



























































GENBAKU NO NAGASAKI

Office of Technology Assessment. It
describes objectively, dispassionately and
scientifically the best available pre-
dictions of the whole range of effects
likely after several possible nuclear war
scenarios. From massive, immediate

death to the chances of reconstruction,
we discover what is likely to happen,
how and why. It is bound to surprise
and shake preconceived ideas for almost
everybody, and is a valuable tool for
any argument on the topic.

The effects of nuclear war — Hiroshima,
1945.

There is one other genre that bears
some mention. This is the output of the
‘survivalist’ school. The survivalists take
the threat of nuclear war very seriously
and, having studied up on the likely
effects of it, concur with the sentiments
of the pop band Scars: ‘Some of us may
die but, statistically, it is not likely to
be you.’ They sensibly believe that it is
best to do everything possible to prevent
it from being them. Their solution is
blast and fallout shelters, supplies,
being prepared to scavenge, bury the
dead in mass graves and so on and on.
Of course the trouble is that these pre-
parations are very expensive and in-
appropriate for anybody without a
suburban block of land, or a basement.
As a friend recently wrote to me:
‘Survivalism is almost as sick as the elite-
oriented civil defence scenario. The
elites have their bunkers and the rich
have their farms, fallout shelters,
armouries etc. Horrible.’

Ivan Tyrrell’s The Survival Option is
a fairly typical offering. He does concede
in one paragraph that it would be better

that we should distrust and even disobey
those that gave us the war, inadequate
civil defence, and then demand un-
questioning obedience after we emerge
from our shelters. But once he’s dis-
posed of that in the first chapter, he
presents us with the elaborate plans for
survival, and at the end we are to emerge
from our coccoon and follow the rules
of the game. After all to disobey the
armed dictatorship of a post-nuclear
world would decrease the chance of
survival. But the only real survival is to
prevent the war from ever occurring.

Keith Redgen is an incurable attender of
peace rallies and a veteran of the Stop Omega
Campaign.

The Gene Business: Who Should Control
Biotechnology? by Edward Yoxen,
Crucible: Science in Society, Pan Books
in conjunction with Channel Four
Television London, 1983, 264 pages,
$7.95 (soft cover).

Reviewed by Barbara Blackadder

This book, as one of the ‘Science in
Society’s titles, is produced in con-
junction with the UK Central Indepen-
dent Television’s series of films, de-
signed to question the role of science
in our lives. Genetic engineering, in just
a decade, has become big business, with
the backing of well-known multi-
national corporations and, (in varying
degrees) governments. The author was
moved to write this book ‘out of a sense
of outrage about the way things are
going’, and in the hope of increasing
public consideration and debate of the
issues.

The information provided covers a
very broad area of research which has
one common denominator — ‘the
ability to move genes between organ-
isms, to reprogramme one organism
with hereditary instructions taken from
another.” Because such ‘gene business’
will touch all aspects of our lives, it
needs to be seen within that context,
and each chapter is designed to form
part of a whole picture; unfortunately
this does not happen.

The history of biotechnology is traced
through its rapid growth, and its con-
nections with corporations and academic
institutions. Chapters three, four and five
provide a detailed and meticulous de-
scription (for me, too much so) of how
biotechnology works — from the single
cell, to gene splicing, thence recom-
bining genes or sections of DNA, to
designing and building genes, and their
ultimate industrial/commercial appli-
cations. Such products as insulin, inter-
feron, growth hormones, blood products
and monoclonal antibodies (derived
from specially created cell-lines to pro-
duce just one kind of antibody), vaccines
and gene therapy are just a handful of
the myriad of medically useful mole-

to have no war, and argues eloquently

cules available,

capital?

Plant and animal biotechnology is
also covered, with an account of how
it will be used to restructure ‘agriculture’
and some of the attendant problems
this is already beginning to create.
Finally the chemical and energy areas
are examined to see whether bio-
technology can provide the answer to
environmental pollution and de-
struction, whether it ‘might give us a
cleaner, safer, more controllable, decen-
tralised chemical industry.” Although we
are given plenty of reliable information,
there are a number of shortcomings in
the book which left me knowing a great
deal, but with a sense that these facts
were fragmented and isolated rather
than formed into a cohesive pattern
which would clarify the issues.

One of these shortcomings is an
approach to the material from a capital/
labour — the ‘have’s’ and ‘have not’s’
perspective. In simple terms this ap-
proach sees the ‘baddies’ — multi-
national corporations — exploiting the
‘goodies’ — everyone else including the
scientists — for profit. While this is of
course true, such an approach means
that any questions raised are dealt with
inside a specific framework of issues,
by extending the capital/labour parallel
so that we have ‘good’ and ‘bad’ scien-
tists, ‘good’ and ‘bad’ governments,
‘good’ and ‘bad’ research. Thus the type
of questions raised become: can we
improve the environment?, which medi-
cines will we develop?, how will the
pharmaceutical industry use biotech-
nology for profit?, who controls bio-
technology? While all of these questions
need to be raised, their framework
actually prevents an examination of the
deeper issues, which means several
broad questions, crucial to the role of
biotechnology in our lives, are not
raised, much less answered.

