assignment of
assistant vice president for federal health policy at
Penn Med, and in 1989 he became assistant vice
president for policy planning. He also became
managing director of the Institute for Research
on Higher Education that year. He holds a B.A.
in history from Hamilton College and an M.A. in
international relations from Johns Hopkins.

Left to right,
Ms. Shaman,
Mr. Shapiro
and Mr. Morse



Speaking Out

Questioning the IAST

The University’s proposed chemical and
engineering research laboratory complex,
called the “Institute for Advanced Science
and Technology” (IAST) will be paid for in
part by Air Force funds, up to $40 million.
The question arises, does military funding
mean an increased presence of military re-
search at Penn?

Vice Provost and future director of
the IAST, Barry Cooperman, as well as
spokesmen for the Air Force, have sought
to minimize the role of military science and
technology in the operations of the IAST.
They dwell, instead, on benign civilian ap-
plications. This is only half the truth. Expen-
diture of public funds on the IAST is part of
the Pentagon’s “Critical Technologies Plan,”
which calls explicitly for payoffs in new
weapons technologies.

The hidden connections between the
IAST’s program and military technologies can
be seen by comparing the program of research
as laid out in Cooperman’s “Draft Program
Statement” (March 1990) with the specific
critical technologies published in the Penta-
gon’s annual “Critical Technologies” plans.

It is hopefully true that the IAST’s work
will result in useful civilian payoffs. But
there will also be military payoffs, and the
members of the University community need
to be told the whole truth about the IAST,
so that they can judge for themselves if they
want a military-sponsored research complex
on their campus.

1. Genetic Engineering and Molecular
Biology: Professor Cooperman notes that
genetic engineering in the IAST may lead to
new therapeutic agents. One hopes. But he
fails to note numerous military applications,
which are not lost on Pentagon planners of
“Critical Technologies™: materials for im-
proved battlefield gear, manufacture of high-
energy propellants, disposal of high-energy
propellants (!), biological decontamination
of weapons manufacturing sites, and so on.

Will the fact that IAST research will be
sponsored by the military make it more like-
ly that resulting knowledge will be used for
military rather than civilian technologies?
Military hardware will not be made at Penn,
of course. But does the separation of basic
research from military applications remove
responsibility from those who produce basic
scientific knowledge?

2. New Materials and Catalysts: Profes-
sor Cooperman emphasizes the civilian
uses of new semiconductors, conducting
polymers, and quasi-metallic materials.
Some of these materials are also essential
components of highly sensitive sensors in
“smart” weapons, anti-stealth radars and
particle beams, space lasers, etc.— Star Wars
technology again. Such military applications
are emphasized in Pentagon “Critical Tech-
nologies” documents, and in applications by
Penn scientists for Pentagon research grants.

Work will also be done in the IAST on
high-energy chemicals to be used as fast-
burning propellants. These chemicals have
no civilian uses, but are crucial to the de-
velopment of weapons: for example, armor-

piercing missiles, and short-burn weapons
that are less likely to be detected —“sig-
nature control” technology in Pentagon
jargon. Such propellants would also be used
in ground-to-air anti-missiles— Star Wars
again. Should the University be contributing
to the development of a technology that, in
the post-Cold War era, is a waste of taxpayer
money and potentially a dangerous and de-
stabilizing provocation?

3. Bioengineering: Professor Cooperman
notes potential payoffs in prosthetic devices
and designs for automobiles that minimize
injuries. He does not mention potential uses
of bioengineering knowledge in designing
a new generation of warplane cockpits and
controls—“Top-Gun” technology many
weapons experts feel has become so compli-
cated as to be unusable by human pilots.

Cooperman also mentions the develop-
ment of clothing and tools for humans to
work in extreme environments. He does not
specify what environments, but the Air Force
doubtless has in mind battlefields, space sta-
tions and Star Wars weapons platforms.

