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IEEE Committee
On Implications
Of Technology
Seeks Status as
JEEE Society |

The Committee on Social Implica-
tions of Technology (CSIT) of the In-
stitute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers (IEEE) has launched a peti-
tion drive that it hopes will convert
CSIT from its IEEE committee status
into an IEEE Society.

CSIT, established by IEEE in 1972,
has “played an important role in rais-
ing the level of discourse™ in the area
of technology’s impact upon society,
according to Committee Chairman
Stephen Unger.

Unger has gathered over 250 peti-
tions to date supporting CSIT’s re-
quest and is encouraged about the
prospects for success. Although CSIT
has by far surpassed the minimum
100 signatures needed for considera-
tion of the petition by IEEE’s Techni-
cal Activities Board (TAB), that
number does not mean there will be
automatic upproval of the action,
Unger cautions.

At the last TAB Operating Commit-
tee meetmg in May, consideration of
Unger’s petition was tabled before
any decision could be reached. TAB’s
Opemlind Committee will take up the
motion again at its July meeting, and,
if approved, the measure will I)C con-
sidered by the next TAB meeting—
also slated for July.

The next step would be considera-
tion by the IEEE Executive Commit-
tee. Advocates for the new society
generally state that CSIT is limited in
effectiveness because of its current
status as a TAB committee.

“CSIT believes that, to do the qual—
ity work that is needed in this area, it
must have access to the full range of
activities and communications (hrm-
nels available to IEEE groups and
societies,” according to a CSIT state-
ment.

The committee, which has pub-
lished its-quarteiiy “Technology and
Soeiety” newsletter for eiQ,hl years,
argues that one of the most important
advantages of becoming a full-

fledged society is the ability to publish
a refereed transactions.

The transactions, says Unger,
would have the prestige to attract
more and higher quality papers than
a newsletter, and would serve as a
journal for the many “excellent pa-
pers in the field that currently are un-
able to find a suitable vehicle for pub-
lication.”

Past CSIT activities include giving
awards to engineers for outstanding
service in the public interest and the
organization of several sessions at
IEEE conventions (“Social Implica-
tions of Nuclear Power” and “Solar
Energy: a Status Report”).

CSIT also provided the impetus for
IEEE to adopt a code of ethics and to

' set up a member conduct committee

to enforce the code, said CSIT Secre-
tary Frank Kotasek.
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To Subscribe to TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY

If you don't already subscribe to TecHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY, you
can start a new subscription when you pay your IEEE
membership dues for 1980. Just follow the instructions on
page 2 of the Periodicals brochure you receive with your
membership renewal notice.

If you have already sent in your 1980 IEEE membership
renewal, but would now like to subscribe to TecHnoLoGY
AND Society, please fill out this coupon and return,
together with $2.00 to the following address: (Please
make payment in check to IEEE.)

IEEE Member Services
“IEEE Service Center
445 Hoes Lane
Piscataway, NJ 08854

NAME

ADDRESS

cITY STATE ZIP

IMPORTANT: Your IEEE Membership No:

O Enter a subscription to TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY
for 1980; payment is enclosed.

[ | am not now a member of IEEE but would like to join.
Please send information.
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THE INsTITUTE OF
ELecTricAL AND
ELectroniCS
EnGiNEERS, INC.

TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

Please reply to:

March 28, 1980

Dear friend,

I am writing to ask you to support the enclosed request to the IEEE
Executive Committee that they authorize the formation of an IEEE Society
on Social Implications of Technology.

In recognition of the impact that technological decisions have on our
quality of life, the IEEE amended its constitution in 1972 to include the
following paragraph:

"The IEEE shall strive to enhance the quality of life for all

people throughout the world through the constructive application

of technology in its fields of competence. It shall endeavor to

promote understanding of the influence of such technology on the

public welfare."

To this end, the IEEE established the TAB Committee on Social Implications
of Technology (CSIT).

During the eight years of its existence, CSIT has played an active
role in raising the level of discourse in this important area. To date
CSIT has published 29 issues of its quarterly sixteen-page newsletter,
TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY, which features thoughtful and provocative articles,
book reviews, and commentary on such topics as energy, environmental
quality, arms control, information technology, consumer product safety,
technology in less-developed countries, societal systems engineering, and
engineering ethics. CSIT has organized sessions on "Social Implications
of Nuclear Power" (Electro '75) and "Solar Energy: A Status Report"
(Electro '77), and has also organized workshops and open forums at IEEE
conventions. CSIT has given four engineers the Award for Outstanding
Service in the Public Interest, consisting of a certificate and $750.
CSIT's pioneering work in the field of engineering ethics has provided the
impetus for IEEE to adopt a Code of Ethics and to establish a Member Conduct

Committee that enforces the Code and supports engineers who adhere to the
Code.

Nevertheless, CSIT's effectiveness has been severely hampered by the
operational constraints and the low visibility that are characteristic of
a Technical-Activities-Board committee. As a matter of fact, many IEEE
members are totally unaware that they can subscribe to TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY!

In recent years, we have witnessed Love Canal, Three Mile Island,
gasoline lines, oil spills, DC-10 crashes, sluggish industrial productivity,
the threat of confrontation between the nuclear superpowers, and the criminal
trial of the Ford Motor Company. At the same time, we IEEE members are

(over)



aware of the vast potential for improving the quality of life through
technological progress. Maximizing the benefits and minimizing the harmful
effects of technology are important for the well-being of all people, but
these pursuits have a special significance and urgency for members of the
engineering profession by reason of technical knowledge, ethical responsi-
bility, and long-term economic self-interest. Surely these issues deserve
to be addressed at the IEEE group/society level.

TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY's paid circulation of 2500 (which is larger
than the membership of many existing IEEE societies) demonstrates that a
Society on Social Implications of Technology is indeed feasible. The first
step in determining whether or not this potential is transformed into
effective action is up to you. If you agree that CSIT should be converted
to an IEEE society, I hope that you will not only sign the enclosed petition,
but that you will also ask interested colleagues to sign it.

Sincerely,



March 28, 1980

Petition to Form an IEEE Society on Social
Implications of Technology

The undersigned IEEE members hereby petition the Executive Committee
of the IEEE to authorize the formation of a Society on Social Implications
of Technology.

The purposes of the Society are to develop and promote understanding
of the interaction between technology and society, to enhance our knowledge
of the benefits and detriments of technological options, to support the
engineer in the exercise of ethical responsibilities, and to discover and
promote means to make technology better serve society.

These purposes will be pursued by publishing a transactions, by
publishing a newsletter, by holding meetings and conferences, and/or by
any other activities appropriate for encouraging analysis, communication,
discussion, and action relating to social implications of technology.

The interests and activities of the present IEEE Committee on Social
Implications of Technology, including publication of TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY,
will be assumed by the new Society.

: IEEE Member
Signature Name (please print) Number (above

student grade)

Please return signed petitions Stephen H. Unger
as soon as possible to: 229 Cambridge Ave.
Englewood, NJ 07631

TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY, MARCH 1980




THE INSTITUTE OF
ELECTRICAL AND
ELECTRONICS
ENGINEERS, iNC.

TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

Please reply to:
April 28, 1980

Dear CSIT member,

Attached is a camera-ready copy of our petition, plus a one-page
accompanying news item "To Make Technology Better Serve Society," plus a
blank sheet of CSIT stationery. If you would like to help publicize our
petition drive, please submit the petition-plus-news-item to the editor of
your IEEE Section newsletter/bulletin, using the CSIT stationery to write
a short cover letter (handwritten is okay). I think it has a good chance
of being published if it's sent in by a member of the Section. If you
prefer, you can write your own news item, or you can submit the petition
by itself. ; -

I have sent similar items to The Institute, to the IEEE group/society
newsletters, and to the electronics trade magazines.

IEEE officials and activists are starting to show a lot of interest in
the issues of social implications of technology--perhaps in response to CSIT's
activities. I think we may see a great expansion of IEEE activity in this
area over the next few years. If so, CSIT is well positioned to take part
in these activities, because we are the cognizant IEEE entity at present,
and we have been the motive force behind much of the substantive output
produced by the IEEE in this area thus far. However, some of these IEEE
officials and activists would prefer to exclude CSIT from these activities--
or even abolish CSIT altogether--perhaps so that they can avoid the substantive
issues raised by CSIT and can concentrate on the "important" activities--like
lobbying and public relations. If they do succeed in burying CSIT, at least
let it not be because we didn't let anyone know that we were alive!

A petition drive tends to attract media attention (our 1972 petition
drive, which produced CSIT, made the cover of Electronics magazine), and
it's an appropriate occasion to tell people about CSIT. Publicity has
properties of a positive-feedback loop. If each of us takes a few minutes
to write to just one newsletter or trade magazine, we'll pick up a lot of
signatures on our petition, and we'll produce a greatly increased awareness
of CSIT's activities among IEEE members.

Best wishes,

Skl

Frank Kotasek



To

From

THE INsTITUTE OF
_ ELecTricaL anD
7" [EvLectronics

EncinEERS, INC.

345 EAST 47th STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017

DIRECT NUMBER
MEMORANDUM (212) 644- 7887

Committee on Social Implications of Technology
Members

Mona Reisman, Administrator W;Mﬁ WJ Date April 30, 1980
TAB Technical Committees
At the request of Frank Kotasek I am sending you:

a. a small copy of "Petition To Form An IEEE Society on Social
Implications of Technology"

b. letter addressed "Dear CSIT Member

c. news item entitled "To Make Technology Better Serve Society"
d. one sheet of Blank CSIT Stationery

e. a cover letter for SIT petition addressed "Dear Friend"

f. "Petition to Form an IEEE Society on Social
Implications of Technology"

g. March 17, CSIT Minutes

= 3

. updated CSIT roster

If I can provide any further assistance, please contact me at headquarter:.



PETITION TO FORM AN IEEE SOCIETY
ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

The undersigned |EEE members hereby petition the
Executive Committee of the |IEEE to authorize the
formation of a Society on Social Implications of Tech-
nology. The purposes of the Society are to develop and
promote understanding of the interaction between tech-
nology and society, to enhance our knowledge of the
benefits and detriments of technological options, to
support the engineer in the exercise of ethical respon-
sibilities, and to discover and promote means to make
technology better serve society. These purposes will be
pursued by publishing a transactions, by publishing a
newsletter, by holding meetings and conferences, and/or
by any other activities appropriate for encouraging
analysis, communication, discussion, and action relating
to social implications of technology. The interests and
activities of the present IEEE Committee on Social Im-
plications of Technology, including publication of Tech-
nology and Society, will be assumed by the new Society.

T L e R L P Tl Lo W

Name
(BRI PRI ) L ciii it i s s S e s

IEEE Member Number
{above STUAdERT GradB) o e viss o e i am s

Please return Stephen H. Unger
signed petitions to: 229 Cambridge Ave.
Englewood, N. J. 07631




THE INSTITUTE OF
ELecTRICAL AND
4 EvLecTrONICS

ENGINEERS, INC

345 EAST 47th STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017
TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD

CHAIRMAN - TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEES ADMINISTRATION PLEASE REPLY TO:

G. P. Rodrigue Georgia Institute of Technology

(404) 894-2944 School of Electrical Engineering
May 13, 1980 Atlanta, GA 30332

Professor Steve Unger
229 Cambridge Avenue
Englewood, New Jersey, 07631

Dear Steve:

Your presentation at the TABOPCOM meeting went quite well, I thought. It
was unfortunate that we got so far behind schedule and suffered from such a
compression in time. In one respect, however, it may well have worked to advantage.
Tabling of the Society petition question allows more time for preparation and
with greater insight into TABOPCOM thinking on the matter.

As I mentioned in our hallway chat I beljeve that you should pursue several
parallel alternatives. Of course, you will continue to gather petition signatures.
The arguments of USAB vs. TAB connection might be swayed by transnational aspects,
so some thinking along those Tines would be helpful. Contact with Bernie Manheimer
of EQC might also be helpful in developing common interests and perhaps action.
Finally, your CSIT meeting would be a good opportunity to explore the council
concept. Consideration of possible societies with interest in becoming council
members would be a helpful exercise. As you probably know, Councils can enjoy
a large degree of visibility and independence. The governing body of a council
is composed of (usually) two members appointed by the President of each constituent
society. Generally these oppointments are non-controversial and made on the basis
of expressed interest. It would mean, however, that each member of that body must
belong to a constituent society. In addition subscribers to the council's publica-
tion would have to opt for that choice as a member of a TAB society. While not
advocating this approach at present, I'd suggest that your group consider its pros
and cons. I can see that it might be seized upon as a compromise settlement by
TABOPCOM. Thus appropriate arguments should be as well prepared as possible. Let
me know of the results of your next CSIT meeting.

Sincerely yours,

L —

/[

G<P. Rodrigue
GPR:sr



Committee on Social Implications .of Technology:

The Case for Upgrading to Society Status

(S.H. Unger, 5/15/80)

CIST was set up as an ad hoc committee of TAB by the Executive
Committee of IEEE in 1972 in response to a petition signed by over
600 IEEE members that called for the formation of a Society on
Social Implications of Technology. It was made a standing committee
about 4 years later.

