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THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONGIN
COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE

Madison, 6 " .

' ' DEPARTMENT OF DAIRY AND FOOD INDUSTRIES

BABCOCK HALL _ February 10, 1965

Mr. M..D. Woerpel

Director of Development

Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation
Post Office Box 37 '
Madison, Wisconsin 53701

.Dear Marv:

Attached is a copy of a letter T just received from Pro-
fessor W. V. Price, You can see that he is thinking of you and
your problems, and he has enclosed some materials to prove it.
You may already have seen these articles in Science but, if not,
T am sure at least one will be of interest.

Best regards, -

Sincerely,

7 ékdfy
& -

C.“H. Amundson, Assistant Chairman
Department of Dairy and Food
Industries
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pessimistie capondboos,
was developing into the sort of organ-
pation thad : beon proseribed
o for the Congress: w weilsisffed, infiu-
““entialentity that ¢ SCrVE g a cenfer
Cor - legislative  examination of
federal  government’s involvement in
science, technolegy. and education.

“The o ﬁs:mlﬂau demise, jast as it
was emerging irom infancy, ¢@w in part

Che anrmm_eh o ne omore than a e
cof -political hisory-—ElHoit's defeat in
~last falf’s Alshama primary; bug inief-
Cwoven with the ;}-;,rsar::z ! element is ihe
fast that Congress is vet to demonstrate

any mere than-a Jow-keyed concern

- about its ability to handle the problems.
" that Blboit ook under surveillance.
Phe.ocomimittee.. was..esiablished: in

Scp ﬁiﬁér' 1963 {Science, 23 Sept.

Eliioy, who was -seeking an - escape
from the righi-wing -dehuge that eventu-
ally overwhebued him in Alabama. The
House leadership, mindiul
spread unease aver the anmually rising
costs of research and developeent, felt
that it would be desi
comprehensive -;n-vww—zlnd simutitane-
cusly give Dlliott
publicity, Eilioit tims gat Bis cominittee,
but not befora the chairmen of the ma-
jor standing commitices with scientific
and fechnical jurisdictlons were given
rembership, a price they exacted io
guard aguinst the possibility that their
v - territory  niight be sublected to
“unsynmpathetic sppraisal. Firally, the
Elliot committze was constitnted as a
select commiitee. wiich meant ‘that it
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mittee, and, as g result, the Sefect
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The egacy of o ‘.H{}e‘;."lliufu i m
of - hearings containing the fostimony
and stalements of :‘5 witnesses. plis
ten separate studies cuntaining sn ac-

cumulation of statistics—miuny of which
were previously unavailable
yses and recommendaticns. In general,

“the recommendations cailed:far what

prany observers of the nation's scien-
‘tifie, techmical, and educational scene
have been calling for: better coordina-
tion of federal support for rvesearch,
improved - techniques for collecting and

“disseminating information, broader. dis-
tribution of federal funds for réscarch

and -education, .and the development of
ing...seientifi
to long-terir

tional needs. .

. But the committee aiso pe wed inlo
some other- matters;’
the snnoyance. of- somc of Eliatt’s
colleagues, one of whom, Gc‘.m‘ﬁc P.
of th«. House apa
committee, fHled u letter stating th“: hie
felt “some reservations:” These were,
in most cases, i‘e]__med to conclusions
that the gpace program, for which
Miller's committes bears responsibility
in the House, mav not be. as com-

national "3!e§'=‘h'1g as

space agency publicity men make it
ouf to be.

The Eilioit comfm!te" report stated,
for example, that “in the world of our
probable future, our ability as a nation
1o compete will depend o .a greal ox-

tent on the efficacy 6f (odavis research
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nationdl :
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FOowas in oresponse 10 these zpd stind-
Tar assertions that Reprosentative Miller
appended his derter of yeservalion o
the final report. offering

the

espinns.

tion that he disagreed  with  cortain
cpoins amd, In addipon, ! Ponot bad
rzmc te stu.jy sorne of th

L Miller v

Tuller Lmlan.ttvm 0*
when the new session of
Congress wag. nder way.

