


October 6 ,  1981 

. ... ---, - - 
’ C. ‘C: lushbaugh,--i .D>\ 

t!ejlcal G Health Sciences Division 
Oak Ridge Associated Universi t ies  
Post Office Eox 117 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

Dear Lush:  

I became grea t ly  disturbed when I heard of the malignant a r t i c l e  
in “Yother Jones”. 
preciate  hav ing  you send me the reprint .  

sign concept of the nedical experiment. As you a re  aware, Andy’s 
or iginal  i n t e r e s t  was the e f f e c t  o f  low dose whole body radiat ion.  
There i s  a body of infomation concerning the e f f e c t s  o f  low dose 
radiation which is  ce r t a in ly  well documented i n  the older l i t e r a t u r e  
and has been present f o r  many many years. I have used i t  myself with 
k’ayne Rundles a t  Duke on occasion using orthovoltage radiation. The 
experience a t  Hernorial i n  the ear ly  days using the  Heublin room was, 
o f  course, another attempt and there are  many others .  Andy’s i n i t i a l  
i n t e r e s t  though was i n  the radiobiologic e f f ec t s  of extremely low dose 
radiat lon a s  the capabi l i ty .  to.do th i s  had n o t  been previously present 
and by the use o f  the  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  Oak Ridge and u t i l i z ing  a r t l f i c a l l y  
produced radioactive sources, both cesium and cobal t ,  a var ie ty  of dose 
ra tes  could be developed. Hi dose to ta l  and par t ia l  body radiation has  
been widely used and there i s  even now a resurgence of i n t e re s t  in t h i s  
technique. 
where I acted as a consultant and ac tua l ly  advised on the dose r a t e  t o  
be used. Unfortunately, my f i l e s  on t h i s  work were destroyed and I do 
not have the information avai lable ,  b u t  I ’ m  sure the f i l e s  a t  Oak Ridge 
would contain t h i s  information. 

the e f f e c t s  of space radlat lon.  I t  just so happened tha t  the General 
Electr ic  f a c i l i t y  here i n  Daytona was interested In this aspect a s  well 
and  I became a consultant to  MSA i n  t h i s  regard and had a number of 

I f i n a l l y  found a copy o f  the a r t i c l e  b u t  I ap- 

A s  I re la ted  to  you, I was involved with Andy i n  the or iginal  de- 

I do remember a number of conferences held a t  Oak Ridge 

Later NASA became involved simply because they were interested i n  
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conversations with the i r  invest igators ,  a s  well as a v i s i t  to  the i r  
space radiation laboratory in King of Prussia,  Pennsylvania. 
Fere interested in possible e f f ec t s  o f  space radiation on manned space 
vehicles a n d ,  o f  course, you fur ther  developed d a t a  i n  t h i s  area. I 
can  assure you t f i a t  there was never any in te res t  in the use o f  human 
patients t h a t  was directed t o  other t h a n  medical biological rcsul t s ,  
and  the information obtained on radiat ion e f fec ts  t h a t  i iASA was i n -  
terested i n  was cer ta in ly  a serendipitous side e f f ec t .  I ,  of course, 
rea l ize  t h a t  they l a t e r  supported and funded some-of the program. 

They 

tiy grea tes t  concern i s  the f a c t  t h a t  Gould Andrcws' expertise 
a n d  reputation i s  being threatened i n  t h i s  instance. Those of us 
who knew and worked with Gould know t h a t  he was n o t  only a riedtcal 
s c i en t i s t  of highest ca l ibe r ,  b u t  was a l so  one of the most cornpas- 
sionate physicians t h a t  I know and was a n  authority on oncology as 
v,e11 a s  lieniatology. 
pat ients ,  par t icu lar ly  the Sexton ch i ld ,  a n d  the inpl icat ions t h a t  
pat ients  were uninfonried of experimental therapy, i s  en t i r e ly  fa1 - 
lacious. During a l l  o f  my associations with O a k  Ridge, the pztientr  
and the i r  faniil i es  v:ere inforined spec i f ica l ly  of the experimental 
nature o f  treatment a n d  the pat ients  were selected a f t e r  g roup  confer- 
ences a n d  were pat ients  where standard currefit accepted therapy had 
fa i led  or was not indicated. 
review, or inadequate peer review, are sirtiply erroneous. There was 
reer review with cotmiittees frorr! a l l  of t h e  un ivers i t ies  t h a t  supported 
the en t i r e  pmgrani as you vie11 know. This F a s  not  o f  the same intensi ty  
t h a t  presently ex i s t s  in the K I ,  b u t  they wcre present. 

The present c r i t i c i sms  of the use of cer ta in  

I n  addi t ion,  the al legat ions of no peer 

This e n t i r e  a r t i c l e  .in "tiother Jones" i s  an  exafiple of "investiga- 
t i ve  reporting" with the objective to  provide sensation and  d i s t o r t  f ac t s  
a n d  conditions ra ther  t h a n  expose' m i  management or incompetency. 

I t h i n k  the a r t i c l e  i n  "Science" which r e l a t e s  remarks of a number 
of current prominent oncologists were ra ther  mixed, b u t  in cjeneral con- 
firm t h a t  s t a n d a r d  therapy, a t  l e a s t  f o r  the Sexton ch i ld ,  was u t i l i zed  
and t h a t  the experimental aspects o f  treatment were, a1 though unusual 
by today's standards, were ce r t a in ly  provocative and well worth investi-  
gating. I n  some instances I believe t h e i r  statements were out of context 
and  they probably were unaware of the to t a l  program or the specif ics  of 
the individual case. In any event, I ce r ta in ly  wish to  convey t o  you 
t h a t  i f  there i s  anything a t  a l l  t h a t  I can do  t o  aid in t h i s  matter, 
please do no t  hes i ta te  to  l e t  ne know. 

Sincerely, 

H. D. Kerman, P1.D. 
President 

ti2K:cb 
J' 

cc: F r a n k  Comas, M.D. 
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Human Guinea Pigs at Oak Ridge? 
Scientists respond to a report that they used cancer patients 

to test man's tolerance of radiation in space 

The investigations subcommittee of 
the House Committee on Science and 
Technology is planning to hold hearings 
later this month on a report that got a lot 
of attention on 20 August: a charge that 
during the 1960's cancer patients at a 
small clinic linked with the Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory in Tennessee may 
have received unnecessary doses of 
gamma rays in an experiment aimed at 
learning just how much radiation astro- 
nauts could tolerate before becoming 
sick and choking in their oxygen masks. 
The hearings will be chaired by a Ten- 
nessean. Representative Albert Gore, Jr. 
(D). 
Oak Ridge officials were caught some- 

what unprepared when the author and 
publisher of the report, Howard Rosen- 

interviewing officials, and reading 
"thousands of pages" of government 
documents. 

The 20 August press conference made 
a splash on the national evening news. 
Among those who spoke before the cam- 
eras were Mary Sue Sexton, distraught 
mother of Dwayne, the 6-year-old Ten- 
nessean who died at the hospital in 1968; 
Karl Morgan, former chief health physi- 
cist at Oak Ridge, who said he felt "sor- 
row and dismay" that he had once sent a 
friend to the Oak Ridge clinic; and Peter 
Wiernick. a physician from the Balti- 
more Cancer Center, who said that he 
thought the clinic made a mistake in not 
telling patients about the uses to be made 
of the radiation research. He also 
thought the Sexton child might not have 

Rosenberg claimed that the cancer program 
was "corrupted" by the desire to find data 
for NASA, and that patients were given 
nontherapeutic doses of radiation. 

berg and Mother Jones magazine, held a 
press conference before network televi- 
sion cameras in Washington, D.C. A 
spokesman for the medical division at 
Oak Ridge, Wayne Range, essentially 
denied the thrust of the article, but chal- 
lenged few of the facts. (The hospital 
itself has been closed since 1974.) Al- 
though the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) did pay 
for some of the research, Range said. its 
involvement was passive. Cancer thera- 
py given at the hospital, he claimed, (vas 
a standard variety for 1965. and all that 
NASA gained was an opponunity to 
examine some patients' records. 

Rosenberg's report focused on the 
case of Dwayne Sexton, a child with 
acute leukemia who was treated at the 
Oak Ridge Institute of Nuclear Studies 
between 1965 and 1968. The author ex- 
plained that Sexton was the only one of 
"at least 89 cancer patients . . . system- 
atically exposed to large doses of radia- 
tion between 1960 and 1974 in two spe- 
cially designed chambers" whose record 
he was able to reconstruct. Rosenberg 
said he had spent 18 months canvassing 
Tennessee for information on patients, 
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received normal care in that he was not 
given a standard course of chemotherapy 
before other, untesfed therapies were 
used. 

According to Rosenberg, doctors at 
the Oak Ridge Institute of Nuclear Stud- 
ies who treated Sexton between 1%5 and 
1968 "belatedly began treating Dwayne 
Sexton with chemotherapy" only after 
they tried and failed to help him with an 
unusual experiment in immunology. Ro- 
senberg also stressed that Sexton was 
later given a large dose of total-body 
radiation and sent to recover in a radia- 
tion chamber (not in operation) used to 
treat other patients. Beneath the cham- 
ber was an area where animals were 
kept. When the room was in use. they 
were exposed to gamma rays along with 
patients. Rosenberg suggsred that pco- 
ple like Sexton, highly susceptible to 
infection, could have been exposed to 
dangerous bacteria. Sexton did. in fact. 
die of strep and staph infections, a com- 
mon pattern for acute leukemia patients. 
Oak Ridge officials insist that bacteria 
from animals were not a problem. since 
the chamber was the cleanest area in the 
hospital, ,and no animals were present 
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until 1969. the year after Sexton's death. 
The animals had a separate air supply 
system. Cages and debris were moved 
through hallways where patients walked. 
but laboratory officials say there was no 
risk of contamination because the trash 
was kept- in airtight plastic bags. 