Scope of Activities: CSIT has addressed a wide range of issues

in the technology-society interface including engineering ethics,
computer security and privacy, energy, application of systems
engineering to societal problems, crime countermeasures, technology
for less developed nations, human rights of engineers, military
technology and policies, transportation and bio-engineering. These
have been addressed through articles and letters in its quarterly
publication, Technology and Society, the organization of sessions
at IEEE meetings and via direct dialogues with members of various
other entities within IEEE as well as with some other professional
societies such as ASME and AAAS. Apart from providing a forum for
exploring a broad range of important areas, CSIT's prime accomplish-
ments have been its role in developing IEEE's ethics machinery and
its contributions to the work of the IEEE Energy Committee (mainly
through its representatives on that body).

Membership: Over 2,500 IEEE members, widely distributed over every
region, are paid subscribers to T § S. The active membership

of the committee is roughly 25, including both long term members
and new recruits. Some are liason members appointed by other IEEE

entities, while others are simply IEEE members interested in the
area,

Why A Society?:~ Having successfully served out an 8 year
[ﬁrobat?bnaryypariod, the time is ripe to broaden CIST's member-

ship by making it more visible to IEEE members. The formation of

local chapters would make it possible for more people to participate

actively. Tts publication should be upgraded to archival status

and made available on a subscription basis to libraries and more

TEEE members. This would, of course, make it a more attractive

vehicle to prospective. authors. Society status would facilitate

the organization of meetings and conference sessions and would

of course, require financial independence. Evolving CSIT into

SSIT would be an orderly way of building on a foundation already
established.

fp
e



s PR Qﬁ Eeat ﬂuéai&% S—z27-$p

Case for Upgrading the IEEE Committee on Social

Implications of Technology to IEEE Society Status

S.H. Unger 5/18/80

Origins: CSIT was formed as an ad hoc committee of TAB by the
Executive Committee of IEEE in 1972 in response to a petition
signed by over 600 members calling for the formation of a Society
on Social Implications of Technology. It became a standing com-
mittee in 1976. v ardA_gncd, an ]

Field of Interest: Impact/of technology on society, and societal
influences on engineering/ computer-communications technology related
to privacy, the democratic process and commercial transactions.
Energy policy alternatives. Technology and less developed nations.

- National security policy.—€rime countermeasures. Automation and
employment. Transportation, Bio-engineering. Engineering ethics.
Human rights violations against engineers -abread-

Activities: The issues mentioned above (and others) have been ad-
dressed by CSIT thru articles and letters in its quarterly pulica-
tion, Technology and Society, heavily attended sessions organized at
nationai IEEE meetings, direct dialogues with other IEEE entities and
thru liason with other professional societies such as ASME and AAAS.
In addition to providing forums for discussing issues, CSIT played a
major role in the development of IEEE's ethics code and procedures,
established an award for "Outstanding Service in the Public Interest",
and contributed to the work of the ILEE Energy Committee (mainly via
its representatives on that body.)

Membership: Over 2,500 IEEE members, distributed worldwide, are paid
subscribers to T § S. About 25 IEEE members participate actively in
the Committee's work, including liason members from other IEEE en-
tities. At present, two are from Canada, :

Why a Society?: A society can form local chapters, publish trans-
actions or a magazine (which can be sold to libraries and nonmembers)
and more easily organize workshops or conference sessions. These
factors and the generally greater visibility of a society would
significantly broaden the base of active members and increase pub-
lication circulation. This in turn would attract more high quality
articles for T § S, Finances would be placed on a sounder basis.
Evolving CSIT into a society, an orderly way of enhancing a going
concern, would be administratively simpler and more natural than
forming a council, which is a structure intended for facilitating
cooperation among a few societies with overlapping interests, and
which provides for neither direct membership nor local chapters.
The area of social implications of technology is more analagous to
the fields of management or education than to subjects such as
ocean engineering or solid state physics.

s o BBl . M /¢7ZWW«7 5/7)
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THE INSTITUTE OF
ELECTYRICAL AND
ELECTRONICS
ENGINEERS, INC.

TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

Please reply to:

229 Cambridge Avenue
Englewood, N.J. 07631

May 20, 1980

Prcfessor G.P. Rodrigue
School of Electrical Engineering
Georgia Institute of Technology
Atlanta, Georgia 30332

Dear Pete:

Thank you for your May 13 letter and your very helpful attitude toward our
Committee.

I have already taken your advice to contact Bernie Manheimer, and had a very
interesting and, I believe, fruitful phone conversation with him. It is clear that
we have a strong common interest and we have initiated steps to facilitate cooperation.
Among these are to appoint liason members on each side. I invited him to submit
articles, announcements, etc. for publication in T&S, and he invited us to cooperate
with EQC in planning a symposium in conjunction with the IEEE Centennial in 1984.

We did review the Council concept at our meeting Saturday and there was general
agreement that this would not be a forward step in that the necessity for each CSIT
member to be appointed by a president of some society would be an awkward and pointless
business. No doubt we could learn to adapt to such a mechanism, but it would certainly
not be helpful. One could argue that it would bring .in new active members, but
we have always had a mechanism whereby societies can(and do) appoint liason members
to CSIT. The point made in your letter that IEEE members can only subscribe to a
council's publication as members of a constituent society is another strong drawback.

In general, the eouncil structure seems more appropriate to a technical subject
of interest to a number of societies than it does to a major field of study that has
an across the board interest to all IEEE members.

We are pursuing the goal of magazine status for T&S independently of the society
question. Frank Kotasek will represent us at the June 17 Publication Board meeting
at which the matter will be considered. At our meeting, it was voted to increase
the T&S subscription rate to $3 and to raise it to $4 if the Publication Board
approves magazine status at its June 17 meeting.

Of course we are continuing to collect signatures on our petition(the total is




page 2

now approaching 300) .

I am enclosing a one page summary of our case for society status which I plan
to send to the members of TAB-OPCCM, TAB and the Executive Committee prior to the
July meeting. Comments and suggestions regarding this would be appreciated.

/ /’._ A
has”

"Stephen H. Unger

Enc:
CC: Mr. L.K. Anderson
555 Union Blv'd.
Allentown, Pennsylvania
18103

SHU:mac



TELEPHONE:

THE INsTITUTE OF
EtecTricAL AND
ELectronics
ENGINEERS, INC.

345 EAST 47th STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017
TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES

(212) 644-7868
June 12, 1980

Mr. Frank Kotasek, Secretary

Committee on Social
Implications of Technology
73 Hedges Avenue

East ‘Patachoque, NY 11772

Dear Frank:

Here is the letter concerning the Engineering Management Resolution
which we discussed. :

Best personal regards,

e

Esmi L. Bidstrup

cc: Dr. Norman Balabanian Dr. Thelma Estrin Prof. G. P. Rodrigue
Dr. Irving Engelson Mrs. Mona L. Reisman Dr. Stephen H. Unger
ELB/1bw

Encl.



THE lNSTITUTE OF

@ ELecTrICAL AND

EvLecTrONICS
ENGINEERING MANAGEMENT SOCIETY

ENGINEERS, INC.

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT IEEE PLEASE REPLY TO:
Charles B. Stott, P.E. General Products Division
IBM Corp., 68G/061-1
JUN12 1980 Tucson, AZ 85744

(602) 741-5435
JECHNICAL ACTIVITIES

June 9, 1980

Esmi Bidstrup

Manager TAB General Activities
IEEE

345 East 47th Street

New York, NY 10017

Dear Esmi:

As you requested in our telephone conversation Tuesday, here
is the text of the resolution on CSIT adopted by the EMS
AdCom at its May 13 meeting in Boston. By copy to our
secretary, Grover Daussman, I request that he verify the
exact wording since he has the original draft prepared
during the meeting.

Resolved: The Engineering Management Society AdCom
opposes the petition of the Committee on
Social Implications of Technology to become a
society. It is not clear that the publications
to date of this organization represent the
technical excellence or consensus which is
typical of the TAB organization. Their con-
troversial view points, sometimes in direct
opposition to the stands taken by the tech-
nical groups and societies of the Institute,
can only dilute the impact of the Institute
as a competent technical body.

As I noted adoption of the above was nearly unanimous. From
the tenor of the discussion on this resolution my guess is
that the EMS AdCom could also endorse a resolution to abolish
CSIT, but with a smaller plurality.



Esmi Bidstrup
June 9, 1980
Page Two

The field of interest of the EMS overlaps that of CSIT but

this consideration was never mentioned in the AdCom discussions.
The EMS constitution includes "Also of concern are the
socio-economic impacts of technology on society." I suggest
that "socio-economic" implies the balanced perspective that

EMS leans toward as compared to the emphasis on social
considerations alone which seems to dominate the CSIT.

Sincerely,

P

B

B S EOEE

ec: Vivian Carxy
195 Broadway
New York, NY 10007

Grover Daussman
1910 Colice Rd SE
Huntsville, Al 35801

Hs L 703=-823=9234
Oy 703-521-1920



THE INSTITUTE OF
ELECTRICAL AND
ELECTRONICS

® ENGINEERS, INC.

TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

Please reply to:

Dr. Stephen H. Unger
Columbia University
Electrical Engineering Dept.
S.W. Mudd Building

New York, NY 10027

June 16, 1980

Dr. Cyril J. Tunis
IBM Prod. Devel. Lab
Dept. EIO

Glendale Drive
Endicott, NY 13760

Dear Dr. Tunis:

The application of CSIT for elevation to Society status will probably be on the
agenda for the July TAB meeting. Since you may not be well acquainted with the
activities of our committee, the enclosed recent issue of our quarterly newsletter
might serve as a useful introduction. Other information will be made available at a
later date.

Should you have any questions about our application or if you would like to see
other copies of our newsletter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours truly,

Stephen H. Unger
Chairman, CSIT -

Enc.



THE JNSTITUTE OF
ELECTRICAL AND
ELECTRONICS

® ENGINEERS, INC.

TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

Please reply to:

Dr. Stephen H. Unger
Columbia University
Electrical Engineering Dept.
S.W. Mudd Building

New York, NY 10027

June 16, 1980

Dr. Richard W. Damon
Sperry Research Center
Applied Physics Lab
100 North Road
Sudbury, MA 01776

Dear Dr. Damon:

The application of CSIT for elevation to Society status will probably be on the
agenda for the July TAB meeting. Since you may not be well acquainted with the
activities of our committee, the enclosed recent issue of our quarterly newsletter
might serve as a useful introduction. Other information will be made available at a
later date.

Should you have any questions about our application or if you would like to see
other copies of our newsletter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours truly,

Stephen H. Unger
Chairman, CSIT

Encs



THE INSTITUTE OF

ELECTRICAL AND
L]

ELECTRONICS
ENGINEERS, INC.
COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY
April 25, 1980

To Make Technology Better Serve Society

The IEEE Committee on Social Implications of Technology (CSIT) has
launched a petition drive to convert CSIT to an IEEE Society (see box).

The Committee on Social Implications of Technology was established by
the IEEE in 1972. During the eight years of its existence, CSIT has published

29 issues of its quarterly sixteen-page newsletter, Technology and Society,

which features articles, book reviews, and commentary on such topics as
ethics, energy, environmental quality, arms control, information technology,

societal systems engineering, consumer product safety, and technology in

less-developed countries. (Technology and Society has a paid circulation

of 2500.) CSIT has organized sessions at IEEE conventions on '"Social
Implications of Nuclear Power" (Electro '75) and "Solar Energy: A Status
Report" (Electro '77). CSIT has given four engineers the Award for Outstanding
Service in the Public Interest, consisting of a certificate and $750. CSIT
provided the impetus for the IEEE to adopt a Code of Ethics and to set up

a Member Conduct Committee that enforces the Code and supports engineers

who adhere to the Code.

Nevertheless, CSIT finds that its effectiveness is severely limited by
the constraints that are imposed on IEEE Technical-Activities-Board committees.
CSIT believes that, to do the quality work that is needed in this area, it
must have access to the full range of activities and communication channels
that are available to IEEE-groups and societies; most importantly, it must
be able to publish a refereed transactions.

Maximizing the benefits and minimizing the harmful effects of technology
are important for the well-being of all people, but CSIT feels that these
pursuits have a special importance for members of the engineering profession
by reason of technical knowledge, ethical responsibility, and economic
self-interest. CSIT asks all IEEE members who care about these issues to
sign its petition. (Your IEEE member number appears on the mailing label

on the outside page of this Newsletter.)



Case for Upgrading the IEEE Committee on Social
Implications of TechnoTogy to IEEE Society Status

S.H. Unger 6/13/80

Origins: CSIT was formed as an Ad Hoc Committee of TAB by the Executive
Committee of IEEE in 1972 in response to a petition signed by over 600
members calling for the formation of a Society on Social Implications of
Technology. It became a standing committee in 1976.

Field of Interest: Engineering ethics; understanding the impact of elec-
trotechnology on society and vice versa; and understanding the benefits
and detriments of technological options. Some examples of topics that
fall within this field of interest are: energy policy alternatives;
national security policy alternatives; technology and less-developed
nations; and crime countermeasures.

Activities: The issues mentioned above (and others) have been addressed

by CSIT thru articles and letters in its quarterly newsletter Technolo

and Society, heavily attended sessions organized at national IEEE meetings,
direct dialogues with other IEEE entities and thru liason with other pro-
fessional societies such as ASME and AAAS. In addition to providing forums
for discussing issues, CSIT played a major role in the development of IEEE's
ethics code and procedures, and CSIT has established an award for "Out-
standing Service in the Public Interest".

