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~TCDY OR DOGS AND SMOKING  *

HOR. TIk LEE CARTER i

u , OF XINTOCKY
l""_l THE NOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Fridey, August 14, 1970 ~

¢
3r. CARTER. AIr. Speaker, recently, |
ID=s. Auerbach and Hammond reported-
suts ofi a smoking dog study ih an -
—t: {o show the relaticnship betwoen
soking and healthe
*The scicntific methods used. in this.
t1dy have been questioned. The Ameri-
an Medicall Assecintion and the new
wmeland; Journal of Medicine rcsectcdw
>z research papers outrizht,
1 cnelose oony of a letter: to Dl Je\se
Stcmfeld for your perusal:
Hovusr oF RrPRESENTATIVES,
Woshingicen, D.C., August 11, 1370,
£ .. STEINFELD,
?:el?jrgmn General, U.S. Public Hu:lm
l Sertice, Departerent of Heaith, Ldum-.

tion, cnd Weifcre, Washington, D.C.
Prar Jrsse: I beve received your July 100
zep!y. 1o my lerier 20 youof X 19 comn. er_u'
xog (ke A€o nech-Hammend smioking dog
uoy Ag ya.} t2n ln;__:me I was shocke.. and

5

Bnd he:\"h Tals v.ms m h:nc teen an irre-
rmonsible sot 00 Fur fart end not in Ned

:zg wlth the scteatific oBfes
=2ould aocnapany your hirho el
=3ust hnve ann:::r-'cd.. the pews briread
eetaan Canerr OO DIOTAP U
Telez<ed your letter to tis HICSS IR B fi-
sernt 10 bolstexr thelr position wiil. ine
of your cf5ee. .
251 widivou 'a my ledter of 2oy 19, scrious

l fuestions £bout the weildity of this study

»ad bren ruscd by s ¢isunguisbed @
©ogist cse letier 1 formardéed O Tou. Y
xz=ay. by now have sesn the enclosed rriicle
Zrom ihe Tall Streed Journal of July & The
erilcle Tepsorts LhaT the Journal of the Am
can Medicel Assceiation bas declded not to
_ publsh the Auverbssh-FHamimond papers on
1he basls »7

reviews by twelrc Independent
muthorities. The erilcle poinicd oud thad
ihe number of resiewers sassigned 100 the
Aucrbech-Haimusand dita was much [ realer
t2ap usus! becawse of the coniroversitl Lia-
qure ol the eXperirent.

When Istiendad the mecting.of the Amer-
Scan Medics)l Associstion in.Chicagoon June
22,1 Jearned thas the President of the AMA,,
Dr. Ger iDorm%n, Kad determined frem s
comersation: with the Editer of the Jourmel!
of e 4 icen »fedical Association thatiihe
1idependent revkewoers had unanimoutly ree-

omniepded refeciion of the srticle, Lballeve;
1hati Dy, Deoman would confirng that fnfor-
matien If you were toinquilte:
Amorng 1he txibps thul. partieuls
{urb 1=

)
rly dis-
Ls & phiysician, zbou\. sour lcdx.r m

]

<nee thet no fornuwml teview is ncce
coisblith the vahidity of Lils stndy In
{o) 122 c:atnent =housorship; (b)ithe repute-
traters end o) tae fact
that (wo *x:.cntlﬂ.’- 1n goverminont sernvlee 1. sd
NF¥ - wacvlew Lo data sidin
r.-ru‘.s ith: tee teporied fmd'
As 1o the pa<t point, 11 ec2nis you'l
L Bad ranie Bad mavice. At the \unc )uu
Jewler, one ofl the pati
1o seurelwrd on, DX
AY

e inccentern oficonty

O fncarer research gtudy relnung
L rueiTins. T r that at norediend |
T Yesuer tool the HLeriy of ntee-
corimia Gatn from on unpuliisied
“UJ ctiTinnted Uy Ve, Llhvin Feindteln ot
Yals As \au w5l “re from e enelogedd detkber

- 10 {he Editor.of tha Joumnl of the American
Medical Linecis . Felnstein has pub-
Hely contrasdictediDr. \‘e TS Interpretation
of iret ditu. You might Also hiave tuiei ace
couniof the fact that Dr. Yesner §s omployed
by the Velerans.Administrntion which v:os:a
ca-sponsor-of the Averkach+Hanimond musdy,
In view of tilese fucts, I think you will ngree.
thati your reliance.on DrF, Yesner was prob-
- ablyill+advised;