Rosenberg released other documents. 
including the summary of an unfavorable 
review given the clinic by the parent . 
agency, the old Atomic Encrgy Commis- 
sion (AEC), in  1974. According to the 
AEC summary, the clinic's facilities 
were "substandard with respect to li- 
censing and accreditation guidelines," 
the entire medical division was "essen- 
tially isolated from the critical climate of 
academic clinical investigation." the 
main laboratories were inadequate, and 
the hematology program was particularly 
deficient. The irradiation programs were 
declared to be "without adequate plan- 
ning, criticism, or objectives." The bone 
marrow immunology program was cited 
for "severe criticism" because "ethical 
questions were raised with respect to the 
protocols employed. . . ." 

In addition, Rosenberg cited the fact 
that NASA financed some of the clinic's 
equipment and paid the salaries of some 
researchers. He claimed that the cancer 
program was "corrupted" by the desire 
to find data for NASA, and that patients 
were given nontherapeutic doses of radi- 
ation. 

A team led by Oak Ridge pathologist 
Clarence Lushbaugh, now chairman of 
Oak Ridge's entire medical division. was 
recruited to study the nausea-inducing 
effects of radiation. Lushbaugh analyzed 
the records of 3000 patients in 46 hospi- 
tals to learn about the dangers that would 
confront the astronauts. Oak Ridge was 
not the primary source of Lushbaugh's 
information, for it gave radiotherapy to 
no more than 186 patients. 

The man who was then chairman of 
Oak Ridge's medical division and design- 
er of the treatment protocols, Gould An- 
drews, died in 1980. Speaking in his 
place. Lushbaugh now claims that An- 
drews made all decisions on therapy and 
was in no way influenced by NASA's 
concerns. Karl Hubner, a member of the 
hematology staff. said that the therapy 
offered at Oak Ridge in the 1960 's  and 
early 1970's was perfectly in keeping 
with standard approaches of the day. 

(continued) 
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in Manned Spacejighi.  published by the 
National Academy of Sciences in 1967. 
Nevertheless. he conceded that Oak 
Ridge did perform some NASA-financed 
prospective studies with cancer patients 
between 1%9 and 1974. The purpose, he 
said. was to use the new monitoring 
system to-  try to find physiological sig- 
nals indicating that a patient was about 
to become nauseous before the patient 
sensed nausea himself. No warning sig- 
nals were found. Although the research 
was funded by NASA. Bibb insisted that 
the space agency had no influence over 
clinical procedures. 

Hubner specifically denied the charge 
that Dwayne Sexton was given improper 
treatment. According to the medical rec- 
ords. Hfibner said. the doctors first ex- 
tracted a sample of bone marrow from 
the child in July 1965. Then they immedi- 
ately started him on a course of chemo- 
therapy lasting 17 days. The chemo- 
therapy was stopped while they attempt- 
ed an immunologic experiment. They 
irradiated the child's leukemic manow 
cells, injected them into his mother, and 
then reinjected fluid from the mother 
back into the boy. The hope was that the 
mother would produce antibodies to 
fight the leukemia. iMeanwhile, the Ieu- 
kemia was judged to be in remission. 
probably as a result of the first dose of 
chemotherapy. For  IS weeks the child 
received no chemotherapy. Then the dis- 
ease r e s s e n e d  itself. proving that the 
immunologic experiment had failed. The 
child was given chemotherapy again. 
The remission-relapsechemorherapy rou- 
tine was repeated for five more cycles, 
until December 1968. ' 

Then the physicians decided that the 
drugs were failing. On 3 December 1968. 
the child was given his first and only 
radiation: a whole-body dose of 353 
roentgens (or 265 rads) over a period of 3 
hours and 38 minutes. The hospital rec- 
ord states: "Definite relapse from the 
acute leukemia had occurred. . . . It was 
decided to try to induct another remis- 
sion by giving total-body inadiation. . . . 
The patient received 353 roentgens of 
exposure. . . . The patient experienced 
no adverse effects during the time of the 
irradiation and amazingly did not have 
any nausea nor vomiting during the time 
of exposure or immediately thereafter. 
The patient was then kept in as sterile an 
environment as possible. . . . It became 
quite apparent that the leukemic process 
was still not under control." He began to 
bleed internally and developed infections 
which could not be controlled by antibi- 
otics. On 29 December. a little more rhan 
three weeks after trradiation. he died. 

Radiologists at Harvard's Joint Center 

Range said. "We are quite proud of 
our record. .\I a time when patienis with 
acute leukemia had a survival outlook of 
about 6 months to a year. our patients 
were surviving on the avenge  something 
like 4.5 years." n e  record compares 
well with those of  other clinical centers 
in the 1960's. Range said. 

William Bibb. the former AEC official 
in charge of funding the program. said 
that the Oak Ridge clinic was opened in 
1950 "to take advantage of some of the 
rechnology coming out of the atomic 
energy business before it was ~enera l ly  
available." The clinic was closed in 1974 
for two reasons: other centers nearby 
wirh broader skills were giving compara- 
ble medical care, and the meager re- 
search output from Oak Ridge no longer 
justified the cost. Bibb said that in the 
final years. the clinic had only about 
seven patients at any given time. 

Bibb described NASA's involvement 
as minimal. NASA came to him in the 
early 1960's because it was worried 
about 'the possible effects of solar flares, 
encounters with the Van Allen belt, and 
other radiation hazards in space. I n  1961. 
14 years after the Oak Ridge clinic had 
opened, the AEC agreed to run a rerro- 
spective study to collect the data NASA 
wanted from its own records and from 
other places. Later on, Bibb said, NASA 
agreed that in addition to paying the 
salaries of those doing the paper analy- 
sis. i t  would also provide some state-of- 
the-an monitoring equipment to record 
changes in the vital signs of patients 
undergoing whole-body irradiation at  
Oak Ridge. Patients sometimes stayed 3 
days in the specially designed whole- 
body irradiation room. a chamber sus- 
pended in a concrete cell and flooded 
with gamma radiation at a level of about 
1.6 roentgens' per hour. With the aid of 
NASA's equipment. nurses could moni- 
tor a patient's pulse and temperature 
without entering the room. She data 
were examined by the physicians and 
then turned over to Lushbaugh's s t d .  
S A S A  also paid for a computer to help . 
son through the voluminous files. 

.'It would have been as stupid as 
hell." Bibb said. for NASA to try to get 
significant data from the Oak Ridge clin- 
ic alone. because it treated only 186 
parients. Any conclusion based on data. 
he said. "wouidn't have been wonh the 
paper it was written on because there 
wouldn't be enough data points to mean 
a damn thing." 

Bibb pointed out that much oi the 
research done for .VASA was incorpont- 
ed in the book. Raciiooioiogicol Focrors 
'%JcnrPcnr rncwurc nuloac:!te cmisilom. And rad5 
measure momea n d ~ a ~ ~ o n .  

for Radiotherapy, at the National Cancer 5 
Institute INCI). and at St. Jude's Hospi- 
tal in Memphis. Tennessee (which has a 
renowned childhood leukemia program). 
agreed that the treatment given Sexton 
sounded reasonable in its context. that of 
an e x p e n m e n d  center in the mid- 
1960's. Samuel Hellman Of Harvard add- 
ed, however, that the record "doesn't 
sound to me like anything that approach- 
es conventional therapy." Yet he said, 
"One could make a rationale for its 
efficacy. and there are people who be- 
lieve in whole-body irradiation." Today, 
whole-body doses are given only to pre- 
pare a patient for a bone marrow trans- 
plant, a procedure quite different from 
the one tried at Oak Ridge and not in use 
then. When large doses (over I00 rads) 
are given these days, they are nearly 
always focused in small areas and spread 
over many days. 

Eli Glatstein. chief of the NCI's radia- 
tion oncology branch, said, "I don't 
think whole-body irradiation is a panicu- 
larly good treatment myself, but a lot of 
it was done in the 1960's and 1970's. and 
is still done for certain types of chronic 
leukemia." 

Alvin Mauer of St. Jude's Hospital 
said that several cen ten  experimented 
with whole-body irradiation in rhc 
1960's, although they never produced 
techniques considered useful now. By 
the mid-lgWs,  he said, it was "pretty 
well recognized'' that chemotherapy was 
the standard technique for treating child- 
hood leukemia. It was also generally 
known. he claimed, that the major sanc- 
tuary for leukemic cells which could not 
be reached by drug therapy was the cen- 
ual nervous system. By l%S St. Jude's 
had starred a program in which cherno- 
therapy was augmented with strong 
doses (2400 rads) of radiation to the cra- 
nium to kill leukemic cells in the nervous 
system. The exposures were spread over 
a period of 2!4 weeks. The procedure 
was improved in 1967 to include radia- 
tion of the spinal cord. From then until 
the mid-1970's. Mauer claimed. this was 
the standard approach for treating acute 
lymphocytic leukemia in children. .U- 
though he would not have used Oak 
h d g e ' s  techniques. Mauer said. "I don't 
think they were necessarily out of kecp- 
ing with what other people were doing at 
this time." 

Oak Ridge officials have begun to re- 
spond to questions raised by the 10 .h- 
gust press confe:ence, and Bibb said that 
he looks forward to appearing at Repre- 
sentative Gore's inquiry. for he thinks 
the laboratory will benefit from a cioser 
scrutiny of the record. 

. 

