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Guest Editorial
In June, 1954, when the first statistics indicat
ing an association between cigarette smoking and
the incidence of lung cancer were presented, an
extraordinarily
interesting, if not unique, situation
resulted.
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4. Cancer of the lung is difficult of early
diagnosis. Its incidence is affected by age and sex.
The lung, by being a common site of metastasis,
presents a further complication. For example, the
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and biological. All these things make it an exceed
ingly difficult type in which to prove a simple
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Quite naturally,
the tobacco
industry
itself
was deeply concerned
and disturbed.
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In this situation, many of those who have long
been engaged in cancer research felt that the
traditional scientific approachâ€”clarification,
defi
nition, and unemotional analysisâ€”was required.
This seemed necessary for a number of reasons,
among which may be listed the following:
1. The claim of any single or major cause of any
type of human cancer is of great scientific im
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easily cause at least two unhappy effects : (a)
Public confidence in announced conclusions from
â€œresearchâ€•
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decreasing its support. (b) The results of long
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action. So, to some degree, did the suggestion of
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ness of diagnosis. The changing attitude towards
reporting cancer as a cause of death and the chang
ing proportions of autopsies are other factors. It
is, therefore, a type of cancer which has in its
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man habit and malignant disease. At the same
time, data were advanced by the same authors
that purported to show an association betweenâ€¢
cigarette smoking and coronary disease.
Of course, the main question raised by these
data was to what degree, if any, did they bear on a
causal relationship between smoking and the two
important diseases with which a Stati8twal aS8OCia
lion was claimed. So obvious was the importance
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Organizations
supported
by public subscrip
tion find it difficult or impossible to give funds to
any research other than that which is definitely
described, budgeted, and restricted to a classi
fiable project.
Pioneer research,
however,
is the creative
â€œideaâ€•
phase of discovery. It is the absolutely
essential forerunner of progress to the â€œprojectâ€•
stage. It has been relatively neglected in competi
tion with the more restricted
and â€œliteralâ€•
project which has a false sense of â€œguaranteeingâ€•
results to the donor.
Second, the Board can itself plan and initiate
research in fields and for purposes not now being
covered.
This is, I believe, an entirely new departure for
any industry-supported
research effort. To hand
over to a group of scientists the power of creating
new research activity is a great and exciting de
velopment.
If those of us on the Board have the wisdom
and vision to plan creatively, we may be able to
justify this confidence placed in us. If we do justify
it, the tobacco industry will have made its greatest
contribution of service to mankind and may well
establish a precedent or pattern which other indus
tries will follow.
Should this occur, the stability and develop
ment of basic research in a democracy will be
assured on a foundation of nonpolitical support,
unselfish and idealistic in concept and execution.
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research effort was placed in the hands of a Sci
entific Advisory Board of men pledged from the
outset to plan, observe, and make available the
results of the entire research program, without fear
or favor. The Board has, and always will have, one
objective, namely, to find the whole truth and to
see that it is made known as quickly and effective
ly as poasible.
It has been almost two years since the Scientific
Advisory Board was organized. During the entire
period, it has been left completely free from sugges
tions or pressure by the industry in any form
whatsoever. There have been several public state
ments by the industry that this is its irrevocable
policy.
The total of $1,500,000 already appropriated
by the industry for research on tobacco in relation
to human health is a significant material con
tribution
towards
advancing
knowledge.
The
industry has also pledged additional funds for
research as the need develops.
Perhaps the most exciting and promising fea
tures of the whole effort, however, are the long
time implications of the impact of this program
upon the future freedom of support for basic
research.
They rest upon the following premises, the
soundness of which seems unquestioned:
The Scientific Advisory Board to the TIRC
has certain opportunities
and obligations of tre
mendous importance to the future development of
scientific research in the United States.
First, from its own collective evaluation
of
individuals, departments,
or institutions,
it can
recommend financial support of basic or pioneer
research on the basis of promise and faith rather
than on a purely factual and materialistic stand
ard.