Why a Society?: A Society can: (1) publish transactions and/or a magazine
(which can be sold to libraries and to nonmenbers); (2)more easily organize
conferences and workshops; (3) form local chapters; and (4) have affiliate-
grade members. An archival publications would attract more high-quality
papers than does a newsletter. The affiliate mechanism would attract part-
iticipation (and dues) from the large number of non-EE's who have an interest
in this field. Al11 four factors would interact to generate a quantum
increase in publication circulation, active member participation, quality
of output, and revenues.

The paid circulation of Technology and Society is 2500, which is equal
in size to many existing IEEE Societies and is 50 times larger than any of
the four other TAB Technology Committees. Transforming CSIT into a Society
would be administratively straightforward and would coincide perfectly
with the needs and composition of CSIT's established constituency of 2500
[EEE members. In contrast, forming a Council would entail building a whole
new organization and subscriber 1ist from the ground up because a Council
cannot have any direct individual members. Also, a Council cannot form
local chapters.

In 1972 the IEEE amended its constitution to affirm that the social
implications of technology were an area of vital importance to the IEEE.
CSIT has made a good beginning toward translating these words into action,
and we ask you to give us the tools we need to take the next step forward.




May 9, 1980

TAB OpCom Minutes

2%

47.

49,

50.

REVIEW OF COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY ACTIV-
ITIES. In accordance with the IEEE procedure requiring a review of all TAB
committees within a 3-year period, the Committee on Social Implications of
Technology was reviewed by TAB OpCom. CSIT Chairman Unger made a
presentation concerning the Committee's draft Charter, goals, performance,
membership, internal and external interactions, and problem areas that may
exist.

TAB OpCom thanked Chairman Unger for his
presentation.

COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY PETITION FOR
SOCIETY STATUS. CSIT Chairman Unger presented a petition to TAB OpCom
requesting Society status for the Committee. During the ensuing discussion, the

- question arose of activities overlap with USAB, and whether or not CSIT might

better become a Council rather than a Society. It was moved that

TAB OpCom defer action on CSIT's petition for
Society status until the next TAB OpCom and
TAB meetings in July. The motion passed
unanimously.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET CIRCULAR A-119 AND STANDARDS
GENERATION IN GROUPS AND SOCIETIES. Director, Standards Activities
Howell presented information concerning OMB circular A-119, which states a
set of criteria by which voluntary standards making bodies must operate to
permit involvement (and implied acceptance) by governmental employees and
governmental bodies. After a brief discussion, it was moved that

The material concerning OMB circular A-119
prepared by Director Howell be appended to
the Minutes of the May 9, 1980 TAB OpCom
meeting, and that the item be on the agenda
for the July TAB OpCom meeting, in order to
decide on a course of action which IEEE,
through TAB, should take. The motion passed
unanimously.

(ref. Appendix XXIV)

TAB FINANCE COMMITTEE. TAB Finance Committee Chairman Tunis gave a
brief presentation concerning the non-member prices for magazines, journals,
TRANSACTIONS, as well as recommended subscription rates for Section libraries,
and Student Branch libraries. In view of the amount of information concerning
these items, it was moved that



July 17-18, 1980

TAB OpCom/TAB Minutes

+30.

63.

TAB OpCom approve the Energy Committee
Charter with a revision such that the last sen-
tence of the second paragraph of section 1.4.2.1
reads "The Chairman of the Energy Committee
will serve for a term of one year, and shall
not normally be eligible to serve more than two
consecutive terms.” The motion passed unani-
mously.

(Editorial Note: The Energy Committee Charter, as revised by TAB OpCom,
will be reviewed by USAB on August 21, 1980 at their meeting in Palo Alto,
CA)

(ref. Appendix XXIX)

FORMATION OF A SOCIETY ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY.
At the TAB OpCom meeting, Technology Committees Administration Chairman
Rodrigue and Committee on Social Implications of Technology (CSIT) Chairman
Unger presented the petition for the formation of an IEEE Society on Social
Implications of Technology. Chairman Unger noted that as a Society, the entity
would be able to better interact with other organizations concerning society and
technology. He presented the formal petition for the formation of such a
society, and indicated that they had already received over 600 signatures of
IEEE members above Student grade. Some discussion ensued concerning the
potential archival vclue of the CSIT Newsletter Society and Technology in the
event it became a magazine. It was pointed out that the proposed society
would be a new entity, and not an upgrading of the current committee, thereby
eliminating some of the objections to the proposal based on the current activities
of CSIT. Division VII Director Owens stated that the Power Engineering Society
recommends that each IEEE Society form a Committee on Social Implications
of Technology related to their discipline, and that the chairpersons of each of
those respective committees form the TAB Committee on Social Implications
of Technology. After some additional discussion, it was moved that

TAB OpCom recommend to TAB the formation
of a Society on Social Implications of Tech-
nology. The motion passed with 6 in favor, 4
-opposed, and | abstention.

At the TAB meeting the following day, CSIT Chairman Unger reviewed the
reasons for the petition to form a Society on Social Implications of Technology.
During the discussion which followed, it was suggested that the IEEE Executive
Committee approve the formation of such an entity, but that the entity not be
within the Technical Activities Board structure, since there was some feeling
that such an entity would not be technically based. On the other hand, it was
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TAB OpCom/TAB Minutes
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64.

also pointed out that the study of the social implications of technology was a
growing academic discipline and should be an integral part of TAB. The consensus
of the discussion was that the entity, if approved, should be some form of a
hybrid between a Society and a Council. It was noted that the topic of society
and technology was one which was being addressed world-wide, and it would
therefore be appropriate for the IEEE, as a transnational organization, to have
such an entity. After further discussion concerning both the nature of such an
entity and its possible scope of activity, it was moved that

TAB Chairman Larson appoint an ad hoc com-
mittee to make recommendations concerning
the form such an entity on Social Implications
of Technology would take, and to draft a Consti-
tution for its activities. The ad hoc committee
to report back to TAB at its December meeting.
The motion passed unanimously.

(Editorial Note: The ad hoc committee, as appointed by TAB Chairman Larson,
is composed of: Stephen H. Unger, Chairman; Jack Jatlow, Engineering Manage-
ment Society Representative; William Underwood, Power Engineering Society
Representative; F. A. Furfari, Division Il Director, plus one additional member
to be appointed by Chairman Unger).

(ref. Appendix XXX)

1981 IEEE BUDGET. At the TAB OpCom meeting, IEEE Treasurer Brereton
made a detailed presentation showing the history of the IEEE General Funds,
and stating that a deficit is now anticipated for 1981. Treasurer Brereton noted
that many possible ways of reducing the deficit had been considered, among
them charging for services currently being provided to the S/G/C's for free (e.g.,
accounting services). However, Treasurer Brereton stated that at this time he
was requesting $400K from the S/G/C's to offset part of this deficit, rather
than charging for individual services. TAB Finance Committee Chairman Tunis
reported that this question had been considered by the TAB Finance Committee
at its recent meeting, and moved that

TAB OpCom recommend to TAB that should
the currently projected General Fund deficit
for 1981 materialize, the S/G/C's agree to a
one-time contribution to the General Fund in
the amount of 1% of each Society's 1981 ex-
penses.
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Please reply to:

Dr. Stephen H. Unger
229 Cambridge Avenue
Englewood, NJ 07631

July 21, 1980

Dear TAB Member:

While still exhilarated by my experiences at the TAB-OpCom and TAB
meeting in Minneapolis, I prepared the enclosed report to CSIT for publication
in the September issue of Technology & Society. It summarizes to the best
of my ability what occurred, but it is certainly possible that there are signif-
icant errors or omissions.

I would greatly appreciate receiving your comments, criticisms, suggestions
ete. Please indicate if such remarks are intended for publication. If so, then I
will request that they appear (in full) in the earliest issue of T&S after receipt.

Although disappointed at the result, I would nevertheless like to thank all
of you for the patience with which you heard our case.

Yours truly,

gohen H g

Stephen H. Unger
Chairman, CSIT

/amh
Enc.
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Report on the Status of the Proposals to

Form an IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology

and to Upgrade Technology and Society to an

IEEE Magazine.

By Stephen H. Unger, Chairman, CSIT.

Early this year, CSIT launched a petition campaign,
in accordance with IEEE's bylaws, calling for the formation
of an IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology (SSIT).
‘The reasons for this action can be found in the petition text,
“accompanying explanations appearing with the petition in the
March and June issues of T&S, and in the case summafy printed
elsewhere in this iggue.

As of July 16,£é;gnatures were in hand from members from
all over the United States and from many other nations well
distributed worldwide. Many were accompanied by encouraging
letters or comments. Signers were also well distributed with
respect to technical specialties and type of employment, with
significant numbers from private companies of all sizes, public
utilities, government at all levels and universities; .private
consultants and retired engineers were also represented.

In parallel with the SSIT campaign, CSIT renewed its
application to IEEE's Publication Board to upgrade T&S to

magazine status. That body, at its mid-June meeting, referred

the matter back to the Technical Activities Board* (TAB),



which is CSIT's parent body.

*For those unfamiliar with IEEE's organizational
structure, a brief explanation may be useful.

TAB is comprised basically of all 30 society
presidents, the divisional directors-each
representing a subset of the societies, and

the chairman of TAB's 8 or 10 standing committees
and councils-including CSIT. It is chaired by
IEEE's Vice President for Technical Activities.
The 12 members of TAB-OPCOM are the TAB Chairman,
the 7 divisional directors,and the chairmen of
several key administrative committees,such as

finance.

According to IEEE's bylaws, formation of a new society
requires approval by the Executive Committee of the Board of
Directors (EXCOM) upon receipt of a petition signed by 100
IEEE members above student grade. EXCOM first consults with
TAB, and, after approving the formation of the new society,
must also approve its constitution before it can begin operations.
Prior to consideration by TAB, the matter is first reviewed
by TAB-OPCOM, which makes a recommendation to TAB.

This May, at which time over 200 signatures had been
obtained on our petition, CSIT brought the matter before
TAB-OPCOM. After some discussion it was tabled until the

July 17 meeting (to be followed the next day by a meeting



of TAB).

As CSIT chairman I attended these 2 meetings (in Minneapolis)
to present our case. (The magazine and SSIT proposals were
treated together.)

Following a lengthy and lively debate (the substance of -
which is outlined below) TAB-OPCOM, by a vote of 6-4 with one
abstention, recommended approval of the SSIT proposal.

The subject was introduced at the TAB meeting on July 18
with a summary of the pro and con arguments developed at the
‘TAB-OPCOM meeting. This was followed by an open debate in which
every society president who spoke (perhaps 6 to 8) opposed the
proposal. Most of them also attacked CSIT. Perhaps the only
good word any of them had for CSIT was a statement by one strong
opponent that, in contrast to all previous issues he has seen,
the June issue of T&S was fairly good. Several members of OPCOM
also spoke in opposition, while a few others joined me in
strongly supporting the resolution. IEEE President Leo Young
proposed a compromise (more about this further on). Unfortunately,
one society president who strongly supports our position was
unable to attend the TAB meeting due to a parallel meeting of
his own ADCOM.

To the best of my recollection, the arguments made against
our proposal, and against CSIT, at both meetings, are outlined
below. Of course not all of these were made (or necessarily
accepted) by any one person and some may have been advanced by
people who afterward changed their minds during the course of

the discussion.



(The ordering is not significant.)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(6)

(7)

CSIT, particularly as reflected in T&S, is biased in an
anti-technology direction, almost always emphasizing negative
aspects rather than benefits of technology.

Articles and editorials in T&S, particularly those related to
nuclear energy, are often strongly biased, distorted, full
of technical errors and far below IEEE quality standards.
(Time did not permit going into detail on this point.)

CSIT, again particularly in the energy area, has promulgated
positions at variance with those of the cognizant experts
more qualified to speak for the IEEE.

Should an SSIT be formed, it would lack technical expertise
and tend to attract "Nader types" and other emotional
anti-technology people.

Should an SSIT or CSIT publish an archival journal

(say a magazine) sold to libraries and nonmembers, the
biased, uninformed views that it would contain would thereby
acquire the prestige of IEEE, misinforming the public,
embarrassing IEEE and weakening IEEE's general influence.
This would be true regardless of what review procedures

were set up.

The kind of people who become active in technology and
society issues tend not to be objective.

CSIT has become involved in areas, both technical and

nontechnical, that are outside the scope of IEEE.



(8) Every IEEE member and every IEEE society should be
concerned with technology and society issues. It
would be a serious mistake to isolate this concern
within one particular society.

(9) Each society should have its own technology and society
committee. TAB should form a T&S council comprised of
these committees. 1In this form the expert knowledge
embodied in the societies would be better utilized.

(10) TAB should stay clear of all activities not strictly
technical. Social implications should have a place
elsewhere in IEEE.

(11) CSIT should not be invcolved with ethics or professionalism.
This is the domain of the Member Conduct Committee (MCC),
USAB and IEEE's professional activities committees (PAC's).

(12) To a large extent, technology and society issues are the
domain of the Engineering Management Society.

(13) CSIT has advocated proposals in the ethics area that would
have IEEE intervene between engineers and their employers.

(14) IEEE is a transnational organization and members outside

the USA are not interested in technology-society issues.

