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COWIAIhT NO. 198 (Fi led November 3,  1981) 

HER3ERT D .  KERMAN 
aga ins t  

THE WASHINGrON POST, ABC NEWS "20/20," and MOTHER JONES 

Complaint: D r .  Herbert D. Kerman, M . D . ,  president  of the Association of 

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

cancer research exhibi ted unfairness and i r r e spons ib i l i t y .  He specif ied 

a four -par t  series 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 Mother Jones. 

The Nashington Post a r t i c l e s  focused on defec ts  i n  the t e s t i n g  of 

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

cal led the a r t i c l e s  l u r id  r e c i t a l s  of complications 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." 

s a 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, are 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 .  I' 

H e  

The articles show no 

Dr. Kcrmcm sa id ,  ' The  ABC 1 2 0 / 2 0 '  show a l s o  de-emphzsized the benef i t s  

of cancer research and t h e  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." lie sa id  a more recent 'NacNeil-Lehrer Report'' from \$NET/ 

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

t un i ty  f o r  open debate between scientists with differences of opinion 

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

ensued. '' 

D r .  Kerman sa id ,  "A more f l ag ran t  and thoroughly d i s to r t ed  a r t i c l e  

In essence,  a pro and con report  

appeared i n  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  knowledge, 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 t e r  repor t  resu l ted  i n  

a congressional invest igat ion by Rep. Albert  Gore of Tennessee and, i n  

essence, refuted the statements of t h e  j ou rna l i s t . ' '  

D r .  Kei-man sa id  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  has  seen "slow 

but progressive pos i t ive  r e s u l t s  of ever increasing small improvements 

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

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

f o r  pa t i en t s .  He feared that:  

The present i n t e r e s t  of the media i n  cancer and the way it 
i s  being presented r e s u l t s  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 the methodology evolved from 
the 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 monumental "breakthrough" i n  cancer m,magement, t h i s  is 
more than l i ke ly  never t o  occur and the bene f i t s  and progress 
of treatment met3iods must r e ly  on small increments of in-  
creasing knowledge which can be applied t o  cancer manage- 
mcnt only throi~gh the present  methods of invest igat 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, qua l i ty  
of pa t i en t  care  and support ,  and concern of the  inves t i -  
ga tors  who ovenqhelmingly are concerned with the humanistic 
f ac to r s  as  well as the  scientific f ac to r s  of research which 
involves pa t i en t s  and t h e i r  families. 
b i o s c i e n t i f i c  connnumi ty  has l i t t l e  opportunity t o  be 
heard i n  t h e  same forum and under the same circumstances 
as the media, and w e  can only r e 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 :  The News Council employed two people with 

special ized howledge t o  analyze this complaint. 

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

They are David 

of Public Affa 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 .  Cul l i ton discovered tha t  she did not have time t o  do 

the ana lys i s  he r se l f .  She recommended MI-. Zimmerman as an experienced 

science writer 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.  M r .  Delaney was 

recommended by Lewis  Cope, science e d i t o r  of the 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 that establishment. 

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

So were an  a r t i c l e  from the J'anuary-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, - 

i s sue  of The Boston Globe. Richard A.  h o x ,  The Globe's medical 

wr i t e r ,  f e l t  conipcl led t o  wr i t e  the explanatory a r t i c l e  because he 

-____ 

The Globe's oinLxidsman received 3 number of phone c a l l s  and questions 
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3i tc r  I I w  Globe 11ub1 islnl j131-t~ of the h'nshington Post series. 
_I___- 

The three complaints a r e  dcalt i i i t h  separately liere. . 

The \\'ashineton Post 

The se r i e s :  

sidebars 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 Post series consis ted of fou r  a r t i c l e s  and a number of 

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 f i r s t  a r t i c l e :  

The Post described i ts  series as follows i n  

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 hko i n  recent  
years  have d ied  or  suffered t e r r i b l y  from cancer experiments 
conducted i n  the na t ion ' s  hospi ta l s .  

The Post devoted i t s  f i r s t  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 NCI's Phase One program. 

