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Switching to Sheffield's hydrolyzed 
protein as the primary nutrient In 
your fermentation media Is a good 
move? 

That's right. I should get more 
product consistently using Shettield 
Hydrolyzed Proteins. In fact, the 
proteins are so consistent that the 
variations in yield that I used to get 
with the other nutrient sources, 
should not happen. 

That's Impressive. 

Particularly so considering that 
Sheffield tailored their proteins to 
work well with our existing 
processes and to our specifications. 

What about any Increase In yields? 

The high nutritive qualities of 
Shettield's Hydrolyzed Proteins 
should increase our yields over the 
bulk media we were using in this 
particular fermentation. 

Well, I can't risk extending my 
product's fermentation time hoping 
for possible higher yields. 

Sheffield 's product could cut my lag 
times, so time isn't wasted. And 
faster cycle times equals more 
batches. 

And your yields Increase enough to 
Justify higher material costs? 

I wouldn't switch if it wasn 't 
profitable. We should use much 
less hydrolyzed proteins than bulk 
material , so material costs will be 
about the same. Plus our separat ion 
and purification costs should go 
down because there's less waste 
material per batch. The low 
viscosity requires less energy for 
aeration and mixing . We should win 
all the way around. 

Sounds like lab/pilot run results. 

Close to it. Basically, we're mixing 
our own lab-grade media in large 
quantities using Sheffield's 
Hydrolyzed Proteins. Many of the 
seed culture advantages carry over 
when we scale up. 

Still, changing Is a big step ... 

We started by using Sheffield's 
products as nutrient boosters. The 
results were so good that we're 
making the total switch. 

Hydrolyzed proteins eh? Sounds 
like a good Idea. 

Talk to Shettield. Their Hydrolyzed 
Proteins did a lot for me. 

The above ,a a dramatization ba d on data obtained by Shett,eld Products 

For detalled application assistance or product samples, 
contact the Sheffield Technical Services Department. 
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FRENCH-U.S. 
AIDS ACCORD 
WASHINGTON, D.C.-In announc
ing the settlement of the international 
dispute over patent rights to blood
screening tests for acquired immuno
deficiency syndrome (AIDS), Presi
dent Reagan and French Prime Min
ister Jacques Chirac took the unusual 
step of helping to write-or perhaps 
rewrite-scientific history . The com
promise agreement specifies that 
competing French and American 
teams will share the patent and will 
contribute 80 percent of royalties 
they receive from sales of AIDS 
screening kits to help support a new 
AIDS research foundation. 

Back in December of 1985, the 
French group, directed by Luc Mon
tagnier of Institut Pasteur (Paris), 
filed the first of several suits against 
the U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS), the parent 
agency for the National Cancer Insti
tute where Robert Gallo works. Low
er federal courts in the U.S. decided 
in favor of HHS; however, the most 
recent ruling early this March by the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Court sided with the French group. 

The settlement agreement ac
knowledges that the French research
ers filed their U.S. patent application 
in September 1983, half a year earlier 
than did the U.S. group under Gallo's 
direction. However, the U.S. group 
received a U.S. patent, whereas the 
French group still has not. 

A separate but related patent "in
terference" procedure also had been 
pending in which the validity of the 
French group's claim to a U.S. patent 
was raised within the Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO). The settle
ment ends this interference proce
dure "without an award of priority." 
Instead, it grants ''.joint ownership" of 
the invention of an antibody detec
tion method for AIDS. The agree
ment leaves the details of this co
invention to PTO officials, who are 
asked to "correct" both the Gallo and 
Montagnier patent applications to re
flect this arrangement . Also ended 
are all pending lawsuits. 

In explaining the settlement, the 
French and U.S. teams admitted that 
the dispute was not "in the best inter
ests of public health or of science in 
general." And the scientists agreed 
that the battle had come to "distract 
the energies and resources of emi
nent scientists and their institutions 
from the task at hand, namely re
search into the dread disease 
AIDS." -Jeffrey L. Fox 
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