4. Computer Science and Artificial In-
telligence: Professor Cooperman predicts
beneficial spin-offs here for computer net-
working and industrial robotics. He fails to
mention the pervasive interest of Pentagon
“Critical Technologies’” planners in using
these computer technologies to design a new
generation of “smart” weapons and anti-
missile technologies. These technologies
receive enthusiastic attention in the “Critical
Technologies” plan, yet are not so much as
mentioned in the plans for the IAST. The
question again must be asked, will the fact
of military sponsorship make it more likely
that the work of the IAST will be applied to
military than civilian purposes?

Work will also be done in the IAST on
computer imaging and graphics, methods of
imaging vasts amounts of data and recog-
nizing meaningful patterns automatically.
Cooperman notes potential applications
for benign medical diagnostics, such as
CAT scan and MRI imaging. What he does
not mention, however, is that the same
knowledge is essential for battlefield ro-
bots, “stealth” and anti-stealth weapons, a
new generation of ever more complex war
planes, and ground-to-air anti-missile and
Star Wars systems. These applications are
what the Pentagon hopes to get out of their
investment, not medical diagnostics.

5. Ultra-fast detectors: In this area Profes-
sor Cooperman mentions only applications
for the “super-conductor super-collider.” But
the Pentagon’s “Critical Technologies” plan
emphasizes smart battlefield weapons, com-
mand and control, and Star Wars technolo-
gies. The Air Force is not interested in the
search for quarks, or in the minor civilian
spin-offs. They want to make sure that de-
clining military budgets do not prevent them
from getting new generations of sophisticated
weapons. That is the ultimate rationale for
spending millions of Pentagon funds on aca-
demic facilities like the IAST.

Professor Cooperman and his Air Force
sponsors have tried to persuade the public

that the work and sponsorship of the IAST
will become more and more civilian in char-
acter. That seems unlikely to occur. It is true
that the Air Force will not directly manage
what is done in the complex, but the fact
of military funding is likely to produce the
same effect. To get $10-40 million from the
Air Force, the University has had to design
programs and laboratories for University
faculty who work on topics relevant to criti-
cal military technologies. The most likely
scenario is that Penn science and engineer-
ing will become more and more biased to-
ward military science in the long term. That,
after all, is what the Pentagon’s “Critical
Technologies” program was designed to do.
Connections between the IAST and
military technologies have been systemati-
cally obscured by its promoters. Half-truths
may ease the task of selling the IAST in the
short-term, but in the long term they will do
only harm. People will disagree about the
wisdom of investing in civilian technologies
via military agencies, and about tying uni-
versities to long-term military purposes. The
one thing to which everyone can assent is
that the whole truth needs to be told, so that
people can make up their own minds. Is that
not why universities exist?

— Robert Kohler, Professor of
History and Sociology of Science

Ed. Note: /n addition to responding (below)
Dr. Cooperman shared Dr. Kohler s letter with
the colleagues who respond on page 3.

Response by Dr. Cooperman

In this political year, Professor Kohler’s
letter, with its fine mix of distortion, person-
al attack, and scare tactics, evinces a talent
better suited to current fashions in presiden-
tial campaigning than to the campus debate
over the IAST. Especially disturbing is his
challenge to the value of free inquiry, a point
I will return to below.

First, however, let me present some
facts on the issue of Defense Department
funding of research at Penn. In FY92 Penn
received $11.8 million in research funding
from the Defense Department, representing
some 4.8% of the total of $247.8 million
that the University received for all externally
sponsored programs. Going back some 10
years, Defense Department support has
always constituted between 4% and 5% of
total sponsored program funding, an impor-
tant source to be sure but scarcely one that
threatens to dominate our overall research
programs. Penn hopes to ultimately receive
$35 million from the Defense Department,
to partially defray the total cost of the IAST,
which is estimated to be $75 million. At
present, $10 million has been obligated to
Penn, an additional $10 million has been au-
thorized and appropriated by Congress, and
the final $15 million has been authorized
though not as yet appropriated. The hoped-
for $35 million total represents an important
part of our ability to build the IAST, but, to
put it in perspective, represents just three
years of current funding by the Defense De-
partment of research programs at Penn.