Miller's reservations, amd ihe [adiure

mittee abive, sigoest uan
future for THietts mow ng
and significant reconmmendation: thar

Congress esinbhizh o
on Research Policy. w
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: “Federal Facilities for Research and Drevelopment.” &6
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5: “Federal btuuﬁ‘;i Assistance in Figher Educavion

ildy No 6 “Im;) :ct ﬂf Federal Research and D‘gveiopmem
Pulicies and 'Pmc_eiﬁures for
lﬁtrrtsgu cy Coordination in, Rvsﬂdrch and Dew!op-

"5 fltistical Review of Re%eaz‘ ;
Study Mo, 1 ‘\Ianonai Gcais *ma Pcﬁmiea T 254
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¢ for Bhstribution
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of Research  and  Development
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Pro-

Research and

and Dovelapmenl ” ﬁﬂé o

Bi :_pmgrams -or - agencies. It woul
have no weapons 1o emﬂioy ‘outsids
re;mrts and smdics, Jbut,

were well done.

1t is far too early in the session to
tell whether any-influeniial support can
be obtained for this proposal. Buf at
this stage there is a great deal working

of Ellioit’s commitice, subcommitiees
on research were set up by Miller's own
space committee and by the Joint
Committen on Atomic Energy and the
Armed Scrvices Committee, Thus, the

ing commitiee to step into tne deld
of science and technoiogy.
Furthermore, Congress seerms to “he

B .seems 10 ‘be: a\,customed 10

hopefuliy, :
thess could go a° 1ung way if they

against it. In response to the creation -

way is far from clear for a new staud- -

tending toward less agitation abont fed-.
eral support {or research and develop-

T

-ment A few ycars ago i fﬁul'lc; tha{ "f
 funds i -this ‘afes’ were gmwmg by af

coupla of billion dollars a year,- and it
became . quite . excited. Bu

ammitiees “have }eihforced the sens

these. committees that you never know

what might come out of thé most non- .

seastcal-sounding research project, and,
in the absence of any solid argument
to the contrary, the general congres-

sional atfitude seems to be that we
~don’t understand it too well,

or at all,
but it’s ‘good for.the country. If the
new and  farge Democratic' majority

starts a wave of general congressional .

reform. & is possible that a Joint Com-

-mittez on Research Policy might win
but in the absence of any |

approvai,
farge-scale revision 'of the committee
structurg, it seems unlikely that the
Elliott committee will leave behing
anything but- an
reports.—D. 8. GREENBERG
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various forms of gastrospteritis, ma
feod-horpe,

Cusualty relatively mild in thelr effects

_affected -sufler in statisticad silence.  But
“dt s estimated that these diseases rank

_ _comm*ttee on - food macmbxo!r:}gy'
-f"ormad by the Mationul Académ
. Sciences—National o
food protection commitkee, and the e
sult' was the recently, puhhs'hed Iepott

_3.commlttee “has concentrated on prob-

’ stor;ige But the’ subcomm;ttee

of\myste:ry that many laymen feel about =

sciérce. One witness after anot'ha.r told _.'scxennstq in industry and government‘

“are concerned about’ the increasing dis- -
“parity between -the rate of fechnologi-
: cal change in certain-segments of ifhe

“ being made to evaluate and control

| processing,

impressive pile of -

C _
X

S ik

s remind
that constant vigllance Is
3 Ard Americons confinie 1o
in substanticl aurbers  from
inly

Because these latier  ifines are”

ané of short duration, most of thase

second -only to. respiratory infe’cﬁbns-f-,, -

"amorzg short-term ilfnesses suffere& b AN
~oonembers of middie-glass f'mnhes i S
o Ulndtest Stales, ‘

Ahout I vears agd. an ad hsc

Research  Cou m! :

An Evaluation of Public Health: Haz-.
ords from Mz:.rabzologzca! Con'amzra- !
non of Foods.™ !

-In the past, the NAS food prc-tectmn

ion, pwocessmg, p'ackagmg,'_ A

“Tn. ‘the words of 'the report

food industry and the level of efforts

health harzards associnted with new
products amd processes. - They recog
nize that radical departures from the
time-honored  practices in production,
' preservation, = distribution
and serving of foods have raised new
questions concerning the micrebiotogi-
cal “contaminaiion of producis now
reaching large segments of the public

* Avuilabie froni. the o oand Puht

et of the Mational Adademy of Scien
Constitution  Avenue, Washington, D0, i ;
G4 pagest price, 32, R L
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“in partiafly  or
form.”

