
Trouble for Healy 
over midsconduct office 
• OSI turmoi I 
• Healy's role 

prompts House hearing 
in investigations probed 

Washington 
BERNADINE Healy, sworn in as director 
of the US National Institutes of Health 
(NIH) just over a month ago, is already 
the subject of bitter accusation and con
troversy, and this week faces a potentially 
bruising encounter with the House of 
Representatives oversight and investiga
tions subcommittee chaired by Represen
tative John Dingell (Democrat, Michi
gan). Dingell has evidence which - at 
face value - places Healy at the centre of 
a controversy involving the staple of NIH 
intrigue: scientific misconduct. 

The storm centres on NIH's own mis
conduct detectives, the controversial Of
fice of Scientific Integrity (OSI). Last 
month, Suzanne Hadley, former deputy 
director of OSI, resigned from the OSI's 
two flagship scientific misconduct investi
gations, citing interference by NIH in her 
work (see Nature 352, 268; 25 July 1991). 
This in itself would be enough to arouse 
Dingell's interest, as his subcommittee 
has vigorously pursued its own investiga
tions into the same two cases: the alleged 
fabrication of data by immunologist The
reza Imanishi-Kari, and various issues 
centring on the work of Robert Gallo in 
the discovery of the AIDS virus. 

But the revelation that a still
confidential OSI draft report, written by 
Hadley, would put Healy herself under 
OSI's spotlight means that this week's 
Dingell hearings will have added 
spice. 

According to a source familiar with 
recent developments at OSI, the situation 
is this: Hadley began an investigation into 
alleged misconduct at Healy's old in
stitute, the Cleveland Clinic Foundation, 
in December 1990. Her draft report 
found that a Cleveland Clinic biochemist 
had made false claims in applying for a 
series of NIH grants, one of which, 
approaching $1 million in value, was 
awarded. Hadley's findings contradicted 
a preliminary internal inquiry at the clinic 
in May 1990, chaired by Healy, which 
had given the researcher the benefit of 
the doubt. 

Because OSI reports can include an 
examination of any suggestion of a cover
up of misconduct, the final OSI report on 
the Cleveland case could be critical 
of Healy's handling of the initial Cleve
land inquiry. The fact that Healy's hus
band, Floyd Loop, is chief executive 
officer at the Cleveland Clinic further 
complicates her position. In a statement 
released on Monday, Healy said that 
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reports of her role in the Cleveland 
misconduct case contained "half truths". 
Pressed for an explanation, an NIH 
spokesman said the reports had failed to 
mention that Healy had instigated a 
second inquiry- which later ensured the 
clinic received no federal funds under the 
disputed grant. 

Healy's critics do not suggest that she 
has directly interfered with the Cleveland 
misconduct investigation to protect her 
own reputation. But Healy's decision to 
embark on the reorganization of OSI so 
soon after arriving at NIH, opening 
herself to the accusation that she has 
persecuted the author of the draft report 
on the Cleveland case, at best raises 
grave doubts about her judgement, say 
congressional sources. 

Healy announced last month at the first 
meeting of the Public Health Service's 
new advisory committee on scientific 
misconduct that she had already launched 
an 'administrative review' of the office. 
She told the committee that OSI should 
perhaps be split into two arms - one to 
gather evidence, the other to make the 
final judgement of whether misconduct 
took place. 

It seems that Healy's review of OSI 
had, by then, caused Hadley's departure 
from the Imanishi-Kari and Gallo investi
gations. At, it is said, Healy's request, 
OSI director Jules Hallum had requested 
that Hadley return her files on the two 
cases. Meanwhile, NIH general counsel 
Robert Lanman had been asked by Healy 
to examine Hadley's notes of her conver
sations with Margot O'Toole, who first 
made the allegations against Imanishi
Kari, after Healy heard from a number of 
NIH colleagues that Hadley had become 
close to O'Toole. Shortly afterwards, 
Hadley decided that it was time to quit 
the investigations. 

OSI has a history of controversy - and 
charges of being both too easy and too 
hard on researchers under investigation. 
In September 1990, for instance, it came 
under fire from a House committee for 
failing to find misconduct in the case of a 
Pittsburgh Medical School researcher 
who had not revealed his pharmaceutical 
industry funding in NIH grant applica
tions; on the other hand, a Wisconsin 
court decided that OSI's procedures for 
investigating misconduct were illegal 
because they failed to ensure that the 
accused received full due process, which 
has led to OSI's current solicitation of 
comment on its procedures. 

NEWS 

But congressional observers of NIH 
are amazed at Healy's decision to start 
shaking up OSI while the Cleveland 
misconduct investigation was still in the 
works, and before Hadley had completed 
the two reports she was still working on. 
Hadley had already left OSI for another 
NIH position in March this year, but had 
continued handling the sensitive Gallo 
and Imanishi-Kari investigations. Healy 
had only to wait for the these reports to 
be finalized, and then she could have 
tackled the reform of OSI without expos
ing herself to the complaint that her 
quarrel was with Hadley. 

In addition to Healy and Hadley, NIH 
legal adviser Lanman, OSI director Hal
lum, assistant secretary of Health and 
Human Services James Mason and NIH 
deputy director William Raub are being 
called to testify before Dingell's subcom
mittee this week. NIH insiders are look
ing closely for any divergence between 
Raub's testimony and that of Healy. 
Raub, during his tenure as acting director 
of NIH before Healy's appointment, is 
said by one NIH source to have been "a 
stalwart supporter" of OSI, and is said to 
have assured Dingell's staff that Hadley 
would remain in charge of the Gallo and 
Imanishi-Kari investigations until their 
completion. 

Just how badly this week's hearings 
could damage Healy is uncertain. "At 
best, I hope that this hearing shocks 
Healy into the realization that she should 
be more careful," says one congressional 
source. At worst? "She'll be crippled for 
the rest of her tenure." 

Peter Aldhous 

BRmSH SCIENCE 
We shall be publishing on 12 Sep
tember Nature's Manifesto for British 
Science, which will be offered without 
charge to any one of the political 
parties contesting the next general 
election, and In the belief that It Is an 
improvement on their own version. 

Following publication, on Friday 13 
September, there will be a public 
meeting at the Royal Institution, 
Albemarle Street, London W1 at 
which Sir Mark Richmond, chairman 
of the Science and Engineering Res
earch Council, will be the principal 
speaker. The chairman will be John 
Maddox, editor of Nature. The meet
Ing will start at 9.45 a.m. and end at 
12.45 p.m. The political parties will 
be Invited to send representatives, 
but there will be ample time for 
discussion. 

Those wishing to attend should 
apply for tickets to Mary Sheehan, 
Nature, 4 Little Essex Street, London 
WC2R 3LF. 
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