-ELIOT .MARSHALL 



Oak Ridge 
Associated 
Universities 

October 14, 1981 

H. D. Kerman, M.D., President 
Association of Community Cancer Centers 
P. 0. Box 1089 
Daytona Beach, Florida 32015 

Dear Herb: 

I certainly appreciate your thoughtful letter of October 6 in which 
you confirm again the high quality of the research done at ORINS under 
Gould Andrews' direction. I am forwarding it to Representative Albert 
Gore, Jr., who heads the Subcommittee on Investigations and Oversight 
of the Committee on Science and Technology and who on September 23, 1981, 
conducted hearings on the allegations printed in the "Mother Jones'' maga- 
zine. Congressman Gore stated after the hearings that these allegations 
were "essentially refuted" by the testimony presented and the extensive 
investigation that his staff conducted. While preparations for the 
hearings required an inordinate amount of Dr. Karl Hubner's, my, and 
others' time, I believe it was worth the trouble because it forced us, 
thereby, to review the clinical experience (in which we personally were 
not involved). We learned that these studies were never published and 
really needed to be reported. We are'going to try to do that as there 
seems to be growing interest in total-body irradiation in the therapy of 
the acute leukemias and also in bone-marrow transplantation. 

Your letter sets the record straight very succinctly and I am sure 
Congressman Gore will like t o  have it. We do not anticipate having to 
testify further in this matter but should Congressman Gore need to know 
more about those early days, you would be the obvious one to supply that 
information. 

I appreciate your willingness to help. Thanks. 

Yours siverely, 

C. C. Lushbaugh, M. D. 

CCL: fb 
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R e c e n t  re,wrts in the mdia r q a r d i n g  cancer r e s e u c h  have p r T t d  
rre to  write to ycu 2s Chairrrm of t h e  National ??em Cmnci l  to indicete 
ny dismay and concern i n  t h e  unfairness of r e p r t i n q  and a p p r a t  irre- 
sljonsibility of the rnwjia in s m  of t h e i r  presentatims. SpEtCifi- 
ca l ly ,  I r e f s  to the four part  series of articles i n  t h e  '&shinqtm - ?ost by Staff hh-iters, Ted Gup and Jonathan Nemm, w!-iich is now k i n g  
kidely symlicated. ?his series concerns experiirental anti-cancer drug 
research and i n  mirq m t h s  the Post apparently w i l l  examine cther 
areas of the " k r  cm CanL-er". It is my understanding that these 
h v e s t i c a t i v e  reporters have sDO,nt a year and 3 ha l f  i n  obtaining deta 
invclving the e n t i r e  National Cancer FrograT and Katiacal  Cancer 
Ins t i t u t e ,  snd future similar articles will undcuktedly be forthcaming. 
On t h e  s w e  vein a recent hcrur long critical ?v p r q r a n  by ? B C ' s f  20/20 
on cancer research and, in d d i t i o n ,  an zrticle zp-pearinq i n  a 
periorlical cell4 Wthcr Jones by F;@vnrd L. Eosenberg m allgred hurmn 
e x p r i m t a t i o n  for other than medical research a t  the Cak Ri2oe 
Institute of Nuclear Studies were quite disturbing. All of these 
articles h w e  t!!e affect of d i s t o r t i n q  ca.xer research efforts and 
prfzent a cMplete lack of understanding of the  prcblerrs involved. 

- 

It is my perception that t h e  National tJcws C m c i l  was f o d  by 
a r i c a n  jmrnalists .as an indepmdent body to k a r  carp la in ts  and 
criticisms of the rredia and render unbiased j u d m t s  of censure d m  
necessary. 
self-cr i t ic ism,  rronitoring, and establis.mt of professional  standards 
and e t h i c s  of .respns ibf l i ty  and a c m t a b i l i t y .  This s M l d  apply t o  
t h e  redia withcut any erosion of the r i g h t s  of the f i r s t  anw&ent, a 
r igh t ,  which'I  fiercely support. 

let ne state a t  the cutset that a m r k  of professionalism is 

fiV moxn w i t 3  the Washington Post zrticles is that they are lu r id  
recitals of a n d t a 1  incidents  of corrplications and deaths of Phase I 

.. 



Vie A X  20/20 shcw also de-eqh=siztfd the benefits of cancer re- 
se3rch and t h b  ;;aticnsl Cater Frcqram an2 eiihasizfd sore s c i a t i f i -  
m l l y  unpr~vtm druas an5 wthcds. In cssmce, a pro and con report v . 3 ~  
lacking. A mre recent TV, F-xxe i l . /  khrer r e p r t  cn the s a w  question 
vm eve rhnded  and a f forzd  3n oqmr tun i ty  for qen debate be twen 
s c i e n t i s t s  w i t h  d i i f e r m c e s  cf opinion an2 an o2prtunity f o r  a ream- 
able discussion 03 cuntr-ovc,raial issues ensued. ?his type of presenta- 
tion shmld Lw Encouraged. 

A mre f lagrant  and t t o r m q h l y  distorted article appred  in Pother 
Jmes about a resezirch e f f c r t  i n  O a k  Ri3c je  &out which I have intirate 
f i r z t h n d  knc,+ldrjs, and I csn  s k s t e  unemivocally that  t h e  article's 
i xp l i c i t i ons  were felse. 
invest igat ion by Reprssentative A l b e r t  Gore of Tennessee a d ,  i n  
ssmce, r e f u t d  th a k t e r z n t s  of the j m a l i s t .  

Tnis latter repr t  resu l t& i n  a congressional 

-yV reasca for writing t h i s  letter stems f rm over t h i r t y  years of 
i n v o l v a i t  in t r e - t i n g  canc.?~ p t i e n t s  and their fa-;cilies, and ratching 
s l o w  bu t  progressive pcsit ive results of ever increasing csFdll inprcve- 
mts a92 sophis t icat ion in  care, techniques, &pmnt and 6n.q manme- 
nmt of cancer which trmslates into irrpravd survival and lessened 
mrbidi ty  for F t i e n t s .  The present  interest of the rredia i n  cancer and 
the m y  it, is being presmtd r s u l t s  i n  erosion cf confidence a d  
questions the c r e d i b i l i t y  and i n t r g r i t y  of, no t  only the rredical re- 
search scimtists, ht also t h e  practicing amuni ty  oncologists who 
apply the m~.cdoloqy e v o l v d  fron t h e  raccarch efforts in the treatmnt 
of mer 85% of all p t i e n t s  w i t h  cdncsr. 
adts  a m n m n t a l  "breakthrmqh" in caicer naxqnmmt, this is mre 
than l i k e l y ' n e w r  to occur and t h e  benefits and prqress of treatment 
c e t h d e  mst rely on m11 i n c r u m t s  of increasing h w l d g e  which can 
be applied to cancer mnag=?t m l y  throuah t h e  present  rrethds of 
investigation. 

It  Gld be rry h o ~  t h a t  the rreiiia i t s o l f ,  psrhaps t h r a q h  the 
i n f l u o x e  of the  sa t iona l  Sew Ccuncil, CCXM be u r ~ d  t o  Sewlop a nlore 
evt;slhanCd apprcxch to ttreir re-mi-ts and give a.r: m c h  6 i S e s i s  to t k  
cc-Tp?ssim, q a l i t y  of pjtiait c.3rz mS suc-mrt, and m c e r n  of the 
h v c s t i g a t o r s  &IO overnt.,elminuly are  ccncerned w i t h  the h u m i s t i c  
factcrs 2s he11 as tbe scim:ific factors of research which involves 

mile the public eagerly 
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CWIAINr NO. 198 (Filed November 3,  1981) 

HERBERT D.  KERMAN 
aga ins t  

THE IVASHINaON POST, ABC NEWS 1120/20 ,11  and MOTHER JONES 

Complaint: 

Community Cancer Centers, complained tha t  three recent news reports  on 

cancer research exhibited unfairness and i r r e spons ib i l i t y .  

a four -par t  s e r i e s  i n  The Washington Post October 18-21, 1981; an hour- 

long ABC News "20/20" program October 22 ,  and an a r t i c l e  i n  the September- 

October i s sue  of Flother Jones. 

D r .  Herbert D. lieman, M.D. ,  president of the Association of 

He specif ied 

The Washington Post a r t i c l e s  focused on defec ts  i n  t h e  t e s t ing  of 

experimental cancer drugs by t h e  National Cancer I n s t i t u t e .  D r .  Kerman 

cal led the a r t i c l e s  l u r i d  r e c i t a l s  of canplications and deaths which 

"may be p a r t i a l l y  fac tua l , "  but "are'written in a manner as t o  sub- 

s t a n t i a l l y  impugn the e n t i r e  e f f o r t  of drug development of the NCI." He 

sa id ,  "The pos i t i ve  r e s u l t s  which have occurred i n  the f i g h t  aga ins t  

cancer, w h i l e  mentioned, a r e  de-emphasized. 

evenhandedness o r  f a i rnes s  i n  presentat ion,  and a r e  so d i s t o r t e d  as t o  

deny the very g r e a t  advances made i n  the experimental drug research 

e f f o r t .  It  

The articles show no 

D r .  Kerman sa id ,  "The ABC '20/20'  show a l s o  de-emphzsized the benef i t s  

of cancer research and the National Cancer Program and errphasized some 



s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  unproven drugs and methods. 

was lacking." He s a i d  a more recent  'MacNeil-Lehrer Report" from IVNET/ 

Thirteen on cancer research "was more evenhanded and afforded an oppor- 

t u n i t y  f o r  open debate between scientists with d i f fe rences  of opinion 

In essence, a pro and con report 

and an opportunity f o r  a reasonable discussion on controversial  i s sues  

ensued. " 