The t h i r d  a r t i c l e  focused on one of - the  c l i n i c s  i n  which experimental drugs 

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

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

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

s a id  it was unsophisticated t o  take D r .  Kerman's complaint ser iously.  

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

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

complaint did no t  a l l e g e  inaccuracy and sa id ,  "I see  no reason why, i n  the 

absence of anything l i k e  a spec i f i c  charge, Tlie li'ashington Post o r  any of 

i t s  s t a f f  sho~i ld  share  i t s  thinking and ins ights  o r  anything e l s e  with you." 
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S t a f i  rcplicd tha t  the cornplaint 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 Cotincil. Mr. Bradlee rep l ied  t h a t  t h e  complaint, t o  the 

extent t h a t  i t  implied t h a t  the cancer s e r i e s  was not  f a i r  o r  no t  i n  

the proper context ,  d i f fe 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 o r  t h a t  of h i s  staff 

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

on the a l l ega t ions  i n  the complaint. 

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.  

That being the  case, Council s t a f f  

The Council received on Apri l  6 from Vincent T. D e V i t a ,  d i r ec to r  of 

The National Cancer I n s t i t u t e ,  a 52-page l ist  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  the  l ist  might cons is t  of new criticisms t h a t  The Post had 

not had an opportunity t o  answer. However, it appeared from references 

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

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

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

October 19 and 2 1 ,  which were not published. Nonetheless, the appearance 

of the DeVita criticisms a t  the l a s t  minute l ed  Council staff t o  t r y  

again t o  e l i c i t  a response from The Post t o  the DeVita complaints and t o  the 

or ig ina l  Kerman complaint. 

to ld  him about the DeVi ta  mater ia l ;  s a i d  he was uncomfortable about no t  
._ 

Richard Cunningham ca l l ed  M r .  Bradlee Apri l  9 ;  

having a response €rom The Post, and o i i e red  t o  make himself and the 

material  ava i lab le  t o  receive a response from hlr. Bradlee and/or h i s  

s t a f f .  Jh-. B r a d l e e  declined. Ije sa id  i t  ought t o  be c l e a r  t h a t  D r .  

I k V i t a  had an axe t.0 grind. 
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hlr. Cunningham sen t  a copy of Dr. 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 

s e r i e s  and t h a t  the  complaints had been la rge ly  d e a l t  with i n  a 

statement from Dr. DeVita published by The Post .  

Mr. Bradlee rep l ied  with a le t ter  noting t h a t  i n  h i s  view the 

The complaint aga ins t  ABC News 

The program: 

was an hour-long program e n t i t l e d ,  "The War on Cancer: 

The 1'20/20f' segment aga ins t  which the complaint i s  d i rec ted  

Cure, P r o f i t  or 

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  grants ,  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 
publ ic  pressure for a breakthrough - -  has it done any good? 

Critics charge scandal,  cover-up, manipulated statistics, 
monopoly of research funds, and they say worthy researchers 
with innovative treatments are harassed, s t i f led ,  discouraged. 

Hugh Downs said:  

. . .10 years  and $10 b i l l i o n  l a t e r ,  w e  are i n  the  midst of a 
cancer epidemic. Both the incidence and the dea th  rate 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 report  
i s  Geraldo Rivera. 

Rivera reported: 

. . .So despi te  sophis t icated new technology, and despi te  
the  expenditure of b i l l i o n s  of t ax  d o l l a r s ,  the odds today . 

a r e  the same one-in-three odds t h a t  faced t h e  cnncer p a t i e n t  
back i n  May of 1958 ... R u t  cancer i s  not  j u s t  a disease, i t ' s  
a p o l i t i c a l  and economic phcnoiiielion, a $30 b i l l l on -a -yea r  
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business - -  one tha t  reaches deep i n t o  the h a l l s  of Congress, 
deep i n t o  the nat ional  pocketbook, and deep i n t o  the soul of 
the nation. 

Mr. 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. 

