divorce ourselves from the present role of providing technical adivce

which is really only a tiny fzaction of the total technical advice.
Dr. Dimmick:

What is your reason for that? 1s this because you wouldqagree with

the c;erV\C2%££z; of biological warfare or because you think “YadX ot/

te:;}fic\f)li %@x\i{%is wron;‘) é’kk\f"‘*— &M&%&LW&,QW.W %DMAMi'

to the Department of Defense in terms of biological warfare is an immoral

thing. I don't think the Society should take that kind of stand. I

R Lok we cqrea et < - -
disagree wits\the morality Ot;ﬁim. but 1 disagree that

the Society should take that stand.

DA,/MLU\/\J N
Do you want to know what my beliefs are or do you want to know

whether my statement is conditioned by my beliefs on that subject?

Dr. Dimmick:

Yowr AR Lmanct o Arbrek S dnagll o wk
eg)TT’kalﬁjl,f

I don't really think so Dp Dimmick. T don't really believe that my

position... I think that iXs Axbﬁkﬁl if we are being used and we are

-

being exploited in some way by having such an Advisory Committesqdoes that
give a sense of acceptibility to the activities of the BS Army Biological

Laboratorées, then I resent that as a member of thet organization being

Uit we ahendd

expboitedwhether I do or don'eﬂbe doing such activities is irrevelant.

Dr. Dimmick:

blf\b wH oL

-Public Wxifaxe Health Serviceaske%ﬂto set up an advisory committee

; VA
e

o advise the Public Health Services, would you object to that?

4



Dr. Marr:

I don't the Public Health Service is in trouble politically,

-~

I don't think that there is any serious activity on the part of Q111£§A~9

persans in the US protesting the activities of the Public Health Service.

Dr. Dimmick: 'T\MWV'CX v o morad W

Dr. Clark:

}Srthlivki— it is a question of exploitation. Here are some other
opinions.
Q-uest—imn(l‘)n. w‘dﬂj—b

. {
I think that everyone in-O%?&LLfilﬁthﬂ&lazﬂ-being used,

Dr—Marr: |

So why d%byou want to fight? Why don't you just turn the tables
and make this Committee into a viable top- organization., It may'furn
out to be a92§%j§:)the Armys tﬂAJ&JL but if you insist x on

meeting with the Army four times a year and asking first ef all for

a complete review of this program and then if they say no you go to
(L
the Pre51dent§oiebhe:§c1ent1f1c ﬁdv1sory €ommittee an_Asay look we are

the ASM and they appointed our Committee and they won't even let us

LUikit*&iuxu Z:::i I think you can szexwha gain much more
%’LM L"‘Q‘o-é)\
information Q/Q éﬁx

Question:
Oﬂmk‘*imuhpsﬁbm~ cunaguws ot .
Yeano aqe ol
At the end of WW II quite a few of us wereasked M,Q .&L&Moﬁl »M“Qﬂ’bM(Q\
o.guo«,ft tZQ \AL'QL WAoo \____\L__\AM&M
0 Yo o Lovboo v chu&’ Yot demewn fv 2z aldand . ou
«Kc gummhﬂ,t%qit 'tixﬁi‘f— Gﬂij *Hn&xftJuu\ e h391&"L~q »
o L’t’eeb eak WTU\, g C Yoe 0foc- wow»\ v A hlie dax Sl ASM Jodl
CV\-G*' Qﬂ’“WVJIXQC"khth' &{‘T)A Morn o Lo f%uit£r¢55
quxu;%y o - Al S et abnlX &*“gika & A%& /56

, : ! “ulaviatiim
If T may answer since it seems like you areﬁééégggglng_lt to me. dettﬁzl_uiihg
>

Dr. Marr:

It didn't, Q u{ oWy



Question:
What did you do before?
Dr. Marr:
I was unsuccessful in directing the attention of my colleagues
toward what I considered to be an exploitation of the Society.$;gﬁ”“”'taeg“¢£ckd’
Yoo -
to answer the question that you have directed to me for himself, Why is Ct:Oc‘
Kkxyo late, They wé&e beginning to consider the matter Eﬁt takes time
I guess to gain enough support for such an action.
Dr. Hegeman:

[« SV,
I think this question hinges more on the (U of the ASM as a scientific

, oo
society mwe¥e than any questionf Propriety of biological warfare, the US
Army, etc, etc, or anything of this sort. This is an international society.
It is not nationally chartered. It is not legally binding on the Society

that it advise the ARmy. The Society has had this Committee for a while

it is true but I don't think it has been widely known that it existed.

know that at the time I joined I didn't know it existed Ofélénwab\.QL£Ubw££logdt
N
A?hls is probably en oversight on my part for not looking at the Xf‘vd:&aefﬁhthﬁﬁd4“1

but I really don't think a yuestion of the morality fu= of an individual

being involved in the natlnnal defense effort'*ﬂh¢ﬂv%ﬂ rngha & e ‘:khngl'

O..A—D
(&t is a very simple legal question. A question of propriety of—the law,
w
if you woult,
Dr. Clark: A .
) To Aok erer
May I interject that I think thkst Dr. Hegeman's statement

that if the ASM is an international organization that I would see it
chatirged with international responsibility and perhaps responsible in the

fidld of biological andschemieal wazfare, aa international organizationg

AV L% - :
such as ,the UN or perﬁps to the Pugwash Conference. Or éven if the

J— - v

United M?QJd Federalists were carrying on research efforts on biological

warfare that I would say that perhaps the ASM might have some responsibility



towards them.

