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To: Dr. Edvard A. 091 

From: Edward P. B.dior& WD. . I  . 
. ' Subsact: Application of ET. A n  I. M e , b  and Dt. Etfgone L. Saengor 

. .  . .  
 ma p a e n t  propOsal h s ~  bton modified t o  emphasize, a t '  least  . 

iaitidlly, the  potential therapeutic v U e  of t h e  irradiation. I am 
gmmtuh.t concerned, neverthelos6, that (pa@ 5 )  qqIf it becones obvious 

better heortologlc picture? In  the previous work cited, there i a  no 
mention of the  posdb i l i t y  that'thia do88 of whole body i r r a u a t i o n  
i a  at all paluative for mefastatic cancer. h a  no animal experiments 
available, and if not, why not? The previous work done on Group 1 
patients i 6  ae8niagleaa with regard t o  therapy and I think they preju- 
d o e  the i r  case by even hantiodng them. 
cedure fo r  its is good. 
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'. . that  the recmlta are 8tatiOticall.y aitpificant,  the atudy w i l l  be . .  
Significrat of what -- incrcramd survival, or just a . 

' 

~ 

The consent from and pro- 

Recomendation: hpproval, but with the prokso that a further 
statement concerning the jxmsible therapeutic aims be made, specifically 
with r e g u d  t o  prev%oum wrk done with whole body irradiation. 
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