D r .  Kennan s a i d ,  "A more f l ag ran t  and thoroughly d i s t o r t e d  a r t i c l e  

appeared in Mother Jones about a research e f f o r t  i n  Oak Ridge about which 

I have intimate f i r s thand  howledge, and I can s ta te  unequivocally t h a t  

the  ar t ic le 's  implications were fa l se .  This l a t te r  repor t  resu l ted  i n  

a congressional inves t iga t ion  by Rep. Albert Gore of Tennessee and, i n  

essence, refuted the  statements of the  jou rna l i s t . ' '  

D r .  Kerman s a i d  h i s  concern about the  three  repor t s  grew out  of 

30 years of t r ea t ing  cancer p a t i e n t s  during which he  h a s  seen "slow 

but progressive pos i t i ve  r e s u l t s  ofi ever increasing small improvements 

and sophis t ica t ion  i n  care, techniques, equipment and drug management 

of cancer which t r a n s l a t e s  i n t o  improved surv iva l  and lessened morbidity 

- 

f o r  p a t i e n t s .  He feared t h a t :  

The present i n t e r e s t  of the  media i n  cancer and the  way it 
is beiqg presented results i n  erosion of confidence and 
questions the  c r e d i b i l i t y  and i n t e g r i t y  of ,  n o t  only the  
medical research s c i e n t i s t s ,  bu t  a l s o  the  p rac t i c ing  
community oncologists who apply t h e  methodology evolved from 
t h e  research e f f o r t s  i n  the  treatment of over 85 percent 
of a l l  pa t i en t s  with cancer. While the  publ ic  eagerly awaits 
a monumcntal "breakthrough" i n  cancer m,magement, t h i s  is 
more than l i k e l y  iicver t o  occur and the  bene f i t s  and progress 
of treatment methods must r e ly  on small increments of i n -  
creasing knowledge which can be applied t o  cancer manage- 
ment only through the prcscnt methods of inves t iga t ion .  

. 



I t  would be my hope tha t  the media i t s e l f ,  perhaps 
through the influence of The National News Council, could 
be urged t o  develop a more evenhanded approach t o  t h e i r  
reports  and give as much emphasis t o  the compassion, q u a l i t y  
of pa t i en t  care and support ,  and concern of the  inves t i -  
ga tors  who ovendhelmingly a re  concerned with the humanistic 
f ac to r s  as well as the s c i e n t i f i c  f ac to r s  of research which 
involves pa t i en t s  and t h e i r  famil ies .  
b i o s c i e n t i f i c  cormmmity has l i t t l e  opportunity t o  be 
heard i n  t h e  same forum and under t h e  same circumstances 
as  the media, and we can only re ly  on the j o u r n a l i s t i c  
profession t o  impose the cha rac t e r i s t i c s  of professionalism 
and e t h i c a l  behavior i n  journalism. 

The medical and 

A note on t h i s  report :  

special ized howledge t o  analyze t h i s  complaint. 

The News Council employed two people with 

They are David 

Zimmerman, a f ree- lance science writer, and Gerald Delaney, d i r ec to r  

of Public Af fa i r s  f o r  Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer Center i n  New 

York. M r .  Zimmerman was recommended by Barbara Cul l i ton ,  news ed i to r  

of Science magazine and president  of the National Association of Science 

Writers, a f t e r  M s .  Cull i ton discovered tha t  she did not have time t o  do 

the ana lys i s  h e r s e l f .  She recornended M r .  Zimerman as  an experienced 
. .  

science w r i t e r  who enjoyed the respect  of h i s  colleagues f o r  h i s  i n t e g r i t y  

and h i s  concern with the e t h i c s  of science wri t ing.  htr. Delaney was 

recommended by Lewis Cope, science e d i t o r  of t h e  Minneapolis Tribune, 

as  a person within the cancer establishment who had enough detachment t o  

make a r e l i a b l e  evaluation of a t tacks  on tha t  establishment. 

Their analyses were sen t  t o  Council members as background material .  

So were an  a r t ic le  from the J'muary-February, 1982, i s sue  of the Washington 

Journalism Review and an "explainer" a r t i c l e  from the October 23, 1981, 

issue of ___- The Boston Globe. Richard A. Knox, '%e Globe's medical 

w r i t e r ,  i c l t  compelled t o  wr i t e  the exylanatory a r t i c l e  because he 

'and The Globe's oinbudsman received a number of phone c a l l s  and questions 



a f t e r  ' 1 ' 1 1 ~  Glol~c piiblishcd p a r t s  of the linshinpton Post series. -_- - 

The thrcc coinplaints a re  d c a l t  l i i t h  separately here. . 

The Washing ton Post 

The series: The Post series consis ted of four  articles and a number of 

s idebars  about the  National Cancer I n s t i t u t e ' s  Phase One t e s t ing  program 

f o r  experimental cancer drugs. The Phase One program is the first 

phase of human t e s t i n g  a f t e r  laboratory tests have shown some r e s u l t s  

against  cancer i n  animals. The Post described i ts  series as follows i n  

the f irst  a r t i c l e :  

A one-year study by The Washington Post has documented 
620 cases i n  which experimental drugs have been implicated 
i n  the deaths of cancer pa t i en t s  .... And they amounted t o  
merely a f rac t ion  of the  thousands of people who i n  recent  
years  have d ied  o r  suffered t e r r i b l y  from cancer experiments 
conducted i n  the na t ion ' s  hosp i t a l s .  

The Post devoted i t s  first two a r t i c l e s  t o  case s tud ie s  of 2 1  

of the experimental drugs t e s t ed  under the N C I ' s  Phase One program. . .  
The t h i r d  a r t i c l e  focused on one o f - the  c l i n i c s  i n  which experimental drugs 

a re  used. 

drug from hunch t o  the point where it can be used i n  human experiments. 

The four th  a r t i c l e  described the slow path of an experimental 

The Pos t ' s  response t o  the complaint: Ben Bradlee, e d i t o r  of The Pos t ,  

s a id  it was unsophis t icated t o  take D r .  Kerman's complaint se r ious ly .  

He implied t h a t  t he  complaint was p a r t  of a " f u l l  court  press" mounted 

against  the a r t i c l e s  by "the cancer establishment." He noted t h a t  t h e  

complaint d id  not  a l l e g e  inaccuracy and sa id ,  ''1 see no reason why, i n  the 

absence of anything l i k e  a s p e c i f i c  charge, The li'ashington Post o r  ;UIY of 

i t s  s t a f f  should share  i t s  thinking and in s igh t s  o r  anyLLliing else with YOU. 
ll 
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S t a f f  rcpl icd tha t  the complaint did a l l ege  tha t  the a r t i c l e s  were 

unfair  and that unfaii-ness, a s  much as  inaccuracy, was a concern of 

The News Comci l .  Mr. Bradlee rep l ied  tha t  t h e  complaint, t o  the 

extent  t h a t  it implied tha t  t h e  cancer series was not f a i r  o r  not i n  

the proper context ,  d i f f e red  l i t t l e  from hundreds of other  complaints 

he received i n  the course of a year.  

us ,  be my guest ,"  but he did not o f f e r  h i s  thinking or t h a t  of h i s  s t a f f  

on the a l l ega t ions  i n  the complaint. That being the  case, Council s t a f f  

He s a i d ,  "If  you want t o  inves t iga te  

did not consider t h a t  h i s  second response d i f f e red  s ign i f i can t ly  from 

h i s  first.  

The Council received on Apri l  6 from Vincent T. DeVita, d i r e c t o r  of 

The National Cancer I n s t i t u t e ,  a 52-page l i s t  of what he ca l l ed  "inaccuracies,  

omissions, o r  d i s t o r t i o n s  of fac t"  i n  the  Post series. Council s t a f f  was 

concerned t h a t  t he  l ist  might cons i s t  of new criticisms t h a t  The Post had 

not had an opportunity t o  answer. 

within the  DeVita l i s t  tha t  t h e  gravamen of the  criticisms had been 

communicated t o  The Post i n  one o r  more of  th ree  letters from D r .  DeVita - -  

one t h a t  was published in The Post October 19, and two o thers  dated 

October 19 and 2 1 ,  which were not published. 

of the DeVita criticisms a t  t h e  l a s t  minute led  Council staff t o  t r y  

again t o  el icit  a response from The Post t o  the  DeVi ta  complaints and t o  the 

However, it appeared from references 

. .  

Nonetheless, the appearance 

o r ig ina l  Keman complaint. Richard Cunningham ca l l ed  M r .  Bradlee April  9 ;  

t o ld  him about the DeVita mater ia l ;  s a i d  he was uncomfortable about not 

liaving a response from The Post, and of fered  t o  make h imsel f  and the 

mater ia l  ava i l ab le  t o  receive a response from Mr. Bradlee and/or h i s  

s t a f f .  Nr. Bradlee declined. Ile sa id  i t  ought t o  be c l e a r  t ha t  D r .  

DeVita had an axe t o  grind.  



- (,- 

Mr. Cunningham sent a copy of D r .  DeVita's criticisms t o  Mr. 

Bradlee.  

DeVita mater ia l  did not cons t i t u t e  a challenge t o  the accuracy of the 

series and t h a t  t he  complaints had been la rge ly  d e a l t  with i n  a 

statement from Dr. DeVita published by The Post. 

M r .  Bradlee rep l ied  with a l e t te r  noting t h a t  i n  h i s  view the 

The complaint aga ins t  ABC News 

The program: The "20/20" segment aga ins t  which the complaint is  d i rec ted  

was an hour-long program e n t i t l e d ,  "The War on Cancer: Cure, P r o f i t  o r  

Pol i t ics?"  The program opened with the question: 

The na t iona l  war on cancer - -  t en  years and $10 b i l l i o n  
of your tax money, sophis t ica ted  research,  free-flowing 
f ede ra l  g ran ts ,  power p o l i t i c s ,  r e l e n t l e s s  p u b l i c i t y ,  and 
pub l i c  pressure f o r  a breakthrough - -  has it done any good? 

