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Naples Station: Crisis Italian Style
at Marine Biology Center

Naples. The Naples Zoological Sta-
tion, one of the oldest of marine bi-
ology stations, is passing through a
time of troubles, both financial and ad-
ministrative. In a general way, the
Naples station is a casualty of the con-
flict between Italian academic tradi-
tions and new research modes, as
well as of forces gathering momentum
within modern biology. The particulars
of the crisis, however, depend so great-
ly on personalities and personal rela-
tionships that the tale might better be
told in a novel than in a news story.

Last week it became known unoffi-
cially that the Italian government would
soon announce appointment of a com-
missioner (commissario straordinario)
to take over the functions of the sta-
tion’s governing body for a year and
prepare the way for restructuring of the
institution. At the same time, it be-
came known that the Ministry of
Public Instruction will increase its
annual direct support of the station
from $112,000 to $144,000. This boost
will not solve the station’s serious finan-
cial problems, but it indicates official
feeling that the station needs increased
income as well as reform of its statutes.

The Stazione Zoologica di Napoli
was established in 1872 by Anton
Dohrn, a German research scientist
who found the atmosphere of the Ger-
man universities oppressive. A Dar-
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winian, Dohrn was attracted to the
Gulf of Naples by the variety and
abundance of marine life which lent
itself to the pursuit of one of his main
interests, experimental work in support
of Darwin’s evolutionary theories.
Dohrn, who put much of his money
in the station, was a practical man as
well as a distinguished zoologist. With
local help he built his station in what
is now a public park that fronts on
the bay. An aquarium occupied the
ground floor of the original building;
receipts from admissions were intended
to help defray the costs of research in
the laboratories on the two floors
above.

Collection of specimens has been the
pride and strength of the station. Fish-
ermen permanently employed by the
station know most of the creatures
in the gulf by their Latin names, as
well as when and where they are to
be found. A visitor checks in advance
on the probable availability of the
specimens he wants and then comes
to Naples with the reasonable assurance
of delivery of a daily order. One
visiting scientist contrasted the per-
formance of the station’s fisher-
men with the situation at one well-
known American station where, he
said, “they hand you a pair of boots
and a net and wish you good luck.”

“The Aquarium,” as it is known to
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Neapolitans and to the generations of
scientists who have worked there, is
an international laboratory which, at
the same time, is officially an institu-
tion which operates under the authori-
ty of the Italian government. The staff
is predominantly Italian, and, while the
foreign governments have contributed
generously to the financing of capital
improvements, about half of the operat-
ing budget comes from Italian sources.
At the outbreak of World War 1, the
laboratory was taken over by the Italian
government, because Reinhard Dohrn,
Anton Dohrn’s son and successor as
station director, was a German na-
tional. In the early 1920’s an agree-
ment was reached under which the
station became a nonprofit institution
operating under supervision of the
Ministry of Public Instruction. The
Italian government has consistently
provided about half of the station’s
operating funds, and it is not surprising
that Italians are irritated when some
foreigners speak as if the station were
sustained by funds from abroad.

Direction. of the lab has remained,
by direct succession, in the Dohrn
family. The present director is Rein-
hard Dohrn’s son, Peter Dohrn, 49,
who was trained as an M.D. and after
Worid War 1II studied zoology at the
University of Naples. Peter Dohrn is
much involved in the present con-
troversy.

Part of Dohrn’s and the station’s
problem is financial. The operating
budget has been increasing at the rate
of about 5 percent a year, and income,
in the familiar pattern of nonprofit
institutions, has not. The need for heavy
capital investment to rehabilitate and
reconstruct a stately but partly decrepit
building and to acquire expensive new
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equipment has required special fund-
raising exertions both in Italy and
abroad. A five-story unit to house the
station’s library costing $320,000 was
financed in the mid-fifties with contri-
butions from Italian, German, Ameri-
can, and British sources. An appeal for
money to renovate the east wing
brought contributions of $200,000
each from German and United States
(NSF) government sources and $80,000
from the British.

The 1966 budget of the station was
just over $600,000, about $500,000
of that being earmarked for operating
expenses. The Italian government’s con-
tribution for the year totaled about
$330,000. The other $100,000 was giv-
en by the Volkswagenwerk Foundation
for the remodeling of a villa on the
island of Ischia and for installation of
large tanks where animals can be ob-
served in cooled and circulating sea
water.

