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VISIT WITH DR. J O E  W. HOWLAND, CHAPEL HILL HOLIDAY INN, APRIL 24, 1974 

The following is  a summary of  t h e  conversat ion w i t h  D r .  Howland. 

D r .  Howland 

D i s t r i c t  i n  

t h e  va r ious  

t r a n s f e r r e d  

w a s  i n i t i a l l y  s t a t i o n e d  wi th  t h e  Manhattan Engineering 
medic i n e  

New York and w a s  r e spons ib l e  f o r  occupat ional /aspects  of 
C y ,  

activjty in mainly production p l a n t s .  Subsequently, he w a s  

t o  Oak Ridge where he w a s  involved i n  r e sea rch  u n t i l  1947 

and subsequently w a s  involved i n  t h e  o rgan iza t ion  of  t h e  Divis ion of  

Biology and Medicine of t h e  newly formed AEC. 

While D r .  Howland w a s  i n  Oak Ridge he w a s  aware t h a t  t h e  need 

e x i s t e d  f o r  information on t h e  b i o l o g i c a l  behavior of plutonium i n  

humans. It i s  poss ib l e  t h a t  a t  t h i s  t i m e  t h e  Oak Ridge group includiri$ 

Howland had prepared t h e  design of  experiment which plutonium would be 

i n j e c t e d  i n  a p a t i e n t .  I n  Cb* . : i  . .'?L'< i a p a t i e n t  ) w a s  

admitted t o  t h e  Oak Ridge Hospital  w i th  mul t ip l e  f r a c t u r e s  r e s u l t i n g  from 

an automobile accident .  D r .  Hymer F r i e d e l l  informed D r .  Howland t h a t  

he considered t h e  p a t i e n t  t o  be a s u i t a b l e  candidate  f o r  t h e  human plutonium 

experiment. D r .  Howland ind ica t ed  t h a t  he d i d  not agree w i t h  D r .  F r i e d e l l .  

Subsequently, F r i e d e l l  ordered D r .  Howland t o  i n j e c t  t h e  p a t i e n t  with plutonium. 

Howland complies a f t e r  receiving a w r i t t e n  m i l i t a r y  form/Fricdel-1 t h a t  he 
s t a t i n g  

- 

( F r i e d e l l )  ordered Howland t o  i n j e c t  t h e  p a t i e n t .  During t h e  per iod t h a t  t h e  

p a t i e n t  w a s  h o s p i t a l i z e d  i n  Oak Ridge, Howland w a s  a c t i v e l y  involved i n  the  

followup of t h e  p a t i e n t .  The p a t i e n t  recovered, moved t o  At l an ta ,  and w a s  

subsequently l o s t  t o  followup. 
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D r .  Howland emphat ical ly  s t a t e d  t h a t  no consent was obtained from 

t h e  p a t i e n t  at any time and t h a t  a s  f a r  a s  he knew, the  p a t i e n t  had 

no r e l a t i v e s  i n  t h e  Oak Ridge area. D r .  Howland was not involved i n  

any of t h e  o ther  human plutonium s tud ie s .  

D r .  Howland, on h i s  r e t u r n  t o  Rochester,  was put i n  charge of t h e  

metabolic ward. To h i s  knowledge, t h e  metabolic ward was not  involved 

a t  any t i m e  i n  t h e  followup of plutonium p a t i e n t s .  

In  d iscuss ing  D r .  Bassett 's e a r l y  involvement i n  human plutonium 

s tud ie s ,  D r .  Howland s t a t e d  t h a t  i n  h i s  judgement it i s  e n t i r e l y  conceivable 

t h a t  D r .  Bassett would o b t a i n  consent from the  p a t i e n t .  This  statement 

i s  based on Howland's judgement of D r .  Basset t  as a person, r a t h e r  than  

d i r e c t  knowledge of  t h e  circumstances of the  experiments. 
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