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In a report on the survey addressed to the 
university administration, AUT makes 
thirteen recommendations, most of which 
entail effectively putting contract workers 
on the staff. 

According to AUT, the contract 
researchers should be given academic 
status, salary scales and a career structure. 
The university should have a contingency 
fund to support contract researchers 
between contracts, and it should "exert 
pressure" on the research councils to 
develop "a more positive approach" to the 
employment conditions associated with 
their contracts (which support 60 per cent 
of the researchers concerned). AUT also 
recommended that the universities should 
abolish waivers in contracts, which absolve 
them from paying redundancy pay and remove 
the right of appeal against unfair dismissal. 
e In a survey of the employment 
prospects for postgraduate astronomers in 
Britain, the Royal Astronomical Society 
(RAS) has come to conclusions which 
broadly confirm the AUT study at Bristol 
(see above). Some 42 per cent of respon
dents were in the fourth or later year of a 
postdoctoral appointment. And 40 per 
cent of non-tenured astronomers are over 
the age of 30. RAS respondents were also 
asked if their degrees and research 
enhanced their employment prospects. The 
proportion saying yes fell with increasing 
qualification, from 79 per cent for the first 
degree to only 56 per cent for postdoctoral 
research. RobertWalgate 

British Aerospace 

Looking good 
A new mood of optimism prevails at the 

space and communications division of 
British Aerospace. Not surprisingly, the 
company is delighted at last month's news 
that the Hughes Aircraft company is to 
build up to 16 lntelsat-VI telecom
munications satellites: as principal sub
contractor British Aerospace stands to win 
orders worth up to £50 million over the next 
seven years. And having also won the 
contract to build the European Space 
Agency's next generation telecommunica
tions satellite, L-sat, the company is now 
said to be working to capacity. 

The arrangement with Hughes over 
lntelsat VI, however, is just one step 
towards what is hoped will develop into 
wider cooperation. British Aerospace, 
through its participation in the 
programmes of the European Space 
Agency, believes that its credibility is now 
well established in Europe but that it will 
never enter the US market alone. Thus the 
link with Hughes is cherished. 

The Intelsat VI contract could be worth 
$1,600 million to Hughes if options on all 
16 spacecraft are taken. The plan is to build 
five spacecraft initially for launch aboard 
Ariane or the space shuttle from 1986 
onwards. Hughes has taken many of the 
prizes in the lntelsat developments - only 
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contracts for Intelsat III and V were 
awarded to other companies, TRW and 
Ford Aerospace. 

The capital for the Intelsat VI 
development will be raised by the 106 
member organizations which consist 
mainly of national telecommunications 
services. The largest shareholders are the 
United States, with 20 per cent of the 
shares, and British Telecom which holds a 
13 per cent share. Intelsat VI will carry 
33,000 voice and four television channels, 
more than twice the capacity of Intelsat V. 
The design, which incorporates a satellite
switched time division multiple access 
capability for digital transmission, may be 
up-graded to 100,000 voice channels later. 

Judy Redfearn 

UK cancer research 

Marking time 
Britain's leading cancer research 

laboratory, the charitably supported 
Imperial Cancer Research Fund (ICRF), 
claims it is running short of cash- despite 
last year's income being the largest ever. 
New fund-raising mechanisms are being 
sought, including high-street shops and -
in the long term - biotechnology. 

Where has all the money gone? ICRF 
was criticized a few years ago for being 
overcautious, salting away charitable 
pennies in an endowment fund while 
spending too little on current research 
(only 32 per cent of its income in 1971). 
Now ICRF claims the balance has gone 
too far the other way: 58 per cent (£10 
million out of£ 17 million raised) was spent 
on research in 1981, and savings have fallen 
correspondingly from 44 per cent in 1981 to 
20 per cent last year. This year there is talk 
at ICRF of cuts: perhaps a loss of six staff, 
whereas over the past three years staffing 
levels have risen by 50 per cent. 

The recent expansion has been the work 
of Dr Walter Bodmer, present research 
director, and his deputy Dr Michael 
Crumpton, but the spending seems to have 
overshot the mark. Government spending 
cuts are blamed. Not that the government 
supports ICRF, but cuts in the Health 
Service and in universities have meant that 
research councils, and bodies such as 
ICRF, have found themselves spending 
more than expected to provide basic 
services when they collaborate with 
hospital clinics or university laboratories. 

ICRF commitments to support a new 
cyclotron for neutron therapy at 
Clatterbridge Hospital near Liverpool (the 
ICRF contribution is £3 million), a~d the 
building of a new £12-million laboratory 
site at South Mimms in north London, to 
replace the Mill Hill site (whose lease runs 
out in a few years' time), have also eaten 
into the budget. 

The remedy will be to halt the expansion 
of the research budget and to attempt to 
raise more money by appeal - difficult in 
the present economic climate - and by 
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other means. One plan is to open shops 
selling second-hand clothes and bric-a-brac 
along the lines of the operation run by 
Oxfam, the famine relief organization. 

ICRF is also making its entry into 
biotechnology. The prime objective is not 
to make money, says Dr Bodmer, although 
money would clearly be welcome if it came 
along. Rather, the principle will be to make 
commercial agreements which will speed 
the distribution of clinically or 
experimentally useful products (such as 
monoclonal antibodies) but to avoid 
"inappropriate" exploitation of the 
products outside ICRF control. The fund 
has engaged patent and commercial agents 
to help in this activity. 

To speed this work, the South Mimms 
site (which should have opened in 1986) will 
have what is described as a "pilot plant" 
for large-scale cultures, which will have the 
double function of supplying the ICRF 
laboratories with materials and of testing 
cultures for potential industrial scale-up. 

In the rest of its space, South Mimms will 
house the research services presently at Mill 
Hill and at the main ICRF laboratory in 
Lincoln's Inn Fields. After all the 
shuffling, space would be left at Lincoln's 
Inn Fields in 1985-86 for perhaps two new 
groups. Oncogenes and growth factors are 
among the research areas that are under 
consideration. 

Robert Walgate 

Biotechnology 

Endorphin now 
University College London last week 

announced a new joint venture in 
biotechnology that is more significant as a 
sign of the times than for the sum of money 
involved. Nevertheless, for Professor 
Brian Rabin and Dr Peter Butterworth of 
the college's biochemistry department, the 
$240,000 contract to clone pancreatic 
endorphin is a godsend when the British 
government's economies in higher 
education are beginning to bite. 

The contract with University College 
comes from Endorphin Inc., a company 
founded in Seattle in February. The 
company is equipped with venture capital, 
a patent and a president, Professor John 
Houck, who uses the money he has raised 
to support his own laboratories at the 
Virginia Mason Research Center in Seattle 
and now to support the University College 
project. 

Professor Houck founded the company 
on the basis of his discovery that pancreatic 
tissue contains a hormone of potential 
therapeutic value. The hormone, not yet 
completely characterized, is related to the 
endorphins which also have therapeutic 
potential, particularly as analgesics. 
According to Professor Houck, however, 
whereas intravenously administered 
endorphins cannot readily reach the brain 
in an active form, the pancreatic endorphin 
can do so. 
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