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Mr. ABBITT. Mr. Speaker, in recent
days there has been considerable dis-
cussion of the question of the causes of
lung cancer. Certain statements have
been made that reflect adversely upon
the tobacco industry in a most unfair
manner.

In an effort to clarify some of the
polnts raised. I have communicated with
Dr. Clarence Cook Little, scientific di-
rector of the tobacco industry research
committee, asking his informed views on
the subject. Dr. Little, a cancer sci-
entist for 53 years. is fortner presiden:
of the Universities of Michigan and
Maine. and founder of the Jackson Me-
morial Laboratory in Msine. He is an
eminent scientist who Is widely respected
both in this country and around the
world.

I include herewith my letter to Dr.
Little and his reply and commend this
to the reading ot the Members of the
House:

Mar 28, 1062.
Dr. CLarencE COOK LITTLE,
Sctentific Director, Tobaceco Industry Re-
search Commtitee, New York, N.¥.

Dear Dx. LrrTie: I have noticed much dis-
cussion on the recent report on “Smoking
and Heslth” by the Royn! College of Physt-
cians in Engiand. The impression has been
given that there has been 2 major change
In the situation Involving smoking and
health.

Because of your long experience as A cap-
cer sclentist and your position as scientific
ditector of the tobacco Industry research
committee, I would like your views about
some questions that sre deing raised.

Does this English report contain new find-
ings that affect the situation regording
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amoking? Should there be a inat{
ar ges in the r prog being
conducted Into smoking and health ques-
tions?

Your ts on this tter will be re-
celved with {aterest.

With kindest regards, Iam

W. M. ABNITT.

TOBACCO INDUSTRY RESZARCH COMMITTEE,
New York, N.Y., May 31, 1562.
Hon. WATXING M. ADBITT,
Congress of the United States, House of
Representatives, Washington, D.C.

DzAr CONGRESSMAN ANsrrr: This is in re-
sponse to your inquiry whether the sclentific
sttuation regarding questions of tobacco use
snd health !s changed aa the result of the
report by the Royal College of Physicians and
of the suhsequent publicity given the report
in England and in this country.

Also, you atk whether the report contains
any new facts that shouid bring sbout a
Te of the r on this prob-
lem being supported by the tob d Y
research committee as well as other organiza-
tions,

The briefest answer to your questions la
“no."

The British Medlcal Journoi, impressed by
the report, nonetheless sayz, ‘“The report does
not present any new unpublished facts.”

The report does not include any original
find of In t rried out by the
Royal College or under its auspices. It rep-
resents merely & review and evaluation of
certaln preexisting data aiready published
and considered. That the report s no more
than a summary and critique of previously
avallable evidence {a sdmitted by its suthors.

The fic situsti g g what is
kxnown and what is not known about lung
cancer and other under idera-

tion remains as it was before the Royal Col-
lege report. These diseases are exceedingly
complex problems.

In g with b ! probd espe-
ctrlly those involving basic life processes, it
is dificult but essentlal to distinguish be-
tween what 1s actually known, what is ad.
vanced as theory or deduction, what is
opinion, and what Is actually not known.

This applies dlrectly and importantly to
CAnNcer.
When t 1 i b i~

volved, as they moat certainly do in the
tobacco and hesith situstion, these essentlal
differences become even more difficutt to dis-
tinguish.

The Royal College of Phyaicians report ls
s serlous document that selects and presents
some known facts. considerable theory and

4 much optad snd even A little
of what is not known. It does this in such
a manner as to advance the hypothesis that
cigarette smoking is s major cause of lung
cancer, snd may be [nvolved In other dis-
eases. The authors thereupon urge restric-
tive measures sgaingt cignrettes.

Por the research acientist, this approach
leaves too many questions unanswered. The
purpose of research {3 to ind out what is not
known. What are some of the questions and
basic Information which the Royal College of
Physicians report either does not answer or
neglects? It may be well to remind ourselves
of what Is and s not known.

Statistical data. upon which the Royal
College of Physicians report and eariler sim-
ilar reviews chiefly rely, may help polnt out
a problem; they do not provide the solution.
This 18 clearly drought out by a comment
on statistical and epidemiologicat data ln s
U.S. Public Health Service monograph on
cancer morbidity published In 1959

“In the study of cancer. a disease that ap-
parently can be by a y of
etlological agents., ope cannot  realistically
expect to do more than tdentify factors that
appear to be {requently assoclated with can-
cer. The proof of an etiologtcal relationzhip
must then be sought through more intensive

or exper

The answer to the question, “What are the
basic causes of lung cancer?” must be sought
by methods other than statistical studies.
‘What are some of the more rpecific questions
that are In need of research attention?

Why has thers been consistent and uni-
versal failure in every effort to Induce lung
eancer in animals by having them Inhale
tobscco smoke during their entire lifetimes?
Experimental anlmals can develop lung can-
cer under certain experimental challenges.
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‘This hns been done with certain viruses and
Wwith viruses in combination with such
aerorols As synthetic smog.

What, I any, is the role of viruses {n lung
cnncer? An incressing amount of scientific
research suggests the posaibility that viruses
may be tanvolved in the causstion of some
types of cancer. They are known to be 5o In-
volved in some cancer in animals. Aany
studles have shown that Jung damags result-
ing from virus infections may possibly pre-
dispose to lung cancer. Experimental work
in this field is now rapidly opening up new
fends and methoda of Investigation.