The subcommities was commissionéd
ty (1) review the incidence {

i, PR

completely prepared

diseuss oiccobiolo
_Cai hnmms asyocinted with pew tech-
nelogies, ana (i) formulate principles
~ “en which microbiniogical ¢u for
”fﬁud‘a wHght be besed.
The subcommitiee makes clear thai
- agsessment of the microbiclogical haz-
o ard to health is difficult from a statis-
o tical. standpoint, since reporting is in-
coriplete and nsuficiently
The. reeords for 1951
“whow . 2300 ouwbresks
cases of water-, milk-. and fgod-borne
ghses. Asthoritie; sav that
fon tioncs greater wounld be much
Cmeeurate, What is revealing in
. figures, however, is that, of ihe reparted
Ueeases, some 93 percess wers associated
Cwith focd and only 3 percemt with
Srwater and 4 percent with milk or milk
products. o
In zecenf

SR

through 1960
and JGGQ 3

these

: "m on. ovthreaks
food, milk, and
. tio continues to appear in
ports. Responsibility for reporting (hese

2o 0 lanta. Beginaing in 1902 the ceater be-
.- . gan publishing a regular “Salmonella
: “Strveillance Report,” which observers

- regard as a useful start toward gather-

1y information on a. pational hasis on
group.of. foed»bome diseases.”

;;‘mded 2 number of. suggestions fo

tinal  illnesses. These -

and ceniralization of respons:bti:ty for
these discases in one. component of
Cthe PHS environmental heahh stroe-
" ture, '

The illnesses with which the subcom-
‘mittee was concerned are described this
way in the report,

| “The case fatality ratv
ported outbreaks is legs
thousand, and the. very
of iiness can Lo <
term, non-fatal gastroenteritis
tvpes of

for ail re-
than six per

fhk 8L
'il'}«;«”" are  siaphy-

SO

tonaecal fond wind saimonel-
fosts, Apong irr‘:qs:i:n;:}' £e-
poited coiisas food-borpe tlness are

[ AT

s ,;cml%

Gotvlimun,

Clinsiridian

detalhzd. '

Jfigures. g
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years the Public Health
#yies Has stopped isseing anmuel re-
conngcted  with
water, but the informa--
whly re-

“ ‘siatistics has been given the new PHS
Communicable - Dsease -Center at At

The subcomimittee. in- ity rcpcrt in-:

improving .the reporting  of gastroin.:
_suggestions
stressed” mcasures 10 mcouragc -greater:”
nterest on the part of practicing physi-
ians and heaith department persomnel,

- r\\ér--.f-w»/\..,‘-—\«._‘_ ,-WM M\m

and paracoien’ cz"g:-n.\m'
- Frickincta spivelis, the virus of
tous hepniitis and various polsoning
chemigaiy”

Since the
ustaliy

nany

effecis of thess

are
such as
the category -of nuisances
serious hazards, it may Sem surpThing
that an NAS-NRC committee should
single them out for g fuil-scale study.
Radical advances. in {ood jechnology

remparicy
reople wouid place in
i

H‘.(.':S‘if}ﬂ‘.iii'\si\.,

rather than

amd changes W patterns of food dis.
tribution apd  prepuration  apparently

explain the concern of the food scien-
tists.

As any veteran housewife kaows. in
the years since Wm-m War HoAnwsican
food-buying and eating habits  have
boeen markedly altered, 'mmcu arty by
the availubility of frozen and pre-
cooked  foods, Coin-operated  food-
dispensing machines and the growing
popularity of “carry out” foods have
contributed 10 the c?u.ngmo ol pat-
'term

“ized. milk and cavined "Gods. for ex.

