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January  22, 1973 

D r .  James I?. Sch les inge r  
Chairman 
l!. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear D r .  Schles  inge r  

T a m  w r i t i n g  to  r e p o r t  on t h e  145th meeting of t h e  Advisory C o m m i t t e e  f o r  
Biology and Medicine he ld  i n  Oak Ridge, Tennessee, a t  the  Oak Ridge 
lJat iona1 Laboratory on January  3 and 4, 1973. A l l  members of  t he  ACBM 
were present  wi th  t h e  excep t ion  of D r .  Finch,  who w a s  i n  t he  Far  Eas t  a t  
the time of  t h e  meeting. 

D r .  Liverman arranged an  extremely i n t e r e s t i n g ,  important.  and I b e l i e v e  
most product ive program involv ing  work i n  AEC n a t i o n a l  l a b o r a t o r i e s  f o r  
o the r  agencies .  !le had arranged t h i s  meeting a t  ORNL no t  t o  review i n  
depth any of t he  ORTL programs, bu t  r a t h e r  because OR!U’L i s  a s i t e ,  as 
explained by D r .  Weinberg i n  h i s  welcome, where work f o r  non-AEC agencies  
is perhaps as w e l l  developed as i t  i s  a t  any of the  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r a t o r i e s  
wi th  approximately 25% of t h e  funding coming from these  o t h e r  agencies .  

D r .  Liverman asked f o r  t h e  advice  and opin ion  of t h e  ACBM i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  
the  assessment of t he  impact of work f o r  non-AEC agencies  on programs of 
t he  Division of Biomedical and Environmental Research f o r  poss ib l e  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of p a r t i c u l a r l y  q u a l i f i e d  areas i n  AEC l a b o r a t o r i e s  and 
f o r  the  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of  programs t o  be encouraged o r  discouraged.  I n  
connection wi th  t h i s  gene ra l  area the  ACBM has  been on record  f o r  a number 
of years  as being i n  favor  of encouraging ind iv idua l  s c i e n t i s t s  as w e l l  as 
programmatic l abora to ry  areas t o  seek funding from non-AEC agencies  i n  
view of c o n s t r i c t i n g  budgets.  The ACBY would a l s o ,  a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  l i k e  t o  
r e i t e r a t e  i t s  recommendation, made a f t e r  t he  May 1972 meeting a t  Srookhaven, 
t o  the  e f f e c t  t h a t  l e g i s l a t i o n  o r  r e g u l a t i o n s  be modified so t h a t  t h e  AEC 
l a b o r a t o r i e s  do n o t  have t o  demonstrate  non-governmental p a r t i c i p a t o r y  
f i n a n c i a l  involvement i n  o rde r  t o  q u a l i f y  f o r  funding from non-AEC agencies .  
The ACR14 understands t h a t  some ove r tu re s  i n  t h i s  regard have been made but  
urges t h a t  t h i s  he pursued v ig&rous ly  so as not  t o  leave the  s c i e n t i s t s  a t  
the AEC l a b o r a t o r i e s  i n  a disdvantageous pos i t fon  i n  r e l a t i o n  to t h e i r  peer 
groups ou t s ide  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r a t o r i e s .  
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The ques t ions  r a i s e d  by D r .  Liveman are n o t  capable  of simple s o l u t i o n  
but  i t  is conceivable  t h a t  some of t h e  DBER's s p e c i f i c  and g e n e r i c  problems 
can  be improved, if n o t  e n t i r e l y  reso lved .  
t o  have a r i sen  by v i r t u e  of a primary emphasis upon t h e  mechanism of 
funding r a t h e r  than  t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  problem being a t tacked .  
problem seems to be. 
I f  t h i s  ques t ion  i s  answered a f f i r m a t i v e l y ,  then  competence should be 
sought  t o  pursue them w i t h i n  t h e  gu ide l ines  of t h e  AEC's concerns i f  
equipment and f a c i l i t i e s  e x i s t  i n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r a t o r i e s .  

Some of t he  d i f f i c u l t y  seems 

The rea l  
"Is t h e  problem s i g n i f i c a n t  and a n a t i o n a l  need?" 

. ... 