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 fo r t s  t o  f ind  new cancer therapies .  M r .  Rivera 

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

outl 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-cal led war,on cancer 10 years  ago was a grand 
publ ic  r e l a t ions  gesture ,  but as every year pzsses without 
v i c to ry ,  f r u s t r a t i o n  and f e a r  continue t o  mount. And as t h e  
mul t i -b i l l ion-dol la 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  press, 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 this f igu ra t ive  one - -  the  
first casualty is of ten t h e  t ru th .  

- 
The response of ABC News :  

supplied The News Council with a complaint about the "20 /2O1 '  program 

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

George Watson, vice president  of ABC. News ,  

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

i t s  complaints than the Keiman complaint t o  The News Council, both it 

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

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

near Mr. Goldenson (Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive 
Off icer ,  ABC-TV) : 

Cancer i s  the disease most feared by people a l l  over the 
world. Thus the te lev is ion  news media must be espec ia l ly  . 
carefu l  not t o  c rea t e  undue f ca r  or  hopelessness i n  current  
p a t j e n f s  o r  those recent ly  t rea ted .  This i s  ~ i h y  the American 
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Cancer Society i s  decply concerned w i t h  a recent "-20/20" special  
program on cancer. 

The program's opening assumptions began with: 
i n  the midst of a cancer epidemic." 

This i s  a t o t a l l y  inaccurate thes i s .  
most de f in i t e ly  not i n  the midst of a cancer epidemic. 
f o r  lung cancer, 85 percent of which i s  caused by the smoking 
of c iga re t t e s ,  the age-adjusted death r a t e  of almost a l l  
cancer is  f l a t  or  decl ining.  
of a l l  cancer pa t i en t s  with ser ious  cancer i n  the the United 
S ta t e s  has  now risen t o  45 percent.  

I t  i s  important t o  separa te  lung cancer deaths from those 
of other  forms of the d isease ,  because these tumors a r e  highly 
fa ta l .  Yet t h e  cause of the g r e a t  majority of lung cancers 
i s  completely control lable  through personal l i f e  s t y l e s .  
This basic  t i 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  Mr. Rivera, the l a t t e r  asked: "Aren't we 
playing games?" 

Mr. 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 .  What does it mean? 
This was never explained. 
main w i t h  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 mil 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 i s  about $63,000 a year. 

D r .  Santuel Epstein was introduced on the program as a 
"world renowned expert  of t he  p o l i t i c s  behind cancer research." 
D r .  Epstein went on t o  say t h a t  "our a b i l i t y  t o  t r e a t  and cure 
the major cancer k i l l e r s  Eas not mater ia l ly  adlranced f o r  
decades." 
thousands of pa t ien ts  undergoing treatment a t  t h i s  time. I n  
the  pas t  decade alone, the longterm survival  rate f o r  1 7  out 
of 35 s i t e s  of cancer has increased s ign i f i can t ly  among U.S. 
men and women. 

D r .  Epsteinls  accusation of "overlap in v i r t u a l l y  every 
s ing le  area of boards, committees, g ran ts ,  even publications" 
between the Society and t h e  I n s t i t u t e  i s  a l so  completely 
inaccurate .  The Society receives  no funds from the I n s t i t u t e  
as a matter of policy.  And the re  i s  no representat ion on its 
board o r  Committees by members of t h e  I n s t i t u t e .  
ceased four  years ago. With t h i s  misinformation D r .  Epstein 
posi ted a "cancer establishment" on "20/20." 

Rui lding fur ther  on t h i s  wrong evidence, "20/20" devoted 
undue emphasis t o  the work of D r .  Stanislaw Bruzinski and D r .  
Joseph Gold, ident i f ied  as researchers with so-cal led cures 
s l i gh ted  by t h e  "cancer establishment . I '  
e n t i r e l y  within the s t a t e  of Texas and has not  submitted h i s  
dnig t o  the Federal Food and Drug Administration. D r .  Gold's 
substance i s  current ly  under c l i n i c a l  invcst igat ion by the 

"We a r e  

The United S ta t e s  is  
Except 

Actually,  f-ive-year survival  

Since the program d e a l t  i n  the 

This money is  divided 
The Socie ty ' s  

. 