I shall not attempt here to rebut these arguments. T&S
readers are well qualified to evaluate them without help. However,
some special information is relevant to particular points:
On item 1ll: conversations I have had with Dick Gowen (USAB Chairman

and IEEE Vice President of Professional Activites) and Jim Fairman



(MCC Chairman) indicated that they welcome a role for CSIT
or SSIT in developing ideas in the ethics area. Furthermore,
several PAC Chairman have been active on CSIT.
With respect to item 14: Of T&S current total of over 2600
paid subscribers, over 440 reside in over 50 nations outside
the USA. As has been noted in a past issue of T&S, there
is an active Working Group on Technology and Society in the
Swiss IEEE Section. Its Chairman and a number of members signed
our petition. Pertinent to point 8 is that the Communications
Society has an active T&S committee, and it also endorsed
the idea of SSIT. Furthermore CSIT welcomes the participation
of appointed representatives of other IEEE entities. Currently
representatives of 4 societies are active members of CSIT.

Now to resume our narrative. Toward the end of the discussion,
Leo Young, expressing general support for the SSIT idea, proposed
that, in order to accommodate many of the concerns summarized
above, the SSIT constitution provide that a substantial number
(he was not precise, but my impression is that he meant about
one third) of its governing body (ADCOM) be people appointed by
divisional directors. The others would of course be elected by
the society's members. The effect would be to give SSIT some of
the character of a council (see argument 9 above). I accepted
this compromise and it was tentatively agreed that I would chair a
small working committee representing various viewpoints on TAB
to draft an appropriate constitution, that would then be brought

back to TAB for approval. However, before embarking on this




task, I asked for some assurance that its satisfactory solution
would indeed lead to approval by TAB of SSIT. A straw vote

was then taken to determine how many votes there were for any
TAB entity on T&S that would have the authority to publish a
magazine. The result was well under a majority and it seemed
clear that there was not enough support in TAB this year to

warrant continuing to press our case.

Altho the outcome of the discussion was disappointing, the other
TAB members were friendly and courteous. TAB Chairman Bob Larson
- handled matters with exceptional skill and fairness.
Copies of this report are being sent to all TAB members for comments
(which, if they consent, will be printed in full in the earliest T&S issue after

receipt). Of course comments from T&S readers are also invited.



What Next for CSIT

At our next CSIT meeting (Sept.), we shall discuss ideas

for making our committee more effective. Some initial lines

of thought are:

(1)

(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

Redouble our efforts to seek active participation by
representatives of IEEE societies and other IEEE entities.
Publish written debates in T&S on controversial topics.
Solicit even more vigorously articles representing responsible
viewpoints on all sides of issues.

Continue efforts to establish local CSIT groups in different
geographic areas.

Cooperate closely with CSIT groups within IEEE societies.
Increase our visibility within IEEE, particularly by getting
more subscribers to T&S. (See subscription form elsewhere

in this issue.)
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ELECTRICAL INSULATION SOCIETY

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
Harry R. Sheppard

Dr. Stephen H. Unger
229 Cambridge Avenue
Englewood, NJ 07631

Dear Dr. Unger,

August 15, 1980

PLEASE REPLY TO:

Westinghouse Electric Corp.

469 Sharpsville Avenue

Sharon, PA 16146

(412) B8 k16X kEaxx4336
983-4335

I thought you might be interested in my comments to the EIS

Executive Committee following the last TAB Meeting.

have attached a copy for your information.

Attach.

eer Mr. B, A. Parfari
cer Dr. R. B, Larson

Accordingly, I

Sincerely yours,

Wy Jhoffoit

Harry R. Sheppard
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August 1, 1980

B. Penn, General Electric, Erie, Pa.

Orbeck, Dow Corning Corp., Midland, Mich.

V. Gjaja, General Electric, Schenectady, N.Y.

0. Forster, Exxon Research & Eng. Co., Linden, N.J.

E. Alexander, Phelps Dodge, Fort Wayne, Ind.

Bartnikas, Hydro-Quebec Inst. of Research, Varennes, Quebec, Canada

Gentlemen:

Item 1:

Item 2:

I thought I would give you a brief summary of certain actions and impressions
resulting from my attendance at the TAB meeting that took place in Minneapolis
on-July 18, 1980.

Conduct of Meeting. The meeting was well attended and preparations for
the meeting were very good in that advance information on action and
information items were forwarded to me (and I assume all others) well

in advance of the meeting. After arriving at the hotel, the meeting
location was changed at least three times which indicated a local ar-
rangement problem. The meeting was conducted without adequate knowledge
of parliamentary procedure (Roberts Rules of Order) and with no appoirted
parliamentarian which caused considerable time delay, confusion, and ir-
ritation.

Finance. We were advised that IEEE anticipates financial problems in
the future due to inflation, etc. and a request was made of the societies
to donate 27 (approximately $200,000) of their income to assist the In-
stitute in offsetting an anticipated deficit of $1.5 x 10® for the year
of 1981. The discussion was heavy and the motion to approve the ex-
penditure failed 17-14. I voted in favor of providing the support to

the Institute in that Institute policy has enabled EIS to develop
suitable reserves. It was obvious that many IEEE Boards and activities
were deficit financed with no apparent input or concurrence by TAB or

the societies. Criticism of SPECTRUM was particularly acute.
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Accumulated reserves of all of the societies has increased as shown

in the attachment and EIS reserves have only just kept pace with other
societies. We must continue to increase our reserves in order to re-
main financially viable.

The annual budget for the Institute (not including the societies) for
1980 is about $17 x 10P and the Institute has reserves of about $4 x 106.
The combined annual 1980 budget for the societies is about $10 x 106 and
their reserves are about $5.5 x 100. Attached are copies of financial
compilations that were distributed to us.

Item 3: Society Status For CSIT. This item related to the upgrading of the Com-
mittee on Sociological Impact of Technology to that of a society. The

discussion was long, cumbersome, and detailed. I spoke against society
status because:

1. Sociologic Impact of Technology should be a matter of concern
to every engineer and society and should not be the province
of a group of "super concerned IEEE" members.

2. CSIT has not demonstrated any control over their organization
to confine their concerns to IEEE charter technology fields.
They write about fields in which expertise is not present in
the IEEE let alone in CSIT.

3. CSIT has built a Newsletter circulation on sensationalism and
adversary positions not necessarily founded on good science
and engineering and not apparently out of concern for society
but apparently out of motivation to obtain expanded readership.

Item 4: Favorable action was taken by TAB to establish a Richard M. Emberson
Award "For outstanding contribution to the technical activities of the
Institute'", the award to consist of a certificate and $1000.

Item 5: Office of Management and Budget Circular A-119. A list of approved
Volunteer Standards Writing Organizations is being developed by the
U.S. Government in accord with OMB Circular A-119. Action was taken
to recommend that the Institute seek a listing in accord with the re-
quirements and provision of the circular. If a listing for IEEE is
not secured, Government employees will not be permitted to participate
in the Standards making activities of the Institute or its societies.

There were few other items on the TAB AGENDA of direct concern to EIS ex-
cept a place for reports from S/G/S Presidents. It was necessary for me to
leave the meeting before these reports were received and so I did not express
our continuing desire for an Institute Policy for the funding of IEC delegates.
In a side-bar discussion with Tony Furfari, I was advised that the AD HOC
Committee on IEC delegate funding had met but I don't know the results of their
meeting. Also, on returning home, I sat on the airplane with Don Brereton, Institute
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Treasurer, who gave me further insight into Institute finances. He assured me
that better business methods were being initiated by the Institute to get a
handle on costs, and for use in planning and budget control. My impression was
that if policies and procedures that he has initiated are carried out that the
Institute and the Societies will be on a much sounder financial basis in the
future. Incidentally, it was his understanding that the "Book Broker" procedure
was voluntary and also that it was not proving to be financially valuable to
TAB. This matter should be reviewed.

In conclusion, I am more concerned than ever that EIS should use TAB to
help in accomplishing our objectives. In particular, ADCOM should send the EIS
President or representative to each TAB meeting with instructions concerning EIS
or Institute matters of concern.

Best_regards,

Hf R. Sheppard, Mgr.
Matls. & Mfg. Technology

Mr. F. A. Furfari, Westinghouse Electric Corp.
CC: Mr. R. E. Larson, Systems Control Inc.
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Joseph Bordogna

Moore School of Electrical Engineering
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James R. Rowland
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4 August 1980

Dr. Stephen H. Unger
229 Cambridge Avenue
Englewood, NJ 07631

Dear Dr. Unger:

I am responding to your letter of 21 July 1980 addressed to IEEE TAB members. I
believe you present a succinct and fair account of what transpired at the 18 July
TAB meeting in Minneapolis. As a new member of TAB I listened carefully trying
to assess both the background involved and the substance of the issue discussed.
In my opinion the root problem seems to be a lack of confidence among TAB members
in the scholarly quality of material published in Technology and Society. Thus,
I think that success with your goal number 3 on page 8 of the Report enclosed
with your letter would go a long way toward bolstering your cause.

Basically, everyone wants to be concerned about the societal impact of technology;
most also want IEEE to 'do something' about it. The trouble is that no one has
yet come up with the best approach. Even improving the scholarly image of T & S
will not completely subdue the inherently emotional nature of the topics addressed
by CSIT.

I would urge you to keep on with your attempts to provide a focus for issues of
this kind in" IBEE:

Sincerely,

JB:pr

ct: B. A. Eisenstein
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TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD

CHAIRMAN - TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEES ADMINISTRATION PLEASE REPLY TO:

G. P. Rodrigue Georgia Institute of Technology

(404) 894-2944 August 21, 1980 Scliost of Elscivicol Engissering
Atlanta, GA 30332

TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEES REPORT

Energy Committee - Mr. Hilton Brown, Chairman

The Energy Committee has held no meetings since the July TAB meeting, at which
Hilton Brown gave a report. Their next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, September
10, at the Crystal City Marriott. Allan Mense, Science Consultant to the House
Subcommittee on Energy Research and Production, will be a speaker at lunch to dis-
cuss fusion and the status of current federal programs.

Committee on Man and Radiation - COMAR - Professor Ohm Gandhi, Chairman

The next COMAR meeting will take place in San Antonio, Texas, on September 15th
in connection with the Bioelectronics Society Annual Meeting September 14-18. At
that time members will be asked to consider developing a statement of issues of the
day. Medical applications of electromagnetic radiation will probably receive in-
creased emphasis (in order to focus on beneficial aspects as well as refutation
of allegations of hazards).

Allan Sloan Assoc. is developing a proposal for the educational film on
microwaves. A formal presentation is to take place in San Antonio to COMAR. The
first phase of this project will presumably end when COMAR approves the proposed
film outline. John Osepchuk is chairing this subcommittee of COMAR.

Environmental Quality Committee - EQC - Bernard Manheimer, Chairman

EQC and in particular Mr. Manheimer, are holding an AISLE meeting in Virginia
in October of 1980. IEEE has a representative, Russ Eberhardt, in the Program
Committee of this conference. They have also been contacted about possible partici-
pation in an AAAS sponsored December meeting in New Delhi on the role of professional
societies in developing nations.

EQC and CSIT are discussing some areas of common interest and CSIT has
invited EQC to make use of the newsletter to publish relevant articles.

Ve,

Committee on Social Implications of Technology - CSIT - Professor Steve Unger, Chairman

= CSIT will hold their next meeting at Columbia on September 13th.

/// At this meeting the Committee will be asked to consider TAB's rejection of their
( petition for society status. To date, no official action has taken place within
K\\fhe working committee named to draft an “appropriate constitution".

Possible cooperative ventures with EQC are being explored.
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Lombardo October

CSIT hits detour

on road to Society

The Committee on the Social
Implications of Tecﬁnology

has seen its effort to Become

a chartered IEEE Society side-
tracked. CSIT took its petitgon
and its arguments to the Tech{
nical Activities Board meeting
in July trying to get TAB, |
which includes the IEEE's
seven Division Directors and
ig.Society Presidents, to recom-
mend approval of CSIT's peti-
tion to the IEEE Executive
Committee. Basically, TAB

told CSIT leaders to come

back later with a more detailed
proposal.

Stephen ﬁnger, chairman of
CSIT who made the presentation
to TAB, said that the pro-
posal was attacked by severalg
Society Presidents because off
views that were aired in the
CSIT publication, Technology ;
and Society. Dr. Unger said !

that many of those against the

proposal argued that CSIT
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was "antitechnology" and "al-
ways pointing out the negative
aspects of technology."

"But what many of.the Society
Presidents don't understand |
is that the function of such a
group is to point out problems--
and urge solutions," Dr. Unger
said. "Our function is to
address engineers who already
know how good technology is."

The President of the Commun-
ications Society, D.L. Schilling,
said, "I support CSIT's effort
to become a Society. They have
a message to deliver and we
shouldn't discourage such hard
working people in a volunteer

organization like the IEEE."

On the other hand, Power
Engineering Society President
John Barkle, said, '"The PES
is against the formation of
such a Society. I proposed
that each Society take social
implications of technology upon
itself as a Society matter."

TAB Chairman Robert Larson
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said that the negative reaction
of many Society Presidents

was natural reluctance to
create a new Society, "es-
pecially one with,né technical
speciality."