Critics charge scandal,  cover-up, manipulated statistics, 
monopoly of research funds, and they say worthy researchers  
w i t h  innovative treatments a r e  harassed, s t i f l e d ,  discouraged. 

Hugh Downs sa id :  

. . .10 !years and $10 b i l l i o n  l a t e r ,  w e  are i n  t h e  midst of a 
cancer epidemic. Both the incidence and the dea th  r a t e  from 
cancer have climbed higher than ever before.  hhy so l i t t l e  
progress  a f t e r  so long a b a t t l e ?  Well, here  with our repor t  
i s  Geraldo Rivera. 

Rivera repor tcd: 

... So despi te  sophis t ica tcd  new technology, and despi te  
t h e  expenditure of b i l l i o n s  of  tax  d o l l a r s ,  the odds today . 

a r e  t h e  same one-in- three odds t h a t  faced t h e  cancer pa t i en t  
back i n  Fhy of 1958.. . R u t  cancer is not j u s t  a d isease ,  i t ' s  
a p o l i t i c a l  and economic phcnoiiienon, a $30 b i l l i on -a -yea r  



business - -  one tha t  reaches deep i n t o  t h e  h a l l s  of Congress, 
deep i n t o  t h e  nat ional  pocketbook, and deep i n t o  the soul of 
t h e  nation. 

Nr. Rivera reported tha t  an interlocking leadership exis ted between 

the National Cancer I n s t i t u t e  and the American Cancer Society.  That 

in te r lock ,  cri t ics sa id ,  created a monoply on cancer research funds and 

information. M r .  Rivera out l ined the s t o r i e s  of Dr. Stanislaw Bruzynski 

and D r .  Joseph Gold, who were al legedly frozen out  of funds and c r e d i t  

f o r  t h e i r  innovative e f f o r t s  t o  f ind  new cancer therapies .  M r .  Rivera 

out l ined what he ca l l ed  "press misbehavior" i n  hyping the promising cancer 

therapy, In te r fe ron .  He concluded the program: 

Declaring our so-ca l led  war,on cancer 10 years  ago was a grand 
pub l i c  r e l a t ions  ges ture ,  but as every year  passes without 
v i c to ry ,  f r u s t r a t i o n  and fear continue t o  mount. And as the 
mul t i -b i l l i on -do l l a r  campaign en ters  i t s  second decade, a l l  
of us - -  the s c i e n t i s t s ,  the p o l i t i c i a n s ,  the p re s s ,  and the 
people - -  have t o  be more ca re fu l ,  because, i t ' s  been sa id ,  
i n  a l l  wars - -  and t h a t  includes t h i s  f i gu ra t ive  one - -  t h e  
f irst  casual ty  is of ten  the t r u t h .  

. .  
The response of ABC News:  George Wctson, vice pres ident  of AB& News,  

supplied The News Council with a complaint about the "20/20" program 

from Dr. Robert P. Hutter ,  president  of the American Cancer Society,  and 

h i s  answer t o  t h a t  l e t te r .  Since the Hutter le t ter  is more spec i f i c  i n  

i t s  complaints than the h'ciman complaint t o  The News Council, both it 

and M r .  h'atson's response a r e  incorporated i n t o  t h i s  report as  a f a i r  

ins ight  i n t o  the  network's defense of the program. 

Dear Mr. Goldenson (Chairman of the Board and Chief Execut ive 
Officer, RBC-TV) : 

Cancer i s  the disease most feared by people a l l  over the 
idorld. Thus the t e l ev i s ion  ncws media must be espec ia l ly  . 
c a r e f u l  not  t o  c rea t e  undue f ca r  or  hopelessness in  current  
p a t i e n t s  o r  those recent ly  t l -ca ted .  Vi i s  is iihy the American 
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Cancer Society is deeply concerned w i t h  a recent  '!20/20" special  
program on cancer. 

The program's opening assumptions began w i t h :  
i n  the midst of a cancer epidemic." 

This is  a t o t a l l y  inaccurate  thesis. 
most d e f i n i t e l y  not i n  the midst of a cancer epidemic. 
f o r  lung cancer,  85 percent of which is caused by the smoking 
of  c i g a r e t t e s ,  t h e  age-adjusted death r a t e  of almost a l l  
cancer is  f l a t  o r  decl ining.  
of  a l l  cancer pa t i en t s  with ser ious cancer i n  the the United 
S t a t e s  has now r isen t o  45 percent.  

I t  i s  important t o  separa te  lung cancer deaths from those 
of o ther  forms of the d isease ,  because these tumors a re  highly 
fa ta l .  Yet t h e  cause of the  g r e a t  majority of lung cancers 
i s  completely cont ro l lab le  through personal l i f e  s ty l e s .  
This bas ic  t r u t h  was obscured by "20/20." When D r .  Vincent 
DeVita, Director  of the National Cancer I n s t i t u t e ,  t r i e d  t o  
explain t h i s  t o  M r .  Rivera, the  l a t te r  asked: "Aren't we 
playing games?" 

M r .  Rivera described cancer as a " t h i r t y  b i l l i o n  d o l l a r  
a year  business." This sounds s i n i s t e r .  l a a t  does it mean? 
This was never explained. 
main with cancer research, i t  might have pointed out t h a t  the 
t o t a l  research budget of the  Society is  cur ren t ly  $55 mi l l ion  
annually; and the t o t a l  research port ion of the  budget of the 
I n s t i t u t e  i s  $600 mil l ion a year .  
among hundreds of s c i e n t i s t s  and physicians. 
average grant  t o  researchers  is about $63,000 a year. 

D r .  Samuel Epstein was introduced on t h e  program as a 
"world renowned expert  of t h e  p o l i t i c s  behind cancer research." 
D r .  Epstein went on to. say t h a t  "our a b i l i t y  to  t r e a t  and cure 
the  major cancer ki l lers  has not mater ia l ly  adimced for 
decades." 
thousands of pa t i en t s  undergoing treabnent a t  t h i s  time. In 
t h e  pas t  decade alone, the longterm survival  rate f o r  1 7  out  
of 35 s i tes  of cancer has increased s i g n i f i c a n t l y  among U.S. 
men and women. 

Dr. Epstein 's  accusat ion of "overlap in v i r t u a l l y  every 
single area  of boards, committees, g ran ts ,  even publications' '  
between the Society and the I n s t i t u t e  i s  a l s o  completely 
inacdurate.  The Society receives  no funds from the  I n s t i t u t e  
as a mat ter  of pol icy.  And the re  i s  no representat ion on i t s  
board o r  committees by members of the I n s t i t u t e .  
ceased four  years ago. With t h i s  misinformation D r .  Epstein 
pos i ted  a "cancer establishment" on "20/20." 

Building fu r the r  on th i s  wrong evidence, " 2 0 / 2 0 1 '  devoted 
undue cmphasis t o  t h e  work of D r .  Stanislaw Bruzinski and D r .  
Joseph Gold, ident i f ied  as researchers  with so-cal led cures 
s l igh ted  by the "cancer establishment .-I1 
e n t i r e l y  within t h e  s t a t e  of Texas and has not submitted h i s  
drug  t o  the Federal Food and Drug Administration. 
substance j s current ly  under c l i n i c a l  invcs t iga t ion  by the 

'We a r e  

The United S ta t e s  is 
Except 

Actually,  f ive-year  surv iva l  

Since the program d e a l t  i n  the 

This money i s  divided 
The Society 's  

. 

This i s  completely false and a d isserv ice  t o  the 

This p rac t i ce  

D r .  Bruzinski p rac t i ces  

D r .  Gold's 



I n s t i t u t e ,  again a f a c t  unreported by "20/20." 

t h e  purported therapies  of fe red  by these two physicians 
provide t h e  panacea t o  cancer. 
information t o  o f f e r  cancer pa t i en t s .  
of appl icat ions f o r  gran ts  are turned down for  lack of 
funds o r  proper protocols .  
as the  possible  answer t o  cancer? 

hope tha t  there  may be an  opportunity t o  present  a balanced 
por t raya l  of cancer control  t o  your vas t  viewing audience. 
We would be more than pleased t o  work with your s t a f f  toward 
t h a t  end. 

A viewer of t he  program could easily misconstrue tha t  

Mat a shocking piece of 
Each year hundreds 

Why s ing le  out these  two cases 

In t h e  pas t ,  ABC has shown s e n s i t i v i t y  i n  t h i s  area.  We 

Sincerely yours, 
Robert V. P. H u t t e r ,  M.D. 
President  (American Cancer Society) 

Dear Doctor Hu t t e r :  

Leonard Goldenson asked me t o  respond t o  your l e t te r  about the 
program "The War on Cancer: Cure, P r o f i t  o r  P o l i t i c s ? "  which 
w a s  broadcast by ABC News as a spec ia l  report  on "20/20". 
Since the  broadcast las t  October, w e  have recent ly  received 
a number of similar le t ters  from various a f f i l i a t e s  of the 
American Cancer Society. I want t o  address t h i s  correspon- 
dence a t  some length because of the seriousness of some of 
t h e  charges made and our concern t h a t  the purpose and pro- 
cedures we employed i n  maRing the  program are  better under- 
stood. 

many months research and ca re fu l  documentation. 
hundred physicians and researchers  were consulted. 
was t o  examine issues involving p o l i c i e s ,  p o l i t i c s  and a t t i t u d e s  
toward cancer research and funding. 
dorse any form of treatment,  es tab l i shed  o r  e-qer imental ,  and 
t h a t  po in t  was emphasized i n  wr i t t en  r ep l i e s  t o  viewers who 
wrote or  telephoned ABC News about it. We a r e  acutely aware 
t h a t  desperate  o r  d i s t raught  persons may seize on any information 
t h a t  seems t o  o f f e r  hope, o r  a t  t he  o ther  emotional extreme, 
hopelessness. A t  t he  same time, w e  do feel an obl igat ion t o  
inform the  general publ ic  about s ign i f i can t  issues a f f ec t ing  
i ts  hea l th  'and welfare.  
publ ic  i n t e r e s t  was i n  f a c t  served by f o r t h r i g h t l y  dealing with 
the topic .  
of g rea t  concern and has  been la rge ly  neglected. 

t a k e  them i n  the order t h a t  you r a i sed  them: 

had i n  mind the incidence of the disease.  