This i s  completely f a l s e  and a d isserv ice  t o  the  

This p rac t i ce  

D r .  Bruzinski p rac t i ces  
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I n s t i t u t e ,  again a f a c t  unreported by "20/20." 

the  purported therapies offered 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  a r e  turned down f o r  lack of 
funds o r  proper protocols.  
as the  possible  answer t o  cancer? 

hope t h a 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 the program could eas i ly  misconstrue tha t  

Ithat a shocking piece of 
Each year  hundreds 

IVhy s ing le  out these two cases 

In the 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. Hut te r ,  M.D. 
President (American Cancer Society) 

Dear Doctor Hutter: 

Leonard Goldenson asked me t o  respond t o  your l e t t e r  about the 
program "The War on Cancer: Cure, P r o f i t  o r  Po l i t i c s?"  which 
was broadcast by ABC News a s  a spec ia l  report  on "20/20". 
Since the broadcast l as t  October, we have recent ly  received 
a number of s imi la r  let ters from various a f f i l i a t e s  of t h e  
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 
the  charges made and our concern t h a t  the  purpose and pro- 
cedures w e  employed i n  maRing t h e  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 foim of treatment,  es tab l i shed  or  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 o r  telephoned ABC News  about it. We are acutely aware 
t h a t  desperate o r  d i s t raught  persons may s e i z e  on any information 
t h a t  seems t o  o f f e r  hope, o r  a t  the  o ther  emotional extreme, 
hopelessness. A t  t h e  same time, w e  do f e e l  an obl igat ion t o  
inform t h e  general publ ic  about s ign i f i can t  issues  a f f ec t ing  
i t s  hea l th  rrnd welfare. 'Ihercfore, we believed t h a t  the broader 
publ ic  i n t e r e s t  was i n  €act served by fo r th r igh t ly  dealing with 
t h e  topic .  
of g rea t  concern and has been la rge ly  neglected. 

take  them i n  t he  order t h a t  you ra i sed  them: 

had i n  mind the  incidence o i  the disease.  

Let me begin by saying t h a t  the program was the  r e s u l t  of 
Several 

Our purpose 

The program d id  not  en- 

Tndeed, we f e l t  t h a t  t h i s  area of inves t iga t ion  i s  

Let me now t u r n  t o  the s p e c i f i c  points  of your l e t t e r  and 

1) l~lien speaking of a cmcel- "epiderni c," we pr imari ly  
hliile there is ,  a s  

i ~~~~~~,~ 
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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," we concluded t h a t  "epidemic" was an accurate 
word t o  describe the 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  t h e  death r a t e  of cancer was r i s ing .  
We consulted many s t a t i s t i c a l  sources. To take one con- 
clusion from the ACS publ ica t ion ,  "Cancer Facts and Figures, 
1981," "There has been a steady rise in the age-adjusted 
death ra te .  ' I  

cancer because it happens t o  be the g rea t e s t  k i l l e r  of a l l .  
Additionally, w e  d id  not  feel the death rate could be excluded 
j u s t  because some preventat ive measures a r e  known. 

While the s t a t i s t i c s  w e  reported are bleak, we  a l s o  noted 
a t  the beginning of the program s ign i f i can t  progress i n  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 the American Cancer Society,  pointed out the  accomplishments 
of cancer research. 
recognized the progress made i n  t r ea t ing  severa l  forms of cancer. 

2) You questioned M r .  Rivera 's  statement t h a t  cancer is  
a " th i r ty  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  detect ion,  diagnosis,  
treatment,  research and economic l o s s  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, is  subs tan t ia ted  by our research. 

t r e a t  and cure the major cancer k i l l e r s  has no t  mater ia l ly  
advanced f o r  decades" refers back t o  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 .  

e x i s t s ,  we were convinced t h a t  it does. 
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. 
Spec i f ica l ly ,  there  does appear t o  be subs t an t i a l  overlap on 
the  boards and committees of the National I n s t i t u t e  and the  
American Society. For example, when we cross-referenced the  
ACS advisory board members with the NCI Research Index we 
found tha t  of 169 advisory board members, s i x  were employed 
by the 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.  

