
it's OK to be deaf and it's too controver- 
sial. Well, what about research on diges- 
tion in the earthworm? Nope, can't fund 
it. Doesn't have immediate health rele- 
vance to humans, it's too theoretical, and 
besides, it's controversial. 

Please tell me of just one research area 
that isn't controversial! 

L. E. m i r e  
Ophthalmology Department, 

Children's Hospital, 
Columbus, O H  43205-2696 

Drug Development: 
Serious Questions 

I would like to comment on the Science- 
Scope item "Scientist's salary remark raises 
hackles" (26 Mar., p. 1815), which discus- 
ses my Wall Street ]oumal editorial (I) .  I did 
not "criticize . . . [President] Clinton for 
attacking drug company profits." In fact, I 
stated that "[tlhere are questions about the 
prices and availability of drugs and vaccines 
that are serious and must be discussed." I 
called for a "reasoned dialogue with the 
pharmaceutical industry about the public 
decision that will affect its future." My 
editorial was not primarily about govem- 
ment salaries for scientists. My brief men- 
tion of my own "salary" (less than one 
sentence) was not intended to imply that the 
claim of a salary gap between federal scien- 
tists. academia. and industw was "much ado 

opment process, in my editorial, I empha- 
sized the importance of the government's 
contributions to biomedical research, es- 
pecially in supporting "basic . . . nontar- 
geted" research. I am still of the opinion 
that the National Institutes of Health's 
(NIH's) precious funds should be directed, 
for the most part, to such research activity 
and not to "high-risk" drug discovery ef- 
forts (a job better suited to the pharma- 
ceutical industry). I did not state that the 
pharmaceutical industry provides a "better 
atmosphere for drug discovery." However, 
if "atmosphere" refers to the considerable 
resources "needed to develop specific drugs 
and take the high risks of bringing them to 
market," then, in general, I believe this 
to be the case. This is not to say that 
the government's contributions to the de- 
velopment of useful drugs have not been 
significant. In my opinion, some of the 
best examples have resulted from a close 
working relationship between industry 
and government. The issue of "what can 
and cannot be done in the public sector" 
is a timely one and, in the spirit of 
fostering a more productive relationship 
between government and industry, should 
be explored further by the NIH communi- 
ty and representatives of the pharmaceu- 
tical industry. 

S. M. Paul 
Lilly Research Laboratories, 

Eli Lily and Company, 
Indimpolis, IN 46285 

about nothing." References 
Concerning the relative contributions 
the pharmaceutical industry and gov- 1. S. M. Paul, Wall Street Journal, 9 March 1993, p. 

ernment in the drug discovery and devel- A14. 

Corrections and Clarifications 

The figure accompanying the 28 May Perspective "Apoptosis in AIDS" by M.-L. Gougeon and L. 
Montagnier (p. 1269) contained some errors. A corrected figure appears below. 
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