Let me begin by saying t h a t  the program \>-as the r e su l t  of  
Several 

Our purpose 

The program d id  not  en- 

' i lxrcfore ,  we believed t h a t  the broader 

Tndced, we f e l t  t h a t  t h i s  a rea  of inves t iga t ion  i s  

Let m e  now turn  t o  the s p e c i f i c  points  of your l e t te r  and 

1) h'hhen speaking of a c;mcer- "epidemic," we primari ly  
IYhile there i s ,  3s 
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we reported,  a "confusing a r ray  of s t a t i s t i c s  from a var ie ty  
of sources, ' I  we concluded t h a t  "epidemic" was an accurate 
word t o  describe t h e  increasing incidence of cancer. 

We a l s o  observed t h a t  not only had the incidence in-  
creased,  but t h a t  a l s o  the death r a t e  of cancer was r i s ing .  
Ne consulted many s t a t i s t i c a l  sources. To take one con- 
c lusion from the ACS publ ica t ion ,  "Cancer Facts and Figures, 
1981," "There has been a steady rise in the  age-adjusted 
death rate ."  

We decided we could not  ignore the death rate from lung 
cancer because i t  happens t o  be the g rea t e s t  k i l l e r  of a l l .  
Additionally, we did not feel the death rate could be excluded 
j u s t  because some preventat ive measures a re  hown. 

While t h e  statist ics w e  reported a re  bleak, we a l so  noted 
a t  the beginning of the program s ign i f i can t  progress in t r e a t i n g  
some forms of cancer. 
of the National Cancer I n s t i t u t e ,  and D r .  Frank Rauscher, Jr . ,  
of  t h e  American Cancer Society,  pointed out  t he  accomplishments 
of cancer research. 
recognized the progress made i n  t r e a t i n g  severa l  forms of cancer. 

2) You questioned Mr. Rivera 's  statement that cancer is . 
a " t h i r t y  b i l l i o n  d o l l a r  a year business." 
the  t o t a l  cos t  our soc ie ty  pays i n  de tec t ion ,  diagnosis,  
treatment,  research and economic loss t o  individuals  and the 
economy. 
word i n  t h i s  context and should have been explained more f u l l y .  
The s t a t i s t i c  i t s e l f ,  however, i s  subs tan t ia ted  by our research. 

treat and cure the major cancer k i l l e r s  has not  mater ia l ly  
advanced f o r  decades" refers back to  the s t a t i s t i c a l  question. 
D r .  Epstein is discussing the  major k i l l e r s  such as lung 
cancer where there  has be& l i t t l e  o r  no progress according 
t o  the  s t a t i s t i c s .  

exists,  we were convinced t h a t  it does. In a general  sense,  
establishments can be found i n  v i r t u a l l y  a l l  government, 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l ,  corporate o r  organizational endeavors. 
Speci,fically, there  does appear t o  be subs t an t i a l  overlap on 
the  boards and cormnittees of  the National I n s t i t u t e  and the 
Amefican Society.  For example, when w e  cross-referenced the 
ACS advisory board members with the NCI Research Index we 
found tha t  of 169 advisory board members, s ix  were employed 
by t h e  NCI ,  and t h a t  84 persons were r ec ip i en t s  of a t o t a l  of 
184 grants .  

Gold, lzBC Nc\vs did not endorse o r  debunk the \cork of e i t h e r .  
14e focused on these two doctors  and t h e i r  experiments because 
they were i l l u s t r a t i v e  of what we believed were important issues 
concerning the funding and encouragement of cancer research. 
\$'e discussed both t h e  apparent pos i t i ve  results of t h e i r  work 

Both D r .  Vincent D e V i t a ,  Jr. ,  d i r e c t o r  

The correspondent, Gerald0 Rivera, a l s o  

That described 

I would agree t h a t  'rbusiness" is  a r a the r  loose 

3) Dr. Samuel Eps te in ' s  a s se r t ion  tha t  "our a b i l i t y  t o  

4) On t h e  matter of whether a cancer "establishment" 

5) On t h e  work of D r .  Stanislaw Bruzinski and D r .  Joseph 
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and the. criticisms exp-eswd by o ther  cancer s p e c i a l i s t s .  
\$e d id  not portray the i r  work as the  "possible answer t o  cancer." 
Iz'e did ask t h e  question whether po ten t i a l ly  s ign i f i can t  research 
i s  being e f f ec t ive ly  supported. In  responding t o  inqui r ies  
from t h e  publ ic ,  we emphasized t h a t  the  program "does not en- 
dorse any s p e c i f i c  therapy o r  treatment f o r  cancer ,  as t h i s  
i s  a medical decision between pa t i en t  and physician." 

Since the  program was broadcast, we have learned t h a t  
important members of the  in t e rna t iona l  community of oncologists 
w i l l  be jo in ing  c e r t a i n  U.S. colleagues i n  a c l i n i c a l  
evaluation of both treatments. I t  i s  my understanding t h a t  
D r .  Bruzinski w i l l  soon submit various peptide compounds t o  
the  Food and Drug Administration. 
aware of th ree  c l i n i c a l  t r i a l s  approved by the  F.D.A. I t  
is  our f u r t h e r  understanding t h a t  these r e s u l t s  are t o  be 
presented a t  a forthcoming ASCO meeting. 
hydrazine s u l f a t e  was recent ly  used i n  c l i n i c a l  t r ia l s .  

response t o  your more general  concerns and s imi l a r  ones 
expressed i n  o ther  letters from a f f i l i a t e d  groups. 
seem t o  be an implication t h a t  we should r epor t  only the good 
news about cancer research and treatment. 
p o s i t i v e  aspec ts  many times and s h a l l  continue t o  do so i n  
the  future .  
or even negative aspects  of t h e  subject .  Our respons ib i l i t y  
i s  n e i t h e r  t o  encourage nor discourage the  publ ic .  
simply t o  provide information on which informed c i t i z e n s  can 
reach t h e i r  own conclusions. 
letters t o  us suggests t h a t  w e  have a spec ia l  ob l iga t ion  t o  
amplify t h e  voices of the  medical and b i o s c i e n t i f i c  community. 
They are in fact often-heard on ABC News broadcasts, and indeed 
i n  the  program t o  which you ob jec t ,  v i r t u a l l y  all of the voices 
are those of physicians and s c i e n t i s t s ,  even if they a re  ones 
with which you disagree. I t  is  a debatable subject of enormous 
consequence t o  a l l  c i t i z e n s .  

We are committed t o  accuracy and fairness i n  a l l  of our 
repor t ing ,  and t o  st imulating debate on important i s sues .  
be l ieve  those commitments were met by the  program. 
assured t h a t  i n  fu tu re  reports w e  s h a l l  be a t t e n t i v e ,  as we  
have , in  the p a s t ,  t o  the a c t i v i t i e s  and views of the  American 
Cancer Society . 

As f o r  D r .  Gold, w e  are 

We s t a t e d  t h a t  

F ina l ly ,  I would l i k e  t o  make severa l  observations i n  

There 

We have reported 

A t  the  same time, we cannot ignore more c r i t i c a l  

I t  is  

Another implication i n  some 

We 
You can be 

Yours Sincerely,  
George Watson 
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Council ac t ion :  

been overdue. 

provide t h a t  kind of report ing.  

IHai-d-hitting repor t ing  on the b a t t l e  aga ins t  cancer has 

The news repor t s  complained of represent attcmpts t o  

The News Council f inds  t h a t  it is ne i the r  necessary nor des i rab le  t o  

e s t ab l i sh  spec ia l  standards f o r  the  reporting of medical research i n  

general o r  cancer research i n  p a r t i c u l a r .  

t o  be accurate and f a i r  i n  repor t ing  these f i e l d s .  

However, i t  i s  most important 

The Council rejects the suggestion of t h e  complainant t h a t  t h e  medical 

and b i o s c i e n t i f i c  c o m i t i e s  are somehow cheated i n  the arena of publ ic  

discussion of t h e i r  programs. 

repor te rs  and e d i t o r s  competent t o  handle the  complexities and s u b t l e t i e s  

of b i o s c i e n t i f i c  subjects .  

publ ic  r e l a t i o n s  s k i l l s .  

t o  l i m i t  r a the r  than increase pub l i c  discussion of t h e  e t h i c a l  issues i n  

medical science. 

experts  employed by The News C o u n u l  t o  be one of the areas i n  which the re  

has been too l i t t l e  publ ic  discussion. 

The p res s  has developed some spec ia l ized  

The b i o s c i e n t i f i c  community has developed 

Unfortunately those s k i l l s  have of ten  been used 

The cancer research program appears t o  both of the  

The complaint aga ins t  The Washington Post 

The News Council commends The Washington Post f o r  spending months - 
of repor t ing  time on a series of art icles focused s p e c i f i c a l l y  and in 

depth a t  the  complex and l i t t l e  l a o m  experimental drug t e s t i n g  program 

of t h e  Kational Cancer I n s t i t u t e .  

