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ScientistQuestionsPremature ConclusionsAbout
Causesof Lung Cancer

EXTENSIODF OF REMARKS smoking? Should therebe a reexaminationThis appliesdLrecUy and Importantlyto
or at elmngesIn theresearchprogramsbeing mneer.

Intosmokingand healthques- When emotionalattJtUdesbmoine In-
HON. WATKINS M. ABBITT cttommdu?cted volved." theynumt certainlydo in the

OF VMGI@ Yourcoinmentmon thismatterwillbem- tobaccoand healthratusuon.theseessential
IN'RHE HOUSZ OF REPRESENTATIVES calvedwithli2terest. differencesbeciozaeewn more dLMeultto(its-

Withkindestregards.Iam Unguiah.
AtondaV. June 4.1962 W. M. ABorrr. The RoyalCollegeof PhysiciansreportLa

Mr. ABBI Li. Mr. Speaker.Inrecent a seriousdocument that"iectoand presents
days therehas been considerabledis- Too^ccoInDtisTATRESSARCHComsdrrrox. some known factlconsiderabletheoryand

cussionofthequestionof thecausftof New York,N.Y..May31,1962. deduction.much opinion.and evena little

]tlngcancer.Certainstatementshave Han.WA@im*,M.Asurrr of what Innotknown. ItdoesthisIn such
C"Vrw,v of he UnitedStates.House a/ a manner m toadvancethehypothesisthatbeen made thatreflectadverselyupon itepresetativesWashingt",D.C. cigarette=oxtng L2a majorcauseoflung

the tobaccoindustryin a most uzifair DRAKCON:XZSBUA@ANN@: Thisisinre- meet. ad may be involvedInotherdt.-
manner. rpowe toyourinquirywhelb@ thescieutincea@. The authorsttkertuponurgerestric-
In an effortto clarifysome of the situationregardingquestionsoftobaccouse tivemeasuresagainstcigarettes.

pointsralwd.Ihave communicated with and healthLAchanged" the resultof the Por the researchscientist.thisapproach
Dr. ClarenceCook T.Jttle.scientltcdi- reportby theRoyalCollegeofPhysiciansand leavestoomany questionsunanswered.The
rectorof the tobaccoindustryresearch Of'hesubsequentpublicitygiventhereport purposeofresearchistodnd outwhat isnot
committee,askinghisinformed viewson in]@nglandand Inthiscountry. known. What aftsome ofthequestionsand
the 3ubJect.Dr. Uttle.a cancersel- Also.youaek whetherthereportcontains bailelnform&tjonvtlirhtheRoyalCollegeof

my new factsthatshouldbringabouta Physiciansreporteitherdoesnotanswermenlistfor53 years.isformerpresident Lnatlonof theresearchon thisprob- n.gimts?Itmay be welltoremindourselvesof the Universitiesof MichiganLnd reexamlembeingsupportedby thetobaccotndustrt ofwhat Isand Innot kmown.
Maine.and founderofthe JacksonMe researchcomnotteeas'ellu otherorganim- StatisticaldaM upon which the Royal
morialLaboratoryIn Maine. He isan t,@r,.. Collegeof Physim-, reportand earlierslkn-
eminentscientistwho Iswidelyrespected The briefestanswer to yourquestionsIs liarreviewschieflyrely,may helppointout
both In thiscountryand around the "no." a problem;theydo notprovidethesolution.
world. TheBritishMedicalJournal.Impressedby ThisIsclearlybroughtout by a cot@ent
I Includeherewithmy letterto Dr. thereport.nonethelesssays,"rhe reportdoes on statlaucaland opidemiologicludataIna

Littleand hisreplyand commend this notpresentany now unpublishedfacts." U.S.PublicHealth Servicemomgmptk on
to the readingof the Members of the

The reportdoesnot Includeany originalcancermorbiditypublishedIn1959:
findingsofinvestigationscarriedout by the "Inthestudyofclac-or.a diseasethatap-House