Dr. Larson said that as TABT
' Chairman he won't take a
position but "the discussion
on CSIT raised everybody's
consciousness. Now it's up to
CSIT to make the next move."

TAB passed a motion directing
Dr. Larson to set up an ad hoc
committee "to make recommendations
concerning the form such an
entity on the social implication
of technology would take and
to draft a constitution for
its activities." Dr. Unger is
chairing the committee, which |
will report back to TAB in
December.

Dr. Unger said that he will
suggest to CSIT that it
strengthen its position by
broadening the involvement of
other Societies and will Ly
for a wider diversity of views

in CSIT and its publication,

Technology and Society.




MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
DEPARTMENT OF MECHANICAL ENGINEERING '

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

September 22, 1980

Dr. Robert Larson

Chairman IEEE Technical Activities Board
IEEE

345 E 47th-St.

New York, NY "~ 10017

Dear Dr. Larson:
I write to support the petition of CSIT to become a Society.

As a former chairman of a struggling Technology Assessment Committee, before
that president of SMC, before that Editor of Transactions on Man-Machine
Systems (merged into SMC Transactions) I have a long and continuing concern
for the purposes and health of IEEE. By my criterion, and I hope you agree,
a society needs to have a critical mass of active volunteers engaged in a
focused intellectual pursuit which is itself part of what is commonly under-
stood to be electrical or electronic technology.

I observe that CSIT has the critical mass of active volunteers (I am a

"member" though not particularly active myself). I further submit that what
CSIT is doing is enherently part, and a critical part, of what engineering

is all about - namely constructively and responsibly, criticizing the processes
and products of electro technology from the viewpoint of society. This, of
course, differentiates engineering from science. I only wish the Techmology
Assessment activities of a decade ago could have provoked as much interest as
CSIT has!

From what I read in IEEE publications recently, there are those who criticise
CSIT for not having a "technical specialty". If that criterian were applied
as it is implied, then the professional groups on Management and on Education,
and indeed perhaps even Systems, Man and Cybernetics, the latter emphasizing
mathematical models and no particular type of electrotechnology, should cease
to exist.

Then there are those who claim CSIT is antitechnology because its members
criticize the actions of their fellow technologists. If that were the case,
than the most famous scientific societies in history, from the Royal Society
on, are anti-science and anti-technology - because criticism of colleagues
abounded in these. Unfortunately, modern professional societies are so bent
on having meetings and generating publications that, I feel, they fail to
appreciate the importance of institutional mechanisms for criticism of their
own process and product. Insofar as responsible criticism (and on that
adjective I would insist) is put down and not met in appropriate forum, to
that degree the health of the institution is weakened.
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Frankly, I have come to feel that IEEE has become too much a pro-technology
lobby and thereby has lost significant credibility as a technical society. I
haven't seen any criticism of nuclear power coming from within PES, for
example.I do much consulting for the nuclear industry and am not "anti-nuc", but I
perceive that PES seems to have been ineffective at addressing the issues of
concern to the very survival of the industry in other than defensive terms.
Surely, I am not aware of much of what PES has done. But, I think societies
such as PES, computers, etc. need the ingredient of analysis and criticism

with respect to social implications which CSIT contributes.

There is not much evidence that each society has done very well up to now
at developing such activities within itself. 1 think CSIT's proposal can
only make IEEE a healthier and more credible institution.

Sincerely,
T Y onn
Thomas B. Sheridan

Professor of Engineering
and Applied Psychology

$CC: Prof. Stephen Unger




December 3-4, 1980

TAB OpCom/TAB Minutes

-61-

135.

Division Director Simmons requested that the minutes show his suggestion that

budgeted a 1981 deficit, that the Division
Directors be instructed to discuss with these
Societies a quantitative plan for making sure
that their 1982 budgets or fiscal plans are such
as to bring their reserves up to or near their
desired goals. The amended Motion passed
unanimously.

non-liquid assets should not be included in the reserves.

PROPOSED FORMATION OF A SOCIETY ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECH-
NOLOGY (SSIT). In response to a petition to form an IEEE Society on Social
Implications of Technology, signed by more than 800 IEEE members of higher
President Larson had appointed an ad hoec committee to make
The Recommendations and

grade, Vice

recommendations and prepare a draft Constitution.
Draft Constitution were mailed to all members of TAB under date of November

17, 1980.

At the TAB

At the TAB

On behalf of the Society/Council Presidents' Forum, held on December 3, 1980,
Dr. Richard M. Emberson read a draft Guidelines for New Society/Councils for
There was considerable discussion of all aspects
of the desirability of forming a Society as proposed, with many opinions expressed

consideration in the debate.

pro and con.

OpCom meeting it was moved that:

TAB OpCom recommend to TAB that it recom-
mend to the Executive Committee approval of
the petition for the formation of a Society on
Social Implications of Technology, and that the
Society be organized along the general lines of
the Draft Constitution dated November 11,
1980. The Motion passed, with Dr. Owens in
opposition.

meeting the following day, it was moved that:

TAB recommend to the Executive Committee
approval of the petition for the formation of
an IEEE Society on Social Implications of Tech-
nology, and that the Society be organized along
the general lines of the Draft Constitution.

A roll call motion was taken, and the motion
passed: 16 in favor, 15 opposed, 9 abstentions.
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TAB OpCom/TAB Minutes

-62-

136.

137.

138.

Vice President Larson advised that the petition will be referred to the Executive
Committee for approval and that in the event it is approved, TAB and other
cognizant IEEE entities will have further opportunity to discuss the Constitution
for the IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology.

(ref. Appendix LXVIII)

FORMATION OF IEEE POWER ELECTRONICS COUNCIL. In the absence of
Director Furfari, TAB OpCom asked that this subject be referred to TAB the
following aqay.

At the TAB meeting, those present were referred to the proposal to establish
an IEEE Power Electronics Council, presented at the TAB meeting on July 18,
1980, as well as correspondence included with the present Agenda. It was moved
that:

TAB approve the creation of a Power Elec-
tronies Council and that Mr. Paul F. Pittman
of Westinghouse Advance Energy Systems Divi-
sion, Pittsburgh, be asked to chair an ad hoc
committee to handle the details of setting up
a Council. The Motion passed. (Dr. Regulinski
and Dr. Stampfl asked that their opposition to
this Motion be recorded.)

(ref. Appendix LXIX)

ENERGY COMMITTEE CHARTER. TAB OpCom, at its July 17, 1980 meeting,
approved the Charter of the IEEE Energy Committee, which was subsequently
presented to USAB OpCom for approval. Minor revisions were requested by
USAB, which were presented to TAB OpCom at this meeting. It was moved
that:

TAB approve the Energy Committee Charter as
revised. The Motion passed unanimously.

NEWSBRIEFS REVIEW. At the August 22, 1980 meeting of TAB OpCom, TAB
Staff Secretary Engelson was requested to investigate the alternatives of effec-
tively presenting TAB information to TAB and S/C AdComs, and report back to
TAB OpCom at this meeting, after concluding an investigation and consultation
with IEEE Public Relations Committee before making final recommendations.
Dr. Engelson advised that a survey was made of the effectiveness of this
periodical and that his conelusion was that in the future it would be best to
issue it only when necessary. During discussion, it was suggested that EE might
be utilized for issuing newsworthy information to the active volunteers. It was
moved that:

NEWSBRIEFS be published aperiodically to con-
vey information as necessary, and that it cease
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ESMI L. BIDSTRUP

Steve:

Here is the vote on the SSIT petition.
I'm planning to NOT include it in the

minutes unless ordered to do so. TI'll

only show the actual count for, opposed
and abgentions. Okay?

12/10 eb
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TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD

DECEMBER 4, 198¢ MEETING ATTENDANCE

TAB OPCOM

Vice President, Technical Activities

Division Directors

Director, Division |
Director, Division Il
Director-Elect, Division Il
Director, Division Il
Director, Division IV

Director-Elect, Division IV
Director, Division V
Director, Division VI
Director-Elect, Division VI
Director, Division Vil

Director, Standards Activitfies

TA3 Committees Adminisiration

Chairman., TAB Development Committees Administration
Chairman, TAB Operations Committees Adminisiration
Chairman, TAB Technology Committees Administration
Chairman, TAB Finance Committee

TAB Staff Secretary

SOCIETIES/COUNCIL PRESIDENTS* '

Robert E. Larson

Jose B. Cruz, Jr. ~NFE S
F. A: (Tony) Furfarisees w2 4.
J. Barry Oakes

E. J. Uack) Doyle & S
Lawrence K. Anderson e

Allan C. Schell
Dick Simmons AL ST41~
Thelma Estrin xXc/
Henry L. Bachman
James B. Owens

~O
£/

Irvin N. Howeil, Jr.

Richard W. Damon St
Lawrence K. Anderson ===

G. P. Rodrigue \[E/‘
Cyril J. Tunis AD yrn~

Irving Engelson

74

e G B

Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing Society
Aerospace and Electronic Systems Society

Antennas and Propagation
Broadcast, Cable and Consumer Electronics Society
Circuits and Systems Society

Communications Society
Components, Hybrids and Manufacturing Technology Society
Computer Society

Control Systems Society

Council on Oceanic Engineering
Education Society
Electrical Insulation Society

Electromagnetic Compatibility Society
Electron Devices Scciety

Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society

Engineering Management Society

Geoscience and Remote Sensing Society

Industrial Electronics and Control Instrumentation Society
Industry Applications Society

Information Theory Group

Instrumentation and Measurement Society
Magnetics Society

Microwave, Theory and Techniques Society
Nuclear and Plasma Sciences Society

Power Engineering Society

Professional Communication Society

Quantum Electronics and Applications Society
Reliability Society

Solid State Circuits Council

Sonics and Ultrasonics Group
Systems, idan and Cybernetics Society
Vehicular Technology Society

* - if not otherwise indicated

Charles M. Rader No

Rudolf A. Stampfl /A 47 AN
B. Richard Climie - President-Elect
Richard C. Johnson A 8 g3 A«

— Cm—

Carl F. Kurth A7 ©@
Stephen W. Director - President-Elect

prum—— dppm—a

John H. Powers az0O

Tse-yun Feng JT A
Richard E. Merwin - Preside%?—tqecf * /
Russeil E. Theisen - Treasurer

James 5. Meditch A8 STAN

Harold W. Sorenson - Vice President Az ©
Donald M. Bolle - President-Elect LIV
B. A. Eisenstein - Secretary-Treasurer
Harry R. Sheppard (»)

William B. Penn - President-Elect
William E. Cory - EMC Board of Directors ==
Matt Kuhn AL D 2
Frederick H. DiIT, Jr. - Vice President

Morton D. Schwariz A4 8 IT /AW

Charles B. Stott X&7s

J. David Irwin (o]

James H. Beall ” Ve

George F. Bobart - President-Elect

LLee D. Davisson A ST A (Ve
A. Ray Howland - President-Elect ~NDO
James M. Lommel - President-Elect -
Stephen F. Adam A/ O N~ O

J. Leon Shohet M & 7 p

John E. Barkle s

Bertrand 8. Peariman A/ O ;
Richard G. Smith - President-Elect s¢ & <
Thaddeus I.. Requlinski

Naomi J. McAfee - Vice President v&/
W. David Pricer \gt /

Thomas W. Bristol - President-Elect & O
S. Basheer Ahmed s

Roger D. Madden \‘{ g/
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TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD {Coni'd)

STANDING TAB COMMITTEE CHAIRMEN*

Committee on Large Scale Systems
Committee on Man and Radiation
Committee on Social Implications of Technology
Energy Committee

Environmental Quality Committee

TAB Awards and Recognition Committee
TAB Finance Committee

TAB Meetings Committee

TAB Search Committee

Technical Appraisal Committes
Transnational Relations Committee

James D. Palmer \(L‘ 5 -

John M. Osepchuk - Member s
Stephen H. Unger v es
Hilton U. Brown csr
Bernard H. Manheimer ’

J. Barry Oakes A/ 6 NP

Cyril Jo TUNIS

David C. Hartmann N & 7
Richard W. Damon ey

Stanley Winkler

LIAISON REPRESENTATIVES

RAB Liaison Representative to TAB

Robert W. House

_PARTICIPATING STAFF

Manager, TAB General Activities
Recording Secretary

Esmi L. Bidstrup
Ruth Tabak

GUESTS/OBSERVERS

Acting Manager, TAB Committees

Vice President, Publications Board

Director, History Center, IEEE

Chairman, Organizing Committee - IEEE Transactions
on Medical Imaging

* - if not otherwise indicated

Audrey R. Bickei
Theodore H. Bonn
Robert Friedel

Eli Fromm

e e e e



THE INSTITUTE OF
ELecTRICAL AND
ELectroNICS

%  ENGINEERS,INC.
VICE PRESIDENT, TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES PLEASE REPLY TO:
Dr. Robert E. Larson 26515 Anacapa Drive
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022
(415) 494.1165
December 10, 1980
TO: IEEE Executive Committee
FROM: Robert E. Larson, Vice President, Technical Activities

SUBJECT: Petition to Form an IEEE Society on Social Implications
of Technology

Background

As of December 1, 1980, IEEE Headquarters had received better than 800
signatures on a petition to form an IEEE Society on Social Implications
of Technology. A sample petition is attached. Names of more than 100
petitioners have been checked, and it has been ascertained that these
people are IEEE members in good standing other than Students, and that
the petition is valid in accordance with IEEE Bylaw 502.2.