The report poiats out that the safety -
ci food in traditional forms-—pasteur-

The repott goes -on {0 say that “the
fnal product s most commonly

aged i oa metal can or 5 plastic

citen unde
srored ‘.cr'
.‘FR’C/::'I” [ 1 10

[ R T S
Praddiulln, LIems ds o

+ bad handin

sociated wid
Bofore

rotatlers

AT c{rn\';cquem?v
1 passible 1o :
products  such ax hams
stored ouwl of. ihe';".‘.friq:':rm_ :
Cfronically, in soma
fioad is safer than the n
variety, “In untreated tood” says the
repori, “the normat fopa serves two

unireaied
i (aE proceised

WikYs

funciions hat CERCERT The eSS meer

it quickly repders the food undesirable
when storage cohditions are poor, and
in some cases (b compeiitively repres-
ses the growth of food polsoning or-
aanisms. . . . The former sarves 1o
warn the corsumer of a potential dan-
-ger, and fhe latter may actually elimi-
nate the danger. in pasteurized foods
[the balance i3 upselr the organisms
that normally grow most viom’ﬂusiy of

ample—was reasonsbly  well assured  the stored food ore eHoursied, and
by processing. which met | aceepted . conditions ure proéﬁabiy made  more
standards. With many ot the new teche -favorable for growih and, periaps,

'-mquc“ now being used, potential haz-,

ards alonig the chain of production,
processing, storage, distribution, “and

final prepasation have greatly-incressed,

From Home fo Féctafy
The main - :mpac* of the: hEw mf od

ton of:food from the home. to the fac~
tory. The mass market for
preparsd foods can, of eourse,

food,

sanitary control.
eration of machinery, for instance, may
allow the buiidup of microbial con-
tamination. ln general. however, ac-
cording to the report, food canners and
good, sanitary cobircl )
L (entamination in frozen foods ap-
{ pakently is likellest to uvccur through
mishandiing during .storage
f}a‘)! sransportation.  during display | In
jstares, or after purchase hy consumers,
; E'ihz report expresses concernn whout
'3 golled Tmibdty
i} “}'m,h
L

i e e C 1

ar delavs

nrocessed” fonds, In

mierehint popuiations
1
!
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il

wchm}logy has been to shift prepara-
_ pmwsung
xﬁCtOry—
inedn
the -mass disiribution .of - .,ontammawd

.use:d for fonda. already on t’m markat

Ina m:,tory a conﬂ:ct may pmsably -
arise between prodaction efficieney and’
Aroupd-the-clock op-"

: be stored on a pantry. shelf unt

_major frozen-food processors maintain

. toxin prouuctmn by pmcnna]h’ patho-

genie organisms,’ .
" “The feport notes that"ombreak& of
botulism traced 1o smoked fish in 19607
and 1963 are instances. of the hazard
-of a mishandling of mildly processed
food. _ i o
A number of new"techniques Afor
“convenience” foods are in
the -developmen: stage or - are being

5umcs, a.cryctal_!me &Lructurc,_ and ‘can

gquired} has been the object of consid
eratie hoopla. Amonyg other new proe-
csses on the horizon are vacuum packs.

~aging, infrared irradiation, microwave
" hesting, and: radiation sterilization.
-The report makes the point that
“littde time now elapses belween &
suceessful murkes tial of a product
and il ahihost universal appearance
throsghout the very large American
murker”
The Food ang Advainisiva-

fo produgts




fogical impiications are not  under-
‘stood. And, according to the report, .
“despite tenewed interest in microbial
contamination of foods. current efforts i
are ipadeglnic 1o cope with probie s
associated with rapid changes and new
developments i the food supply.”

The stthcomwmities report colminates -
in a discussion of ihe developiment and
use of microbiologicat criteria  [or
"'f@ud. It I8 a verw circumspedt iregr-
%n_,em.'The TEpor: notes that i is pre-

tare 4dset waal  microbiological
apdurds for food. ether than milk,
‘ - The tatier '-rc"humugencous

:Bognay bo oresdily subjected

heai and fitration or cE* mrical freat-
meﬂt m closed. $vstems. "On e olher
.the . repert ways, solid
c&nnot bn filtered. vary widely in
fation and in the kind of proccssing o
_,Which they wre subjected
_dlexi in olosed =y v with difowio,
A addition, their production ficilities
dre widely dispersed, so imi coniral is
iificuls,” . '
Other pt‘actica'ﬁ diiﬁcuﬁies intrade.

fouods

oy

Fini Ave huane

tcrob;efog:ca[ standards were
en,mto law, the report cays an. en-
g agency might be. hard put’ “to
TOVE that a bacterial ievcl in excess of
Lo the standard was dangﬁmus 10 health
“lor was: indjcative of dacompmxtaon or
Bk :

Case ¥op Umfomnty

industry, .whmh tas been concerned

Tobessés und, in fact, is largely re-
sibie for initiation 'of ‘the subtom-’
ffee s(ud\ is “concerned: that-new
_'n‘ucmb;oiog!c‘at stardards be reason-
“ably uniform across the cosniry, so that

by the feading nationa! organization of
foed and drug offiders to promoie a
‘model law in states considering such
fegislation appears to be having some
SUCCESS,

ft is widely recognized,
that most astale and local
thorities are il
inicroBiological code, and- that money
- for trained personnel and new facilities
would have o be found.