International support of the regular
program of the station continues to be
channeled through the “table” system
established early by Anton Dohrn. A
table denotes the research space for
one research worker. Table rent, now
$3000, is intended to cover the cost
of accommodating a researcher at the
station for a full year. This does not
include living costs or stipend. In re-
cent years, 60 tables have been sup-
ported. Italian governmental organiza-
tions have paid fees for about 20 tables,
Germany and the United States a dozen
each, Great Britain three or four, Swe-
den two, and Belgium, France, Neth-
erlands, Israel, Switzerland, and Japan
one each.

Income from table fees—about
$177,000 last year—represents a di-
minishing proportion of the budget. In
a move to increase income and, ap-
parently, to further “internationalize”
the station, the administrative council
—the governing body of the institu-
tion—proposed that Italian or foreign
private institutions (academies, for ex-
ample) which contribute to the up-
keep of the station the sum of at least
$80,000 a year for not less than 5
years be entitled to have a member
on the council.

A willingness to provide such sup-
port has been signified, by some Eu-
ropean countries, but, ironically, the
station can’t accept the new income
until its governing statutes are changed.
And the statutes have become the fo-
cal point of a controversy in which
the major parties are the Italian gov-
ernment, the representatives of organ-
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Peter Dohrn, director of the Naples
Zoological Station.

ized international biology, the Dohrn
family, the administrative council of
the station, members of the profession-
al staff of the station, and a left-
wing labor union.

The dispute has had cumulative ele-
ments, but the current crisis can be
traced from about 1960 when the sta-
tion was in particularly tight financial
straits. At that time the five-story unit
that houses the excellent library had
just been constructed, and the station
was facing the heavy costs of a very
necessary modernization of much of
the rest of the building. Salaries and
the cost of equipment were climbing,
and it was clear that income was not
paying for services the station sought
to provide.

The station was a matter of con-

cern in the international biology com-
munity, and at this point Professor
G. Montalenti, who was then presi-
dent of the International Union of
Biological Sciences, together with Paul
Weiss, then chairman of the U.S. Com-
mittee on IUBS, called a conference
in Naples to consider the problems of
the station. Out of the conference
came the specific recommendations,
which were followed, that table rent
should be doubled to $3000 and that
the station’s budget should be pub-
lished annually, and also general ad-
vice that, for example, the aquarium
should be renovated and a guest house
for visiting scientists provided.

As another result of the meeting, a
six-man advisory committee of IUBS
was appointed to report regularly up
the international line to the Interna-
tional Council of Scientific Unions
(ICSU) and UNESCO. Montalenti, who
is professor of genetics at Rome Uni-
versity and has had a long and close
association with the Naples station, was
named chairman of the committee and
continued to serve in that post.

Events of recent months have made
the controversy over the station appear
to be in part a conflict between Monta-
lenti and Dohrn. This polarization be-
came pronounced in November after
the Ministry of Public Instruction re-
quested that the proposed new statutes
be revised further. In a letter to the
IUBS advisory committee Montalenti
said the Ministry had suggested that
the functions of scientific director and
administrator, now combined in the di-
rectorship held by Dohrn, should be
separated. Dohrn denied that the minis-
try had expressed an opinion: on the

Main building of the Naples Zoological Station.
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Washington, D.C. 20402.

A New Ocean of NASA Publications

NASA'’s reputation as the government’s leading producer of press re-
leases and after-dinner speeches has been given further confirmation with
the recent publication of a 767-page volume titled Index to NASA News
Releases and Speeches: 1963—1966. In this mammoth soft-cover book,
NASA publicity is listed under six headings: subject, personal names,
news release number, accession number, speeches, and news releases.
This volume supersedes the Index to NASA News Releases and Speeches
1963-1965 and is available from Scientific and Technical Information
Division, Code USS-A, NASA Headquarters, Washington, D.C. 20546.

