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Whatdo we work with? What does it do 1o us? And they are driving us into the courts
fo get answers to these very simple questions. Not one single industry has agrexd to
give us the answers to the questions 1 aave posed. including Johns-Manviile,

Dz, Woure: [ think one explanction for the lack of consciousness or - re
consciousness among-some workers is that they. kave.-been blackmailec:by indust
you are a worker and you are given a cholee-of ne job or cancer, that isnot a i
¢hoicest all, and the worker may-opt for having & job even Lhough it exposes:
carcinogen, Many industries have claimed, and it usually turns out io be an empty
claim, that if they have Lo regulate, :hey will have 1o shul down. The more that is
oxposed, the better,

Dr. KoTin: Just 2 quick comment. First of all, | hope M. Mazzcechi will racail
that Johns-Manville was dclighted 10 participate in the prepurntion of the Oil,
Chemical and Atomic Workers film,

But the thing—a classical examale of something bricf but really incendiary:
senzene is a **potent carcincgen.” Jt is not a poteat carcinogan. It is 8 “leucomigea.™ |
believe it can cause leukemia. But 1o classify ~hai as a polent carcinogen almost
denojes an approach ta the problem that puts scientific dimensions well below those of
proprictary or constituency dimensions.

MR. Spivak: Dr. Selikoff, cencer experts tell us that smong heavy xmaokers, those
who smoke one or more packs 3 day, onc person oat of {wenly gets lung uincer.

Dr. SELIKOFF That is true.

MR, Spivak: if it is true heavy smcking causcs cancer, whut is the explanatior. for
the faet that the other nineteen heavy smokers do not get carcer?

DR. SELIKGFF. | don'L krnow. In fact, cven among asbestos workers, onc out of five
dles of lung cancer, and forr out of five don't, and | wish we knew why, Nature is
trying lo teil us something, and we certainly have not learnec the answer.

MR, -Srivak: Would you be in favor of banniag cigareties by law as succharin is
banned?

DR, Senikors In generzl, as you now, cignretics are 3 voluntary act, Nobody
puls a dgnrette in your mouth. Yau car elect Lo do it or nol, and my own inclination is
that Americans should be gllowed in such cases to do us tacy wish with individua!
freecdom. Food additives are another problem. We genotally don't know whil is in our
food.

Mgr. BazecL: Dr, Upton, you said o while ago that unybody who hud thoughs at
the deginning of tac war on zancer thal there was a search for a magic bullet would
have been foolish, and nobody has said that. But, in fact, as part of the enacting
legislation, there was even a resolution in Congress that caicer should be cured by
1976 to go along with lhe Bizentenninl. and, in fact, at the time thni that legislation
wes pasied, there was very much that mood, and it is still reflected in your budget,
isn't it, Doctor, that a massive amount isu search for a cure, and even in your proposed
budge! for next year oaly a tiny amount deals with environmental cancer, When is
that goiag tochange in 8 significant way'!

DR. Urton: Two points: | am not sware that any resporsible spokesman for the
Cancer Institute ever predicted a curc by the time ¢f the Bicentennial, | esn aware that
there were statements in the press, by others, but [am not aware thut way responsible
spokesman for the Institute or for the cuneer research community made those kinds of

. promises,

As for budget, we do, in fact, devote substantialsums of mency-to the development
of more :fective treaiment, and earlicr in the program | stressed that | thought that

. these investments had paid off handsomely. .

« If you compare the amount we spend for Lhe development of new drugs, on th
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