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priorities. Using various techniques of
citation analysis, we have found a num-
ber of ‘new’ specialties that did not
show up in 1972, but emerged in 1973
in clusters of highly cited papers. Some
examples are: parathyroid hormone in
clinical research; vibrational relaxation
studies using lasers; lymphocyte reac-
tivity and transformation in cancer
patients. I do not mean this suggestion
to imply that we prefer support of
mission-oriented research at the ex-
pense of basic research. But once we
have defined new areas of emerging re-
search, those in a granting capacity can
provide extra temporary support, but
not at the expense of broad-based
support of all basic research.
Maybe a regular critical examination
of what we’ve got will enable us to
select one or two projects each year
that the public can really understand

and that contribute to national pride.

Perhaps this kind of ‘nationalism’ will
be deplored by internationalists, but
somehow 1 feel that the world might
one day forgive our trespasses in Viet-
nam if we were to direct even a frac-
tion of the energy and resources wasted
there to pride-producing scientific
breakthroughs. As in other areas, na-
tionalism in science can act as a spur
to creative competition.5

Nixon may have made his worst
mistake in fiscally disabling the scien-
tific community. Scientists may not be
a political force, or, as yet may not
have established the political lobby
they need.6-8 But, unlike most politici
ans, scientists have much greater po-
tential for the real accomplishments
of which we can all be proud. The
extent of this potential is beautifully
outlined in a recent article by Lewis
Thomas.9
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