‘I think you might alse neree that such
consideratlons as 1he."eminent sponsorehip™
of the study and the “reputations” of ihe
investigators are hiol proper eriteria for fudg-
fng validity, The American Cancer Soelidy, as
youprokabiy know, has sponsored ant{stnok-
- Ing commercials Tml\nln" & .MOVIE star who
was recently convicted of illegal possession
of marljumm.

fon,

1 Moreover, the two Investigators 1ast Febru- -

ary. released thelr Gindings to the pcpuler
press before. preseming them 1o th -
entife colleagues, & procedure which 1= con-
} sidsred highly improper among cclentific re-
‘ searchers. In i
t authoritetive New England Journel of Medi-
. cine to reject the Tesearch papers outr.ght, It
- think you might have cousidered thesc fects
In sssessing the “reputattons”
"d pecy le involved,
zdzment vou & hee: pro-
nounced; the in Cprity. ofiyour ofce reuires
You to mike every: elfort to determine what
criticisms the Journal of (he Awcricon
Mcdical Associction: reviewers meade ¢f the
study and 1o anmend the comments which:
you made Lo tbhe American Cancer Soclety
in your leiter of June 12 and’ to eorrect
the erroneous fmpression your: letter has left
withilhe Amerizar: public.

As you pointadiout in your:letter,
pariment has the sintulory resper
reporting to the Congreszs pericdicaliv cn the
stete of scientific research ciicerning €ige
msata smaalitne and kesith T fear that vour

.

whizk

e suy sc.intifc
Journal, {5 2 clear reflection ¢ the'r lai
a2nd bissed manner in which the inoriation:
which pots itty tnose reporis is eveluited. I
also beiieve. that your action in. ihis: malter
casts serious doubts . upon the inteFrity and
authornitv of Informealion: iszuing, from the
Publiec Health Service In regsrd to the kealth
consequences.of smeXing, andithat my cols
leagues and the American people should be
50 advised)

The Ccmgress. is Increasingly callecd upon
to make public poiity in the fact of the pro-
Mferallon Licslth controversies whith. are
confronting the American ykople. W must
bave elLjective scientis's to: guide c(ur ec-
tions:. The Awmcrican peopie st . lose
much mare than the: right o s:moe cig=
arettes 1
such & capricious barls,

I would be miest pltased to. have your

scientife Judgments are:made on

CONGRESSITONAL RECORD~Ex-ensions

their 9c{mnwcau\cd the. .

of ‘the orga-

conunents ca:the observations I have nipdie

in this letter.
Sincerely yours, .
. Tra Lip CAamvrm.

(Frora the Wal Street Journal, July 8, 1970]
AMA Jouvrxat Drcinns To WiTHrRoLp REPORIS
ax Da¢s. exp. SronIiNe—Co W FRSTAL
'X‘tsrs Evrros sustn. Cancr THE
IAGATINE SAYS AETICLES: Dren Pu lsto.-
Osnc.-.co —1Te. Jour
Nedital sesoch
Msh too previ yeports
ContTOversial h dors: thnt to
sapposed 1o link cigatet stncling with jung
CAnCeTy -
Bt the mags zlnc which iz prabably the
a1t e UG,
Lbazi refreied
outrizhit ‘/»(‘/ =it n]».} r::ur‘\ 2 for acvislen,
The Lo ot hvve been NG controver.y
eince coriy May, vhen thieicheczo 7 atitule,
the fndlstry's trade franstagton,, chntunced
1t was mounling no1anfjer Bl ienk ¢
yalldity ol the regenrchicrs’ Gnaings.

frd nob to puls

!

