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that an article by E. L. Hess, “Origins
of molecular biology” [Science 168,
664 (1970)] “fails entirely to mention
any use of the name earlier than that
by Astbury in 1945”; and Dyson sug-
gested that I “write a letter to the edi-
tor of Science to set the record
straight.”

My letter to Dyson contained the
following paragraphs:

Very shortly after I was appointed, in

. 1932, the director for the natural sciences

in the Rockefeller Foundation I urged the
Trustees, with the full backing of the then
president of the Rockefeller Foundation,
Max Mason, that the science program of
the foundation be shifted from its previous
preoccupation with the physical sciences,
to an interest in stimulating and aiding
the application, to basic biological prob-
lems, of the techniques, experimental pro-
cedures, and methods of analysis so effec-
tively developed in the physical sciences.

This proposal was accepted and ap-
proved by the Rockefeller Foundation
Trustees, and progress in the program was
sufficiently prompt and promising so that
when I drafted the “natural science” sec-
tion of the Annual Report of the Rocke-
feller Foundation for 1938 this section
began with a sixteen-page portion, pages
203-219, which was headed, in large type,
MOLECULAR BIOLOGY, the first sen-
tence being “Among the studies to which
the Foundation is giving support is a
series in a relatively new field, which may
be called molecular biology, in which deli-
cate modern techniques are being used to
investigate ever more minute details of
certain life processes.”

Thus I think that it must be conceded
that this field did have a name when Sir
Lawrence was made the Director of the
Cavendish in 1938.

WARREN WEAVER
Second Hill,

New Milford, Connecticut 06776

Yogurt Fit for an Armenian

I have read with shock the impro-
prieties urged upon your readers by
letter writers Segal and Goodman for
the making of yogurt (31 July and 9
Oct.). In all generosity, I must admit
that Evalyn Segal has genuine insights
into portions of the process. She uses
whole milk and she understands the ap-
plication of yogurt to cucumber salad.
But she recommends a dangerously im-
precise method of measuring preincu-
bation temperature of the boiled milk
and goes on to say that the milk con-
tainer should cool slowly wrapped in
“two heavy Turkish towels.” Jerome
Goodman, on the other hand, writes
that he uses “powdered skim milk”
(may my sainted grandmother forgive

my repeating such things on my own
typewriter), and then prescribes incuba-
tion at 43°C using a “thermostatically
controlled electric frying pan.”

Such things cannot go uncorrected
in a journal of science and humanism.
Whole ‘milk is used, of course. It is
placed in a crockery bowl and mixed
with the culture. But the proper tem-
perature for the start of the incubation
period is ascertained by dipping the
elbow into the milk until one feels
a sensation neither of hot nor of cold.
Then the covered bowl is wrapped,
first, in the second section of The New
York Times, and, over that, a baby
blanket made of virgin wool given in a
layette 12 years earlier by an aunt in
Watertown, Massachusetts. The cover-
ings are kept in place by a flat granitic
rock weighing approximately 8 pounds.
The next morning you can expect
yogurt fit for an Armenian.

BEN H. BAGDIKIAN
3210 Newark Street, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20008

Livermore Lab Response

Boffey’s article on the Gofman-
Tamplin charges against this Labora-
tory (28 Aug., p. 838) quotes me only
through the intermediary of Gofman.
The quotations in the article are not in
accordance with my memory of the
conversations,

Thus, I did not tell Gofman that “it
would be a ‘grave mistake’ for him and
Tamplin to testify before Senator
Muskie’s subcommittee last fall.” To
the best of my recollection, I did not
see Gofman between the time Senator
Muskie called him to testify and the
time he returned from the hearings.

I do not recall saying that the Labo-
ratory was a “fragile institution,” and
that we couldn’t “take a chance on in-
juring relationships between the lab and
the commission.” I thought, and believe
I said, that the Laboratory’s (or anyone
else’s) ability to get an objective hear-
ing for controversial recommendations
is “fragile,” and depends on the willing-
ness of many people to look dispassion-
ately at views to which they have given
support. In particular, I thought that
coupling technical recommendations
with attacks on individuals and insti-
tutions could only damage this ability.

MICHAEL M. MAY
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory,
Post Office Box 808,
Livermore, California 94550
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