From all of this it s clear that the
trait being blazed in food techrology
needs some Wdying ap by nublic health
officials, microbiologists, amd other
‘food scientists ——Jorn Wal i

incidentaily,
health an-

134

; ’Pamn!m industry, Universities

pie an

‘reterntion. I this
standing policy of

L university ropresentativ
. prodest this policy aund iy
- change. The indusiry contends that this
terade barriers” aré not erected. Efforts ( '

prepared to enforce a2

largely the result of HEW's

Renew Debate on Who Gets R}gﬁts

i fo U8, Sp@nsené Medical Research

After more than g vear of reiative’
guiet, the guestion of government at-
nt poticies is again receiving concen-
trafed atlention, as government agencies
and oiher interesied purlics move
ward a clarification of the policy memo-

randum issued by President Kennedy in
_ '()C[Gbez

1963, o
P . ;
e Kennedy memorandum was -the

first atfempi L0 COpe On u BOVOITMCHt-

wide basis with @ major problem grow-
ng out of the skyrocketing lederal in-
vestimen  in seieniific Who
should have he pu

researchs

government aranis
Atthoagh this was a
ch ideofogues on all sides
ilerous (some calling anvihing
than full governner
other ¢

Hons diseovered o
4 contrnos?

Weld viod

atfack  on free

YA
Fepnely wok a0 middie
winorandurn, rejected a

enterrrisel,

grounsg, The

“single presumption of owaership” om

bekialf of the government and provided

that jn certain cases pateat rights could
; _ cbe” acqu;red by the contractor, In one -
Beed for samplmg and ‘andl-‘_i"jarea. however, that of “exploration k-
- fo. felds which directly coicern the' pub—

lic health,” the memorandum was defi-
nitely we‘gn_ted in favor of government

di the Department of
Health, Educaticn and 'Welfare (parent
agengy of the Public Health Service and

the National Tastitutes of Health! under |

which the governmiont generally took

Ctitle to medical ciscoverips made by ¢
botit the. m,zc:rds jmplied in" the new .- ' o

researchers on agevcy funds,
MNow 1he pharmaceutical
upported "o @ certsin extent by

, has began 16
seeking a

policy hag- prodesed (i “an accelerat-
ing Jdecline of me research  co-
spoensored by indusiry ard government”

and (1) “an incressed strain on the ira-

ditional university-indusiry tonds which

have been such an important segment

of this country’s eff ]
search.” The first of these. accord
a document recently made available by

the Pharmacentical Manufacturer’s As-~
the incdustry's frade .

socigtion (PMA)
association and Washington lobby, is
“copfisca-
wry policies” and its refuctance fo vec-
ognize that
in providing private ﬁnaﬂcmg

know-how

and

to- -

Terecling a
- financed
L ing,

-t rights 10 inven-
_lp’w{:*rv 5 cc)zlmhmzom o the Same, 14

Cip

Witk —and by implication,

position s that there

observers to be related chiefly to the

it followed ‘a long-

million more in R&DY expenditores at .
. academic instiiutions,
. industry, _ R
some 1864 than i did in 1263 ¢The indostry-
~owide  total

ing to _at ail about the potential serionsness of

‘the contribution of industry -

dudop -and rmrkcl a Olhc,!'b hu‘tuse they rmvc had govern-

drug deserves @ campeasal‘ary
of markel exclusivity.”

