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. Honorable Robert Taf t, Jr . 
Sui te  3331 
N e w  Senate Office Building 
Washington, I>. C. 20510 8 

Dear Bob : 

Tnis i s  i n  response t o  your l e t t e r  of December 11 
and your statement on the Senate floor on December 15, re-  
garding the Health Subcornmitteels invest igat ion of the 
University of Cincinnat l ls  human rad ia t ion  project .  Your 
statements contained ser ious  inaccuracies t ha t  will inevi- 
t a b l y  add t o  the  public confusion on the issue a n d  increase 
t h e  anguish of the  unfortunate individuals who a re  the sub- 
Sects of these  rad ia t ion  experiments. Therefore, .I bel ieve 
it is important t h a t  you have the  following accurate zccount 

. of the  Health Subcommittee's inves t iga t ion  of the  pro jec t .  

On October 8, t h e  Washington Post car r ied  a major 
news story 3n the  pro jec t .  Reading t h i s  a r t i c l e  was the  
f i r s t  ' indicat ion I, o r  any member of my office.  o r  committee 
staff, had of the existence of t h i s  pro jec t .  The asser t ions  
and implications of the  a r t i c l e  were shocking, and I d i s -  
patched a l e t t e r  to Secretary h i r d  requesting a f u l l  report  
on the  pro jec t ,  which ( the a r t i c l e  s t a t e d )  was supported 
with Defense Department funds. In the  l e t t e r  I said: "If 
the  news repor': i s  accurate, I bel ieve t h i s  project  reprGents  
an incred ib le  inf r ingemnt  of individual  l i be r ty ,  and I 
continue t o  stand by tha t  statement today. 

ll 

I also wish t o  emphzsizc t h a t  t h i s  i s  the  only sub- 
s t a n t i a l  publ ic  statement I hsve ever iriade devoted t o  t h e  
University of Cincinnati  Rzdiatioii Project .  The only other  
p u t l i c  staterilents I: have ever made ree;ardi.ng the proJect 
occurred during the  course of Senate considcration of S. J. 
Res. 75, Lo es t ab l i sh  a Warional Advisory Conmjssioi? on 
Health Science and Society, nilen I b r i e f l y  referred t o  the 
pro jec t .  In each instance,  however, I made no charges" o r  I I  
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value judg~nen'is of any s o r t  regarding the  merits of the  
projccC, but merely c i t e d  it a s  an i l l u s t r a t i o n  of the s o r t s  
of dii"ficu1t e t h i c a l  and legal issues involved i n  biomedical 
res  ear  ch . 

F o l l o w ~ g  the  i n i t i a l  news report  on the project ,  
t he  University medical. oI"ficia1s issued statcments t o  the 
press,  which along w i t h  t h e  subsequent state;cleni; from the 
Defense Department, cienfed various of the a l lega t ions  and 
implications in the Washington PosL s t o r y  aad  provided jus- 
t i f i c a t i o n  for other  of the  points which were admitted BS 
f a c t s  . 

. -  
Since the i n i t i a l  story appear& on October 8, 

. . however, vie hzve also received a la rge  ariiount of ini'orina- 
t i o n  and conments on the pro jec t  from E: variety-  of sources 
throughout t he  country. T h i s  information contains some 
s ign i f i can t  discrepancies with the  o f f i c i a l  account of t he  
pro j e c t  . 
able Lo remove these  discrepancies . Careful evaluation of t h i s  informat ion was not 

. 
Accordingly I directed two of the  Cormittee staff  

t o  go t o  Cincinnati  t o  meet with the project  o f f i c i a l s  i n  
order t o  g e t  a t  the f a c t s  of the  case. Their t r i p  took 
place on December 6, not mid-October as you asserted i n  
your statement to t h e  Senate. This was the  f irst  and only 
Lime t o  date  when members of my stai'r have traveled t o  
Cincinnati  i n  connection v i t h  t h i s  investigation. I don't  
know'the reason f o r  your statement t o  t he  Senate t h a t  
staff neinbers were i n  Cincinnati  i n  October, but your s t a t e -  
ment is t o t a l l y  without foundation. The f a c t s  in t h i s  matter 
were quite c l e a r l y  s t a t ed  i n  my l e t t e r  t o  you of December 11, 
and I view with ser ious concern your subsequent statements 
t o  -the contrary.  