Two NASA-subsidized hard-cover books have been published recently:
An Administrative History of NASA, 1958-1963 ($4.00) and This New
Ocean: A History of Project Mercury ($5.50). (The latter volume was
reviewed in the 12 May issue of Science.) Both books can be obtained
from the Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office,

According to a recent estimate by the Government Printing Office
(GPOQ), 337 copies of An Administrative History of NASA and 180
copies of This New Ocean have been sold. “It looks like we could use a
plug for This New Ocean,” a GPO official commented. NASA historians
are currently at work on chronologies of Project Gemini and Project
Apollo and are scheduled to write a full history of Project Gemini.—B.N.

matter and objected to other points in
Montalenti’s letter. He said he felt he
could not attend the meeting unless an
agenda was circulated and a new chair-
man named. After this, Montalenti re-
signed not only his chairmanship of
the TUBS group but also his member-
ship on the Station’s administrative
council and on the Italian committee
which allocates table space at the sta-
tion to researchers.

The Ministry’s request for a revision
was prompted primarily by demands
from the station’s unionized staff, par-
ticularly members of the professional
scientific staff. It is here that another
theme in the richly orchestrated com-
plexities of the situation is introduced.
The station has about 90 employees.
As is the pattern in Italy, most of
these are members of either of two
unions, one White (Catholic) and the
other Red (Communist-led). The Left-
ist Italian General Labor Confedera-
tion has been more active in recent
years in the underorganized south of
Italy and has been the more aggres-
sive at the station. The union has
sought higher pay for station staff—
pay is low at the station and in Naples
in general—and has also pushed for
more tenure positions for the employ-
ees; about a third now hold permanent
jobs. Tenure is an important matter
in Ttaly where security of employment
compensates somewhat for low wages.
Unquestionably, there was some re-
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sentment, particularly among younger
employees, toward the Dohrn “dynas-
ty” and what some viewed as a sur-
vival of a seigneurial system. Last year
there were a couple of short strikes.

In addition to economic demands,
the union has also pushed for partici-
pation of the staff in the making of
policy. Scientific staff members felt,
for example, that they have not been
consulted sufficiently on reconstruction
plans. But the main point at issue is
the staff’s desire to have their right
to conduct independent research for-
mally recognized in the new statutes.

One staff member, who has been
perhaps the most active in seeking this
statutory change, said that the station
“is just one of the situations in Italy
with basically the same problem.” In
the universities, scientists with research
aspirations often find that the path to
independent research is blocked. The
greater freedom now enjoyed by physi-
cists, in part as a result of the Fermi
revolution more than a generation ago,
and opportunities outside the univer-
sity structure afforded by such new in-
stitutions as the International Labora-
tory of Genetics and Biophysics in
Naples, directed by Adriano Buzatti
Traverso, are cited as hopeful
examples.

At the Naples station, the proponents
of radical change argue that the con-
cept of the station as a “scientific hotel”
and of staff members as primarily as-

sistants to visitors is obsolete, if only
because of developments in the tech-
nology of biology since the war. To
make proper use of sophisticated in-
struments—an electron microscope, for
example—a scientist rather than a tech-
nician must be on the permanent staff.
No competent scientist, they contend,
will be willing to forego his own re-
search simply to provide a service to
visitors.

These points are arguable and are
being argued. Among the assistants
themselves, there is a split. Some feel
that assisting visitors at the station can
be combined with research as success-
fully as teaching and research are com-
bined in many European and Ameri-
can universities. They maintain that
it is assumed that in practice the as-
sistant at Naples will have half his
time free to devote to his own work;
they point out that the careers of dis-
tinguished alumni of the station were
not blighted by lack of statutory sanc-
tion for their research efforts at Naples.

The views of the revisionists were
given pointed expression, however,
when four members of the scientific
staff appealed in October to the Minis-
try asking that the staff and the union
participate in the reform of the station
to resolve a “grave administrative, sci-
entific, and organizational crisis.”

It is on the matter of policy that
Dohrn has been adamant. He says
that he sympathizes with staff demand
for better pay and improved working
conditions, but he feels that staff par-
ticipation in policymaking and the
granting of formal rights to perform
independent research would destroy the
original character of the station. The
union has backed the proposal that
the functions of scientific director and
administrator be separated. Dohrn
argues that having a scientific director
implies a planned program which con-
tradicts the basic principle of “free
research.” Dohrn has taken the posi-
tion that the staff under the prevailing
rules should not have direct access to
the administrative council, and this has
added to tensions.