MAT 20.1962. RoyalCollegeorunder itsauspices.Itmp- p@nlly C= be Inducedby a mulupilcityof
Dr.CLAntmetCoax LrrrLz, resei3tsmerelya reviewand evaluiLLIoi2of etiologicalLgentaLone cannot realistically
ScientificDirector.TobaccoIn certainpreexistingdata alreadypubiLsbLedexpecttodo more than Ident.Lfyfactcnthatdustryits.andconsidered.*rbatthereportInno more appeartobefrequenuyassociatedwithcan-search Committee. New York, N.Y.
DRAR DR.LATTLZ:I have notic thana summary and critiqueof prevlo@ly @,. The p@f of@ cuologlealrelationrhlped much dis- availableevidencetoadmittedby Itsauthom znugtthenbe soughtthro Wh zn@ ,Diane

cussionon therecentreport0" "Smoking u IT*
and Health'*by theRoynlCollegeof Phyll. The scientiglesituationregmdlngwhat is clinicalor eXpwriin=tLimtudlm.-
ctitnoInFngiand.The Impressiontimbee known and what Isnot knowr3aboutlung The@@r tothequestion.'-Whatarethe
giventhattherehas beena majorchange cancerand otherdiseasesunder considers.basiccausesoflungcancer?"must be sought
in the situationinvolvingsmoking had lionremainsasItwas beforetheRoyalCcl- by method.otherthem statisticalstudies.
health. le" report.ThesedlgcmgsareczceedluglyWhat aresome of themore rpftme que@Uans
Beca@ ofyour longexperiencem iLcan- complexproblems. thatareIn need ofresearchattention?

ceractentlatand your positionas scientificIn dealingwith biologicalproblems,npe- Why has then beenconsistentand uni.
directorof the tobaccoIndustryresearch ctitilythoseInvolvingbasiclifeprocnm. It versalfailureIneveryeffortto lndueslung
committee.r would likeyour viewsabout LadIffiCultbut essentialto distinguishb@ cancerIn animalsby having thacmInhale
some questloniithat"a beingraised. tweenwhat Isactuallyknown,what Inad. tobaccosmoke duringtheirentirelifetimes?
DftsthisLPngILahreportcontainnew find- VitOCed" theoryor deduction.What is Zxperimental&UL=alxcan developlungcan-

lags thea affectthe altu&Uonregardingopinion.and what Laactuallynot lenown. cerunder certainexperimentalchallenges.
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2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
7721a has been done with certain viruses and agree on such bama questions m bL@ much In developing the research program for the

with virus" in @mbtnatlon with sucl2 tncrome them b" been La lung caneet7 tobacco Industry meeilreh wuuWtUe during

Wro-ols " synthetic arnog. What klndx of lung cancer are the prodoml- the past 8 yeam -My colleaguesan the sdan-

Whrkt. If Any. isthe role of viruses In lung nant problem? When do lung CaneM ttficAdvtrory board have always been gwded

mne"? An lncre"lng Lznotint of scientific Originate In the n&in psss&Vm (bronchi) by a major policy point. We do not take any

research suggests the po"ibillty that vimses where an tnh-k&Uon hits or in the More rS- position that we Kra attempting to prove or

may be Inrolved In the causation of some ?note parts (peripheries)of the luj3g? Firm disprove: rather we seek to find the answers

types of cancer. They are known to be an In- knowledge on questlow much m these could to the heeltklproblems that an being fftud-

Tolved in some cancer In animals. Many affect the acientiflewmldls whole attitude 10& The research grant& made by the board

Studies have Shown tbcttlung damage reffult- toward the problem of lung C=cer. A nuM- now total over $5 iniulon ilnd have been

Ing f-in virus Infectionsway possibly pre- bar of recent studies.eitheroznltted from or raada to independent scientistsin the search

dispom to lung mncer. ExperLmenW work given amnt attention in the R*rU College for facts. We have not been restrictedLik

In this fieldIsnow mpidly opening up new Of PhyslaiLiLs' repwt@ have demonstrated -Y way. either by Industry requestor luk

leads and methods of investigation. that the &news

.

ro even to such fundamental of funds. In being able to support researclb

How much lung cancer Lri@ as a result. qumtjom m the" @ not known. and May work that we believe necessary to help &c-

ar In ame. of previous lung ditmog* from well not be as pruvtously supposed. qutn the knowledge needed.