‘statement  clairas. s, caused by “un- -
realistic mve;nm:.m ‘patent. policies fo-
ward wecademic grantees. its refusal te
recognize the righi o sppropriate §-
nancial retire for them, and the in-
ability of the indusizy 1o compete wiih
the government financially for uaiver-
sity research {facilities.” These policies.
the PMA qmmmm asserts, are “rapidly
CCBerlin Wall befween the
ph;i‘nm(’ﬁlh!_ai industry and 2 heavily
governmenial  tesearch  pro-

degree
The second, the

gram.” . :
What the indusivy seems to be say-

in shert, is that if the governiment

abwavs sakes the patent regardless of

rch - {either in the form. of outright
grants to researchers of in the aciusl -
rwelopment of a product first discov-
tu,! én 4 government grant), indusiry’s |
meentive to continue such cooperation
the produc-
fivity of medical research——dechne.
The only trouble with the 1*1dustry
does not
be much solid evidence for it ¢
that i the past 2 vears thé nuusber of

‘new drugs placed on the marker has .

declined, but this is thought by fiast’

eflects of more sizingent marketing fo-
quirements of the Kefauver-Harris drug
taws of 1962. The jink between the
decline and any asserted breakdown is
upiversity-industry refations sgems re-
mote. Evidence of a “breakdown”™ i
itsetf lacking, since thé pharmaccutical
industry appears 0 have spent over §2

medical schools,
hospitals,- and nonprofit institutions in

for such expenditures in
1964 i ostimated to be $15.2 miHion.)
in addition, the industry is able to sup-
ply no statistica: evidence of z deferio-:
rating relatioriship, -and when asked for
specific examples, PMA could contrib-
ute only a handful of anonvmous illus- _
irations which it recently solicited from
iis member firms, These offer soveral
statements of the zase but tell nothing

the ovenis described. {There is, as vet,
noe reason to think that industry anx-
jety over patent righis has ever deprived
the public of a valuable drug.} One
company, for instance, -said, “There
have heen dezens, of cases i which we
have had to give up any ide: of co-
operation with university peopli‘ and
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-

rights.”
“from -univessities on ihe same point

grants.” Another reported
CALErOUs Tequests o soreen

T bt thai it now refuses to

meni
receivas
compounds.

&

de “any of this work where the com-
ponnds were pre A ek :
et grant. simee such  goverrment

granives are unatle (o give the company
“assurance of any significant exclusive
Comments received by PMA

pre syually vague.
§.10-be typical:
s which { produce are poteniial
gcgat;c..«; agents. Yet, they cannot

The following ap-

jcal compuny will not test under
cirgunistances,” Indestry officials
ving 10 . assemble more concrete
denee fo support their case before
govermment, but so
rationy have been wholly snonvmous.

4 ft'z&piﬁedrs to be a mild case of “verdict

st
Althohgh its effect on - mdustrv-u‘:x-'

£ who. ghould have the rights o re-
tch cosponsored by indusuy and gov-

ity aecsum and one. of the

stances. wheve the government’s - con-
ribution %o the rtesearch is. staller

“than itz own. S0 far, however, this coni-

plaint is c,i'ueﬁy an abstract. one, for no
one has oellected facts and figores

..demoustrating how disputed rights have
been assigned.in particular cases. Boih.
be: Kennedy, policy and HEW reguia-
ns Appear o leave enough loophole.s .
or ‘equitable solutions to such dispiites,

il there is o evidence that govern.

& an hnmovahle ruole,

The position of the universities is
nowhere stated as éxplicitly as that of
the drug industry. It appears, however,
that the universities’ main interest is
“ig obitaining patent rights themselves,

not in amcliorating the effects of the

“deteriorating  relationship”  with the
drug heuses. and that the main reaton

for cooperatien is & mutual integest in
jsecing the regulations altered? If uwi-

wversities were allowed to fake title 10
J .discoveries made on public funds, 167

“would be under the theory that an edu-
cational institution could administer a

patent in the. public interest as satis-
facierily as the government can. Under
this theory, HEW already has sgree-
ments with 17 universities permiiting
them to hold tities, and jt makes awards
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“Many of the com-
it ot be tested simply becanse the
errment chas first chalms and & phai--

far their demon- -

wversity relatiogs is unclear, the problem
ammens is nonetheless a teal one. The.
mnmoranuum did-not take the "

: S'tm_s fears is that it will lose patent -
nghts o the " government even - n- .

ent ownership either has been or will

Sment rétention s

O @ cane-hy-Caie
BE thie wary
uiversities  would
drug companios afmud s

fscale testiag.

oXfen P
diokor

thiis

and marketing of PPGULCTS,
a4y in some instances the companies
dicker with the government.