Unfortunately The Post adopted a sensa t iona l ,  accusatory tone and - 
€ai led in  some cases t o  supply infonnation tha t  \ m i l d  he lp  t h e  reader make 
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up h i s  o r  her mind independently about the issues involved in  the exTerilnent; 

drug program. 

A s  one example of the inappropriate tone of the a r t i c l e s :  "Cancer 

did not  k i l l  Sheri  Beck. Her treatment fo r  cancer did.  

congestive hear t  f a i l u r e  brought on by Mitoxantrone, an experimental drug 

derived from a dye used i n  ba l lpo in t  pen ink." 

report  what the Beck ch i ld ' s  doctor said: 

t o  any o ther  chemical therapy; had received m a x i m u m  rad ia t ion  treatment, 

and had survived under treatment with Mitoxantrone with a diminution of 

tumor s i z e  f o r  f i v e  months before her  death. 

dye i s  egregious. 

n i t rog lycer in  t o  explosives,  coumadin t o  r a t  poison, and the cancer drug, 

MDP, t o  mustard nerve gas - -  y e t  t h e  repor te rs  mention the re la t ionship  

of Nitoxantrone t o  ba l lpo in t  ink three  times. 

a t  one poin t  t h a t  t he  drug changes the colors of bodily secre t ions ;  so  do 

She died of 

The a r t i c l e  does not  

That the c h i l d  was not  responding 

The mention of ba l lpo in t  

Many drugs are r e l a t ed  t o  harmful substances - -  

Furthemore,  they report  

a number of o ther  conventional drugs. 

The Post series l e f t  no doubt t h a t  the writers found it unacceptable - 
t h a t  some experimental drugs were continued i n  t e s t i n g  long af ter  the Post 

writers thought they should be discontinued. 

perhaps becauseethey are not  science repor te rs ,  d id  n o t  present  the  NCI's 

But the Pos t  writers, 

explanation of how a drug might leg i t imate ly  be under test against  one 

type of cancer long a f t e r  it had proved inef fec t ive  aga ins t  o ther  types: 

the NCI s e l e c t s  6 t o  8 of the more thrrn 100 types of cancer f o r  t c s t ing .  

Tests a r e  conducted i n  30 pa t i en t s  with each type of cancer,  and they a re  

t e s t ed  a t  d i f f c r e n t  dose lcvc ls  and d i f f e r e n t  schedules of admini.stration. 

With only two dose l eve l s  and two schedules of administration almost 
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1,000 p a t i e n t s  a r e  required and the f u l l  test may take years .  

S imi la r ly  the Post writers i n  many cases use numbers t o  draw a 

negative p i c tu re  of a drug when numbers might be used t o  draw a pos i t i ve  

- 

pic ture .  As an example D r .  Vincent DeVita, head of t h e  NCI ,  c i t e s  the Post 

repor t  t h a t  Mitoxantrone had been t e s t ed  on 586 people with only one complete 

and f i v e  p a r t i a l  responses - -  and many cases of heart t ox ic i ty .  

f a i l e d  t o  note t h a t  t h e  reporting w a s  complete on only 314 pa t i en t s  - -  

not 586 - -  and The Post did not r e p o r t . t h a t  the one complete response and 

three of the  p a r t i a l  responses were among a group of only 84 terminal breas t  

cancer p a t i e n t s ,  a q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e  of the  drug, which is  still 

The Post 

considered promising as an anti-cancer therapy. 

not p u t  the number of drug-related deaths i t  discovered i n t o  a context t ha t  

might suggest what is an appropriate number of deaths. 

In general  The Post does 

The repor te rs  a l s o  point  ou t  t h a t  some of the  drugs they judge t o  be 

unacceptable were on a "high pr ior i - ty"  list created by Dr. DeVi ta .  They - 
do no t  describe t h e  process by which thcse drugs were se l ec t ed  for  t e s t ing  

from hundreds of o ther  experimental drugs, nor do they m k e  clear t h a t  "high 

p r io r i ty"  ind ica ted  only t h a t  t h e  drugs had had some e f f e c t  against  animal 

cancers, not t h a t  they had aroused unusual hope t h a t  they might be e f f ec t ive  

i n  humans. 

Furthermore, the Post writers do not  emphasize adequately t h a t  therapies  

now accepted i n  cancer treatment once produced the same kind of s i d e  e f f e c t s  . 

t h e  writers deplore;  o r  t ha t  any response a t  a l l  i n  a teiminally ill 

p a t i e n t  may warrant using a drug i n  combination with o thers .  

writers provide adequate informaticn on animal t e s t i n g  of experimel1tal 

- 

Nor do the 
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drugs o r  on the system tha t  does ex i s t  t o  supervise t e s t ing .  

I t  i s  a s ign i f i can t  demonstration of accountabili ty tha t  The Post 

did publish well displayed along with t h e  t h i r d  art icle i n  the series a 

pro tes t  by the head of the NCI and t h a t  it did publish let ters t o  the ed i to r  

cr i t ical  of the reporting. 

I.3ile The hehs Council cannot accept the broad charges of the com- 

plainant  against  the  useful and important Post series, i t  does f i n d  the s e r i e s  

flawed t o  some exten t  by sensationalism and f a i l u r e  t o  supply important 

information t h a t  would allow the reader  t o  put the defec ts  of the  t e s t ing  

program i n t o  reasonable context. 

Post ' s  own standards f o r  j ou rna l i s t i c '  fairness. 

- 

The series, therefore ,  f E l l s  below The - 

- 

Concurring: 
Scot t ,  van den Haag and Nilliams. 

Abel, Ayers, Benson, Brady, Hornby, Huston, Isaacs ,  Pu l i t ze r ,  

Complaint aga insr  Mother Jones - 

Action on t h i s  complaint has been deferred. 

Ccmplaint agaics t ABC h'em "20/20" 

D r .  Kerman complained t h a t  1120/201f  unfa i r ly  and i r responsibly 

de-emphasized t h e  bene f i t s  of cancer research and overemphasized 

a couple of " s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  unproven drugs and methods." 

P. Iht ter ,  president  of the American Cancer Society, charged ncre 

. ; iccjf ical ly  t h a t  t h e  progr'm was wrong i n  saying tha t  cancer is epidemic 

in the United S t a t e s ;  i n  implying t h a t  our a b i l i t y  t o  t reat  and cure cancer 

D r .  Robert 
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has not  advanced, and i n  suggesting t h a t  the American Cancer Society 

and the  National Cancer I n s t i t u t e  have formed a monopoly on cancer 

research funds t h a t  has denied a chance t o  st least twc iesearchers w i t h  

promising therapies .  

The News Council commends ABC News f o r  invest ing months of reporting 

time i n  what "20/20" c a l l s  a "hard, cold look" a t  the '5 ie l l  intended ef for t s"  

of t h e  na t iona l  war on cancer. 

The impression comes through c l e a r l y  t h a t  "20/20" bel ieves  t h a t  

although b i l l i o n s  of d o l l a r s  have been spent,  l i t t l e  progress has been 

made, and t h a t  f a u l t  l ies  w i t h  a cancer "establishment" cons is t ing  of the 

American Cancer Society and t h e  National Cancer I n s t i t u t e .  However, t h e  

program's use of innuendo and i ts  f a i l u r e  t o  supply adequate samples of 

contrary views raises suspicion about the v a l i d i t y  of t h a t  message. 

The program makes statements t h a t  cancer is "no longer the  o ther  

guy's disease ;"  t h a t  we are i n  a cancer epidemic, and t h a t  cure r a t e s  have 

I I G ~  i q r c v e d .  
- 

Yet there  are no f igu res  from b i o s t a t i s t i c i a n s  who would 

dispute  those conclusions ; "epidemic" has a s p e c i f i c  meaning not j u s t i f i e d  

by the  p re sen t  incidence of cancer, and viewers a r e  not given an opportunity 

t o  hear and judge f o r  themselves the  NCI's argument for  leaving 85 percent 

of lung cancer out  of the  death rate s t a t i s t i c s .  

An example of t i l t i n g  the  information is  provided by the  "20/20" 

treatment of D r .  Frank Rauscher's asser t ion ,  'We're winning t h i s  war ..." 
The r e p o r t e r  translates t h a t  stateinent i n t o  a "claim t h a t  v i c to ry  is a t  

hand. I' 

"20/20" c lear ly  believes t h a t  t h e  NCT -ACS  monop pol^-" has shouldered 

researchers with promising therapies  out  of t h e  path of I-esearch grants  and 
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has dcnied them recognition. The repor t  appears t o  place t h e  blame on 

the peer review system, which, whatever i t s  shortcomings, is essential  

t o  the pnident expenditure of research funds and t o  t h e  r e l i a b l e  evaluation 

and supervision of research. 

The report  did not answer any number of "why" questions as i t  de ta i l ed  

the d i f f i c u l t i e s  of two cancer researchers i n  obtaining funds o r  

peer acceptance of t h e i r  work. 

i n  adversar ia l  repor t ing ,  tends t o  d e t r a c t  from the b e l i e v a b i l i t y  of the 

report ing.  

Such f a i l u r e ,  which frequently occurs 

The AI3C News response t o  D r .  Hut te r  ind ica tes  t h a t  t he  program's 

treatment of two outs iders  with promising therapies  did prompt quer ies  

from the  publ ic  about those therapies .  

t ha t  news media must take t o  t h e  task  of reporting on medical research. 

