
small to be picked up by any reasonable 
project." Goyan says he tried to explain 
this to a few of his nonscientist friends, 
without any great success. "Most of 
them are 'Tab' drinkers," he says. 

Emmanuel Farber, who chaired the 
NAS panel, is even less convinced that 
the results are important or surprising. 
There have been negative epidemiologi- 
cal studies of cancer and smoking, he 
notes. Farber still recommends that sac- 
charin be taken out of processed food 
and drink, as it has been in his native 
Canada. Frederick Robbins, who was 
chairman of the Institute of Medicine's 
food safety panel that also studied the 
saccharin question, says that the new 
studies are "in general, consistent with 
what we said all along." 

But this is not how the new studies 
were generally reported in the press. 
"Saccharin Scare Debunked," pro- 
claimed the Washington Post last month. 
"The evidence contrasts sharply with re- 
sults from studies that have shown in- 
creased risk of cancer from animals," re- 
ported the New York Times. "Whatever 
saccharin does to rats, it does not after 
all appear to cause bladder cancer in hu- 
mans," ran the verdict of the New Scien- 
tist of London. 

Reports of this ilk shaped Congress's 
comprehension of the issue. The new ep- 
idemiological studies, says a staff mem- 
ber of the Senate subcommittee on 
health, "suggest that saccharin is not as 
strong a hazard as we originally 
thought." According to a staff member 
of the House subcommittee on health, 
the press accounts of the studies "con- 
firmed the view of most members that 
they made the right decision" in impos- 
ing the 1977 2-year moratorium on the 
FDA's actions against the sweetener; 
"Frankly I don't think the members un- 
derstand the results of these studies. 
They simply don't want to deal with sac- 
charin any more, and not many will read 
past the headlines," this staff aide re- 
marks. 

At the FDA the attitude toward the 
saccharin affair is one almost of resigna- 
tion. According to FDA Commissioner 
Goyan, "There is a 100-to-1 chance that 
the Senate will extend its moratorium on 
our proposal. So I don't intend to expend 
a great deal of effort explaining the latest 
studies to the American people." "Our 
credibility on this subject is diminished 
anyway-people wouldn't believe us," 
remarks FDA public affairs officer 
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Wayne Pines. Goyan states that the FDA 
will prepare the ground more carefully 
next time it takes action to regulate a 
weak but popular carcinogen. 
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Controversial Scientist 
Considers Leaving NCI 
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Gio Gori, the government scientist 
who angered his superiors in 1978 by 
hinting publicly that it was tolerable to 
smoke low tar and nicotine cigarettes, 
is saying that he wants to leave gov- 
ernment service because the direc- 
tors of his agency, the National Can- 
cer Institute (NCI), have made life 
difficult for him. He is actively con- 
sidering a post as director of a 
new center to study health policy 
that will be endowed in part by 
the Brown and Williamson Tobacco 
Company. 

The center will be affiliated with the 
Franklin Research Center, a nonprofit 
organization based in Philadelphia 
that does $20 million worth of contract 
research for private clients and the 
federal government. The organization 
runs the federal Solar Heating and 
Cooling Center, for example, and is 
performing studies for the National In- 
stitute for Occupational Safety and 
Health on the appropriate exposure 
levels for seven dangerous workplace 
conditions or chemical classes. 

W. B. Ligett, director of the parent 
Franklin Institute, says the new health 
program will study "government and 
private health policies, particularly the 
cost-benefit ratio of these things-to 
see if federal money could be spent 
better some other way, or if it could be 
spent more efficiently." He says that 
contributions for the program's esti- 
mated $3 million endowment are 
being solicited from the chemical, 
pharmaceutical, and petroleum indus- 
tries, in addition to the tobacco firm. 
"The program will be 100 percent 
within the control of the Franklin Insti- 
tute," he says, however. 

In response to a reporter's call, Gori 
says he is considering three options at 
present, including two offers from the 
food industry. He says that things 
might also work out at NCI. "Left to my 
own devices, I would prefer to stay. 
But I have been forced to look around, 
so to speak. Life has been difficult for 
me here at NCI, since the smoking 
matter. I've had things taken away 
from me with no explanation. They 
just put you in a broom closet; it's a 
time-honored technique." But he also 
says, "The NCI has been good to me, 
and some of my best years have been 
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spent here. I don't want to go out 
slamming any doors, although the 
provocation is there. I have no resent- 
ment, and I'm not bitter." 