continued past insert
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Speaking Out continued

As Professor Kohler mentions, I have
described the general nature of the research
programs to be housed in the IAST (Alma-
nac March 1990) which are, demonstrably,
quite basic in nature. Furthermore, all of the
research in the IAST will be performed un-
der Penn’s general policies for the conduct
of research: it will be freely publishable,
and it will be totally under the control of
the faculty members who are the principal
investigators. I fully expect that the research
to be conducted in the IAST will have the
same mix of sponsorship as that which cur-
rently supports the activities of the four
departments (Bioengineering, Chemical
Engineering, Chemistry and Computer and
Information Science) and one institute (The
Institute for Cognitive Science Research)
that will be its principal tenants, i.e., the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, the National Sci-
ence Foundation, the Department of Energy,
private corporations and foundations, along
with the Department of Defense.

Why then is the Air Force providing funds
to support construction of the IAST? The for-
mal answer is that it is doing so at the behest of
Congress, which in FY91 directed that not less
than $10 million be made available as a grant
from the Defense Department to establish an
IAST, with the grant to be awarded through
a competitive procedure to a university. Penn
won this competition over two other universi-
ties, thus accounting for the $10 million that
has already been obligated. In FY92, Congress
awarded the IAST the additional $10 million
mentioned above. I believe that Congress
made these awards within the Department of
Defense Appropriations Act because of the
simple consideration that supporting the scien-
tific and technological research infrastructure
at American universities is in the long-term
national security interests of the United States.

Finally, let me turn to Professor Kohler’s
implicit challenge to the value of free inquiry.
He notes that work in the IAST, despite its
open and basic nature, can have military as
well as civilian applications (this is of course
true), and asks whether those who produce
knowledge can avoid responsibility for mili-
tary applications of such knowledge. But, as
an historian of science, he surely knows that
the results of basic research funded for one
purpose frequently have their most profound
applications in other areas. The computer tech-
nology research that concerns him so much is
funded at Penn by the Department of Defense,
but also by the National Institutes of Health
and the National Science Foundation, and all
of it is publishable. Will the military planner
only read the results of DOD-funded work,
and avert her/his eyes from relevant results of
NIH-funded or NSF-funded work? Of course
not! Should then all work in computer technol-
ogy at Penn cease, because some of it might be
used for weapons development? If not, which
work should proceed and which should be
halted, and who should make that decision?
And why stop at computer technology or oth-
ers of the programs envisioned for the IAST?
Might not the work of those researchers at
Penn who study the cultures, politics, econo-
mies, and geographies of third-world nations
some day be useful for the planning of military
engagements in such areas?

At Penn, as at other research universities,

we are caught in the dilemma that while we
have a basic commitment to the discovery
of new knowledge and to the free dissemi-
nation of all knowledge, we cannot control
the uses to which such knowledge is put.
Rather, we consider, almost as an article

of faith, that, in the long run, an increased
understanding of the world will lead to a
better world. Any consideration of this kind
can be questioned, but it is disingenuous of
Professor Kohler to raise this issue only as a
pretext to attack the programs of the IAST.
In reality what he is challenging is the value
of free inquiry itself.

— Barry S. Cooperman
Vice Provost for Research

Response by Dr. Gorte

I was very surprised to see Professor
Kohler list New Materials and Catalysts as
one of the military projects which will be
undertaken in the new IAST since this topic
encompasses the majority of the proposed
work by chemical engineers in this building.
I did not realize that my own work, mainly
in pollution-control catalysis, and that of
Professor John Vohs in semiconductor pro-
cessing (needed for manufacturing cheaper
electronic devices with less toxic wastes)
and oxidation catalysis (used in the produc-
tion of plastics and fibers that each of us
takes for granted in our homes and offices)
was so sinister. There are important techno-
logical problems in this country which need
to be solved in order to make our air and wa-
ter clean and our semi-conductor and chemi-
cal industries more efficient and competitive
with foreign manufacturers. It is totally
illogical, and one might even say paranoid,
to suggest that research in these technologies
should stop. I trust that the University com-
munity here at Penn does not take Professor
Kohler seriously.