A news plogram t h a t  takes a F o i n t  of view has a r i g h t ,  The Council 

Those c a l l s  i l lust rate  the  s e n s i t i v i t y  

has held,  t o  marshal fact i n  support of t h a t  po in t  of view. 

producers must be accurate and fair: 

However, the . .  

The Council rejects the charge t h a t  ABC was de l ibe ra t e ly  unfa i r .  

However, it f i n d s  t h a t  t h i s  program f e l l  sho r t  i n  accuracy and respons ib i l i ty .  

Concurring: Abe1 , Ayers, Benson, Brady, Hornby, Isaacs, Pu l i t ze r ,  . 
Scot t ,  van den Haag and Williams. 

Dissenting; Huston 

Dissenting - opinion by Ibston: 

what it sa id  was t h e  "charge t h a t  ABC was de l ibe ra t e ly  unfair." 

concur. 

The majori ty  of The Council has re jec ted  

I cannot 

The coiirplainant never charged t h a t  "ABC was de l ibe ra t e ly  unfair .  
1 1  

In  f a c t ,  the p rec i se  nature of t h e  complaint was never de f ined  t o  
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sa t i s f ac t ion .  

by The Coimcil t o  examine the c m p l a i n t ,  Rotrd: 

and i t s  restatements a r e  imprecise." 

Even David R .  l inmciman, the science writer who was employed 

"The o r ig ina l  complaint 

In my opinion, The Council must make a g r e a t  e f f o r t  t o  define the 

prec ise  nature  of each complaint. I have long suggested tha t  forms be 

used as a s t a r t i n g  point  and t h a t  complainants be required t o  p inpoin t  

t feir  par t icu lar  problems. 

address the concerns. 

Only then, can The News Council responsibly 

Anything less is shooting i n  the dark. 

April  23, 1982 



February 1 ,  1982 

Mr. Richard P. Cunn inqham 
associate Director 
T h e  hational News Council 
One Lincoln P l a z a  
New York, New York 10023 

uear P r .  C u n n i n q h a m :  

T h i s  i s  in reply to your l e t t e r  o f  January 19th in which you 
recluestea a wciver of  rights claim f o r r  t o  sue tke nem agencies a b o u t  
which I have conplained. 
i t .  

I 4ave siqned t h i s  waiver nvd am returnin! 

I n  regard t o  l e t t e r s  t o  The Port ccncerning th i s  tiztter, I can 
assure vou t h a t  there was a flood o f  l e t t e r s  protestinq t h e  a r t i c l e s ,  
par t icu lar ly  on the d r u g  evaluation prooram of t he  National Cancer 
Ins t i t u t e  and a l s o  on t he  rather harsh treatment a f fo rded  t c  Dr. 
LjeVita d u r i n g  t h e  Hatch/Hawkins Concjressional Pearinos. 
any number of l e t t e r s  t o  the ed i tor  and comlwntar.v i n  such orostigious 
s c i e n t i f i c  journals as Science reDortirtg dismay conc?rnin; t h i s  
mat t e r .  

There were 

- .  

Very s incerely yours,  

ti. G. Kermsn, Y.9. 
President 

HDK:cb , 

Enclosures 

CC: Vincent T. OeVita, M.D. 
Jane Henney, M.D. 



I V A  I V E  R 

, individual ly  ---- I ,  D r .  Herbert D. Kerman 

and on be]lalf of the Association of Community Cancer Centers 

waive any claim for  l i b e l  or slander against  anyone who 

provides The National News  Council with infoimation concern- 

ing my complaint aga ins t  blother Jones, 

I a l s o  hereby waive any claim aga ins t  The National News  

Council, i t s  members a i d  s t a f f ,  and aga ins t  any medium, 

e l ec t ron ic  o r  pr in ted ,  for t h e  publ icat ion of information 

acquired by The Council concerning my complaint o r  included 

i n  The Council 's  report of i ts  proceedings concerning my 

- 
Y 

k*&&an Post. - -m*- - 

complaint . 
I dec lare  t h a t  no court '  o r ' adminis t ra t ive  action based 

on t h e  subjec t  matter of my complaint i s  now pending, and 

I hereby waive any r i g h t  I may have t o  br ing such act ion.  

In the  event t h a t  The National News Council f inds  

t h i s  complaint unsui tab le  f o r  adjudicat ion,  t h i s  waiver 

w i l l  cease t o  be binding. 

I Signed, -_ 



\ I f  \ I I I I  RS 
Norman E. lsaacs 
Choirrnon 

The National News Council One Lincoln Plaza New York. N.Y. 10023 (212) 595-9411 

January 19, 1982 * % -  e @  c 

William H. Brady, Jr. 
Vire- Choirrnon 

S. William Scott 
Eeosurer 

Elie Abel 
Derrick A. Bell. Jr. 
Jeffrey Bell 
Lucy Wilson Bcnson 
Joan Ganz Cooney 
Midge Decter 
Loren F. Ghiglionc 
William H. Hornby 
Margo Huston 
Re’ ‘ C. Maynard 
Ri ,Her 
Michael E. Pulitzer 
Frank Stanton 
Ernest van den Haag 
Franklin H. Williams 

\ I A F F  
William B. Arthur 
Execurive Direcror 

A . H .  Raskin 
Associare Direrror 

Richard P. Cunningham 
Associare Direcror 

Herbert D. K e r n ,  M.D. 
President 
Association of Community Cancer Centers 
11600 Nebel S t ree t ,  Suite 201 
Rockville, MD 20852 

Dear D r .  Kerman: 

The News Council s t a f f  is investigating your complaints against 
The Washin ton P o s t ,  ABC-News and Mother Jones. -+- a l l  t ree or responses t o  your charges. 

We have asked 

I j u s t  realized that  we have not asked you to  sign a routine 
waiver of your r ights  t o  sue the news agencies against which 
you have complained. Enclosed please find a waiver form. I 
hope you w i l l  sign it and return it t o  me.  
waiver is t o  allow editors and news directors t o  answer Council 
inquiries candidly without any fear  that the i r  answers may be 
used against them l a t e r  in  a court or before a regulatory agency. 

The purpose of the 

I t  would be helpful i f  you would de ta i l  whatever e f for t s  you 
and others made t o  obtain redress from ABC-News and Mother 
Jones fo r  the defects you found in  the i r  reports. 
that  The Post did publish a rebut ta l  l e t t e r .  
such m t F t o  The Post that  you know of? 

I t  is  c lear  
Were there other 

-- . .  

Cordially, 

Richard P. Cunningham 
Associate Director 

RPC : cc 
encl.: waiver form 
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Series On Caseer 
STANFORD. Calif. (AP) - A series !by \lie 

Washington PORI on experimental cancer d ;  I I ~  ‘ . \ :IS 
flawed by scnsalional~ism, the Natiot\al P&WS ( ‘~. ; t i l ,~l i  

says. 
The panel said Friday that hard-hitting I(.; ... :.iitrg 

on the battle against cancer has been n e d c d ,  II:II rhnt 
i t  had round fault with the Post’s elfort. as ~ 1 . 1 1  ;IS 
with an ABC “20-20” program on cancer rcwarch. 

I t  also said a separate “20-20” report had L4t tlre 
unfair impression that a visiling Polish schdar iiiight 
be a spy. 

.. The council, founded in 1973. offers a public foi urn 
for people who want to pmrest against news Icy >rting 

i During a twonay meeting at Stanloid Uiiiwrsity, 
the council acled on a complaint from Dr. Herbert D. 
Kerman, .president of the Association of Ciuniiicinity 

!Cancer Centers, against the Post’s four-part series an 
the experimental drug testing program of the 

! National Cancer Institute. 
The articles focused on case studies o! patients 

suffering while o? experimental drugs, clinics using 
the drugs, and the evolution of drug testing - from 

‘hunches to human experiments. . -* : . 
! Kerman complained, h a t  the’ articles .were not 
levenhanded or fair and were “so distorted as  to deny 
‘the very great advances made in the experimental 
.drug research effort;” 

The council agreed in part with Kennan, finding 
the series “flawed to some extent by sensationalism 

:and failure to ’ supply important infomiation that 
would allow the reader to put the defects of the testing 

.program into reasonable context.”. , .. _. . 
: Xerman also complained‘ that an ABC “20-20” 

‘ ‘program of Oct. 22; 1981. said too little about the  
- .  ‘benefits of. cancer. research’ and ‘gave ‘too much 

proven drugs and 

1, of the’ American 
Cancer Society.‘ ’complained that the show had 
suggested that the American Cancer Society and 
National Cancer Institute had, formed a _monopoly on 
cancer research fun+.,:, ..; . , . , - ; 
, , “The council rejects the charge that ABC was 
deliberately unfair.” the council said. “However. it 
finds that this program fell short in accuracy and 

. . they find inaccurate or unfair.. , .  

. .  
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responsibility.” : (f . . . . , ’ -  f ,  
I -  

. { In a March 4 “20.20” segmeni “A Target for 
Spies.“ the council found that the juxtaposition of 
scenes had made it seem that Fulbright scholar 
Menk Samotyj was included in a charge that all 

: * Soviet-bloc students a re  spies. ,The story portrayed the 
. scholar “in a way that can have serious consequences 

for him and his career,” said Professor Lyle M. 
. Nelson. a Sanford University communications 

pqfessor who complained to the council!- q: :: 
Connie Kastelik. an ABC News spokeswoman, sard 

the network stood by the story.. . 

In olher actions, the council decided COmplalnu 
were unwarranled against a CBS news s e n 6  on 
political action committees and against a Reader’s 

. . 
, -_ .. --.- 

’ Digest st0.v on nu,c+r  power. . 