Gori, who is presently NCI's deputy 
director of cancer cause and pre- 
vention, says that if he takes the post 
as director of the health center, he will 
push it to look at the costs of health 
prevention programs. He says that not 
enough people realize that prevention 
programs can impose indirect costs, a 
point of view that "many of my col- 
leagues here are unhappy with." 
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After Scientist Lands a Hit 
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Senator William Proxmire (D-Wis.) 
ate some crow at the behest of one 
research scientist on 24 March and 4 
days later zinged another with one of 
his monthly "Golden Fleece" awards 
for the most ridiculous waste of the 
taxpayer's money. 

The senator announced that he had 
settled a libel suit brought against him 
by Michigan research psychologist 
Ronald Hutchinson, by paying the sci- 
entist $10,000 in addition to $5,400 in 
court costs. Hutchinson filed his $8 
million lawsuit in 1976 after he re- 
ceived Proxmire's Golden Fleece and 
found his sources of research funds 
beginning to dry up. Proxmire gave 
Hutchinson the award for research on 
signs of aggressive b&?'avior, which 
included studies of teeth-clenching in 
monkeys. 

Proxmire did not flatly apologize in 
his statement on the Senate floor, but 
said that some of his statements 
about Hutchinson may be subject to 
an unintended interpretation. After 
correcting several factual errors, he 
said "my conclusions about Hutchin- 
son's work are solely my own," noting 
that others had judged it meritorious. 
"My policy is not, nor will it be, to pre- 
judge or censor any application for a 
federal grant," Proxmire said. Earlier, 
in a significant decision against Prox- 
mire, the Supreme Court had decided 
that the senator's statements in press 
releases were not exempt from libel 
law, and that Hutchinson could sue 
under an easier standard of proof than 
Proxmire's attorneys had claimed. 
Proxmire's defense cost the Senate 
$124,351. 

Senator William Proxmire (D-Wis.) 
ate some crow at the behest of one 
research scientist on 24 March and 4 
days later zinged another with one of 
his monthly "Golden Fleece" awards 
for the most ridiculous waste of the 
taxpayer's money. 

The senator announced that he had 
settled a libel suit brought against him 
by Michigan research psychologist 
Ronald Hutchinson, by paying the sci- 
entist $10,000 in addition to $5,400 in 
court costs. Hutchinson filed his $8 
million lawsuit in 1976 after he re- 
ceived Proxmire's Golden Fleece and 
found his sources of research funds 
beginning to dry up. Proxmire gave 
Hutchinson the award for research on 
signs of aggressive b&?'avior, which 
included studies of teeth-clenching in 
monkeys. 

Proxmire did not flatly apologize in 
his statement on the Senate floor, but 
said that some of his statements 
about Hutchinson may be subject to 
an unintended interpretation. After 
correcting several factual errors, he 
said "my conclusions about Hutchin- 
son's work are solely my own," noting 
that others had judged it meritorious. 
"My policy is not, nor will it be, to pre- 
judge or censor any application for a 
federal grant," Proxmire said. Earlier, 
in a significant decision against Prox- 
mire, the Supreme Court had decided 
that the senator's statements in press 
releases were not exempt from libel 
law, and that Hutchinson could sue 
under an easier standard of proof than 
Proxmire's attorneys had claimed. 
Proxmire's defense cost the Senate 
$124,351. 

Senator William Proxmire (D-Wis.) 
ate some crow at the behest of one 
research scientist on 24 March and 4 
days later zinged another with one of 
his monthly "Golden Fleece" awards 
for the most ridiculous waste of the 
taxpayer's money. 

The senator announced that he had 
settled a libel suit brought against him 
by Michigan research psychologist 
Ronald Hutchinson, by paying the sci- 
entist $10,000 in addition to $5,400 in 
court costs. Hutchinson filed his $8 
million lawsuit in 1976 after he re- 
ceived Proxmire's Golden Fleece and 
found his sources of research funds 
beginning to dry up. Proxmire gave 
Hutchinson the award for research on 
signs of aggressive b&?'avior, which 
included studies of teeth-clenching in 
monkeys. 