The administrative council, his-
torically, has never played a decisive
role in station affairs, and, in the pres-
ent circumstances, some of the mem-
bers may well be suffering from con-
flicts of interest and loyalty. On the
council now, in addition to Peter
Dohrn, are the Mayor of Naples, Dr.
K. Dohrn, who is a Frankfort banker,
treasurer of the Max-Planck-Gesell-
schaft, and a Dohrn cousin, and four
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professors of the University of Naples,
including Professor I. Califano, who
also heads the biology and medicine
section of the Italian National Re-
search Council. The board has been
badly shaken by Montalenti’s resigna-
tion.

Adding to the disharmony has been
the failure of a compromise attempt
to give Dohrn some assistance with
the scientific and technical side of his
job. About a year ago, Professor G.
Chieffi of the University of Camerino
was named temporary scientific and
technical adjutant to Dohrn by the
council. Like most leading Italian bi-
ologists, Chieffi had close associations
with the station. Chieffi’s role was never
clearly defined, relations between Dohrn
and Chieffi were obviously strained, and
last fall Chiefi made known his inten-
tion to resign.

The recent break between Montalen-
ti and Dohrn and what it symbolizes
make a settlement even more difficult.
Not only did Montalenti have a long
professional involvement with the sta-
tion, but he was a close friend of
Reinhard Dohrn. Early in his career
Montalenti served as an assistant and
then department head at the station.
In 1939 he went to a post at the Uni-
versity of Bologna. When the armistice
of 1943 took Italy out of the war,
Montalenti made his way south and
took over management of the station.
He saw it through the very hard times
at the end of the war and then moved
to the chair in genetics at Naples Uni-
versity. Peter Dohrn, who served as
a German army doctor, came back to
Naples and, in the years after the war,
studied at the university and joined
the station staff as an assistant. In the
mid-fifties Montalenti, a respected and
influential figure in Italian and inter-
national science, supported Peter Dohrn
in his succession to the directorship
and took his part in times of stress
afterwards. At a purely personal level,
the estrangement between the two very
different men is one of the saddest
aspects of the events at Naples.

Dohrn’s real misfortune is perhaps
not, as his detractors say, that he lacks
the scientific authority of his grand-
father or the outstanding managerial
talents of his father, but that he lives
in a time when the scientific impresario
is an anachronism.

A view held by some biologists is
that the Naples station has become a
backwater, an unproductive place at
an unsuitable site, run in a casual style
that is no longer tolerable. An op-
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posite view, held with equal vehemence,
particularly by people who use the sta-
tion, is that despite physical shortcom-
ings the research atmosphere at the
station is a unique and salubrious one.
For example, an American visiting sci-
entist said that for biologists accus-

tomed to the grind of the committee-
ridden American university, the Naples
station is “the greatest therapy center
in the world” and that he had got-
ten more research and writing done in
Naples than at any time in recent years.
Some alumni of the station are unstint-

have replied, “I know it.”

further delays.—D.S.G.

Particle Physics: New Talk of East-West Ties

Over the past dozen years, Soviet and American physicists have
occasionally talked of cooperative endeavors in high-energy physics, but
outside of an exchange of visits to each other’s facilities, no concrete
results have followed. Now, with the Russians putting the finishing
touches on the world’s biggest accelerator, a 70-Bev machine at Ser-
pukhov, near Moscow, new talks of cooperation have informally been
taking place. According to some sources, these have centered on the
possibility of American scientists designing and constructing experiments
for the Serpukhov machine, and of Russians doing the same here when
the AEC’s 200-Bev accelerator is completed. Since the Russians have
agreed to an arrangement under which a French group is building a
bubble chamber for the 70-Bev machine, it is felt that they favor some
international cooperation. But since we are pounding the Soviets’ ideo-
logical cousins in Vietnam, and they pound back with Soviet-manufac-
tured ordnance, the question of opening a new East-West avenue of
scientific cooperation is considered to be delicate and uncertain. Never-
theless, talks are proceeding on an informal basis. One AEC official
commented, “Wouldn’t it be something if we put a $3-million experi-
ment into Serpukhov? Think of the bookkeeping problems.”