At its meeting of December 4, 1980, the IEEE Technical Activities Board
voted to recommend that the IEEE Executive Committee approve the peti-
tion for the formation of a Society on Social Implications of Technology
and that the Society be organized along the general lines in the draft
Constitution which was included in the agenda book. The motion passed
with 16 in favor, 15 opposed and 9 abstentions. A copy of the draft Con-
stitution is attached.

Financial Implications

IEEE Bylaw 502.8 stipulates:

"There shall be provided for each new Society matching funds of
one dollar ($1.00) for each dollar of income derived by the
Society from the membership fees during the first two years".

It is estimated that this support will be in the area of $20,000 a year
for the two-year period. It should be noted that the Committee on Social
Implications of Technology has received direct and indirect IEEE support
for the last eight years. The direct support has averaged $5,000 a year
for the last few years. The indirect (staff) support for this proposed
Society will be considerably less than for CSIT.

(Cont'd)



IEEE Executive Committee -2- : December 9, 1980

Action Requested

That the IEEE Executive Committee approve the formation of an IEEE
Society on Social Implications of Technology and request that a
definitive proposal for a Society Constitution be submitted within six
months, along with recommendations from the Technical Activities Board
as well as other major cognizant entities such as PUB, RAB and USAB.

REL:Bc
Att.



March 28, 1980
Petition io E: rm an IEEE Society on Sccial e
implications of Technology

The undersigned IEEE members hereby petition the Executive Cormittee
the IEEE to authorize the formation of a Societv on Social Implications

h

(e}

of Technology.

y The purposes of the Society are to develop and promote understanding
of the interaction between technology and society, to enhance our Knowledge
of the benefits and detriments of technological options, to support the
engineer in the exercise of ethical responsibilities, and to discover and
promote means to make technology better serve society.

These purposes will be pursued by publishing a transactions, by
publishing a newsletter, by holding meetings and conferences, and/or by
any other activities appropriate.for encouraging analysis, communication,
discussion, and action relating to social implications of technology.

The interests and activities of the present IEEE Committee on Social
Implications of Technology, including publicaticn of TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY,

will be assumed by the new Society.

Lt}

IEEE Member

Signature Name (please print) ; Number (zbove
student grade)
{.=
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— e N5
Please return signed petitions Stephen H. Unger

as. soon as possible to: 225 Cambridge Ave.
x Englewocod, NJ 07631

TECHNOLOGY AND SCCIETY, MARCH 1980
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Reccommendation of TAB Ad Hoc Committee on the Formation of an Entity
on Social Implications of Technology

November 31, 1980

The Ad Hoc Committee recommends that TAB now enhance and unify the
IEEE's overall consideration of the social implications of technology
by approving Scociety status for the activity, and that that it be
organized and operated as set forth in the proposed constitution
submitted herewith.

The following points are presented in support of this recommendation

1. There will be Divisional Members of the Society AdCom: one AdCom
Member, having full vecting rights, will be appointed by each of the
(currently) 7 divisional Directors.

2. There will be 9 Members-At-Large on the AdCom, elected by <the
Society members.

3. With the addition of the Society Officers, immediate past
President, Publications Chairman and Chapter Representative (the Vice
Ppesident and Secretary are to be chosen from among the current AdCom
Members), the total number of voting AdCom members will be between 16
and 21.

4 .. Presidents of IEEE Groups and Societies are invited to appoint
lia3ison members, who will participate on the AdCom as Associate Members
without vote.

5. The balancec¢ structure set forth above will give the new society
much of the character of a council and will thereby serve to ensure

A~ -~ .
vilQ v e

5.1. A conservative and technological quality will exist in the
make-up of the AdCom.

5.2. TAB consensus on any issue will receive due consideration in
the decision processes of tne AdCom in its formal acticns on
Society matters, publications, position statements and position
papers. :

o
w

_ Betions of “he AdCom --therefore of the Society-- Mot
generally be consonant with the consensus of TAB and with-the
aims and objectives of the IEEE.

A¢ Hoc Committee

Stephen #. Unger (Chazirman)

oA T 05U - ok

Jack Jatlow

Donald L. Sehilling

Jilliam H. Underwcod .
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Proposed Cons%titution for IEEE Scciety on Socizl lmplications of
Technology

November 11, 1980
Article 1. Name and Objectives

Section 1. This organization shall be known as the IEEE Society on
Social Implications of Technology (SSIT). )

{

Lagh

Section 2. The Society's purposes shall be scientific, literary and
educa“ional in character. The Scciety shall strive for the
appliczticn of science for the beneficial use of mankind and for the
intenance of high professional and e“h*cal standards among it

all in consonance with the Constitution and Bylaws of the
with special attention to suech aims wﬁwh‘n the field of

of the Scciety, as hereinafter defined.
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ion 3. The Society shall promote close cooperation and exchange of
rmation pertinent to its field of interest among its members and
ers, and %o this end shall hold meetings for the presentation of
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parers and their discussion, and shall study and provide for the
needs of its members and affiliates.

Sec:*on 4, All provisions of the Society shall be in consonance with
the Conssitution and Bylaws of the IEEE.

Section 5. The IEEE SSIT supercdedes the IEEE Committee on Social
Implications of Technology (CSIT) and shall assume its various
functions as appropriate, within the Bylaws of the Societly, including
publication of Technology and Society and responsibility for the Award
for Qutstanding Service in the Public Interest. The subscription 1list
for Technology and Society will be used as an initial basis for
membership in the Society in conscnance with the memtership standards

P
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Artiecle .11, . Field .of Interest

The field of interes: of the society snall be the impact of technology
(2s embodied by the fields of interest of IEEE) on scciely, including
pcth positive and negative effects, the impact of scciety c¢n the
engineering profession, and professional, social and econonmic
responsibility in the practice of engineering and its related
tecnnelegy.

Article 11I. Membership

Section 1. IEEE members in any grade may beccme Members of the Society
upon zpplication and payment of fees as prescribed in the Bylaws.
Section 2. The Society may have Affiliates and Honorary Members as
prescr

ibed in the.Bylaws.

Section 3. Trere may be special categories of membership with



appropriate fees, as specified in the IEEE Bylaws. E (j\

Section

Article IV. Finances

1. The Society shall collect from'its membersifees as

prescribed in the Bylaws.

Sec*‘on
meetin

2. the Society may make registration charges at its Society
, symposia, conferences and conventions. The registration fee

for nonmembers of the IEEE may be higher than for IEEE members or
affiliztes. .

Section
adver<t

3. The Society may raise revenues by other means, such as
R 1

ising, shows and requests for contributions, provided such

means are consistent with applicable rules and regulatiocns, and do not
encroach on revenue fields previously established by other Groups,
Sociecties, or Sections. Any new revenue means nct expliecitly covered

by 1EEE
of IEEE

Section
(AdCom)

il

Rty

1435

1.4,

el

1.8,

rules and regulztions must be approved by the General Manager
before Ibeing adopted by the Societly.

rticle V. Administration

1 The Society shall be managed by an Administrative Committee

&

with the following composition:

there are 7) shall appoint a representative to serve a two year
term on the Society s AdCcm. uch a2ppointment shall be mads
effective coincident with the start of that director s %term of
service on TAB. Preferably, such appointments should be made
from among the members of the Society, but, in any event, z2ll
AdCom members must be members of the Socievy while in office.

Divisional Members: Each Divisional Director (currently <:
J

Elected Members: 9 Society members, elected at large by the
members of the Scciety for 3 year terms, no more than 2 of which
may be consecutive. (Eligibility is restored after z lapse of one
year.) Terms of 3 elected members shall elapse every year.
Special arrangements to a"hieve this effect will be made during the
initial election of officers. Nine will be elected, with the

3 receiving the most votes serving 3 year terms, She 3 with the
next largest vote %totals serving 2 year terms, and the remaining

3 serving one vear terms.)

The Society Officers, if tney are not members by provisiocns

1.1, V.2 or 1.4,

The immediate past President shall serve on the AdCom until replaced
by a successor. (Thnis pcst shall remain vacant until the second
President takes cffice.)

The Chairman of %the Publications Committee, if nct an AdCom
member in scme other capacity. (\ﬁ_)

The Chapter Representative, if not an AdCom member in some
other capacity.



Section 2. The Officers of the Society shall be the President, the
Vice President, The Secretary and the Treasurer. The offices of
Secre-ary and Treasursr may be combined and held by one individual as
Secretary-Treasurer.

"+
1ll voting privilieges:,

Section 4 Each Of
e fo rerm of office.

er and AdCom member mus%t be a member of

Section 5. Organizationzl entities suobordinate tc the AdCom may be
formad as prescribed in the Bylaws.

Section 6. +the President and Vice President of the Society shall each
be =lected annually by the AdCom for a one-year term. Each may de
re-a2lected, but no more than 2 terms shall be consecutive.

n &%, 299 lquplifydormit e pasisions of! PresidentyopaVice

v, a person must have served at least one year on the AdCom
during “he past 6 years. (This provision shall not be ‘effective unti
IS

he Society has been in operation for 3 years.) In order to help keep

the AdCom at a manageable size, the Vice President shall be chosen
from among those already designated a2s AdCom members by virtue of
provisions 1.1, 1.2 or 1.4. The Presiden®: may or may not be in this
category.

Ssction 8. The retiring Presiden% shall serve as Past-President until
displaced by a successor.

Section 9. The newly elected AdCom members, President and Vice Presiden%
shall assume office. on the first day of Jenuary.

Section 10. A Secretary shall be appointed from among the AdCom
mempers by the President with the advice and consent of AdCom for a
term of one year, and may be so reappointed without limict.

Section 11. A& Treasurer (or Secretary-treasurer; if this option is
chosen then Section 10 above is void) shall be appointed by the
President with the advice and consent of AdCom for a term of one year
and may be reappointed without limit. This Officer need not have
current or prior tenure as an AdCom member. Because of the
complexities of budgeting and fiscal interfaces with IEEE, some
continuity in the office of Treasurer is desirable.

Section12. <The (fallaowing,

if not members of AdCom in other
capacities, shall te Associate

Members of the AdCom having no vote:
de et Bigison i
or Groups.

12.2. Chairmen of Society comaitte

[¢]

S.

72.3. Special appointees desiznated by “he President with the

nembers appointed by presidents of other IEEE Socisti

icn 3. All categories of AdCom members defined in Section 1 shall

e

<

e

have

S
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advice and consent of AdCom. The number of these shall be
kept $o a minimum,

s

Section 13. Duties and responsibilities of the Officers shall be as
defined hereinunder and in the Bylaws and as delineated by the AdCom.

Section. 14. The President, under the direction of the AdCom, shall
have general supervision of the affairs of the Society. He shall
preside at meetings of the AdCom, at general meetings of the Society,
and have such other powers and perform such other duties as may be
previded in .the Society Bylaws, or as may be delegated to him by the
AdCon. :

Section 15. The President shall be an ex officio member of all
comznittees of the Society. He is a member of the IEEE Tecnnical
Activities Board and, when notified of a meeting of said Board, he
shall ensure representation of the Society a2t such meeting by himself
or by an alternate. If an alternate cannot be found, the President
shall present the views of the Society by a letter of proxy.

Sectinn 16. The AdCom may establish s*anding or ad hoc committees as

_prescribed in “he Bylaws, including both functional committees (e.g. 2

Awards, Chapters, Membership, Nominations) and technical committees.

Technical committees within the Society may be established as needed %o

develop specific areas of the field of interest. All appointments to

comnittee and similar posts will be for a term not to exceed one year.

Committee reaprpointment can be made without limit. In the event that <;

i

reappointments are not made, and the affected committees and/or
similar posts are not formally dissolved, past appointments shall
continue until successors are appointed and take office or until the
cormittees and/or similar posts are dissolved.

Section 17. The AdCom may utilize the services of Headquarters as

bursar for all or part of thne Society funds. If any part of the

Society funds is received and deposited separately, the terms and

conditions shall be in accordance with IEEE policies and subject to

the provisions of the Society Bylaws and to any special limitations "
imposed by the AdCon.

Section 18. Neither the Society nor any Officer or representative
thereof shall have any authority to contract debts for, pledge the
eredit of, or in any way bind the IEEE except within prior approved
budgets.

Article VI. Nomination and Election of AdConm

Section VY. The nom’natAug procedure for Elected Members of AdCom

shall include provision for petition by Society Members to place a name
on the ballot. The election procedure shall be prescribed in the
Bylaws

Section 2. Vacancies on the AdCom may be filled by appointments as
prescribed in the Bylaws. (\_

b

Article VII. Meetings
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Section 1. The Society may hold meetings, conferences, symposia or

conventions, either alone or in cooperation with Sectional, Regional

or Na“ional Conventicn Committees of the IEZE, or other tecnnical or
scholarly orzanizations, subjeet %to IEZE rules and regulztions.

Secsion 2. Meetings and conferences of the Society shall be open on an

equal basis %o all members of the IEEE. The Society may not sponsor

or cosponsor a meeting which is subject to security clearance.

