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The Advisory Canunit& for Biology and Padkine abet: Fn Uashingtoa on 
January 13-14, 1967, with a l l  members but one present. Dr. James B. 
Wyngaarden and Dr, A. J. Haagen-Smit were attending their  f i r e t  
nreetlng. 

Ihe following titattars were ertznslvely discussed: 

Successor to k. lhmhasn. 
euccc~aoit for Dr. Duahara w i t h  cCrrmrissi.oners &brit artd Ramey a d  
Dr. Eaglioh. 
a l e t t e r  from me to  I)r. Bngllah.. 

Tho A C M  diacusoad the problem of finding a 

The ACBH's thoughts are belag transmitted acpsrately in 

Lawreace Award. 
and is traagaittfag i t n  recacarendatloas in 8 letter from Dr. Philip 
Cohen to D r .  L. B. Hafstad. 

The ACBM raviewed the nominee8 for the Lavrcace Award 

h d ~ e t a r y  Position. 
cut and what t o  hold in check during a period, such as tha present, when 
the demands for fun& exceed the available supply. 
support the good, reject  the poor. 

Dr. budtam sought &he ACBk!'e advice on where to 

It 18 too easy t o  say 

The ACBW feel8 that the steady application of the dual cr i te r ia  0 -  

ecientiflc excellence and program relevance -- is the only way to meet 
budgetary lfaitatioas and butld a more and more vigorouo research and 
developmeat program for the future, The appllcatloa of these c r i te r ia  
presupposes a clear cancept of the goals of the program. These have 
been s e t  for th  i n  considerable de ta i l  by Dr. DunW and his staff on 
reany occasions over several years. 
do they must, but there 1s no lack of understanding what the goals are 
a t  any ammeat. Applying these criteria til80 presupposes that there is 
a good mchaaisre for ascertaining scient i f ic  merle. The DBM uses two 
chief =chaafsros. 
contract appltcatlons received from investigators In un lve r s l t i e s  and 

, reaearch ias t i tu t iona  (off&Pte). It relies somewhat on the judgments 
of the program director8 for proposed expenditures a t  the Batlonal 
Ldlboratoriea and at the several university-based AEC projects (onsite). 
The onsite program, being the direct  and often solely the responsibility 

The goals have evolved w i t h  time, 

It peraonally revlews and passes ,udgment upon 
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of the AEC, appears t o  
The ACEH, while acknowledging this r e s p ~ n s i b i l l t y ~  aonetheless twk the 
view, as it has colzefsmntly Over marry past yearss that tha onsite progr- 
should aot be favored a t  the expense of the offsfte program. 
rccogalzes the offsite and oarlte programs tead t o  be d i f f e r e n t  In aeveral 
ways, but thinks that at  timer of budgetary llmltatiom each por t  of each 
component should be re-examined for program relevance and scientific 

’. excellence and decislaas reached so that neither coqonent 8uffers Ixr 
favoring the other. Thfs Is scarcely more than a restatement of the 
vfew of the ACW over m8ny years and a reaffirrrration of the policies of 
Dr .  Dunham and the DBM s ta f f .  

t o  have f l r s t  c b i m  upon arty funds avai lable .  

Ths ACBM 

In t h i a  comectlm, the A M  heard a descr ip t ion  of the Plaaniug, 
Programaiug, and Budgetary Syetem (PPBS). It foresees some dlfffcult ier  
in  8pplying the pr inc ip les  to non-applied rese8rch. 
m u  plan is almost certain t o  create acme d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  but  the ACBnuaa 
Impressed by the vigor 8nd thought the  DBN ha8 pu t  and Is put t ing  i n t o  
accomplishing the object ives  of PPBS. 

Instituting auch 8 

5 

\ 

Food Ifradiation. 
problccu and f e e l s  that the staff i s  making a laudable effort i n  meting 
and uutnrourrttng the d i f f i c u l t i e s  involved In dealiw uith thU problem. 

High Altt tude Sampling. Zbe AClPl was made aware of the desire to keep 
the capability fo r  high a l t i t u d e  sampling Ln a state  of readinens, but 
6enses that agencies and groups other than AEC might have great In terest  
In such ampl ing ,  both by balloon8 and aircraft.  l k e  ACBn suggest41 that 
AEC c a l l  a conference of representat ives  of the i n t e re s t ed  agencies and 
groups with a view t o  ascertaining the degree of interest rad their 
readine88 t o  share in  the coneiderable f Lnanclal burden. 

The A C B  h e r d  a progress report on the food i r r ad i8 t ion  

#lrtLficirl hart .  l h e  ACBM learned of the progress toward developing 
nuclear-pouersd pacemakers and a r t i f i c i a l  pumps for pa t i en t s  with heart 
dimcrse. Although several  technical  problem remain t o  be aolved, th10 
development, if successful, may be a s i g n f f i c a n t  use of nuclear  energy 
for the benef i t  of mankind. 

.. 

The next meeting of the ACBW is t o  be held a t  the Doker Lab, La, 
Berkeley, h r c h  9-11, 1967. 

Sincerely youre, - 

E a r l  L. Green, Chairman 
Advisory Committee for Biology 

and Medicine 