Meanwhile, the 200-Bev accelerator continues to produce contention.
Civil-rights groups around the Weston, Illinois, site chosen for the
machine are adamantly insisting that the project should not be permitted
to proceed unless Illinois passes an open-housing law. Last week, Senator
John O. Pastore (D-R.1.), chairman of the Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy, again voiced his support for their position. The Republican
Minority Leader, Senator Everett M. Dirksen of Illinois, replied that, if
the accelerator is blocked for lack of an open-housing law, he will at-
tempt to block funds for projects in other states that lack such legisla-
tion. Among those projects, he said, are NASA’s facilities in Houston
and at Cape Kennedy. Dirksen was quoted as saying that he told Pastore,
“John, youwve got a fight on your hands.” To which Pastore is said to

In another development concerning the accelerator, the Joint Com-
mittee’s subcommittee on research, development, and radiation, chaired
by Representative Melvin Price of Illinois, stated its opposition to the
AEC’s plans to economize by building a stripped-down model of the
original design. Price’s subcommittee declared that “the AEC’s decision
to propose a reduced scope accelerator was dictated by the Bureau of
the Budget for budgetary rather than technical reasons”—which is a fair
statement of the matter. The subcommittee concluded that short-term
economizing would ultimately increase the overall costs.

The assorted uncertainties that confront the 200-Bev machine are said
to be having an effect on the recruitment of staff for the vast project.
Many persons are eager to work on the project, but at the moment there
is very little to work on. As the high-energy community recalls, political
complications produced several years’ delay in the start of construction
on the Stanford Linear Accelerator. Design work on the 200-Bev ma-
chine was sufficiently advanced for construction to have started at least
18 months ago, but the competition for the site introduced an unfore-
seen delay, and now the civil-rights issue poses the possibility of still
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NEWS IN BRIEF

¢ CUT BACK IN RESEARCH
ABROAD: Federal agencies have re-
duced their spending for scientific
research and postgraduate study abroad
by $4 million during the last 12
months, according to Rep. Henry S.
Reuss (D-Wis.), chairman of the Re-
search and Technical Programs sub-
committee of the House Committee on
Government Operations. Reuss said
that the National Institutes of Health
and the National Science Foundation
have cut back the funds awarded for
postgraduate study by $1.2 million.
Reduction in funds spent on research
activities reported to the subcommittee
included: Defense Department, $2
million; Public Health Service, $798,-
000; Atomic Energy Commission,
$103,000; National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, $100,000; and
National Science Foundation, $73,000.
Reuss had earlier recommended that
funds be cut from non-urgent and

postponable research projects and that,

stricter criteria be applied in awarding
the study grants. The agencies submitted
the amounts of reductions to the sub-
committee but did not indicate just
where the cuts were made.

o NIAID REORGANIZATIONS: The
National Institute of Allergy and Infec-
tious Diseases (NIAID) has reorganized
some of its intramural research work.
The Laboratory of Infectious Diseases
(LID), the largest of the NIAID re-
search units, was renamed the Labora-
tory of Viral Diseases, retaining its
chief, Robert J. Huebner. Roger M.
Cole has been named chief of the
newly created Laboratory of Microbiol-

ogy, which will be responsible for re--

search formerly conducted under LID.
The Laboratory of Tropical Virology
has been abolished. It “died a natural
death,” a NIAID spokesman said, be-
cause much of its work had already been
taken over by other NIAID divisions.

® NSF APPROPRIATION: The House
last week provided no grounds for
cheer among the many scientists who
have been contending that the Na-
tional Science Foundation should be-
come the principal fount of federal sup-
port for basic research and scientific
training. In its budget for the coming
fiscal year, the administration sought
to increase the NSF budget by $31
million, to a total of $495 million. The
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size of the proposed increase was gen-
crally considered to be inadequate in
terms of the demands being made on
NSF’s resources, but the House de-
clined even to go along with that
amount. When the verdict was in, NSF
emerged with an increase of $15 mil-
lion. The Senate now takes up the
budget, but in recent years, it has tend-
ed to go along with the House on the
NSF budget. Just how NSF will revise
its plans in order to work with a lesser
amount is not yet known. But under
the original budget, it had intended to
increase its research grants from 3600
to 3870, and it had planned to add
$2.3 million to its present budget of
$45.9 million for advanced training.