I should like }o%ﬁmth Gerry Marr that I th:mk the Commcdtze

S gl S IOk S S
W Tk emddr it

‘,\what the Committee members get out of it. Maybe when they go down there

they get turned on or something, But in any case I think it is very

detrlmental'—tp)m Leste M CLVQ g«m «eree,g,w
%fr ot Do Commthas

ﬁarwt

‘ ., W;\’W‘Cj(.o
e ASM ?\ecalb their Adv1soryComm1ttee bee-ﬁ-net «Fcr’ﬁ’( (Dfmk

Dn. \Qm&ww&a Nty ub o{ %@&m

K Rr\(»o \:\0’
W JQM@ AM q M&MM ‘W Z& :ia
w Am:’( &Mx\fﬁhc\i\w - B Mﬁj
Dr. Dommick: m /\/\CP( Ow\»ou.&%w W mﬂ—&d& LPO’(&:ULO
M

g' Aot wCU/\&;w“ ﬁ‘mcmv\% 'i X ) as a}\ﬂ\&tw“d«y,
\rw'm Obj)woz, U %’WMW&WW%“{Mibm
%__————&}%the_mﬁgm&t‘f%

1 f~we—as—a soeiet

Mﬂ&w&o L
What you tell the public is no concern of mine. 5!%::5_‘% é‘mh(L« vl

P IN T 0&1}»%\3 Gun CoRIAM o Gun [%\,c)\,hmxa

pri~Elark?



Dr. Clark:

I think that there %some other answers to his question.
Question: < ' -
Q;,jcbuﬁékL‘TL\L (Zanumpijjij ADLAAriwttj vur-;ﬂ%%§:jt1¢< {YAﬂizﬁltvx

Dr, Clark:

es. Iik&t_CQIIB&“mﬁcould be one reason,
Question:

Can you make a more effective Committée?
Dr. Clark:

In other words are there specific changes #hat could be given to
the Committee which would provide for some;QNUJOQQﬂ, in b;gs&%:nsang
seme ASM policy if the ASM could decide on a policy it wants to follow,

Dr. Hegeman:

Should
Suxe we xnn make a more effective committee. (BkuthtLu.flrnAiﬁCItwwx<3€
He ASM ) L v

the nature of the organization that the scientific society, dedicated to
xhe d1ssem1natm knowledge &ather ﬂu"”; ’Q"gﬂ U-%“ Mmmbz.,wd«d? bn Fo
Dr. Calrk:
Actually that is another purpose of the Society which does not seem
to be fulfilled by the-present Committee as bormiout by the security
clearance and by the restrictions ppon the Committee members in discussing
indicating
and xzzzmmamding to the Society what their recommendations are. And I

wonder if either of the two €ommittee members would care to comment upon
MAN*#%I AL

'TQNJAk t= the activities of

their committee or ”\&Arevq to discuss in this kind of public gathering.

their own psychological reactiongto

That is to ASM members.

Dr. Moulder: .
LAY CL%&?AA Lﬂx&ﬁl\fc;lﬂ Brawm
What tety is there to discuss this with?

Dr. Clark:

Well I think that is right. Is there a feeling that perhaps some



secure QQﬂj‘L OUt

mhxzuxx matter s might be bugged or that some things that might be said
might be misconstrued. Or in other words is there a sense of responsibility
to the Army?
Dr. Romig:

Well there is a legal sense in that as it has been pointed xhere
you do have to have a security clearance and as!@ért of that you agree
that if certain things aee said to you with the clear meaning that they
are secret that they are not to be discusséd. And that part would have
to be changed if the Committee were to report back everything that they
felt relevant and they would have to get the ARmy to agree that this
restriction no longer applies to the Committee. sé—ék;t alternitively
it would mean that you would not be told what they felt was secret and QWfL@XJNJVNl
the most anything we could refort you could read in the Journal of Bacter-
jology because as as has been pointed out most of the research done there

printed

anyway is pxexenx in the open journals. It is only the five or ten percent
in which we as Committee members are legally prohibited from discussing
that is not printed in the open scientific literatyre. So, some other arrange-
ment would have to be made and I don'E_knowrwhythermyhft;;ould be égpe
or not. If it could be I wouldn't have any compunctions at all reporting
to this or any other ASM meeting what is known. I kind of agree with the
Lederbergs idea. There is not QuLUQ.GANAfb of secrecy. Usually it is
a waste of time anyway.
Dr. Clark:

Is that a .peint of policy that the ASM could adopt as a policy of

its members that would respect the views of the minority that it would

jnitiate an attempt to remove secrecy from microbiological research?
¢
Dr. Mawr: Vﬂpibkng

— - 2 F ‘\,e')
It would be appropriate for any Sﬁ:gggég%;s of this branch to bring

any resolution or action they choose up in Council and see what happens.



I_think that this is the route that should be taken. T think that what Qf“*‘ %P‘“ﬁ
you see herexg even in this small spinxamxx meeting there is a
tremendous diversity of opinion. This may preclude any collective action

but I think the way to do it is if this group can arrive at a collective

opinion to intwoduce it into Council and see what happens.

Question:
%leﬁruiﬁ SL&LL*}’ QAJfgazI&
Weurs o~ <ol g <
e oL o
W m‘"”‘&“& “

Dr. Clark Q,ern~

@Avith& AAWM
I th1nk t%at the meetlng%as obviously grown old and I thank you

all for participating . I thank DR. Moulder, Br. Romig, amdDr. Marr,
Gen. Rothschild for participating and helping us in condidering the

Advisory Committee to the US Army Biological Laboratory.
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