w i t h  the  University o f f i c i a l s ,  s ign i f i can t  conf l i c t s  of f a c t  
remain about tile project .  Our analysis  has also ra ised 
s u b s t a n t i a l  questions of na t iona l  policy and procedure with 
regc-rd t o  the conduct of experimentation hvo1vbIg hurnan 
subjects .  Therefore, I consider it h p o r t m t  t o  complete 
the inves t iga t ion  so - tha t  WE can Tirzly e s t cb l i sh  the  f a c t s  
of thc  case and shed light; on the s ign i f i can t  policy issues  
involved . 

Despi te  t h e  extensive discussions on December 6 

. .  
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It is my considered judgment t h a t  the  next essen- 
t i a l  s t ep  i n  the investigation involves communicatiorq on a 
voluntary basis, w i t h  t he  surviving subJccts of t h e  experi- 
rn-ents. As I s t a t ed  i n  my l e t t e r  t o  President Eennis: '%le. 
have discussed the matter  with a number of au tho r i t i e s  on med- 
i c a l  e th i c s  and the administration of medical resehrcli, and 
have concluded t h a t  it i s  perfect ly  appropriate tha t  we 
have d i r e c t  communication with t h e  individuals involved. It 
is our view t h a t  meetings w i t h  the  individual subjects  a r e  
e s s e n t i a l  t o  e f fec t ive  conpletion of the  Committee inquiry,  , 

and t h a t  such meetings can be conduct.ei;l i n ' a  manner which w i l l  
not in jure  the  heal th  or  r i g h t s  of the  individuals concerned, 
none of whom is current ly  hospitalized. Lbe l f eve  s t r o n g l y  
tha t  the  eleven a d u l t s  and the parents of the  three children 
involved should have the  opportunity t o  make up t h e i r  own 
minds as t o  the extent of t h e i r  cooperation w i t h  t he  Committee 
inquiry.  

. .  

II 

In  t h i s  connection, I not ice  from reports i n  t he  
Cincinnati  press  your view t h a t  the  interviews with pa t i en t s  
should be con-ducted by persons i n  the  medical profession, 
not by laymen. Apparently you.are unaware t h a t  one of t he  
'two staff members wno went t o  C i x i n n a t i  and who would be 
p r inc ipa l ly  responsible f o r  any communication with the  pa t i en t s  
is a physician who was forxer ly  associated with the  National 
I n s t i t u t e s  of Health on the  research staff of the  Natj.onal 
Cancer I n s t i t u t e . .  The other staff menber involved i s  S c i e n t i f i c  
Adviser t o  t h e  Committee, who has had extensive experience 
i n  national science policy and the  management of research. 
They .not only bring considerable professional exper t i se  t o  
t h i s  study, but are  both deeply concerned with preserving the  
hea l th  and human r igh t s  of the subjects  of the  experiment. 

I 

With respect t o  your c r i t i c i sm of the procedures 
followed by the  Subcomittee,  I should l i k e  t o  point out t h a t  
t he  inquiry has been conducted i n  f u l l  accord with the  r u l e s  
of t he  Senate and the  Comxittee on Labor and Public Welfare. 
As I have previously s ta ted ,  I will be happy t o  respond t o  
any f u r t h e r  questions you nay have, and t o  make Committee 
staff  avai lable  t o  meet with mcnbers of your staff t o  discuss 
any of these matters in grea ter  a e t a i l .  

misconceptions you may have had regarding the  Subcommittee's 
I hope t h a t  the  foregoing account serves t o  c l a r i f y  any 

invest igat ion of the Cincinnati ?ro j e c t  . 
-. I 

Edwar.d M. Kennedy, Chairman 
Sub committee on Health 


