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In early faEl 1977, 1 recewed a__
phone call from a National Enz
quirer reporter who asked i1
had just, recewed a grant fro ‘

no:se on children. I said that, .

 had and answered a number of
his qucsnans concerning the -
usmdy This interview Jasted:

about 40 mintdtes and mcluded g7

| m'ery thorough dcscupt:on of the
various measures in the smdy

iand the reasons we were m- b

terested in each.
Several months later a pm{es—
| sor of communications at Rut-
gers who studies the popular”

FESS VEFSEOD of science Sﬁlﬂ‘ Eﬁe "

-copy of the Enguirer article”
Jones, 1977}. The article was
ntitled ** Government wastes
: your tax 3% to find out if jet_ -
oise disturbs students .’ 1t con-
= tinued: '*The National Scierice -
Foundation i is blowing away: ~
$59.600 of your hard-carned tax
1 dollars 1o find out if jets takmg ;:
off from Los Angeles Intefna-+ -
tional Airport are distracting. ta
¢hool children.*! This was fol: °
1owed by quotes from Willigm |
ner, 4 execuuve diregtor

RUN OVER |

o
!

(5T
. 4nnoying aspect of the article
:\ was that I had spent ovér a half
# hour ori'the phone describing the}
F: work and answering guestions,
¢ only lo have that information
i completely ignored. But what
are the alternatives? Could 1
, have réfused to provide the re-
! perter with information about
* the work? Such a refusal would
resulf in a sentence or two on
; how the scientist tefused to talk
} to the reporter. Thus, in retro-
i spect, 1 feel that an honest and
} open reaction to the reporter
{ was the only possible response.
. Thesecond point has to do with';
% the roles of Bonner and Rafferty
i What do you do if a reporter.

Eg

¢ asks you to comment on some-

! one else’s research? From my

A point of view, both acted irres-
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cms AND LIVED |
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astounded tha! {fie govemmenl
was throwing money away on
such aAvorthless prmect since
“we'all know that lotd noise will
disttact childreh, Finally, the ar-
ticle suggests that T’ attempled to -
defend the study but wasn't sure
. that'there" WETE Any. pracircai im-
phcataons. (e
My study of tha :mpact of

" noise on children is being done ..

- “with the colldboratmn of Dawd
Kramz al the University of .7 -

: Soulhem California, and Gary

Evans-and Dan Stokols m the

;‘Umversny -of California at I- .
ine. In contrast to'the B -
—quzrg r's ciescnpuon of the study,..
‘we:are not exam;mng the lmpact - :
.- experience. Both have to do w“hl Shéldon Colieit is an environ-

persona! control, development of

verbal abilities {including read-
ing), hearing losses and heafth.

Moreover, the focus of the study .

is on effects that persist follow-
ing noise exposure. All of this
was explained in detail to the re-
porter from the Enguirer. He

“apparently felt that much of this

information was not important
so he ignored it. Also, contrary
to the reporter’s statement that 1 ¢

" was defending my study, I was

not aware that it was under at-

tack. My naive impression was
"‘that I was providing mformat:on

for a news article
There are two points that I
wouEd like to make about my

= what kinds of mformatlcm one

‘qhouid provide' to “3ournahsls“
with the 1ab]md press The most

{ . ponsibly by apparently criticiz-

< ing the worth of a piece of re-
i search on the basis of a re-

"+ porter's description of that

{ work. 1 assume that the descrip-
fion provided was as inaccurate
"as the portrayal of the study in
. the article. Giving these gentle-
¢ mef the benefit of the doubt, it
I is likely that their quotes were
taken out of context, as one of
my own had been, and similarly
I distorted by the au!hor Their
mistake then was commenting at |
all.
These reflections might seem
trivial. After all, who réads the
} Nutional Enguirer anyway? This
: triviality might be tempered by
. two facts. First, the National
. Enqm:er (according to their ad-
| vertisements) is read by 17 mil-
! lion Americans weekly. Second,
;T have just received #letier from |
: ' the National Science Foundation |
i informing me that Seriator
; Proxmire has requested informia-
‘ t:on concemmg my prant

mental dnd social psyc hologist
|at the Urm'ermy of Oregtm