— Raymond Gorte, Associate Professor
of Chemical Engineering

Response by Dr. Voth

Over the past year or so I have read the
many letters written by Robert Kohler to Al-
manac in which he has outlined the reasons
for his opposition to the construction of the
Institute for Advanced Science Technology
(IAST) and to the destruction of Smith Hall.
Until now, I have been hesitant to comment
on his letters for fear of further aggravating
the situation. However, in view of his most
recent letter on the subject of Department
of Defense research funding and the IAST
[page 2] 1 feel I must respond.

First of all, I want to comment on what
I perceive as a major reason for the IAST.
Simply put, the construction of the IAST as
planned will be absolutely essential if Penn is
to continue to attract and retain outstanding
faculty in chemistry and engineering, particu-
larly at the junior level. When one is trying
to decide between job offers from competing
institutions, a major consideration is the quan-
tity and quality of the space available to house
one’s research group. My department is com-
pletely out of space. My own group is pres-
ently housed in four different offices in four
different locations. There is no room left in our
building to accommodate future expansion of
my research group. If the University decides
not to build the IAST, it would be disastrous

for me and for the other junior faculty in my
department. If the IAST is instead constructed
on a remote site, it would lead to continued
fragmentation of both the students and faculty,
further degrading the scientific atmosphere in
chemistry and engineering at Penn. Frankly,
Kohler’s latest rhetoric leads me to conclude
that he could care less about the young faculty
in these departments. He appears ready to go
to any length to preserve Smith Hall, no matter
whose future is injured in the process.

Secondly, in response to Kohler’s ap-
parent moral objections to Department of
Defense research funding, I would like to
clearly state that two DOD grants have been
critical to the establishment of my research
group and have funded some of my best
research. In typical fashion, Kohler also
fails to state in his letter any of the potential
benefits from DOD funding. In one of my
projects, the Air Force has funded me to
study the properties of metallic impurities
in solid hydrogen. This research could lead
to the development of improved rocket fuels
which, in turn, could be of benefit to the
space program and would help boost larger
civilian satellites into orbit. In a second
DOD-supported project, the Office of Naval
Research funds me for studies of fundamen-
tal kinetic processes in electrochemistry.
This research will hopefully lead to a better
understanding of corrosion damage to met-
als as well as to improved battery technol-
ogy. The latter technology will be critical in
the storage of electricity generated by clean,
renewable energy sources.

There have never been any strings at-
tached to my DOD-funded research. It is,
without question, basic research. I, for one,
hope that a fair part of the DOD research
budget eventually gets transferred to the
“civilian” research agencies. However, no
matter which agency funds me, I will still do
the same research. I categorically reject the
implicit suggestion by Kohler that research-
ers should somehow swear off DOD fund-
ing. To do so would be disastrous for many
researchers and for our nation as a whole. To
provide one example, most of the research in
electronic materials during the last ten years
has been funded by DOD. If researchers
decided not to do research in such a criti-
cal field just because it is funded by DOD,
Kohler might be pleased (along with our
economic competitors), but I hardly think it
would be beneficial to anyone else.

As a final point, I want to state my own
strong personal opinion regarding the indi-
rect contributions of my research to military
technology. I dread the possibility that there
might be another war in the future. Although
I will do everything in my power to work
toward a peaceful world, history tells me
that we will probably be involved in another
conflict someday. I want Kohler to know
that my conscience will not bother me at all
if, in some unknown way, my basic research
will allow a young American man or woman
to have technological superiority over an ag-
gressive enemy. If that technological advan-
tage leads to fewer dead American soldiers
and to a quicker resolution of the conflict,
then I will have no regrets.