® HIGHER EDUCATION SUPPORT:
Grants and loans of more than $100
million for institutions of higher learn-
ing were announced recently by the
U.S. Office of Education. Under the
“Strengthening Developing Institutions”
title of the Higher Education Act of
1965, more than $22 million was
awarded 325 institutions in 46 states,
the District of Columbia, Guam, and
Puerto Rico. Schools qualifying for the
program, an Office of Education official
said, are those that “are struggling for
survival because of financial or other
reasons such as geographical isolation.”
Included in the total were funds to
establish 1213 National Teaching Fel-
lowships under which junior faculty
members and graduate students from
established institutions will spend a
year at a developing institution. Ten
southern states accounted for more
than half of the $22 million and ap-
proximately $10 million went to
predominately Negro schools. A total
of $30 million has been appropriated
for the program this year, compared
with $5 million last year when it was
just beginning operation.

Under Title I of the Higher Educa-
tion Facilities Act of 1963, grants
totaling $52 million were awarded to
106 institutions to pay part of the cost
of building or remodeling undergrad-
uate facilities. A total of $460 million
has been appropriated for the program
this year, the same figure as last year.
Under Title II of the same act, 29
colleges and universities received $30
million in construction loans, part of
this year’s appropriation of $200 mil-
lion, up from $110 million last year.

ing in praise of the “spirit of Naples”
and often express their feelings in
testimonials to Dohrn.

Opinions on Dohrn’s personality and
his administration of the station will
doubtless continue to differ. He is worn
by the controversy and sometimes over-
reacts irritably to his critics. His style
of life is hardly grand—he lives in a
peasant house on the Sorrento peninsu-
la, and he drives one of the smaller
Fiats. As for his stewardship of the
station, users say that the new library
is well designed and well run. Handling
of the major reconstruction job now
in progress has drawn criticism from
inside and outside the lab, in part, it
seems, because of delays caused by
efforts to stretch the lire. Nevertheless
the work goes on. With regard to
regular operations, cost -effectiveness
criteria are obviously hard to apply,
but visiting biologists seem to think that
the station gives more for its half-
million-dollar annual budget than most
places could.

What marks Dohrn most deeply is
the intensity of commitment to the
principle of “free science.” He sees the
mission of the station as providing
“hospitality to intelligent science.” No
doubt he feels that he is the defender
of the scientific faith and family tradi-
tion. He accepts as inevitable that the
freedom he espouses will be linked
with a good deal of uncertainty. There
is no doubting his resolution and this is
what, as much as anything, has so far
prevented compromise.

To a significant number of foreign
scientists, Dohrn symbolizes the sta-
tion’s international character. Without
Dohrn, many Italians feel that, as one
activist staff member said, the station
would “fall under the risk of university
dominance.”

In some ways the Naples station has
deviated from the main trends of mod-
ern biology. The organizational ideal
in biology now seems to be the large,
interdisciplinary laboratory where ag-
glomerations of talent will permit ef-
ficiencies of scale. The ideal has been
achieved in few places—even the Cam-
bridge lab and Pasteur Institute have
their strengths and weaknesses—but the
way seems to lead to the “research fac-
tory” which the physicists pioneered.
Whether there will be a place for a
Naples station which attracts biologists
who want to work only on the marine
fauna and flora available there seems
questionable. What happens at Naples
may suggest the answer.

Other forces for change are work-

SCIENCE, VOL. 156



ing. From this year hence, for ex-
ample, grants from the Italian Na-
tional Research Council (CNR) must be
targeted for specific research projects.
CNR has adopted the NIH model.
The aim apparently is to pry some re-
search funds from the control of the
professors for the use of able junior
people. A side effect in the case of the
stazione, however, will be to reduce
funds available for the support of “free
research.”

At Naples there is obviously no
choice between clear alternatives. Al-
most everyone wants the same thing—
to maintain the station as an interna-
tional facility, to put it on a sound
financial footing, and to provide the
staff with more security and more satis-
factory working conditions. The differ-
ences are over how to accomplish these
aims.

