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Who ‘Qailed 9

In “Pina\:jS'as and /Reﬁﬂ-o\*lon oF) the l—fEi(=
Lonauage COch}ib‘e Brithmelic Standard ), ACM SIG-
PLAN Notices , Vol.27 , No.1 (Jan 1992) | PP 61-74, a
certain /Pro](? W. Kahan of) the Universib ofDCQI]Fc))rnic..

at :Berkelevj USH |, writes;
“On earlier orPrEmP-}- similar 4o the LCAS was

[

A. van Wﬂﬂaaw‘dens ”Numerico.l Pino.bsis s an

Trdependent Science ” n BLIT 6 (1966) pp.68-81 .

T+ tailed -)3,-* jwo reasons. tirst |, i} wes mothe-

mati call intimidahin with 22 axioms couched
9 9

even morle )TI.Scru‘}‘c-)::]‘j ’H’lo.r\ ‘H’ie LCRS. Seconcl,

it did not cover the CDC 6600 | which was the

CRAY of its Hime.”

Now this is e'}ro.nse.
(i) Nan Nansoarclen's Ot'HemP‘}' [ b\o.mecl %r‘ not
hov%nﬁ achieved what wes not c.'H‘emP-}Gr( . the poper
did not ropose & standard , which would have
been o Poli)n'cc.\ act, but pro osed on axiomatic
basis {%r the mathemath cc.) C\isc}]c]ine Og)numerica]
OnuL\jsia, which was o Scien}igc act .
(i) The )JaPer is blamed -@r \oeinj ”ma}hemc}icanj
'\n}im]dc}ihj " What /Prae W. Kahan here com]:]odns
about is Yhet van Wjjﬁgwfde'\ has token +he
Yrouble Yo act as a WSP?chle and conscientiocus
scienhsth: Omﬂhnj a Nnumber o? Gx)yomMs  or s\fir}-inj

s"‘iSOur e re r)gqur‘ was (‘Etauired, 0\\ in an eﬁgrl‘
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o make his Yext less ”'lnlrimicla“}-inj ”, would have
been Scieﬁl-}{):'cc.ll:) dishonest,

(iii)  "The paper is blames @r not 'Cove_rir\j' e
CDC 6600 , which in K'aban-sPeak means +he} the
ﬁoo\}-'ms—])oid' e)oerm\-ions o? the <vDcC 6600 did nok
meet van W&nsaordenls I"anir‘emen‘}‘s. As ‘”'leﬁe
requirements  were ve modes}, this was an im-
)olicH- indictement crp the <Dc b6oo, butr thal
wes what CDC deserved. TIn cr‘ea}inj Comful-in:j
Science as a viable scieniiﬁc clisci)o\me, =%
mcijor eﬁ%ﬁ o() the 60s went into ke%ina Com-
)’)w}inﬁ Science independent o{—') ‘the (O”\J foo
oﬁen il-considered ) eqmpmen'} thot \‘)ouﬂ:venec\ bo
be on +the market. TThe 30&\ o? +this 7]_(‘1_9_\eI>endence_
P\‘OV'lded the wain mo'}‘_i_vcizr!‘:ton belind the whole
POUPef‘! (In Hwe. iﬂ}roc{uc\-}or\, Von ijngc:\c.rden
Poiﬁ\-s out that v 1s unoProctive “to base a
science on o particular make of) CuFPc:.r‘okR«S,

T)resumo.\ob absolele bef%re lcm& ")

We are \e@ with the riddle oP how an
academic author o() ]')r‘esumo\bb some rank
can cram SO much m'yjqnder‘s}c\mdina N c:m\:j
4 sentences. “‘ort cf the e)(]:ﬂo\no«"ion may be
that (Pro? W. Kahan is an extreme wvictim o
Yhe Bmerican habit oP C‘o\“in\(j the ”)‘QTJ‘:C ‘Tom-
‘Pu)re:- Science . (in contrast te the more wusual

s

”ComFanj Science | or ”In?c;-mahcs” elsewhere).

The habit s un@r\-unc}e as b tends to direct too
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much ottention towards the e;r:kemeral and nuartures
the misafaprehension that one can be o 5ooc\
/?POF)ESSW QF) Cs b:] bein . /Proi@ssof‘ OF
Current COMPu]»ers and /Pacgajes.

X *
*

The chove hos been writlen to regoin M%Peace

of) mind and lo shodk m:‘j ]:)ro essional riends
that are not r‘esu‘qr‘ readers of” ACM %iS'PLQN

Notices.
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