5) 
Gold, hRC Kcws did not endorse o r  debunk the \cork of e i t h e r .  
We iocused 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 w e  believed were important i s sues  
concerning the funding and encouragement of cancer research..  
\ire discussed both the apparent pos i t ive  r e s u l t s  of t h e i r  work 

We decided we could not  ignore the death rate from lung 

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  "business" i s  a r a the r  loose 

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

4) On the  matter of  whether a cancer "establishment" 
In a general  sense, 

On the  work of D r .  Stanislaw Biuzinski and D r .  Joseph 
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. . .  and the c r i t i c i sms  expressed by other  cancer s p e c i a l i s t s .  
\(e d i d  not portral. t h e i r  work as the "possible answer t o  cancer." 
Iz'e d i d  ask t h e  question whether  po ten t i a l ly  s ign i f i can t  research 
is 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 €or cancer, a s  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 te 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  is 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  
i s  our fu r the r  understanding t h a t  these r e s u l t s  a r e  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 ials.  

response t o  your more general  concerns and similar ones 
expressed i n  o ther  l e t te rs  from a f f i l i a t e d  groups. 
seems t o  be an implication t h a t  w e  should r epor t  only the good 
news about cancer research and treatment. 
pos i t i ve  aspects many times and s h a l l  continue t o  do so i n  
the  future .  
or even negat ive aspects of the subjec t .  Our re spons ib i l i t y  
is ne i the r  t o  encourage nor discourage the publ ic .  
simply t o  provide information on which informed c i t i zens  can 
reach t h e i r  own conclusions. 
let ters t o  us suggests that we have a spec ia l  ob l iga t ion  t o  
amplify the voices of the medical and b i o s c i e n t i f i c  community. 
They are i n  fact of ten 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 i f  they a r e  ones 
with whiL?l you disagree.  I t  is a debatable subjec t  of enormous 
consequence t o  a l l  c i t i z e n s .  

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

As for Dr .  Gold, we a r e  

We s t a t e d  t h a t  

F ina l ly ,  I would l i k e  t o  make several  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 implicat ion i n  some 

We 
You can be 

Yours Sincerely,  
George Watson 
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. .  Counci 1 act ion:  

been overdue. 

provide t h a t  kind of report ing.  

l lard-hi t t ing report ing on the b a t t l e  agaifist cancer has 

The news repor t s  complained of represent attempts t o  

The News Council f inds  t h a t  it i s  ne i ther  necessary nor des i rab le  t o  

e s t ab l i sh  spec ia l  standards f o r  the  report ing 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  report ing these f i e l d s .  

However, i t  i s  most important 

The Council r e j e c t s  the suggestion of the complainant t h a t  the medical 

and b i o s c i e n t i f i c  communities are somehow cheated i n  the  arena of public 

discussion of their  programs. 

reporters  and ed i to 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 ions  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 the e t h i c a l  issues  i n  

medical science. 

experts employed by The News Council t o  be one of t h e  a reas  i n  which there  

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

The press  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 t h e  

The comDlaint aea ins t  The Washineton Post 

The News Council commends The Washington Post f o r  spending months 

of report ing time on a series of articles focused s p e c i f i c a l l y  and i n  

depth a t  t h e  complex and 1 i t t l e  known experimental dnig t e s t i n g  program 

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

Unfortunately - Vie Post adopted a sensa t iona l ,  accusatory tone and 

€ai led i n  some cases t o  supply inionnation tha t  icould help t h e  reader make 
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. up h i s  or  her mind independently about t h e  issues involved i n  the exTeriinent;i 

drug program. 

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

d i d  not k i l l  Sheri  Beck. Her treatment f o r  cancer did.  She died of 

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." The a r t i c l e  does not  

report  what the Beck ch i ld ' s  doctor s a id :  

t o  any o ther  chemical therapy; had received maximum rad ia t ion  treatment,  

That t h e  c h i l d  was not  responding 

and had survived under treatment with Mitoxantrone with a diminution of 

tumor s ize  f o r  f ive  months before her  death. 

dye i s  egregious. 