.\’*1 of {dic Antrloan .

on .

of Remarks

8-14-70

Go

The articles drscribe: the resulte of & 214~
year expesiment on. 94 peetirreed thacle doens
that whs .carried out by two:eintn
tists, ‘tTic Amerlcrn >

sedatmed that the cxpeiiment wWas €120 ¢cant
iIn &t leastitro v It produced sz en
"car as o result of ciraret noking in & siTnif-

fcanlly large. experimentsl anlmaly, end it
marked thie first time that cancer had been
induced’ in laloratorsy. animals by  causing
1thicin toduhale tobacto smoke.

l . REJECTION IS DENIED

1 Dr. Hugh Y. Hussey, cditor of the n edieal

ipukleacion, dented In bR fnterview tist tie
;Brticles had’ been rcjectedi for pu aticn.
“"l‘hc) wre Notiacceplable for publication in
their present form,'' he- sald. The arctlicles
have been returned to thelr authoss, e said,
for “cxtensive revision't
1 The two scientists who carrfed cut the ex-
periment are Dr. B, Cuyler Hyammond. a vice
president of the American CGancer Scclniy,
and Dr. Oscar Auerbach, senlor medicallin-
festizator for the Vetcrans Adininistration:
Hospitalj East Orange, NJ.
¢ ln telephone : lnterviews. yesterda”, both
Dr Ham:nond and Dr, Auerbach . dechnedito
pn;.cizc the medical journal for re.urniog
1their art'sies. “We sent the artitles 12 them
in good feith; and we. belleve tbe A.a2rican
Medical Assoclation 2lzo:ncts i gooc: {aith,”
‘sz2ld Dr. Auerbach. .
Neitner Dr. Huasey nor the two res¢archers
iwowuid disclos2 details. of the sugresied
charges. But Dr. Hznmunond isatd some:of the
objcctions centered cn photegraphs nocemi-
panying the iexi, “There vere cornisinis

ithat’s to be Cxpected since the siitles
icaliy were 0 o but had to k¢ p
jn blazk nnd white (beezuse)ithe
counsidera color pictures 100 expénsive,
sadd. - -
REVIE'VILS CALLED FATR

-CommentediDr. Auerbach: “The rrtiewers
Jwere a5 fafr a5 Aney-thouognt thev coudd be. I
may not.zeree vith ihexs, but 3v's 21l part of
the give and take”™ . .

WWhen the articles: will eppear In prict is
updéctaed; Dr. Hussey said the jourpzl willl
reconsider the articles i they sre: resube
miited with thie revistons, = ssld, the
authors may decide to Smen. 1hen: 10 AL~
other publication.

The 1wo rescarchers sattditkey havan’t de-
!lcmed which course tney wlil teke:,

a2l 'c mtl ery :‘\m l“e \nba"co
;‘mdusm or the can Medical Az ocintion
net Lo publisd. the: reports. “There was Lo
S pressure sihatseever,” he said,
_"'_———z..n:"-rs coNSULTID |
The decision nol to pudlish tue articies,
l' or. Hussey. sald) wos med2 ¢n the bosis of e~
! vicws by ebout 12 In pcndmn: ruthorities,
i Thesd Included £ € Ay ed-
| | jcine pathol 18Iy G-
sease. ¢nd se
cof reviewers,
15 usual for an
tion In.the o tetsle of
emount of publicity inveited,”
Toe experlient. Liready hes wori ihe ap-
Tovid of the: U8
coently sald itow
fornsd review. of \_v* ex
volidily:!
The surgeon-genceral spfd I o lctter to Dr,
Aubcrbaeh thad "if the question ol fssue is
e Nas e

crt 1n pulm

the great
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Lversity Sehool of:
Pr. Axerbuch aleh thet the ng

v revieswers Cidri dlspute the cinlt

i LLINUTs fundin thie dogs were ¢l s
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~ IMPACT WAS TORECAST .
" ‘YThen the results of the expriment were
flist reporiad 6b & meeting of the: Awmericun N .
Concer Soclety lost Februwry, 8 soclety . : : . . . R .
spokesmanr sald the experiment “should have s S L ) R, . o

8 slenficant linpact on the smokine of elra. - . T s
rets in this country and will probabiy lead ’ L . ’ : ; .
:". ;%0 & reassessment of advertising clatms end e e, o . e e o )
_. 1 polices of the cigaret industry.” ’ SIS S T o e e . : B O b
.V A few wetks later the Tobacoo Institute .
“yepited by challenging the Cancer Soclely to S o : A e R .
* . retease the unpublished datws: on lung cancer R R . . Co Lo T e R
~ in dogs fer further scrutiny b, “men of out- LT -
- standing competence and intogrity.” : e
An Institute spokesman said the “Tobzcco o . . E
“Institute. coes not, and the public. should ! - IR ) _— S P
- not, kocept at aface value the findings of this . - C e e T ’
study.” o : : N