Proxmire did not flatly apologize in 
his statement on the Senate floor, but 
said that some of his statements 
about Hutchinson may be subject to 
an unintended interpretation. After 
correcting several factual errors, he 
said "my conclusions about Hutchin- 
son's work are solely my own," noting 
that others had judged it meritorious. 
"My policy is not, nor will it be, to pre- 
judge or censor any application for a 
federal grant," Proxmire said. Earlier, 
in a significant decision against Prox- 
mire, the Supreme Court had decided 
that the senator's statements in press 
releases were not exempt from libel 
law, and that Hutchinson could sue 
under an easier standard of proof than 
Proxmire's attorneys had claimed. 
Proxmire's defense cost the Senate 
$124,351. 

0036-8075/80/0411-0156$00.50/0 Copyright 1980 AAAS 0036-8075/80/0411-0156$00.50/0 Copyright 1980 AAAS 0036-8075/80/0411-0156$00.50/0 Copyright 1980 AAAS SCIENCE, VOL. 208, 11 APRIL 1980 SCIENCE, VOL. 208, 11 APRIL 1980 SCIENCE, VOL. 208, 11 APRIL 1980 156 156 156 


	Article Contents
	p. 156

	Issue Table of Contents
	Science, Vol. 208, No. 4440, Apr. 11, 1980, pp. 93-224
	Front Matter [pp. 93-136]
	Letters
	Occupational Lead Exposure: What are the Risks? [pp. 129-131]
	Is Evacuation the Best Policy? [pp. 131-132]
	Scanner Development [p. 132]

	Erratum: Saturnian Trapped Radiation and its Absorption by Satellites and Rings: The First Results from Pioneer I1 [p. 132]
	Energy Policies of the United States and U.S.S.R. [p. 135]
	Breeder Reactors in France [pp. 137-144]
	Blue Light and Bilirubin Excretion [pp. 145-151]
	International Politics and Science: Frank Press in Venezuela [pp. 151-153]
	News and Comment
	Latest Saccharin Tests Kill FDA Proposal [pp. 154-156]
	MX on Land or Sea? [p. 155]
	Texas Puts Together Winning Fusion Team [pp. 158-160]
	East Coast Maps to Alert Industry to Ecology Conflict [p. 159]
	R & D Will Share in Budget Cuts [p. 160]

	Briefing
	Controversial Scientist Considers Leaving NCI [p. 156]
	Proxmire Reenters the Ring after Scientist Lands a Hit [pp. 156-157]
	SST Supporters Fly above the Economic Fray [p. 157]

	Research News
	The 1980 Pittsburgh Conference: A Special Instrumentation Report [p. 161]
	Options for Preparative and Analytical HPLC [pp. 161-163]
	Portable Elemental Analyzers Pushed [pp. 163-164]
	IC Versatility Promotes Competition [pp. 164-168]
	Instrument Highlights [pp. 165-167]

	Book Reviews
	O-Type Stars [p. 169]
	Antecedents in Meteorology [pp. 169-170]
	A Plant Family [pp. 170-171]
	Binocularity [p. 171]

	Reports
	Convection in a Rotating Layer: A Simple Case of Turbulence [pp. 173-175]
	Evolutionary Implications of Pliocene Hominid Footprints [pp. 175-176]
	Silicone Rubber Substrata: A New Wrinkle in the Study of Cell Locomotion [pp. 177-179]
	``Transdifferentiation'' of C6 Glial Cells in Culture [pp. 179-181]
	Differential Avoidance of Mimetic Salamanders by Free-Ranging Birds [pp. 181-182]
	High-Molecular-Weight Immunoreactive β-Endorphin in Extracts of Human Placenta is a Fragment of Immunoglobulin G [pp. 183-185]
	A Nonadrenergic Vagal Inhibitory Pathway to Feline Airways [pp. 185-188]
	Inhibition of Cell Division and Growth by a Redox Series of Cyanine Dyes [pp. 188-191]
	Phorbol Ester Action is Independent of Viral and Cellular src Kinase Levels [pp. 191-193]
	Photoluminescent Thermometer Probes: Temperature Measurements in Microwave Fields [pp. 193-194]
	Vertebrate Cells Express Protozoan Antigen after Hybridization [pp. 194-196]
	Organelle Alteration as a Mechanism for Maternal Inheritance [pp. 196-198]
	Magnesium Deficiency Produces Spasms of Coronary Arteries: Relationship to Etiology of Sudden Death Ischemic Heart Disease [pp. 198-200]
	Faster Cholinergic REM Sleep Induction in Euthymic Patients with Primary Affective Illness [pp. 200-202]
	Preschool Programs and Later School Competence of Children from Low-Income Families [pp. 202-204]

	Back Matter [pp. 171-224]