The mention of ba l lpo in t  

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

ni t roglycer in  t o  explosives,  coumadin t o  r a t  poison, and the cancer drug, 

b103P, t o  mustard nerve gas - -  y e t  t h e  repor te rs  mention the re la t ionship  

of Mitoxantrone t o  ba l lpo in t  ink th ree  times. 

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

Furthemore,  they report  

a number of other  conventional drugs. 

The Post s e r i e s  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 ing  long a f t e r  the Post 

writers thought they should be discontinued. 

perhaps because they a r e  not science repor te rs ,  did not present the NCI's 

explanation of how a drug might leg i t imate ly  be under tes t  aga ins t  one 

But the Post  writers, 

type of cancer long a f t e r  it had proved ine f 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 th,m 100 types of  cancer f o r  t e s t i n g .  

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

t e s t ed  a t  d i f f e r e n t  dose lcvels and d i f f e r e n t  schedules of administration. 

With only two dose levels and two scixdulcs of administration almost 

. 
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1 , 0 0 0  pa t i en t s  a re  required and the f u l l  t e s t  may take years.  

Similar 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 ive  

p ic ture .  

report  t h a t  Mitoxantrone had been t e s t ed  on 586 people w i t h  only one complete 

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

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

not 586 - -  and The Post did n o t  r e p o r t - t h a t  t h e  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 pa t i en t s ,  a qu i t e  d i f f e ren t  p i c tu re  of the drug, which is  still  

A s  an example D r .  Vincent DeVita, head of the  N C I ,  c i t e s  the Post 

The Post 

considered promising as an ant i -cancer  therapy. 

not pu 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 lso point out  t h a t  some of the drugs they judge t o  be 

unacceptable were on a "high p r io r i ty"  l i s t  created by Dr .  D e V i t a .  

do no t  describe the process kay wltich thcse drugs were se lec ted  f o r  t e s t ing  

from hundreds of other  experimental drugs, nor do they rake c l e a r  t h a t  "high 

pr ior i ty"  indicated only tha t  the  drugs had had some e f f e c t  against  animal 

They 
b 

cancers, no t  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 ide  e f f ec t s .  

t h e  w r i t e r s  deplore;  o r  t ha t  any response a t  a l l  i n  a te iminal ly  ill 

p a t i e n t  may warrant using a di-ug i n  combination with o thers .  

writers provide adequate jnformaticn on animal t e s t i n g  of experimental 

Nor do the 
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drugs  o r  on t h e  system t h a t  does e x i s t  t o  supervise t e s t ing .  

I t  is  a s ign i f i can t  demonstration of accountabi l i ty  t h a t  The Post 

d id  publish well displayed along with t h e  t h i r d  a r t i c l e  i n  the series a 

p ro te s t  by the head of the NCI and t h a t  it did publish let ters t o  the ed i to r  

c r i t i c a l  of the  report ing.  

W i l e  The heks Council cannot accept the broad charges of the  com- 

p la inant  aga ins t  the useful  and important Post series, it does find the  series 

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 i n g  

program i n t o  reasonable context.  The series, therefore ,  f z l l s  below The - 
Post ' s  own standards for j o u r n a l i s t i c '  f a i rnes s .  - 

Concurring: 
Scot t ,  van den Haag and W i l l i a m s .  

Abel, Ayers, Benson, Brady, Hornby, Huston, Isaacs, P u l i t z e r ,  

Complaint against  Mother Jones - 

Action on t h i s  complaint has  been deferred.  