{¥rom JANA, July 6, 1970] - L . , oL S
SMOEIRG AND CANCER MOBRPHOLOGY : o . : i L ‘.
. To the Editor: Having initiated the study.. . - . . . b . . N . .
.7 :yof clgarette smokihg and histologic morphol- e et T T e T T
% 7 - :ogy in patients with lung cascer that was T . - L R PR S
© - ¢ *reported” in THE JOURNAL (I11:2021, 1970), | - L S ST S e '
_ ¢ s 2.7 31 regret ¥ie premature publication' fn your | Wil e e .
l = ° - § Mepican NEwWS sccvion, T S PR PR P

¢

'

e e S -

 Your report was based on mterial’present- . . : )
Ci¢d st the recent mecting of the American | S L . e T o
Association of Pathoicgists ¢ nd Bacteriolo-* : T T IR Lo ST S )
eists by Pr. Rarmond Yesne: who coliabo- . S R . T T o
rated in this profect and recordad many ofr : - R . e PR 7
the histolocoic indings. Tne results presented . S Coo T STer Ly .
t st that meaticg were based on & prelimninary. o I e R L M
analysis af the dcta, and they ceoteln only - . S e, L : ST e
Dz, Yesmex's Imiorprowations of those data. R : ST . -
. .- The £ipsx} repor: may show differences in | . BT o . : o
. the percentzges beeause new siatisticsl tab- ’ U - . S o
- ulattons hsve been neccessitated by & receat ) I T 3 ' .
change In the criteria used for consolidation R . e
of histolozic categorics. Even if the percent- L
- sges rerzin uachanged, hewever, I disagree ) N ) )
’ -7 - - with the mnferpretation tnst hesvier smok- o ST S -
oS 0 IDE C CAUTENG | BIVAWL WCEATLY Vi stmsipeiseavy . ’ . - . AP ’ LT
L. - . I jung estgen. ‘e Tpase populslion” m ;o . . L - L I -
S - - L ihls study consisted not of « genersl group o - 2 B : e s
- - ©of smoxess end nonsmokers, but of people . T L T o . LT :
- " who alrezdly hsd lung cancer. Conseguently, : e .
- oo -nno ceust Micrences cal ke drawn ahout the |
< "7, . yole of smoking and creating either lung | ] : T . o
cancer o different ccll types of cancer in & ¢ R ST N R - T S
{ : ) -

FU IR T RON WARE R

gereral papuiztion of smokers and nonsmok- . - . )

i ers. Furtrarmere, elthough increzsed rates LT - i . L T O

‘. of smokins wers &ssociated with ihcreased ’ T oL . o,
rates of wmndifflerentiated small cell cancers, | e T L )

such carorrs were not found to be the most | . S R ‘ : o o

cinlealty “matignant” tumcors in the patients o C : . : ' S ) -

e studi=d. o . ’ L T ) S -
My owm interpretation of he prelimlinary ' D L : ’

Cata is that they contradict » long-standing o LT _ v

. belief thmz pathogenesis of lung cancer. 4l- - : - .

- though e€pidersicid carcinomae §s generally re- 1 - L. N ’ . R . L

garded £s5 exclusively s “cigerelic smoler’s . K : . X .

cancer,™ Zour of the 42 people currently cias- . . B R o T - -

sificd i our swrvey &s having this type of | - - ’ - : .
R cancer hod not emoked clgareties, and the :

Y. o- .17 rate of epidermaid earcinoma didinot show.

. anr increase n essoclation with increased
< amounts of proxing in the 449 patients we
. - studied. . . ) . '

i

o)

o

) 1

1 eporozize t0 any readers who sssumed : . ‘ I c
- et

@

(o

g}

. |

''I had gpproved the contents of your reporb.
... . because they saw my name there, end I . . ]
S %7 . urge thewn to ewsit formal publeation of . ; .

+ . the complete results befory drewing any | -
o

-7 _.»_'- conclustnns,

T ALUAN E. Fr s, M.D, ST Co. N . R
- New JSAVEN, CON. ’ ' : ’ .- : - . -