There seems t o  be l i t t l e  q u e s t i o n  on t h e  basis of  t he  numerous p re sen ta t ions  
made to  the  ACBM a t  t h i s  meeting t h a t  t h e  over  a l l  e f f e c t  of t h e  a d d i t i o n  
of support  from non-AEC agencies  has  c e r t a i n l y  been pos i t i ve .  The ACPM 
s t r o n g l y  suppor ts  i nc reas ing  DUER f l e x i b i l i t y  by pe rmi t t i ng  competi t ion 
f o r  f e d e r a l  g r a n t s  from non-AEC agencies  on a n  equa l  foo t ing  wi th  a p p l i c a n t s  
from academia. S c i e n t i s t s  i n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r a t o r i e s ,  thus ,  would be 
subjec ted  t o  n a t i o n a l  p r i o r i t i e s  and eva lua ted  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  c u r r e n t  
h e a l t h  needs of the  na t ion .  

There w a s  some d i scuss ion  concerning i n v e s t i g a t o r s  who have developed 
s u b s t a n t i a l  t e c h n i c a l  competence bu t  have l o s t  some of t h e i r  i n v e s t i g a t i v e  
spark.  
t h e  i n t e r f a c e  between r e s e a r c h  and r egu la t ions .  For in s t ance ,  i n  the  
prepara t ion  of environmental  impact s ta tements .  

The ACBM suggested t h a t  such ind iv idua l s  might be very  h e l p f u l  i n  

I n  an ea r ' l i e r  meeting w i t h  t h e  Commission you ind ica t ed  t h a t  t he  ACRM should 
undertake t o  d e f i n e  i t s  own r o l e .  I n  t he  Fxecutive Sess ion  a t  t h i s  meeting 
t h e  following p o i n t s  were d i scussed  by the  Committee wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  i t s  
r o l e .  

1)  T t w a s  considered t h a t  t he  ACUM w a s  most e f f e c t i v e  as a p o l i c y  
advisory  committee and can be very  u s e f u l  i n  t h i s  manner r a t h e r  than as 
an  in-depth review committee. Although the  ACBM has  the  e x p e r t i s e  t o  
undertake in-der t l i  review, t h i s  has  been the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of the  AEC 
s t a f f ,  and t i m e  cons ide ra t ions  a lone  would probably con t r a ind ica t e  a p a r t -  
.time Advisory C o m m i t t e e  a t t empt ing  in-depth review on a r e g u l a r  b a i i s .  

2) The consensus w a s  t h a t  t he  C o m m i t t e e  should be advisory  t o  t h e  
Commissioners and should r e p o r t  d i r e c t l y  t o  the  Chairman of the  AEC. I t  
was f e l t  t h a t  t h i s  arrangement would make the ACSM of g r e a t e s t  u t i l i t y  t o  
the  s c i e n t i f i c  fie!.ds which i t  advised and of t he  g r e a t e s t  a s s i s t a n c e  t o  
the  Direc tor  of t h e  Dlvis ion wi th  which i t  i s  p r imar i ly  concerned. 

3 )  In  a m p l i f i c a t i o n  of i t s  b e l i e f  t h a t  i t  should cont inue t o  be an 
advisory on po l i cy ,  t h e  Committee be l i eves  i t  has been p a r t i c u l a r l y  u s e f u l  
i n  t h i s  r o l e  i n  t h e  p a s t .  Indeed, i f  t h e  ACRM d id  no t  e x i s t ,  as 
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D r .  Liverman ind ica t ed  might be the  s i t u a t i o n  w i t h  re -eva lua t ion  of the  
r o l e s  of Advisory Committees, nome  similar committee would probably have 
t o  be invented. Some of the  in s t ances  on which i t  has  rendered advice i n  
the  ve ry  r e c e n t  p a s t  inc ludes :  
w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  UCIA Laboratory ope ra t ion  ( a t  t h e  d i r e c t  r eques t  of 
the J o i n t  Committee on Atomic Energy); b) Advice on t h e  p o t e n t i a l  of the 
s t a b l e - i s o t o p e  program a t  Los Alamos; c) Advice on t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of 
u t i l i z i n g  the  nega t ive  pi-meson a t  Los Alamos f o r  medical  research  and 
c l i n i c a l  a p p l i c a t i o n ;  and, d) Advice on the  proper  r o l e  and s i g n i f i c a n c e  
of personnel  monitor ing procedures and t h e  l i m i t a t i o n  i n  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of such  neasurements. 

a) Resolut ion of major in t ramura l  problems 

Complete minutes i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h i s  meeting w i l l  be a v a i l a b l e  a t  a l a te r  
d a t e .  

S ince re ly  yours  

'?ohcrt n. Moseley. Jr..  Y.D. 
m a i m a n .  Advisory rommittee f o r  
Ciology and Yedicine 
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