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and these it is hoped will be complete when the 747s 
start to arrive. The present terminal building 3 will 
become a separate departure terminal connected to a 
newly built arrival terminal and a multi-storey car 
park. From these connected terminal buildings, a 
long pier will project to bring the passengers by con
veyor to the departure lounges. Each of the seven 
departure lounges will feed passengers into an aircraft 
-747 or other jet-by way of telescopic air jetties. 
Thus the 350 passengers can enter or leave the plane 
in a fow minutes. Previous bookings, checking-in and 
seat allocation procedures will be speeded up by the 
application of computer systems. 

Baggage clearance is to be streamlined. Instead of 
pieces of luggage being packed singly in the hold, they 
will go in large containers which can slide into trans
porters and be brought quickly to the terminal build
ing. Here an endless belt will move over a triangular 
course so that the luggage placed at the base of the 
triangle will reach the passengers waiting at the longest 
sides. This large reclaim area will, it is hoped, ensure 
speedy baggage clearance. Customs clearance will work 
on the green imd red channel systems and there are 
plans for quicker passport checking. 

Getting on and off the aircraft may be relatively 
simple, but reaching the airport or escaping from it 
may be much more difficult. The British Airports 
Authority has made allowances for a rail or under
ground station at Heathrow, but so far no building 
has been started. British Rail, together with BEA 
and BOAC, have on the instruction of the Government 
made "detailed plans" for a rail link from Victoria. 
No matter how soon building started-assuming final 
permission were given-the £15-20 million link would 
take five years to complete. London Transport has 
plans for the extension of a subway line, but this plan 
also awaits government approval. Plainly it will be 
easier to travel than to arrive. 

ROYAL SOCIETY 

Prime Minister Elected 
THE RoYAL SOCIETY announced last week that the 
British Prime Minister, Mr Harold Wilson, has been 
elected to the fellowship. One of the statutes of the 
society makes possible the election of people "who 
eithPr have rendered conspicuous service to the cause of 
science or are such that their election would be of signal 
benefit to the Society". Since the statute was intro
duced in 1902, most British Prime Ministers and at 
least one each from Australia (Sir Robert Menzies) and 
the Republic of Ireland (Mr de Valera) have been 
elected. Sir Anthony Eden and Sir Alec Douglas
Home were, however, at their posts too briefly to have 
joined this small band of people (which includes no 
,voman). 

CBW 

Russians Protest 
RUSSIAN scientists have now added their voices to the 
chorus of protest against the use of science for chemical 
and b:ological warfare. A recent issue of Pravda 
reported a press conference at the Moscow House of 
Scientists, jointly sponsored by the Soviet Committee 
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for the Defence of Peace and the USSR Academy 
of Sciences. Academicians M. D. Millionshchikov and 
M. M. Dubinin, familiar members of Russian Pugwash 
delegations, both denounced research into chemical 
and biological weapons and the preparations being 
made for CBW in a number of countries. Profos;:or 
V. V. Kovanov, vice-president of the Academy of 
Medical Sciences, is then reported to have read the 
text of a letter signed by forty-six Russian scientists 
including M. V. Keldysh , P. L. Kapitsa and A. N. 
Tupolev as well as Millionshchikov and Dubinin. 

After noting the development of bacteriological and 
chemical weapons in countries that have not signed the 
Geneva Convention and the use of defoliants in Viet
nam, the letter says that "patents and processes for 
the production of poisonous chemicals which wore 
worked out in Nazi Germany are being copied and 
extended in the United States, the Federal German 
Republic and other countries. We Soviet scientists 
are deeply disturbed by this threat to mankind, which 
equals that of the nuclear weapon in menacing culture 
and civil'zation with annihilation. We are perturbed 
by the lying propaganda which seeks to present 
biological and chemical weapons as a new 'humane' 
method of waging war. We appeal to honest i;,cientists 
throughout the world to expose the work which is 
being conducted in the deepest secrecy on the creation 
and stockpiling of biological and chemical weapons, 
to give the widest publicity to the terrible consequences 
of their use and to strive for the adoption by UNO of a 
resolution prohibiting the invention, production, stock
piling and dissemination of chemical and biological 
weapons of all kinds, with the object of securing the 
adhesion to this of every country in the world. This 
inhuman weapon of mass destruction should be out
lawed everywhere. . . . We feel sure that our appeal 
will find an echo in the hearts of millions of people 
throughout the world. Sense must overcome nonsensP. 
The future of Science lies in confirming life and provid
ing happiness for mankind, not in preparing death 
and destruction". 

The Pugwash study group on chemical and biological 
warfare, which met at Marienbad, Czechoslovakia, on 
May 22-23, while approving the general ideals of the 
Russian letter, made several specific criticisms. In the 
first place, the letter implies that only countries which 
have not signed the Geneva Convention, a thinly 
veiled attack on the United States, are producing 
chemical and biological weapons whereas in fact both 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact alliances have the poten
tial to fight a chemical and biological war. Second, the 
Russian letter accuses, without substantiation, West 
Germany of manufacturing these weapons, which is 
forbidden by the Brussels Treaty. Third, the Russian 
letter makes a subtle and easily missed distinction 
between tear gases and more poisonous agents. The 
letter makes no mention of banning tear gases although 
at least one version of the Geneva Convention, the 
English language version, calls for a prohibition of "all 
analogous gases, liquids, materials and devices", an 
umbrella which can be interpreted to include the tear 
gases. Did the Soviet Academicians omit this by 
accident, or because they used the French version of the 
convention, or did they omit reference to tear gases so 
as to keep open the option of using them ? Such 
disingenuity serves only to debase the currency of 
protest. 
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