Ccmplaint a g a i r s t  PBC X ~ t r s  "20/20" 

D r .  Kerman complained t h a t  tt20/2011 unfa i r ly  and i r respons ib ly  

de-emphasized the  b e n e 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." Dr. Robert 

P. f l u t t e r ,  p res ident  of the American Cancer Society,  charged TTicre 

:*lcci f i c a l l y  t h a t  the program was wrong i n  saying t h a t  cancer is  epidemic 

i n  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 r e a t  and cure cancer 

i 0 9 $ 2 t r b  
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has not  advanced, and i n  suggesting t h a t  the American Cancer Society 

and t h e  fiational Cancer I n s t i t u t e  have formed a monopol?r on cancer 

research funds t h a t  has denied a chance t o  E t  l e a s t  tuc ie-cearchers w i t h  

promising therapies .  

The News Council commends ABC N e w s  f o r  invest ing months of reporting 

time in what "20/20" c a l l s  a "hard, cold look" a t  the '?\-ell  intended ef for t s"  

of the na t iona l  war on cancer. 

The impression coines through c l e a r l y  that  "20/20" bel ieves  tha t  

although b i l l i o n s  of dol la rs  have been spent,  l i t t l e  progress has been 

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

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

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

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

However, t h e  

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

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

not irrprcved. 

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 present  incidence of cancer,  and viewers a r e  not given an opportunity 

t o  hear  and judge f o r  themselves the N C I ' s  argument f o r  leaving 85 percent 

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

\ 

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

An example of  t i l t i n g  the information is  provided by the 1120/20'1 

treatment of  D r .  Frank Rauscher's a s se r t ion ,  "We're winning t h i s  war ..." 
'fie r epor t e r  t r a n s l a t e s  t h a t  statement i n t o  a "claim t h a t  v ic tory  i s  a t  

hand." 

"20/20" c7 ea r ly  believes t h a t  the NCI-ACS ttmonopol~-'' has shouldered 

resenrclicrs with proinising thernpics  out of the path of I-esearch grants  and 



has den ied  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 e s sen t i a l  

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 led  

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  report ing,  tends t o  d e t r a c t  from the be l i evab i l i t y  of the 

reporting. 

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

The ABC News response t o  D r .  Hut ter  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 .  

tha t  news media must take t o  t h e  task  of  report ing on medical research. 

A news piogram t h a t  takes a Foint  of view has a r i g h t ,  The Council 

Those calls i l l u s t r a t e  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  point  of view. 

producers must be accurate and fa i r '  

However, the 

The Council rejects the charge t h a t  ABC was de l ibera te ly  un fa i r .  

However, it finds t h a t  t h i s  program fell shor t  i n  accuracy and respons ib i l i ty . .  

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

Dissenting ; Hus ton 

-- 

Dissent ingopinion - by lluston: 

what it sa id  was the "charge tha t  ABC was de l ibera te ly  unfair ."  

concur. 

I n  fac t ,  the prec ise  nature of the complaint w a s  ncver defined to my 

The majori ty  of The Council has re jec ted  

I cannot 

The coniplainant never charged t h a t  "ABC was de l ibera te ly  unfair ." 



. I ’  
s a t i s f a c t i o n .  

by The Coimcil t o  examine the ccrr.l:laint, noted: 

and i t s  restatements are imprecise.” 

Even David R .  Z i n r m e i i n a n ,  the  science writer \A0 was employed 

“The o r i g i n a l  complaint 

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

prec ise  na ture  of each complaint. I have long suggested t h a t  forms be 

used as a s t a r t i n g  poin t  and t h a t  complainants be required t o  pinpoint 

tl-eir p a r t i c u l a ~  problems. 

address the concerns. 

Only then, can The News Council responsibly 

Anything less is shooting i n  the  dark. 

April  23,  1982 



February 1, 198% 

Nr. Richard P. Cunninqham 
Associate Director 
The. hational News Council 
line Lincoln P l a z a  
New York, New York 101\23 

ljear hr. C u n n i n q h a m :  

T h i s  i s  in reply t o  your l e t t e r  of January 19th in which you 
reauestca a waiver o f  r ights  claim f o r ?  t o  sue t h e  news agencies abou t  
w h i c h  I have complained. 
i t .  

