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F a D m  m 
. Dear Dr .  Seaborg: 

.January 26, 1967 

The Advisory Corn i t t ee  €or Biology and Medicine m e t  i n  Washington on 
January 13-14, 1967, w i t h  a l l  members bu t  one present .  D r .  James B. . ' 

Wyngaarden a n d  D r .  A. J. HaagendSmit were' a t tending  t h e i r  f i r s t  ACBM 
d e  t ing  . 

. ._.  

The following matters w e r e  ' ex t ens ive ly  discussed: 

duccessor t o  D r .  Dunham. The ACBM discussed the  problem of f ind ing  a 
successor  f o r  D r .  Dunham wi th  Comiss ione ts  Nabrit  and Ramey and 
Dr .  English.  .The ACBM's thoughts are being t ransmi t ted  sepa ra t e ly  i n  
a l e t t e r  from m e  to  D r ,  Engl ish.  

Layrence Award. * The ACBM r e v i e w e d t h e  nominees f o r  t he  Lawrence Award 
and is t r ansmi t t i ng  its recommendations i n  a l e t t e r  from D r .  P h i l i p  
Cohen-to D r .  L. R. Hafstad.  

Budgetary Pos i t ion .  
c u t  and what t o  hold i n  check during a per iod,  such as the  present;when 
the  demands f o r  funds exceed the a v a i l a b l e  supply. It i s  too easy  to  s a y  
support  the. good, reject the  poor. 

. 

D r ;  Dunham sought t he  ACBM's advice on where t o  

The ACBM f e e l s  t h a t  t he  s t eady  app l i ca t ion  of the dual  c r i t e r i a  -- 
s c i e n t i f i c  exce l lence  and program relevance -- i s  the only way t o  meet 
budgetary l i m i t a t i o n s  and b u i l d  a more and more vigorous research  and 
development program f o r  t he  f u t u r e .  . The app l i ca t ion  of these  c r i t e r i a  
presupposes a c l e a r  concept  of the  goals,  of the program. These have 
been s e t  f o r t h  i n  cons ide rab le  d e t a i l  by Dr. Dunham and h i s  s t a f f  on 
many occasions over  s e v e r a l  years.'. The goals  have evolved w i t h  time, 
as they m u s t ,  bu t  t h e r e  is no l ack  of  understanding what the goals  are 
a t  any moment. Applying these  c r i t e r i a  a l s o  presupposes t h a t  t he re  is 
a g o o d  mechanism f o r  a s c e r t a i n i n g  s c i e n t i f i c  meri t .  The DBM uses  two 
ch ie f  mechanisms. It- pe r sona l ly  reviews and passes judgment upon . 
c o n t r a c t  app l i ca t ipns  r ece ived  from inves t iga to r s  i n  u n i v e r s i t i e s  and 
research  i n s t i t u t i o n s  ( o f f s i t e ) .  It relies somewhat on the  judgments 
of t he  program d i r e c t o r s  f o r  proposed expenditures a t  the  National . 

Laborator ies  and a t  the  s e v e r a l  univers i ty-based AEC p r o j e c t s  (ons€te) .  
'The o n s i t e  program, being the  d i r e c t  and o f t en  s o l e l y  the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
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of  the  AEC, appears  t o  some to  have f i r s t  c la ih  upon any funds ava i l ab le .  
The ACBM, while acknowledging t h i s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  nonetheless  took the 
v i e w ,  as i t  has c o n s i s t e n t l y  over  many p a s t  years ,  t h a t  t h e  o n s i t e  program 
should no t  .be favored a t  the expense.of the o f f s i t e  program. 
recognizes  the o f f s i t e  and o n s i t e  programs tend t o  be d i f f e r e n t  i n  seve ra l  
ways, b u t  t h inks  t h a t  at times of  budgetary l i m i t a t i o n s  each p a r t  of each 
component should be re-examined f o r  program relevance and s c i e n t i f i c  
exce l l ence  and dec i s ions  reached eo t h a t  n e i t h e r  component s u f f e r s  I n  
f avor ing  the  o t h e r .  This i s  s c a r c e l y  more than a restatement  of the 
view of  the  ACBM over  many years  and a r ea f f i rma t ion  o f  the p o l i c i e s  of 
Dr. Dunham and the  DBM s t a f f .  

I n  t h i s  connection, the ACBM hea id  a d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  Planning, 
Programming, and Budgetary System (PPBS). It fo resees  some d i f f i c u l t i e s  
i n  applying the p r i n c i p l e s  to non-applied research. I n s t i t u t i n g  such a 
new p lan  i s  almost  c e r t a i n  t o  c r e a t e  some d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  b u t  t he  ACBMwas 
impressed by the  v i g o r  and thought the DBM has pu t  and i s  p u t t i n g  i n t o  
accomplishing the ob jec t ives  of  PPBS. 

Food I r r a d i a t i o n :  The ACBM heard a progress  r e p o r t  on t h e  food i r r a d i a t i o n  
problem and f e e l s  t h a t  the s t a f f  i s  m a k i n g a  laudable  e f f o r t  i n  meeting 
and surmounting the  d i f f i c u l t i e s  involved i n  deal ing wi th  t h i s  problem. 

Hiph A l t i t u d e  Sampling. The ACBM was  made aware of the d e s i r e  to  keep 
t h e  ' c a p a 5 i l i t y  f o r  high a l t i t u d e  sampling i n -  a s ta te  of readiness ,  but  
s enses  t h a t  agencies  and groups o t h e r  than AEC might have g r e a t  i n t e r e s t  
i n  such sampling, both by bal loons and a i r c r a f t .  The ACBM suggests  t h a t  
AEC c a l l  a conference of r ep resen ta t ives  of the i n t e r e s t e d  agencies and 
groups wi'th a view t o  a s c e r t a i n i n g  the degree of i n t e r e s t  and t h e i r  
r ead iness  t o  sha re  i n  the considerable  f i n a n c i a l  burden. 

A r t i f i c i a l  Heart. The ACBM learned of the progress  toward developing 
nuclear-powered pacemakers and a r t i f i c i a l  pumps for p a t i e n t s  with h e a r t  
d i sease .  Although s e v e r a l  t echn ica l  problems remain t o  be solved, t h i s  
development, i f  success fu l ,  may be a s i g n i f i c a n t  use of  n u c l e a r  energy 
f o r  the b e n e f i t  of mankind. 

The nex t  meeting of the ACBM is t o  be held a t  the Donner Lab, LRL, 
Berkeley, March 9-11, 1967. 

The ACBM 
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Earl L. Green, Chairman 
Advisory Committee for Biology 

and Medicine 
Dr; Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairman 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 - 3 -  
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