After a meeting in March, the ad-
ministrative council replied to the Min-
istry’s letter by forwarding minutes
that dealt with some of the relevant is-
sues. The council emphasized the neces-
sity of guaranteeing the “internationali-
ty” of the station and also stressed the

NIH Budget:

need for increased regular income of
some $500,000 a year. In addition, the
council affirmed a readiness to recog-
nize the right of scientific personnel
to perform their own research accord-
ing to a program “limited only by the
need to fit into the scientific frame-
work of the station.” The council also
noted its view that a different structure
of the board of directors is necessary.
The response was couched in general
terms which seemed to indicate a recep-
tivity to change, but it hardly afforded
a basis for settlement.

International interest remains high.
A meeting of the IUBS advisory com-
mittee has been called for this week in
Naples by Professor C. H. Wadding-
ton of Edinburgh, now president of
IUBS, when the committee is expected
to review the situation. The Ttalian gov-
ernment seeks to know what the bi-
ologists in countries which support the
station want, and this group is likely
to influence whatever action is taken,

Germany and the United States,
which have been the heaviest foreign
contributors to the station, are follow-
ing developments at Naples closely, but

House Committee

Sticks to Administration Figure

The President’s budget for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health emerged
virtually unchanged this week from
the House Appropriations Committee,
but whether this should inspire joy
or gloom in the biomedical research
community is an uncertain matter.

In the handling of the budget, this
was the first time out for Representa-
tive Daniel J. Flood (D-Pa.) as succes-
sor to the late John E. Fogarty in the
chairmanship of the Labor-HEW ap-
propriations subcommittee. And along
with Flood, as a consequence of Re-
publican victories and one retirement
last fall, was an altogether new and
relatively conservative Democratic line-
up on the subcommittee. This new cast
did not emulate Fogarty’s well-estab-
lished practice of adding substantial
funds to the administration’s medical
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research budget. But, considering the
political complexion of the House, the
financial drain of Vietnam, and an im-
pending deficit that may crack all
records, NIH did quite well to come
out in one piece. Nevertheless, there
is no arguing that, relatively speaking,
it did not ask for very much in the
first place.

This is how the numbers break down:
Last year Congress appropriated for
NIH $1,123,162,000. Because of the
uncertain budget situation this year,
NIH prepared “high” and “low” budg-
ets for submission to its administrative
parent, HEW. These were for $1,517,-
955,000 and for $1,158,622,000. After
examination by HEW, these were mod-
ified to $1,409,111,000 and $1,202,078,-
000. The Bureau of the Budget took
these figures and finally came out with

have taken the view that this is an
Italian matter and are keeping mum
at least officially.

The appointment of a government
official to a post of highest authority
at the station relieves the suspense and
obviously moves the discussion into
a new phase. It is a serious step, but
such appointments are not uncommon
in Italy when a public institution is
in difficulty. Details of the commis-
sioner’s brief are not yet clear. The
commissioner, understood to be an
official called out of retirement to take
the post, will be advised by three senior
professors who are familiar with the
station.

The decision itself is the respon-
sibility of the Ministry, although the
CNR and Italian biologists will no
doubt be consulted. Because the Italians
presumably wish to preserve the inter-
national character of the station, and
also because of the relevance of the
whole matter to the vexed question
of university reform, the decision on
the Naples station is a matter of real
consequence for Italian science policy.

—JOHN WALSH

$1,187,250,000—the figure that was
submitted to Congress. Flood’s sub-
committee voted to apropriate all but
$13.3 million of the amount requested.
The cuts were from the Regional Med-
ical Programs and the environmental
health sciences, but these amounts
wer said, in effect, to be available for
expenditure next year because of delays
in spending funds appropriated earlier.

Redoubtable as Fogarty was in pro-
moting federal support of medical re-
search, there is little reason to believe
that he would have fared much better.
At the time of his death, considerable
chilliness prevailed between him and the
President (Fogarty regularly referred
to him as “a Kennedy man,” and
would jokingly point out that, while he
had several portraits of the late Presi-
dent on the walls of his office, his pic-
torial acknowledgment of the Johnson
Presidency was a snapshot-size photo
atop a bookcase). The President paid
no more than lip service to Fogarty’s
insistence that medical research be sup-
ported to the limits of its financial ap-
petite. But, even if he had urged it, it
is doubtful that the House membership
that was voted in by the last election
would have gone along with a major
increase for NIH.
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