— Gregory A. Voth
Assistant Professor of Chemistry
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University of Penn Police Department Community Crime Report

This Summary is prepared by the Division of Public Safety and includes all criminal incidents reported and made known to
the University Police Department between the dates of September 21, 1992 and September 27, 1992. The University Police
actively patrol from Market Street to Baltimore Avenue and from the Schuylkill River to 43rd Street in conjunction with the
Philadelphia Police. In this effort to provide you with a thorough and accurate report on Public Safety concerns, we hope that
your increased awareness will lessen the opportunity for crime. For any concerns or suggestions regarding this report, please
call the Division of Public Safety at Ext. 8-4482.

Crimes Against Persons
34th to 38th/Market to Civic Center: Robberies (& attempts)—3, Simple Assault—1,Threat & Harassment—1

9/25/92 4:49 AM Williams Hall Complainant robbed knifepoint/suspects fled area
9/26/92 2:36 AM 37th & Walnut Dispute over cab fare

9/27/92 2:23 PM 3423 Walnut St Coats taken from The Gap/males fled

9/27/92 2:53 PM Magee Dorm Harassing message left on door

9/27/92 9:12 PM 200 block 37th 2 youths arrested after robbing complainant

38th to 41 si/Market to Baltimore: Robberies (& attempts)—3, Simple Assaults—2, Threat & Harassment—1

9/21/92

9:40

4000 block Spruce

Complalnant robbed gunpomt/no injury

9/22/92  12:35 F‘M Chestnut Hall Complainant receiving harassing calls

9/22/92 7:33 PM 400 block S 41st Male attempted to rob at gunpoint/arrested
9/23/92 4:53 PM 41st & Sansom Two drivers fighting after dispute

9/27/92  10:18 PM 40th & Spruce Male struck in face/refused to press charges
9/27/92  11:45 PM 40th & Market Auto taken by gunpoint

41st to 43rd/Market to Baltimore: Robberies (& attempts)—2, Threats & Harassment—1

9/22/92 5 AM 200 block 43rd Purse snatched/actor apprehended

9/23/92 4 08 PM 4200 block Walnut Complainant forced to another location/cash taken
9/24/92  12:25 PM 4307 Locust St. Complainant being harassed by ex-boyfriend

30th to 34th/Market to University: Threats & Harassment—1
2:4

9/26/92

7 PM

Hill House

Obscene calls left on answering machine

Crimes Against Property

34th to 38th/Market to Civic Center: Burglaries (& attempts)—2, Total Thefts (& attempts) —
Thefts of Blcycles & Parts—7, Criminal Mischief & Vandalism —2, Trespassing & L0|ter|ng—1

9/21/92  10:10 AM Leidy Lab Computer and radio taken

9/21/92 1:07 PM Medical School Cleaning equipment taken

9/21/92 1:47 PM Johnson Pavilion Secured bike taken from rack

9/21/92 3:32 PM Grad School of Ed Unattended/unsecured bookbag with contents taken
9/22/92 1:17 PM Williams Hall Phone removed from room

9/22/92 1:39 PM Butcher Dorm Fire extinguisher discharged

9/22/92 2:24 PM Levy Park Cable cut/bike removed

9/22/92 2:30 PM 3407 Walnut St Unattended wallet taken

9/22/92 3:58 PM 200 block 37th Bike frame and wheel taken from rack
9/23/92 2:02 PM Stiteler Building Secured bike taken from rack

9/23/92 9:23 PM 200 block 36th Front wheel taken from bike

9/24/92 2:07 PM 133 S. 36th St Wallet removed from bag underneath desk
9/24/92 3:51 PM Vance Hall Bike taken from rack/front wheel left behind
9/24/92  4:27 PM 3400 block Spruce Unattended wallet taken from vendors table
9/24/92 6:44 PM Houston Hall Secured bike taken from rack