Section 3. The AdCom shall hold at least 2 meetings each year, one of
which shall be designated the Annual Meeting, at a time specified in
the Bylaws. ther mestings of %he AdCom shall be held a such times as
are found necessary and/cr convenient. Special meetings of the AdCom
may be cailsd by the President cf the Society at his own-.discretion or
upon request of 3 other mempers of the AdCom with at least 30 days'

ection 4. A quorum of the AdCom shall be a majority of those members
aving voting rights

Section 5. A majority of the legal votes cast by those members of
*he AdCom za%tending a meeting snall be necessary forfitheteconduct ot
its business except as otherwise specified in this consti i

Section 6. Business of the AdCom may be handled by correspondence,
“elephone, cr telegraph as appropriate in the opinion ofithe D f2eer
- concerned. When such business involves actions not having the prior
approval by majority voie of the AdCom, or is outside its normal
policy, approval by'major'*y vote is necessary, unless otherwise
provided. Telephone acts are to be confirmed promptly in writing.

Article VIII. ' Publications

ion 1. Publications undertaken by the Society shall be subject %o
policiss and %o any further guidance or controls prescribed by
£dCom or itz 'duly evpoinced committessRy s ThetSoe P*y shall be

ible for %the financial aspects of its publication program.
Section 2. The Presiden%, with the advice and consent of the AdCom,
shall appoin%t such editors as may be required %o implement the
i z-ion program. The duties of an editor, and his compensation,

in
'if any, shall be prescribed in the Bylaws.

rticle IX. Bylaws

Section 1. Bylaws governing the conduct of the affairs af the ScelierZy
shall be in consonance with She governing laws and policies of IEEE

andé “he cons%itution. They may be adopted and amended by a two-thirds
vote of the AdConm., b

\\

\\

s-atement of 2 proposed Bylaw or amendment and ™
sal shall be given %o all AdCom and Scciety
ys before the vots is to be tallied. Inclusion /

ation circulated %o all Society meambers sk all de——

Seetion 2. & comple
the reasons for its
ers at leas“ 30
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considered adequate notice to Society members.

Section 3. A new bylaw or amendment shall become effective only after
a copy has been deposited with the chairman and Secretary of the IEEE
Technical Activities Board.

Section 4. A vote on adoption or amendment of the Bylaws may be taken
in an AdCom mee%ting or by letier ballot of AdCom members at the option
of the Society President.

Section 5. -If the vote is taken in meeting, AdCom members may vote
in person or by duly delegated alternate.

Section 6.00If «a letter ballet is selécted, at least 30 days shall be
allowed for response.

Article X. Constitutional Amendments

ion 1. -Amendments to-this Constitution may be initiated by -
ion submitted %o the President by a minimum of 40 members of the
y or by 2/3 majority vote of the AdCom. Each proposed amendment
4 be transmitted for administrative approval to the IEEE Technical
Activities Board (TAB) and to the Executive Committee of the IEEE. If
approved by TAB and the Executive Committee, the proposed amendment
shall be published in a Society publication distributed to all Society
memoers with notice thas it goes into effect unless 40 or more Sociely
members object in writing within 30 days. If such objections are
received, a copy of the proposed amendment shall be mailed with a
ballot to all members of the Society at least 30 days before the date
appointed for return of the ballots, and the ballots shall ecarry a
statement of the %time 1limit for their return to the IEEE office.
Approval of the amendment by at least two-thirds of the bzllots
legally cast shall be necessary for its enactment. For each petition
submitted, the AdCom shall prepare summary statements. for and against
the proposed amendment and a recommendation in the form of a vote of
the AdCom concerning its adoption. The summary statements and
reccmmendations shall be %transmitted along with the petition to the
IEEE TAB and Executive Committee, and shall appear along with he
proposed amendment when the latter is published for Socciety
considerztion.
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Section 2. All amendments to the Constitution shall become effective
30 days after all necessary approvals and notifications, unless a later
date has been specified at the time the vote is taken.
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Mr.

R. W. Damon

R. W. Lucky THE INSTITUTE OF

E. W. Ernst ELECTRICAL AND

R. J. Gowen ELECTRONICS

T. H. Bonn ENGINEERS, INC.

L. K. Wilson

R. E. Larson TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES BOARD

C. A. Eldon

D. C.J. Poortviiet COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF TECHNOLOGY

L. Young :
e. Herz 229 (”ambm% A

r{;éto

Englewood, NJ 07631

December 19, 1980

Dr. Larry K. Wilson
1115 Grandview Drive.
Nashville, TN 37204

Dear Dr. Wilson:

At ‘its January meeting, the Executive Committee will be considering a petition to
form an IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology.

The Executive Committee Agenda includes a draft constitution proposed by a TAB
Ad Hoc Committee consisting primarily of representatives of IEEE Societies that
initially opposed the formation of a Society as called for in the petition. It is sig-
nificant that after careful deliberation, this Committee was unanimous in its positive
recommendation that a Society on Social Implications of Technology should indeed
be formed.

The enclosed recent issue of TECHNOLOGY & SOCIETY may be helpful in providing
additional background concerning IEEE's past activities in this area through CSIT. If
I can be of assistance in supplying any further information on this matter, please

do not hesitate to call on me.

Yours truly,

,Lfl/ﬁ/aﬁ/’)?/ . @Z /(//7

Stephen H. Unger

Chairman CSIT

Phone Home: 201-567-5923
Office: 212-280-3107

MLR/amh

Sent to the Executive Committee Board Members
BCC: A. Bickel ‘
E. Bidstrup
R.J. Bogumil
I. Engelson
F. Kotasek
S. Unger
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TAB approves CSIT's
request for Society status
f \“. .
/ A k o) ~ &
SR
g \/3\ The Technical Activities Board
Tk “\; (\)" (TAB) has approved the petition VITRRAC IR LI
N/ - f”f)\ st VET
\ \* A of IEEE's Committee on the Myl Bt
7\ ‘ | - o NS = e N L]
/ \ \'\/ Social Implications of Technology i U { L j
o

(CSIT) to be upgraded to
Society status. The request
was to be passed on to the
Executive Committee)@e— u)}\AOh rmuct 6‘\/9— the .Qo(. “‘Q
Mgina& appm\/&g o croaie o S\ \i:é a-€
Soctad Tmplicandmo
CSIT first brought its Techn&c‘&%-

request to TAB in July

(dee THE INSTITUTE, October

1980, p.4). TAB directed that

an ad hoc committee be formed

to detail the structure of

such an entity and to draft

its constitution. The ad

hoc committee was chaired

by CSIT Chairman Stephen o
H;ugn%:zgp§§§§§§2f1;§;;é§f three
M‘to/%ﬂe Society
request;%William H. Underwood,
representing the Power Engineering
Society; F.A. Furfari, Division
IT Director; and Jack L.Jatlow,

represi!énting the Engineering

{
Mana.gxtément Society—&and a



supporterngonald L. Schilling,
president of the Communications
Society.

The ad hoc committee
unanimously recommended upgrading
CSIT to a Society after

) \C howoever, only narowl
agreeing on a constitution TPBP a\j;;eeé. o (e&‘:\kx\'\m i 3

o S

o\

cSmmtec ¢ ha\emen vo%nj
O to

The novel constitution
changed the minds of some
of the opponents to the effort
because it givgs the Society

some aspects of an IEEE Council,

ccording Yo Yha Shcuchune it ou\inons )
Dr. Unger sald\a;@]

e Society's administrative committee
#=my would consist of seven members
appointed by the Division
Directors and nine membergglg*
elected by the general Society
membership. (A Society's administrative committee
Zggee- usually has only elected

c
members; a Cou}xél is made 7 /.

uplg/ of appointed representativej.\,) P
Also, any Society president
would be allowed t0 appoint
a nonﬁw’rbt&ing liason representative
to the adminstrative committee.
As g for the current
CSIT, said Dr. Unger, "I think
this is something we can live with

very well, as we do have some

T e
Society wx=rxss appointees e



in CSIT now, some of whom
are very aetive."

He said that he is optimistic
that thef;;i proposal will

be approved by the Executive

Committee.
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. ELectronics
ENGINEERS,INC
345 EAST 47th STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017
TECHNICAL ACTIVITIES

TELEPHONE: 644-7868 December 29, 1980

To: Robert E. Larson
Vice President, IEEE Technical Activities

From: Esmi L. Bidstrup }(
Subject: Petition to Form An IEEE Society On Sociai Implications of
Technology

We have now checked the names of people who have signed th
Petition to Form an IEEE Society on Social Implications of

e

Technology, as of December 23, 1°80.

The total number of IEEE members in good standing, (excluding

Students) is 824, and the break-out by member grade is as

follows:
Fellows 55
Senior Members 188
Members 562
Associates 19
Total 324

Of these 824 IEEE members, 715 belong to one or more IEEE
Societies.

The signed petitions are available at IEEE Headgquarters, i
Technical Activities Department.

ELB/rg

cc: R. Bogumil
H. Brown, III
I[. Engelson
E. Herz
G. Rodrigue 4
s Sirjani/////
S. Unger

0

the
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229 Ganmbridge Ave,
Enzlewood, NI 07631

December 31, 1080

Dr, Bernard Friedlend

Kearfott Div,, Singer Co,

1150 MeBride ave,

Little Falls, New Jersey 07424

Dear Bernie:
I mueh appreciate your recent supportive letters,

The proposal for the new Scelety will go to tre Executive Committee
on-Tanuary 12, and we think chancee for aponroval are good, At

this polnt, I suess the most effective way for you to hel would

be to write to the Exesutive Gommittee (oerhavs to Dilek Damon- who
supported us at TAE-CpCom) or to phone some member of the Executive
Committee that you know, Rob Lueky, Fud Eldon, Larry “illson,and

Ed Ernst and Dick Poort Bliet are those with unknown positions,
Dick Gowen is rrobably for us, but I'm not certain and he could be
& key man, In the donper run, sinee TAP wil1l orobably zet involved
arain at a later stage ir tire proges=, it would be useful if the
Control System Society could be rersuaded to sup-ort us (I believe
they abstalned at the December TAPE meeting), At a more mundane
level, ecirculeting our T&S subscrirtion form among colleagues is

2 way to bulld our strength in a fundamentsl way, I hope you will
consider becom%ﬂn actlve CSIT meuber again, You might begin by coming
L0 our next meeting on Saturday, January 17, 10:15 a,m., in tre EE
Conference room (1306A) at Columbia, You would be moat weloome,

Reparding Irwin Feerst, I can only say that my view of him « s mueh

like yours, but closer observation has shown me that he is predominantly
a force{fr divisiveness, His maln targets sre those in IEEE most

active on behalf of the causes that Feerst says he 1s for: e,g. Bob -
Rivers, Leo Young, Frank Lord, Vie Zourides, Pob Bruce., His tactiecs

are unpriveipalled and viecious,

I wish you @ Hapoy New Year,

Pest regards,

Sterhen H, Unger



229 Cambridee Avenue
ruglewood, New Jersey UT631
Degember 31, 1980
Dy, Robert E, Larson
2651% ‘n=eson Hrive
Los Altos Hills, California C4022
_ De‘r Bobi
I thougtt that the enclcsed letter (to a. e » in tle Decenber
issue of T4&3) might be useful amflunition st the ureoming Exesutive
-Jommittee meeting in oormection with the proposal on Lre new
soclety.
Beat wishes for = hacpy new ye w»,

Yoyp Aruly,

chen H, Unger
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From the desk of - ---
MONA L. REISMAN

Jan. 21, 1981

Dear Steve,

Attached please find a summary of the minutes
of the Executive Board Meeting (which I read
you over the phone), and the section of the
minutes itself which referred to CSIT.

T —

€C: F. Kotasek
J. Bogumil
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(3) Bylaws 301,12 and 301,18 - _Reimburscement of Expenses for Directors.

The Troasurer was XO<1U\‘\tt.u Tto submit, tor conshderation at the,
April meeting, proposcd Bylaw revisions relative to travel rein-
bursement for Revional hirectors and, in parallel, for Divisional
S f’ Directors. The Treasurer will be invited to attend the TAB meeting
/\ 94 in February to rcccivc'rAﬂ'comncnts in this resard.

" ~
////Ei/ﬂgonsidorution of Provoscd New-and Rewised IEEE Poiicy Statements

A. Recommended for Adoption by Board of Dircctors

(1) Addition to Policy Statement 9.9 - Sponsorship of TCEE Meetinas, .
n s S = s 7 =
! ]R“7 Contoronces and pympostia, derining Tiscal accountapnility for
i ~hose activitices, as modified at the meeting.
B,  AKcrioWw Deferred
(17 Adddrtion ta Palicy btatemens 10.6 - Travel Funds for Haio - Boards
L §

’)
Pf,
»

s

—
et
(9

and Committees, outlining use ot PTlVJlk direratt by sta
volunteers on IEEE business, with modifi
was approved in principle ror review by
consideration by ExecCom at its Febd 1

ations made at © Tty
cegal go&nscl and further -

4

(2) Proposcd Addition to Policy Statement 9.10 - Iny itational Meetings.
o h41 TAB was requested to review the entire Policy Statement 9.10 with
|;5§/ special attention given to existing patragraph C and proposed para-
graph G of that Policy, with the intent of maintaining distinction
between invitational and open mectings. 5

B L Ts o

- i ae Sy 0} G APy 1y 3
Craronicnc Y. 9 - SHonsorTSNLD

(3) Proposed Additional Revisions to
o1 IELE mectings, Conferences a '
.5 Conventions Committee and the
ﬂﬁ , to study the problem of tne 1
conferences and conventions,
consideration at the April me

Regional

d X
eting, T“CO”““HI‘E modifi
Poliesy Statement 9.80010 make Conforo ¢/Convention £i
ing and loan rcpayments morc cri 1V«

6. Control of Travel Expenses.t The Treasurer wuas requested to submit, for
ch'.n at the February ExccCom mecting, draft of notl £
tanding Committces and Boards reminding then gf. the )
trn\cl costs and the need to exercise controls in’all arcas ©
to minimize these costs in 1981.
- Travel Funds for Credentials Committee. Tile sum of $3K was allocate 2d rrom
Tus1 Contingency Funds to cover travel expenscs for the Credentials Committee.

