Dacomrber &, 1949

Ir. Selman A. YWakasman
Dept. of MNicroblology
H. J. Agr. Exp. Station
Hew Brunswick, H. J.

LDear Dr, Waltzman:

I just heard cf certain clalmes that Dr. Albert Schatz lsa
making concerning hiz part in the discovery of streptomyein. In
vlew of the faet that I bave firsthand information congerning the
valldity of such claima I am writing %o you tec bring you this
Iinformation.

The clalme of Schatz rogardlng the discovery ol
streptomycin recall tc my mind a conversation I had with him in
the early spring of 1946.

¥You will recall that at thab time Beryl (Williams) and I
were working on the beok Miracles frem Mlcrobes whleh was publlshed
by Lhe hutgera Univeralty Fress. &ince I was atill in the Army,
Eeryl and I divided the work. My belng stationed at Fort Monmouth
made it easy for me to come To your lab for conaulbatlion. You may
remexbor that you spoke to me at lengkn, not enly about atrepbomycln
but about the historieal aspects of mlerobial antaponismes which we
deslt with in the book. You went sc far as to mark in a copy of
your book on Microbinl Antagonisma, certain secticns which we could
use to good advantage. Wnoen I begon To prepare tihe chapter on
streptomycin Fou once noreé gove me generously of your tlime and
further sugpeated that I might talk to Schatz to getv a pleoture of
the work as it procecded in the laboratory.

I subseguently made two trips to the laboratory in the
evening = meeting Schatz Iin the basement lab about & p.m. 1ln each
cage and talking with hlm for several hours cn each viait. I
need net deell on the materiel I got from him: it 1a avallable in
the book. I would, however, like Lo empnasize twe pointa: The
first deals with nis ready willingness to acknowledge the work of
E. Bugle and E. G, Reilly as belng fully equal in importance to
nis cwn. He atated that when the work broadened to the point where
it had to be divided, you pald him the courtasy of agking him whieh
part he wanted to continue. Then you asaigned the rest of the work
to other sbudents. AL ne time did he aay - or lumply - that the
work he waa delng was any more lmperbant thoan that wnich the
others werée undertaking.
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The second = and more lmportant peint - deals with a
converaasion I had with Schatz whiecn nad ne particular bearing on
my work, but which I brought up out of curiea2ity. I asked Hchats
now it was that your name was last on the paper announcing
streptomyein. Schatz told me, and I can almost guote him, that
there were fow men in your pesition as thoughtful and concerned
with the future of thelr students as you wers, He said that in
many laboratories, students or assistants would be dismlssed (on
& paper) with a footnote or omgfitted entirely, But, you, he =ald,
dld your students the kindness of not conly including their names
on papers, but sometimes even put thelir names belore yours. [He
added that since every atep of the work had heen clossly super=
vlaed by you, this progedure on your part was net in the loast
necesgary te glve due credit. Ho wes, at the time, greatly woved
by your actlon.

It wasz, incidentally, Schats who told usg that a culture
had becn isolated by Jones from the throat .of a chicken in
Dr. Beaudette's laboratcry. Tne incldent as reported in liracles
from Mlcrcbes came from him.

Sincerely yours,
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