How much lung cancer ariaes a8 a result,
or In arens, of previous lung damoge from
such bacterial diseases as tuberculosis and
pneumonin? Within a generation we have
scen the denth rates from such infectious
lung diseases decreass sharply. This means
the survivora of such ilinerses nre now lving
into the older age brackets when they are

pp y more p to lung cancer,
or to many other types of cancer. Evidence
contlnues to accumulate to show that lung
cancers often arise around old lung damage
scars. These leads need further regearch ate
tention to learn it previous lung ailments
may provide s clue to succeptibiiity in lung
cancer.

If smoking does hare & role In the develop-
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agres on such basic questions as how much
increaze there has been In lung cancer?
What kinds of lung cancer are the predomi-
nant problem? Whers do lung Cancers
originate {n the main psssages (bronchi)
where all inhalation hits or in the more re-
mote parta (peripheries) of the lupg? PFirm
knowledge on questions such as thess could
affect the scientific world's whole attitude

the problem of lung eancer. A num-
bar of recent studles, either omitted from or
given scant attention in tha Roysl College
of Physiclans’ report, have demonstrated
that the answers even to such fundamental
questions as thess sare not Xnown, And may
well not be ss previously supposed.

If even the nature and the origin of the
problem are not knmown, how la it possible
to deflne, much Jess be precize, about a rols
of any single factor or combination of
factora?

Why ls It, as the Royal College of Phy-
siclans’ report states, that tobacco is some-
thing “most smokers enjoy without {njury
to their heaith?~ We need to learn more
about the differences between those people.
inciuding the majority of smokers, who do
not appear to incur a risk of certain disensas

In de the

program for the
¥ research i during
the past 8 years,'my colieagues on the acten-
tific advirory board have always been guided
by & major poilcy point: We do not take any
position that we are attempting to prove or
disprove; rather we seek to find the answers
to the health problems that are being stud-
jed. The resenrch grants made by the board
now totsl over $8 milllon and have been
made to independent scientists in the search
for facts, We have not been restricted In
any way, either by industry request or lsck
af funds, !n being able to support research
work that we belleve necessary to help ac-
quire the knowledge needed.

In 19€0, the entire scientific advisory board
sgreed in a statement that the “most signif-
icant development has besn the genersl rec-
ognition that we do not yet have the answers,
that an arsoclation between ths extent of
tobaceo use and the incidence of lung can-
cor doex not prove a causal relationship, that
exper! al verificatl s and
that there are a numbder of other factors
which need to be considered.” This position
has not been changed.

New significant research findings are ea-
gerly ined to see how they add to our

and those who, sccording to 1
studies, apparently incur a greater health
riak for those diseases.

ment of lung concer, by what
does this occur? Most theories originally

We seek to learn more about the
differences between the perzon who becomes

knowiedge or may open Up new avenues of
investigations. Reviews such as that {ssued
by the Royal Collegs of Physicisns may help
to bolster opinion, but they do not sdd scien-
tific tacts.

sdvan ‘e;m '-hl!t1 : h:r;e:“ﬂls":’" a heavy smoker and one who daes 0ot smoKS.  uyucr research reported In the pist few
nbandoned or extremely mo . s-

this question 1o ¢ 1963, the Several studles already mode in this ares o .., hog tended to wesken, rather than to
Brl:tsl;publicnnon the Lancet observed: “No ngly suggest that important p ey pport, the hyp: that cigarette smok-
classieal earcinogen (eancer-productng and conatitutional traits ars distributed dif- |ngis s causative factor in lung cancer.

agent} has becn found in sdequnte concen-
tration in tobacco smoke: no genuine lung
cancers have been produced experimentally;
and. though tobneca tar produces cancer
when patnted in mouse skin, it 18 a slow and
tneffective agent by all ordinary

ds.”

ferently in smoking populations than in non-
amoking groups. Ia It not worth furtber
investigation to determine whether the
amoking pattern (s a reflection of these dif-
ferances? Might It be that the genetilc,
hor 1 1 1 and other internal infiu-

In dlacusaing this fact, the Lancet, which
accepts the cigarette theory of lung cancer
causatten, enn only speculnte as to A pos-
sible role for emoke as a promoting agent
or cocarcinogen. But this leaves the realm
of the xnown fact and ventures into the
area of the uncertain opinlon.

‘Why do pathologl in thetr dies of
lung tlasues and lung cancer sectlons, dis-
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ences are the clues to differences In heslth
risks? .

These are just some of the Important ques-
tions to which the research scientist does
not know the answers. There are many
others. That some may be dificult ques-
tions to deal with ia recognized. bdut It Is
nonetheless important that research atten-
tion be directed to them.

Further research may bring about other
changes In knowledge about lung cancer and
in the aspproaches to resewrch on this and
other forms of cancer. For cancer s not
Just a single dizease, but one of many shapes
snd faces, of delicate complexity, and ln-
volves many mechaniems that are & part of
our body and our growth processss.

If sctence i3 to have the opportunity to
solve the problem of cancer, or similar dis.
eases, we must be tkeptical of claims for
simple ! Contl h is the
oniy routs to scientific truth.

Sincerely yours,
Crasevcx C, Letrex, ScD.
Scientific Director.
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