9/25/92 9:27 AM McClelland Dorm Photograph and frame taken

9/25/92 9:41 AM Annenberg Center Office ransacked/keys taken

9/25/92 9:45 AM Williams Hall VCR and television taken

9/25/92 9:53 AM Botanical Garden Male refused to leave/wanted on warrant/arrested
9/25/92  11:43 AM Williams Hall Drawer forced open/petty cash taken
9/25/92 4:13 PM Johnson Pavilion Unattended bag with gifts taken

9/25/92 8:07 PM Houston Hall Merchandise taken from basement area
9/26/92 2:52 PM Houston Hall Knapsack taken from women’s room
9/26/92 4:31 PM Houston Hall Credit cards taken from pocketbook
9/26/92 4:35 PM Meyerson Hall Bike frame bent with pipe

9/26/92 5:28 PM 3726 Walnut Purse taken from counter area

38th to 41st/Market to Baltimore: Burglaries (& attempts)— 1, Total Thefts (& Attempts) —13,
Theft from Auto—1, Thefts of Bicycles & Parts—5, Criminal Mischief & Vandalism —1

9/21/92  12:12 PM 4000 block Pine Male attempted to steal purse/fled

9/21/92  12:40 PM 3923 Walnut St Unattended purse taken from counter
9/21/92 2:06 PM High Rise North Secured bike taken from lamp post

9/21/92  10:14 PM 200 block 40th Merchandise taken from vending truck
9/22/92 6:00 AM 4007 Baltimore House entered/secured bike taken

9/22/92 3:13 PM Dining Service Drive Rear vent window to vehicle broken/items taken
9/22/92 5:04 PM 4039 Walnut St Bike removed from railing of residence
9/23/92 3:06 PM Dining Commons Unattended wallet taken

9/23/92 5:18 PM Evans Building Wallet taken from 2nd floor restroom
9/23/92 7:22 PM 3900 block Walnut Unsecured bike taken from outside of store
9/24/92 3:24 PM 4029 Locust St 4 trash cans taken from entrance

9/24/92 4:31 PM 128 S. 39th St Unsecured bike taken from lobby

9/24/92 5:10 PM 311 S. 41st St Bike taken from first floor

9/26/92 2:20 AM 200 block 40th Dispute over damaged vehicle

9/26/92 21 Harnwell House Unattended clothes taken from laundry room

7
41st to 43rd/Market to Baltimore:Burglary—1, Total thefts (& attempts)—7, Auto thefts (&attempts)—

9/22/92 42nd Woodland Male attempted to take magazines/no charges flled
9/22/92 9 35 PM 4100 block Spruce Vehicle taken

9/23/92 9:43 PM 4000 block Walnut Vehicle stolen from location

9/24/92 3:41 PM 43rd Locust Wallet taken at food store

9/24/92 6:36 PM 200 block 43rd Vehicle stolen from location

9/24/92 6:40 PM 42nd & Walnut Cash and MAC card taken from complainant
9/24/92  11:39 PM 4110 Sansom St. 2 males arrested attempted to steal auto

9/25/92 2:13 PM 113 S. 42nd St. Unknown male entered premises/removed items

30th to 34th/Market to University:Total Thefts (& attempts)—14, Thefts of Auto (& attempts)—1,
Thefts from Auto —3, Thefts of Bicycles & Parts—2, Criminal Mischief & Vandalism—2

9/21/92 6:59 PM Lot#5 Currency taken from auto

9/21/92 7:18 PM Chemistry Building Unattended wallet taken

9/22/92  11:27 AM Towne Building Color monitor taken

9/22/92 7:02 PM Lot # 26 Passenger door damaged/items removed
9/22/92 7:42 PM Lot # 29 Vehicle stolen from lot

