sibility toward hopelessly ill padents: a second look N
Engl] Med 1989, 320:844-5.

3. Brody H. Assisted death — a compassionate response to
medical failure; N Fngl ] Med 1992, 327:1384-8.

4. Fletcher J. Indicators of humanhood: a tentative profile of
man. Hastings Cent Rep 1972; 2:1-4.

5. Idem. Hlumanhood: essays in hiomedical ethies. New York:
Prometheus Books, 1979.

6. Callahan D, Setting limits: medical goals in an aging soci-
ety. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1987, 133-53.

7. Smith DR. Legal recognition of neocortical death. Cornell
Law Rev 1986; 71:850-88.

8. Hunter JD. Culture wars: The struggle to define America.
WNew Yark: Basic Boaks, 1991.

9. Pelligrine ED}. Medical ethics: entering the post-Hippo-
cratic era. | Am Board Fam Pract 1988; 1:230-7.

10. Neuhaus RJ, The way they were, the way we are. In:
Caplan A, editor. When medicine went mad: bioethics and
the Holocaust. Cliftun, NJ: Humana Press, 1992:211-30.

11. Bellah RN, Madsen R, et al. The good society. New York:
Basic Books, 1991:177-219.

12. Pence GE. Do not go slowly into that dark night: mercy
killing in Holland. Am J Med 1988; 84:139-41,

13. deWachter MA. Euthanasia in the Netherlands. Hastings
Cent Rep 1992; 22(2):23-30.

14. Capron AM. Futhanasia in the Netherlands: American ob-
servations. Hastings Cent Rep 1952; 22(2):30-3.

15. ten Have FIA, Welie TV. Futhanasia: normal medical prac-
tice. Hastings Cent Rep 1992; 22(2):34-9.

16. Reichel W, O'Connor NK, Dyke AJ. Euthanasia and as-
sisted suicide: how should physicians respond? Am Fam
Physician 1992; 46:689-91.

17. Gomez CF. Regulating death: evthanasia and the case of
the Netherlands. New York: The Free Press, 1991,

18. Fenigsen R. A case against Dhich euthanasia. Hasdngs
Cent Rep 1989; 19(Suppl):22-30.

The above letter was referred wo the author of the
article in question, who offers the following reply:

To the Editor: Dr. (’Connor takes me to be stating
that “really important clinical ethics happens only in
very sick patients, usually at tertdary care centers, and
most often in ICUs.” She obviously champions the
view that family physicians face ethical issues in their
daily practice, which are just as frequent and just as
important as any other area of medicine. T agree.
Nothing that I wrote disagrees with that view.

If T had read only the abstract by Orr and Moss,
I could have read that they are addressing the differ-
ent topic of family physicians as “future teachers, re-
searchers, institutional leaders, and policy mzkers in
clinical ethics.” Moreover, the role of the clinical
ethicist vis-3-vis ethics committees figures largely in
their article. Given this orientation, I must ask
whether family physicians are trained to fulfill these
roles and to address these issues. When setting policy
about whether 1o do liver transplants on alcoholics
with end-stage liver disease who refuse to enter Al-
coholics Anonymous, should the family physician
ethicist be called? Second, most issues that come to
the ethics cormmittee do indeed involve ICUs and ter-
tiary care centers, and if someone is going to be a

consultant te such an ethics committee, that person
must respond to its real needs. If the family wants a
consiltation before disconnecting the respirator of a
patient supposedly in a persistent vegetative state,
should the family physician be called? Of course,
many ethical issues exist in family medicine that could
come to such committees, and if Dr. O'Connor is
correct that family physicians qua ethicists can be pa-
dent advocates, perhaps they will scon be raising such
issues with such committees {or advising their pa-
tients of the existence of such committees if their
patients experience ethical problems with physicians).

Dr. (’Connor falsely accuses me of embracing a
slippery slope down the quality-of-life trail. While it
is true that I have defended the Dutch system of phy-
sician-assisted suicide among terminally il patients,
unlike' America, Holland has cradle-to-grave medical
care and no families or patients who may decide to
die to save money for their children or society. In
other research I have concluded that competent, dis-
abled patients such as Elizabeth Bouvia and Larry
McAfee have a right to die, but I also believe that
both struggled heroically against prejudiced systems.
As American medicine begins now to embark on cost-
saving schemes, I am cynical about our ability to cre-
ate better systems for the disabled; I would rather see
a great system, but until that comes, I want the com-
petent disabled person to be empowered with a right
to not suffer and to die. More generally, O’Connor
does me injustice in that I have criticized the Quinlan
decision in 1975 for lumping together incompetent
with competent patients and the Baby Jane Doe case
for biased, incompetent reportin% that — amazingly!
— was awarded a Pulitzer Prize.

Gregory E. Pence, PhD
Birmingham, AL
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Unsolicited Gifts from Pharmaceutical Companies

To the Fditor: In the 10 years since my graduation
from medical school, I have received innumerable
gifts from pharmaceutical companies through the
postal service, including puzzles, magnifying glasses,
messages in plastic bottles, and nonmedical books, to
name a few. These gifts have been unsolicited, have
been of no value to me, and have made me less likely
to use the product than otherwise might have been
the case. Many of the items are nonbiodegradable,
adding more problems to our troubled environment.
"T'he dollars invested in this advertising would be bet-
ter spent on further research, lowering the cost of
medication, or helping provide prescriptions to needy
patients. I believe that this form of marketing is en-
drely inappropriate.
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