A guestion left unanswered w her the
competing cizims 1o patent rights aris-
ing {rom government research contracts
are sorfed out is wheather any of them
make any sense in the era of big sci-
ence, None of the clalimants has much
resemblance to the
ventor the patent system was originally

- destgried to encourage, The closest, ver-
haps, is the university invesigator who
makes a discovery, but even he is dis-

TIEY

" tinguished from his predecessors by the

abserce of personal risk. The university
is chiefly the clerk, the government is
the paymasier, and industry frequenily
is' the manufacturer of a finished prod-
uct designed hy someone else.
" The inspplicability . of
rufes appears to be partly responsible

‘for the fog in which most discussions
of the paient. problem become -enve-

:loped. But despite the biur, government

- agezsicies and the interagency Patent Ad-
visory Panel, a body esizbilished by the

Kennady memorandum, under the Fed-
eral Council for Science and Technol-

“ogy, are forging ahead, atternpting 6

withonst
revali-

“adjudicite cohflicting claims
masterminding anything fike. a

tion in the patent system or the coni- -
Revisions and eX-

cepts underdying it
watsions of the Kennedy themdfandum

are expected fo be issued sometime i .-

January by the Patent Advisory Panel,

Cthe first fruit of efforts dirceted toward :
" ancther goal

of the 1963 paticy, that
of bringing soms unity .into diverse
agency practices, The new sfatemienis
are expected 1o offar the apencies guide-
lines for applying the basic policy in
pariicular nstances, perhaps amplifying
permissibie excepiions 1o the general
poiicy of gevernment retention. How
far the guidelines will go in lessening the
‘compilaints of indusity znd the univer-
sities is uncertain, though both parties
have been counferring with government
officiale behind the scenes, and both

Lagear.an air of mysterions hopefulness.

D' brake on possible moves toward a
‘dramatic change in emphasis on govern-
: the alertness of a
“small baund of Senate liberals to any

threat of “giveaway” of the fruits of

government-sponsored  research. Inter-
ested congressional invesiigators—maoss
notally Democratiesenators tong of

independent  in-. - formation of the Indinn Brain Research ™

 Brain

traditional . g

Cspecimens.
st of plans 1o move from the Smith-

:maspheric Resesfch (UCAR), which -

s

" of o scientific representat

Qeboonur @

s Dikely that

SFY O Onde

o ghm RN
tened.

-ELivor LANGER

Announcements

Announcerment has been made of the

Association  (IHRA), a nonprofit, -sei-.-
entific; and - educational  organization, -
IBRA has anunounced plans to publish -
News, a. bimonthly newslciter,.
designed to apprisc members of current
news in neurology, with particular-oms
phasis on ‘brain, résearch, teaching,. ;ma'
telated professions. Further infgrmany
tion on IBRA iy available from B.
skeril, A_;ivecter, Chiitaranjan Natmn» 5

neer Begenrch Cemre. Lzm:u £ R

o o ‘Ebi‘, l'iicmpi' 4nd shpmenf nf:' L
The moratarfun is fhe re-

cnian Institution buiiding to the Mu-

seusn of Natural History building, It
“has therefore been requested that be-

tween | Apritand 31 October, no speci-
méns be shioped to the depariment, and
‘no specimens be réquested for lean.

The Elniversity Corporation for A

operates the MNalfofal Center for At~
nherie Research dn Boulder, Jolos
rago, has announced the creation of a
Council of M'f»ﬂ'shcrq- and the election
of five U 5. universities to UCAR men-
‘hership.- The council, o he comprised
: fram each
will perform the
Gor i help
v and facitity pro-

member  univers »h
funclion of “uoi
tnsure that research
grams of the Corporation “are respon-
‘sive 1o the changing needs of the at-
mospheric sciendes and of the university

coramunity.” The five newly alected
memhbers are the usiversities of Colo~
rado Simte, Alssksa, Colorado, Texas,
and Utgh, Other members are the uni-
versities of Arivons, Cshifornia. - Chi-
cago, C‘ome!i Florida  State, Jolns
“Hopkins, Michigor, New York, Penn-
hyivmla Stuta, 51, Louls, Tesas AEM,
Washington, - Wisconsin, and MLT.
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