I have siqned th i s  waiver 3 r d  am returnin9 

I n  regard t o  l e t t e r s  t o  The Pcst concernin? t h i s  r iz t te r ,  I can 
assure vou t h a t  there was a f l o o d  of l e t t e r s  protesting the  a r t i c l e s ,  
par t icular ly  on t h e  drua evaluation procyan  o f  t h e  Nation21 Cancer 
Ins t i tu te  and a l s o  on t h e  rather harsh  treatment afforded t c  Dr. 
l j e V i t a  during t h e  Hatch/Hawkins Congressional Fearinos. There were 
a n y  number o f  l e t t e r s  t o  the edi tor  and comrwntary i n  such Drestiuious 
sc i en t i f i c  journals as Science r emr t ing  dismay concernin; t h i s  
matter. 

Very sincerely yours, 

t i .  G .  Kerman, '4.D. 
President 

HDK :cb 

Enclosures 

cc: Vincent T. DeVita, M.D. 
,lane Henney, M . D .  



1VA I V E  R 

I, D r .  Herbert D. h’erman , individually 

and on behalf of the Association of Community Cancer Centers 

m i v e  any claim f o r  l i b e l  or slander against  anyone who 

provides The National News Council with infoimation concern- 

--.____ --- - 

I a l s o  hereby icaive 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 lec t ronic  or  pr in ted ,  f o r  the publ icat ion of information 

acquired by The Cowicil concerning my complaint o r  included 

i n  The Council’s repor t  of i ts  proceedings concerning my 

complaint. 

I dec la re  t h a t  no cour t  o r  adminis t ra t ive action based 

on the subjec t  matter of my complaint is  now pending, and 

I hereby waive any r i g h t  1 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 t m s u i  t a b l e  f o r  adjudicat ion,  t h i s  waiver 

will cease t o  be binding. 

n 

I Signed , -- 



\ \ I 1  v l l i l  l<h 
Norman E. Isaacs 
Chairman 

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

c 

William H. Brady, J r  
Vice- Chairman 

S. William Scott 
neasurer 

Elie Abel 
Derrick A. Bell, Jr .  
Jeffrey Bell 
Lucy Wilson Benson 
Joan Ganz  Cooney 
Midge Decter 
Loren F. Ghiglione 
William H. Hornby 
Margo Huston 
Re’  . C. Maynard 
R. Jler 
Michael E. Pulitzer 
Frank Stanion 
Ernest van den Haag 
Franklin H. Williams 

\ I A F F  
William B. Arthur  
Execurive Direcior 

A.H. Raskin 
Associare Director 

Richard P. Cunningham 
Associare Direcror 

Herbert D. Kernan, M.D. 
President 
Association of Community Cancer Centers 
11600 Nebel S t r ee t ,  Suite 201 
Rockville, MD 20852 

January 19, 1982 

Dear D r .  Kennan: 

The News Council staff is invest igat ing your complaints against  
The Washin ton Post,  ABC-News and Mother Jones. --+-- a l l  t ree o r  responses t o  your charges. 

We have asked - 
I j u s t  real ized t h a t  we have not asked you t o  sign a routine 
waiver of your r igh t s  t o  sue the news agencies against  which 
you have complained. Enclosed please f ind  a waiver form. I 
hope you w i l l  s ign it and return it t o  me. The purpose of the 
waiver is t o  allow edi tors  and news d i rec tors  t o  answer Council 
inqui r ies  candidly without any fear tha t  t h e i r  answers may be 
used against  them l a t e r  i n  a court  o r  before a regulatory agency. 

I t  would be helpful  i f  you would d e t a i l  whatever e f f o r t s  you 
and others made t o  obtain redress from ABC-News and Mother 
Jones fo r  the defects  you found i n  t h e i r  reports.  
t ha t  The Post did publish a r ebu t t a l  l e t t e r .  
such E t E t o  The Post t ha t  you h o w  of? 

I t  is  clear 
Were there other  

-- 
Cordially, 

Richard P. Cunningham 
Associate Director 

RPc:cc 
encl . :  waiver form 

C .  . 6 .,- . .  


