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Letter to the Editor

Comments on "Senate Resolution 376â€”An Editorial"1

The United States has been well served by the National
Panel of Consultants on the Conquest of Cancer in bringing to
public and governmental debate the issues raised in Senate
Resolution 376. Your editorial in the February 1971 issue of
CANCER RESEARCH is a thoughtful and important response.

There is no doubt that science is already engaged in
biomÃ©dicalexplorations that may exceed in achievement and
in significance to man his successes in the physical sciences.
How and to what extent this exploration is to be planned,
organized, and supported are tactical issues we now face.

Those of us old enough to remember the debates preceding
the creation of the National Cancer Institute in 1937 recognize
many of the same arguments, pro and con. One of the facts
that remain is that cancer is a concrete, attractive target.
BiomÃ©dicalresearch is more diffuse and does not marshal
equivalent public support. There is an old story about the
changing of the name of the then proposed Institute of
Microbiology to Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases
following a question by a prominent legislator, "Who ever died
of microbiology?" What is good for biomÃ©dicalresearch is

good for cancer, of course, but it is also true that what is good

for cancer has great potentials for biomÃ©dicalresearch on a
wide front.

The creation of the National Cancer Institute broke with
many traditional concepts about biomÃ©dicalresearch held at
that time. We now have a somewhat different set of traditions
and postulates, which again require reassessment. One
important element is the extent and the scope of the plans
that will emerge. The addition of a hundred million dollars for
cancer is probably best oriented to the existing patterns of the
NIH. A program that calls for a billion dollar investment by
1976, on the other hand, may require different patterns.

It would be folly to predict too closely the results of any
research investment. This was just as true of the moon-shot as
it remains true for cancer. The validity of the goal and the
estimate of support needed to reach for the goal, however, are
not impugned by our limitations of peering into the future.

Michael B. Shimkin, M.D.
Regional Medical Program
School of Medicine
University of California, San Diego
La Jolla, California 92037

1By Sidney Weinhouse, Cancer Res., 31: i-ii, February 1971.
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