...H\IOI. aof Hl] Socioty on Saoial Il “Ciwh.\' of fechnolony, The forma-

I
Cion of SSIT was approved subject to (1) submission of a tormml Constitution l——””'

within six months, tosether with reeomnendat ions from TAB, EAB, PUB, RAB and
?_ “hﬁ’ USAB, (3) clarification of the field of znterest and method of operation
¢ {, /‘47 to avoid conflict with responsibilities dlrcdi\ assigned to USAB and other
5 existing entities of the IELE, and (3) the ficld of interest to include the
< the relationship of the historical dcvclonncnt of clectrotechnology and its

impact on socicty.
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9. Allocation of Travel Funds for Credentials Committee. Vice President
Gowen moved that funding of $3K from 1981 Contingency Funds be provided
for Credentials Committee operations. (Unanimously approved.)

10. Formation of IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology (SSIT).
Vice President Larson moved for approval to form a new Society on Social
Implications of Technology, recommended by TAB, subject to submission of
a formal Constitution within six months, together with recommendations
from TAB, EAB, PUB, RAB and USAB.

Treasurer Eldon amended Vice President Larson's motion to approve forma-

tion of SSIT subject to clarification of its field of interest and method
of operation to avoid conflict with responsibilities already assigned to

USAB and other existing entities of the IEEE.

Vice President Bonn further amended the motion to include in- the field
of interest the relationship of the historical development of electro-
technology and its impact on society.

President Damon called for a vote on Vice President Larson's motion, as
amended by Treasurer Eldon and Vice President Suran, which was unani-
mously approved.

The Bylaws provide that each new Society receive matching funds of $1.00
for each dollar of income derived from Society membership fees during the
first two years. It was estimated that $20K each year will be required
for financial support of this Society over the two-year period.

11. COMAR Documentary Film on Microwaves. Vice President Larson presented
a COMAR proposal, recommended by TAB OpCom, calling for development of
a documentary film for educational TV on the biological effects of RF
waves, to be developed through solicitation of funds in the amount of
$130K from outside sources and $20K from interested IEEE entities. He
moved that the proposal be approved, that solicitation efforts be coordi-
nated through the IEEE Public Relations staff under the supervision of the
General Manager, and that distribution plans for the film be examined with
those costs included in the proposed budget.

Vice President Gowen amended the motion to specify that approval of the
COMAR proposal is given with the understanding that the film present a
truly balanced viewpoint worthy of the IEEE, with technical advisory
mechanisms to be determined by TAB and USAB. The amended motion was
unanimously approved. ‘

The Executive Committee concurred with Executive Director Herz' under-
standing that (1) the amount of funding to be solicited may include
distribution costs, (2) there will be no solicitation of funds from
individual members of IEEE, (3) the IEEE Foundation will not be involved
with the solicitation program, and (4) the essence of the film's theme
will be presented in a one-page summary to the Executive Committee.

Luncheon Recess. The meeting recessed for luncheon at 12:25 p.-m. and recon-
vened at 1:25 p.m.

12. Proposed Procedures for IEEE Budget Deficit Situations. Vice President
Larson reported that TAB approved a resolution of the Computer Society
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William C. Farrell

C&P Telephone Company of MD
One East Pratt St., Rm. 714
Baltimore, MD 21202

Dear Bill:

At the recent Executive Committee meeting the TAB proposal to
create a Society on the Social Implications of Technology was referred
to USAB for a clarification of apparent ambiguities between the pro-
posed scope of this society and the activities of USAB as noted in
the attached excerpt from the Executive Committee Summary (item 8).

In particular, concern was expressed for overlap in the areas of
ethics, economic, and professional concerns.

I ask that you and your council consider this matter and provide
a recommendation for USAB as quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

,,. = =
Richard J. Gowen
Vice President for

Professional Activities

RJG/ jkg

Attach.

cc: Dick Damon
Jack Doyle
Steve Unger
Leo Fanning
Eric Herz



(3) Bylaws 301.12 and 301.13 - Reimbursement of Expenses for Directors.
The Treasurer was requested to submit, for consideration at the
April meeting, proposed Bylaw revisions relative to travel reim-
bursement for Regional Directors and, in parallel, for Divisional
Directors. The Treasurer will be invited to attend the TAB meeting
in February to receive TAB comments in this regard.

5. Consideration of Proposed New-and Revised IEEE Policy Statements

A. Recommended for Adoption by Board of Directors

(1) Addition to Policy Statement 9.9 - Sponsorship of IEEE Meetings,
Conferences and Symposia, defining fiscal accountability for
these activities, as modified at the meeting.

B. Action Deferred

(1) Addition to Policy Statement 10.6 - Travel Funds for Major Boards
and Committees, outlining use of private aircraft by staff and
volunteers on IEEE business, with modifications made at the meeting,
was approved in principle for review by legal counsel and further
consideration by ExecCom at its February meeting.

(2) Proposed Addition to Policy Statement 9.10 - Invitational Meetings.
TAB was requested to review the entire Policy Statement 9.10 with
special attention given to existing paragraph C and proposed para-
graph G of that Policy, with the intent of maintaining distinction
between invitational and open meetings.

(3) Proposed Additional Revisions to Policy Statement 9.9 - Sponsorship
of IEEE Meetings, Conferences and Symposia. The RAB Major Regional
Conventions Committee and the TAB Meetings Committee were directed
to study the problem of the lack of financial reporting from many
conferences and conventions, and to submit to the ExecCom, for
consideration at the April meeting, recommended modifications to
Policy Statement 9.9 to make Conference/Convention financial report-
ing and loan repayments more effective.

6. Control of Travel Expenses.: The Treasurer was requested to submit, for
review at the February ExecCom meeting, draft of notice to Chairmen of all
Standing Committees and Boards reminding them of the sharply increased

travel costs and the need to exercise controls in all areas of the Institute
to minimize these costs in 1981.

7. Travel Funds for Credentials Committee. The sum of $3K was allocated from
1981 Contingency Funds to cover travel expenses for the Credentials Committee.

8. Formation of IEEE Society on Social Implications of Technology. The forma-
tion of SSIT was approved subject to (1) submission of a formal Constitution
within six months, together with recommendations from TAB, EAB, PUB, RAB and
USAB, (2) clarification of the field of interest and method of operation
to avoid conflict with responsibilities already assigned to USAB and other
existing entities of the IEEE, and (3) the field of interest to include the
the relationship of the historical development of electrotechnology and its
impact on society.
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UNAPPROVED MINUTES
UNITED STATES ACTIVITIES BOARD
FEBRUARY 11, 1981
Vacation Village Hotel

Mission Bay
San Diego, California 92109

The first meeting of the 1981 United States Activities Board (USAB)
was held February 10-11, 1981, in San Diego, California.

MEMBERS:
H.L. Bachman R.J. Backe
M.W. Buckley, Jr. H.C. Cherney
A.A. Dougal E.J. Doyle
R.C. Drew J.G. Evans
W.C. Farrell R.J. Fredricks
R.J. Gowen H.M. Grove
H.B. Hamilton H.H. Heller
D.C. MclLaren P.A. Rusche
A.C. Schell F.G. Suffield
J.M. Thorson, Jdr. DL Vines
MEMBERS ABSENT:
R.A. Barden C.A. Zraket
GUESTS:
R.W. Damon S.H. Durrani
R.M. Emberson R.J. Frank
B.J. Leon D.L. Lewis
M.A. Lillard C.C. Olsefsky
M.P. Ristenbatt A.L. Rossoff
J.B. Snyder R.L. ‘Sprague
GaHeas Starr A.P. Stern
Rabspdax J.B. Wallace
SUPPORT STAFF: VISITING STAFF:
L.C. Fanning T.W. Bartlett
F.A. Pretts J.D. Codispoti
R.S. Walleigh E. Herz
J.L. Gerstenzang
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CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

Chairman Gowen called the meeting to order at
8:30 p.m. on February 10, 1981, following a
reception and dinner. The meeting reconvened
on February 11, 1981 at 9:00 a.m.

2.0 AP PROVAL OF THE ORDER OF THE AGENDA

The order of the Agenda was changed to accommo-
date presentations by the various members of
USAB and gquests. The following changes were
made:

UNDER ACTION ITEMS

5.10 Proposal of the Ad hoc Committee to
Study the Organization of USAB - was
added to the Agenda upon the request
of E.J. Doyle, Chairman of the Committee.

M/SIE4 Heller/Drew/Carried
UNDER NEW BUSINESS

9.1 Engineering Technology Degree Title

It was the consensus of the USAB members,
late in the meeting, that this subject
be added to the Agenda under NEW BUSINESS.

3.0 CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

St Introduction of the 1981 USAB Program,
USAB and USAB OpCom Members

A1l members of USAB were present for this, the
first meeting of 1981, with the exception of
R.A. Barden and C.A. Zraket.

32 Actions Taken at the January 10, 1981,
USAB OpCom Meeting, Washington, D.C.

Chairman Gowen referred to the Summary of the
USAB OpCom meeting of January 10, 1981, as seen
in the Agenda. He commented particularly on
the Council structure and the USAB Program Plan.

Using slides, based principally on the new Program
Plan, Chairman Gowen made a presentation on the aims
and goals of USAB for 198l1. He referred to the new
organizational structure, and commented on the
advantages to be gained from the Council structure
and the financial management structure. He named
principal personnel, both volunteer and staff, in thr
various organizational entities.
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ACTION ITEMS (continued)

Proposal for the Formation of IEEE Society
on Social Implications of Technology

W.C. Farrell, Chairman of the Career Activities
Council (CAC), spoke on a Proposal, which had
been acted on favorably by the IEEE Executive
Committee at its January 12, 1981 meeting, to
form a new Society on Social Implications of
Technology, (SSIT). The action by the IEEE
Executive Committee had been taken subject to
"clarification of its field of interest and
method of operation to avoid conflict with
responsibilities already assigned to USAB and
other existing entities of IEEE." The approval
action was also taken"....subject to....recom-
mendations of TAB, EAB, PUB, RAB, and USAB."

Several members of USAB spoke on the proposal
before it was voted upon.

It was moved that USAB approve the formation
of SSIT with the condition that an exchange of
liaison members be initiated upon the start of
SSIT operations.

MISH F Farrell/Thorson/Failed

After this failure to gain USAB approval for the
proposal Vice Chairman Backe proposed the following
motion:

1. USAB applauds the purpose of SSIT "to develop
and promote understanding of the interaction
between technology and society, to enhance
knowledge of the benefits and detriments of
technological options, to support the engineer
in the exercise of ethical responsibilities
and to discover and promote means to make
technology better serve society."

2. USAB is not convinced that the proper structure,
or areas of activity, for implementing these
purposes is as set forth in the proposed con-
stitution.

3. USAB encourages further dialogue concerning
the establishment of this society.

M/S /C: Backe/Bachman/Carried
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-12- February 11-12, 1981
ACTION ITEMS (continued)

Approval of Appointments-USAB Vice Chairmen,
Treasurer, & PAC Chairman, USAB OpCom Regional

Director (liaison to RAB), Divisional Director

(11aison to TAB), and two USAB Members-at-Large

USAB approved the appointments of:

Vice Chairman Richard J. Backe
Vice Chairman Russell C. Drew
RAB Liaison Representative Frederick G. Suffield
TAB Liaison Representative Edward J. Doyle

USAB PAC Chairman Ronald J. Fredricks
USAB Treasurer : Peter A.E. Rusche
M./LS3/Ci: Doyle/Farrell/Carried

Proposal of the Ad hoc Committee to Study
the Organization of USAB

E.J. Doyle, Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee to
Study the Organization of USAB, presented a re-
port to USAB setting forth a rationale for a
number of changes in USAB. He explained that

this was a further development of the study

which has been made by his Committee which was
established in June 1980 at the direction of

USAB and was an outgrowth of the Quinquennium
Review Committee of USAB and the subsequent USAB
Ad hoc Commitee. Some changes recommended earlier
by the Committee had led to the establishment of the
USAB Councils.

Committee Chairman Doyle recommended the acceptance
by USAB of the first resolution contained in the
report. ’

Regional Director, A.A. Dougal, objected to this
proposal on the grounds that the report, which
had just been received by USAB Members, covered
recommendations which were quite far reaching and
which required study. He therfore moved to table
the resolution.

M/S/C: Dougal/Drew/Carried

USAB took action to receive the report, commend

the committee (E.J. Doyle, H.H. Heller, D.C. MclLaren
P.A. Rusche, and J.B. Snyder) for their efforts in
developing the report, and to dissolve the committee.

M/S/C: Backe/Farrell/Carried
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