such bacterial diseases as tuberculosis and It even the net- and the originof the In 1900,the entirescientificadvisory board

pneumoninl Within a generation we have problem "e not kno@. how In It possible agreed In a statement umt the -moirtmignu-

seen the death rates frorilruch Infectious to define,much law be precise.about a mi. lcant developznent hAs been the pneriLL ree-

lung diseases decrease sharply. This means of any single factor or Combination of O"tiOn that we do not let have the answers,

the survivors of such lline.@@ nm now living factors? that an Aramiation between the ewunt of

Into the older age brackets when they are Why La it,an the "a CollegeOf Phy- tobacco use and the Incidence of lung @.

apparently more susceptible to lung cancer. sici@s' report states.that tobacco Is mme@ car does not prove a causal reLiLtionsWp.that

" to Many other types of cancer. EVidenm thing "most smokers =Jay without injury experimental v&rLn@ti= in ementlat. and

continues to accumulate to show that lung to their henithl- We need to learn more that there am a number of other factors

cancers often atim around old lung damage about the dlfferencesbetween those people.
which need to be considered." 72ilsposition

scars. These leads need further research at- Including the majority of smokers. who do
has not been changed.

tention to learn if previous lung aliment$ not appear to incur a riskOf certain dlaeson Now signincant research findings are m-

may provide a clue to auTceptlbillt7in lung and those who. accordizig to autistic%, gerly 111-i@ed to we bow they add t4DOur

cancer. studies. apparently Incur 9L greater bealtbl knowledge or may open up now avenum of

rt smoking does ha@e iLrole In the develop- risk for those disease&
tnvmtlgatlons. Reviews such as that famed

ment of lung cancer. by what viechLeLtsm We should seek to learn micro about the
by the RoyM College of Physicians may belp

dtilarences between the perron who becomes
tinc facts.

does this occur? Most theories origtnmUY
to bolsteropinl=, but they do not add sden-

advanced an this qtiestionhave bmn either a heavy smoker and one who does not #moire.
34uch research reported In the past fewabandoned or extremely modified. In dis-

Several studies already made In this are& years has tended to weaken. rather than to
cussing this question In January 1902. the

strongly suggest that Important personality support. the 12YPOtl2esisthat cigaretteSMok.
Britishpublication the Lancet observed: "No

and conatitutionma traitsare distributed dif- Ing isa caua&Uvo fflctorIn lung cancer.classi"l carcinogen (chneer-productrig
ferently in moking populations than in zton- Further research may bring about otheragent) hitsbeen found in adequate concen-

trationin tobacco smote: no geziulne lung
*Making groups. Is It not worth further changes In knowledge about lung cancer and

c%ncers hire been produced expertmentRIly,,
Investigation to determine whether the In the approaches to rewilrch on this and

and. though tabneca Lir pmduces cancer smoking pattern to a reflectionof th@. tilt- other forms of canmr. For cancer La not

when painted in mouse ekin. It 1.a slow and ference.? Might it be that the Smattc. just a single dla@e. but one of Many ilbapen

inetrectiveagent by allordinary stAndiLrdx.- hormonal. emotional and other InternalI"u- and fame, of dellmto cmplwty, smd In-

In dlicu"ing this fact, the lancet. which ences "a the clues to dilterencesIn health
volves many mechanims that ilrea put of

accepts ti3acigarette theory of lung cancer riskx?
out body and our growth procema.

If mienm Is to be" the opportunity to
c.ittsntten.can only speculate as to n pos- These are just some of the Important ques- Iva the problem of cancer.w similar dta-
siblerole for @make " a promoting agent tlona to which the @Lrch scientistdoes

ease*, we must be Ekeptlcalof claiznsfor
or coewciziogen. But thisleaves the realm not know the answers. There us milny simple solutions. Continued research is%]I*

of the known fact and ventures iiitothe others. That oozne may be difficultqu-- only routs to scientifictruth.

area at the uncertain opinion. tions to deal with La recogULZ#d.but It La Sincerely yours.

Why do pathologists.In their studies of nonetheless important that research atten. CLAjiLwczC. LffTLz.ScM.

lut@-,tissues and lung cancer mctlons. dta- tion be directed to them. SctentilleDirector.
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