9/23/92  11:05 AM Ringe Courts Items taken from coach’s office

9/23/92 1:38 PM Zeta Psi Items taken from unsecured room

9/24/92  12:33 PM Hutchinson Gym Unsecured backpack taken from basketball court
9/24/92 4:34 PM Rittenhouse Lab Secured bike taken from rack

9/24/92 5:53 PM Moore School Thirteen books removed from unsecured cabinet
9/24/92 8:52 PM Rittenhouse Lab Secured bike taken from rack

9/25/92 3:55 PM 200 block 33rd Jacket taken from truck

9/26/92 6:30 PM Hutchinson Gym Knapsack/contents taken from volleyball court
9/27/92  12:57 PM Hill Field Various unattended items taken from field
9/27/92 5:00 PM Lot # 29 Front passenger window broken to vehicle
9/27/92 5:06 PM Ice Rink Front passenger window broken to auto

Outside 30th - 43rd/Market to Baltimore: Burglaries (& attempts)—2, Total Thefts (& attempts)—
Thefts from Autos —1

9/22/92  12:27 PM Boathouse Items taken from women’s workout area
9/22/92 4:47 PM 3400 block Warren Window broken to vehicle/items taken
9/25/92  11:23 AM 4109 Walnut Building entered overnight/items taken
9/25/92  11:33 AM 4418 Spruce Bike damaged after attempted theft
9/26/92  11:05 AM 4109 Walnut St Skylight entered to residence/items taken

9/26/92

9:40 PM

Crimes Against Society
34th to 38th/Market to Civic Center: Alcohol & Drug Offenses—1

Lot # 13

Underage males drinking

38th to 41st/Market to Baltimore: Disorderly Conduct—1

9/23/92

7:43 PM

Superblock

Male cited after refusing to leave area

18th District Crimes Agalnst Persons
9/7/92 to 9/2
Schuylkill River to 49th Street,
Market Street to Woodland Avenue
Totals: 19 incidents, including
15 robberies, 2 aggravated assaults, and
one purse snatch, 5 Arrests

Correction: In last week’s Community Crime
Report, the crime listed in Crimes Against
Personson9/12/92 in Hopkinson Dorm should
have read “harassing messages left on door”.

Cystic Fibrosis Carrier Testing

Cystic fibrosis (CF) affects one in every 2500
babies born in the United States. It is the most
common serious inherited disease among white
children. One white person in 25 is a carrier of
CF. Carriers are unaffected by the disease but
can pass CF on to their children. Daily care and
treatments for CF, which affects the lungs and
digestion, can be time consuming and costly.
There is no cure for CF although scientists may
eventually find one.

A new test that can detect 85% to 95% of
carriers of CF is now available and is being of-
fered ata greatly reduced cost to couples who are
willing to participate in a research study being
conducted by Penn’s departments of General
Internal Medicine and Ob/Gyn. To be eligible
for the study, couples must have no children and
both partners must participate. Both pregnant and
nonpregnant couples are eligible, but pregnant
couples must be less than 12 weeks (3 months)
pregnant. Neither partner can have a family
member, living or deceased, with CF. The woman
must be less than 35 years old. In addition, due
to an extremely low CF carrier risk in African-
American and Asian/Asian-American couples,
testing in these groups is not recommended.

Participants in the study will receive the
new test at a reduced cost and will also receive
in-depth genetic counseling about cystic fibro-
sis and the new test from experts in the field.
As part of the study, couples will be asked to
answer several questionnaires as they follow
the research procedures. Participation in the
study will require only one office visit to either
the Penn Medical Center or Princeton Hospital.
Evening appointments are available.

For further information or to enroll in the
study, call Rose Giardine, genetic counselor at
662-3232.

Deadlines: The deadline for Update at
Penn is each Tuesday for the following
Tuesday’s issue. The deadline for the No-
vember at Penn calendar is October 13.
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