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Central Committee for Cancer Research in 1900, the same year London’s Mid-
dlesex Cancer Research Laboratories were established.
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pioneering ideas to the Viennese Medical Society. See Erwin Liek, Der Kampf
gegen den Krebs (Munich: Lehmann, 1934), p. 13.
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" (Dresden: Carl Reissner Verlag, 1937).

46. On Liek’s life and work, see Wolfgang Schmid, Die Bedeutung Erwin
Lieks fiir das Selbstverstindnis der Medizin in Weimarer Republik und National-
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1989), pp. 33-53; and Michael Jehs, Erwin Liek: Weltanschauung und standespoli-
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47. Werner Zabel, “Erwin Liek zum Gedachtnis,” Hippokrates 6 (1935): 188;
Kater, Doctors under Hitler, p. 227. According to Liek’s close friend Alfred
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Rights in Human Experimentation, ed. George J. Annas and Michael A. Grodin
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1992), pp. 127-28.

50. The Lehmann Verlag, the most important publisher of racial theory and
racial hygiene during the Nazi period, was disbanded after World War II as a
Nazi-affiliated press. The firm’s medical and military books were distributed
to the Springer and Berg publishing houses, and the racial books went to the
Hamburg-based Deutsche Gesellschaft fiir biologische Anthropologie, an or-
ganization with strong neo-Nazi ties. Scandalously, all official German medi-
cal bookstores still today bear the Lehmann name. For the early history of the
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sit, 1989), pp. 118-27.
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52. Frederick L. Hoffman, America’s premier cancer preventionist of the era
(and a dyed-in-the-wool racist), praised Liek as “an outstanding contributor to
medical literature” and “a very earnest and competent authority”; see his Can-
cer and Diet (Baltimore: Williams & Wilkins, 1937), pp. 92, 105. Liek was a tal-
ented writer, priding himself on his clarity and his avoidance of the jargon
(Kauderwelsch) of his academic colleagues. He was a member of the governing
board of the Deutsche Sprachverein, an organization devoted to preserving
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57. Georg Ernst Konjetzny, “Chronische Gastritis und Magenkrebs,” Mo-
natsschrift fiir Krebsbekimpfung 2 (1934): 76-78. Opinions on Liek’s 1932 book
ranged, as noted in his 1934 preface, from Meisterwerk to Mist (masterpiece to
horseshit). Fischer-Wasels of Frankfurt claimed that it contained “not a single
new fact”; a reviewer in the Arztliche Wegweiser stated that it brought forth
“nothing new.” The natural lifestyle advocate Max Oskar Bircher—Benner by
contrast, praised the book as revealmg “the only way to combat cancer”; see
Liek, Der Kampf, pp. 9-10.

58. Liek, Der Kampf, pp. 11-12.

59. Niirnberger Zeitung, no. 266 (1935): 5. Streicher said that Krankheitsver- -
hiitung was more important than Krankheitsbekimpfung.

60. “Die Aufgabe,” Monatsschrift fiir Krebsbekimpfung 1 (1933): 2. Hermann
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