For example: given the extent of
corruption which is carefully docu-
mented throughout the book, why is
science preceived and presented as a
neutral and objective force for ‘good’
in the world? Why is it necessary,
inevitable and ‘good’ to dominate,
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control and finally redesign nature, our
world, and life itself? Why has this
type of research and technology enjoyed
such a meteoric rise at this particular
time in history? Biotechnology is about
control — controlling the natural world
and its life by redesigning and ‘creating’
a new man-made nature (unsurprisingly,
this field is a male preserve).

The ever-present will to expose,
dominate, control and recreate ‘nature’
has always been the guiding ethos of
science — biotechnology hasn’t, as the
author posits, changed this ethos, rather
it has served to highlight it in all its grim
reality. Given the extent of corruption
and collusion between the institutions
of power — science, law, medicine and
business — which are involved in bio-
technology, it seems naive to posit the
question of who controls it.

The Gene Business in failing to draw
all the threads together to form a
cohesive pattern within which the
broader issues would be unequivocal,
falls short of its stated aim as being
‘designed to increase public aware-
ness, debate and participation in
response to the increasing role ' of
science, technology and medicine in
our lives.” What it succeeds in doing
is to provide basic information, albeit
somewhat boring and repetitive in
parts, which enables those of us with-
out a scientific background to under-
stand just how biotechnology works.

Barbara Blackadder is in the process of
completing a book on the politics of genetic
engineering.
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Going Down, produced and directed
by Hayden Keenan. 35 mm, colour,

92 minutes. Available from Smart
Street films.

Reviewed by Fran Martin

Going Down is about the experiences
of a group of four women on the day
before one of them departs for overseas.
The women’s lives bring into focus the
problems of contemporary inner-city
living in Australia, where there’s no
work and it’s a battle to keep your head
above water.

The movie refuses to moralise
about any of its characters’ dreams,
ideas or actions. Instead they project
a lust for life; their energy, though
sometimes desperate, is never lost. The
film = opens with a camera slowly
descending a long flight of stairs,
showing a house in the light of the
morning after. A body is slumped over
a typewriter, a bottle of cough mixture
sits to one side and the sound of sobs
can be heard.

Hostility becomes apparent when
Jane (Vera Plevnik) and Michael (Esben

Storm) a would be writer, engage in a
sarcastic argument about what Michael
is doing ‘creatively’ in his life. The
dissent develops at times into witty
flinging matches as the characters lock
into one another’s insecurities.

Ellen (Moira Machaine-Cross) is out
looking for a job, with little success.
‘Why can’t I get a job?’, she repeats
over and over as she stumbles into the
CES office. It’s here she spots a potential
boyfriend Greg (David Argue), as he
goes about (literally) burying himself
in a pile of paperwork. She grabs her
opportunity, asks, ‘Can I help?’, and
receives a polite refusal. This however
does not dampen -her spirits ands«'she
begins planning the night’s events.

Tracey Mann plays -Karlie, the
woman who’s destined for fame and
fortune in the ‘Big Apple’, New York.
The ticket has been provided by her
father, who has also given her $3000
in cash to set her up in business. It is
not surprising that the envelope with
the money disappears and accusations
fly fast and furious. ‘Money just ruins
everything’, she confides to her trans-
vestite friend Trixie (also played by
David Argue) as they share a quiet
cocaine before departure.

Jackie (Julie Berry) has realised
that mundane work and low wages
don’t accommodate her plans for
travel. She has decided the only way
to get her ticket and gain ‘sweet
revenge’ is prostitution. This decision
gets mixed reactions from her women
friends as they each try to come to
terms with it.

The night develops into one long
party of music, fights and dancing
set against a backdrop of the throb of
Sydney’s night-life. The implications
of the title run riot.

The choice of music-is fitting with
great performances by Pel Mel, The
Birthday Party, and Dynamic Hepnotics.
The use of Randy Newman’s ‘Pretty
Boy’ when Michael retreats into his
shrine-like room is perfect:

Have we got a tough guy here?

Have we got a tough guy from the streets?
The song reflects on Michael and his
situation:

You don’t know how low you can go till you
get there.

The Bondi beach scene between'
Ellen and Greg with cardboard moon
and palm tree is hilarious. It’s in this
scene that the movie’s catch-cry appears:
‘It’s a dog-eat-dog world and there’s
never enough dog to go around.’

Despite the film’s lack of continuity
and occasionally totally unbelievable
plot, I found it thoroughly enjoyable.

A word- of warning though — roller
skating can be hazardous to your
health.

Fran Martin works with the radio station
2WS on the music staff and is a member
of the Chain Reaction collective in Sydney.
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