in Boston, Mass., for example, report in the
Jan. 17 NEw ENGLAND JOURNAL OF
MepicINE the safe and effective antiemetic
activity of THC in patients receiving
chemotherapy. Patients who expressed
preferences preferred THC over Com-
pazine, one of the most commonly pre-
scribed antiemetics, Sallan reports.

In another study, however, reported in
the December 1979 ANNALS OF INTERNAL
MepiciNg, Stephen Frytak and his col-
leagues, observing that past studies may
have been limited in scape because they
primarily involved young patients, “under-
took to expand observations of THC as an
antiemetic agent using a larger population
of patients within the more typical cancer
age groups.” The research group, at the
Mayo Clinic in Rochester, Minn., found that
with their patient population of largely el-
derly adults, THC therapy showed an-
tiemetic activity but resulted in an overall
“more unpleasant treatment experience”
than that noted with Compazine.

Meanwhile, the large pharmaceutical
house Eli Lilly and Co. continues its work
on Nabilone, a synthetic substance that is
chemically similar to Tac (SN: 8/5/78, p.
94). In the June 7 NEw ENGLAND JOURNAL
ofF MepICINE, Terence S. Herman and col-
leagues of the University of Arizona in
Tucson report the superiority of Nabilone
over Compazine in reducing the nausea
and vomiting in cancer patients undergo-
ing chemotherapy. However, Lilly sus-
pended clinical studies of Nabilone after
observing the deaths of several dogs that

received high doses of the synthetic drug.
But because the company recognizes that
Nabilone is metabolized differently in
dogs and human beings, Lilly’s loyalty to
Nabilone has not waned; instead, the
company is analyzing possible explana-
tions for the adverse activity of Nabilone
in dogs and soon will begin testing the THC
analog in monkeys. Eventually, Lilly will
decide whether or not to resume human
testing of Nabilone, says Ronald Culp,
spokesman for Lilly.

But one group involved in the “THC ver-
sus Nabilone” controversy — the National
Organization for the Reform of Marijuana
Laws (NORML) —argues that in the time it
takes to perfect synthetics, cancer pa-
tients could benefit from the “natural form
of THC.” A November 1979 memorandum
prepared by NORML reflects the organi-
zation’s stance: “More conventional forms
will undoubtedly be developed in coming
years. But moral and social bias should
not be allowed to prevent the use of
marijuana cigarettes for medical pur-
poses. ... If a cigarette seems an uncon-
ventional form of therapeutic administra-
tion we must weigh its conventionality
against the relief it offers and make the
determination on the basis of compassion,
not past thinking and policy.”

Now, the government is asking drug
companies to re-evaluate this “past think-
ing and policy” for the more conventional,
or oral, form of THc. If all goes well,
Willette says, THC may be available in one
to two years by prescription. O

Tea time lemon dilemma

Several scientists recently took the
hot-tea plunge in an attempt to determine
whether partaking of the beverage with
lemon from a polystyrene cup is hazard-
ous. The question arose when Michael
Phillips of the University of Connecticut
Health Center in Farmington was drinking
tea with lemon and noticed the interior of
the polystyrene cup “dissolving before my
eyes and even perforating in places.” In the
Nov. 1 New ENGLAND JOURNAL OF
MepiCcINE he said, “This observation so
thoroughly destroyed my appetite that I
decided to pursue it in the laboratory.”

Equipped with 16 polystyrene cups and
teabags, Phillips decided to conduct an
experiment with a twist — a lemon twist,
that is (SN: 12/1/79, p. 376). His experiment
showed that all the cups with tea and
lemon experienced “erosions” and, sur-
prisingly, a significant gain in weight. “The
corrosion of the cups, combined with their
gain in weight, suggests that substances in
lemon tea solubilize polystyrene and
possibly combine with it chemically,” Phil-
lips reported. He went on to cite a study
implicating polystyrene as a carcinogen
and explained that lemon tea drinkers who
use polystyrene cups probably are also
consuming parts of the container in so-
lubilized form. “I suggest that the time is
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now ripe to return to the tradition of drink-
ing lemon tea from cups of fine bone
china,” Phillips concluded.

Now, as a result of Phillips’s initial report
of the polystyrene cup caper, the pages of
the Feb. 7 NEw ENGLAND JOURNAL OF
MEepICINE runneth over with replies. From
Edwin A. Chandross, of Murray Hill, N.J,,
for example, comes a possible explanation
of the “Phillips phenomenon”: “Foamed
polystyrene would be penetrated readily
by the oil at the temperature of hot tea,
and the hot foamed beads would shrivel
once plasticized by the low-molecular-
weight material.” Hence, the “corrosion” is
really only a collapse of foamed poly-
styrene beads, writes Chandross.

Furthermore, argues John R. Lawrence,
of The Society of the Plastics Industry in
New York City, the carcinogen study cited
by Phillips, which was first reported in
1948, is an example of “solid state” car-
cinogenesis. The researchers “observed
that implantations in the form of film
caused tumors, whereas textile fibers of
the same materials did not. Scientists
working in this field now do not believe
that such results indicate that the mate-
rials tested were carcinogenic,” Lawrence
says. Still, Phillips says, no data are avail-
able on polystyrene effects on humans. O
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Black holes:
Do they remember?

“God does not throw dice”: Albert Ein-
stein. “Not only does God throw dice, He
throws them where they cannot be seen”:
Stephen Hawking. Could Hawking’s rebuke
to Einstein be wrong? Don N. Page of The
Pennsylvania State University believes
that it might be and pursues the sugges-
tion at some length in the Feb. 4 PHysicAL
REVIEW LETTERS.

In Hawking’s study of the formation of
black holes he found that black holes are
subject to an evaporation process in
which they emit particles and gradually
shrink to nothing, exposing to view the
“singularities” that lie at their centers. The
exposure of this naked singularity brings
the outside world into contact with a point
where space and time disappear and the
laws of physics, including principles of
causality, are repealed. In addition, in the
process of evaporation some of the parti-
cles produced come into the outside
world, but some fall down the singularity.
The particles carry information, and those
that fall down the singularity take a certain
amount of information beyond our reach.
Without that information we cannot pre-
dict the future of such an evaporation
process from its past. Hence Hawking’s
figure of the hidden dice.

Page proposes to apply some principles
of particle physics to black hole formation
and evaporation to see whether they will
be able to restore to the situation at least
the causal laws of quantum mechanics.
These are not as strict as the ones Einstein
preferred, but they are better than noth-
ing. Such an outcome will be possible if the
black hole process can be described
mathematically in a particular way (by a
superscattering operator that obeys the
space-time and matter-antimatter sym-
metry principles of particle physics). Be-
cause there is as yet no satisfactory quan-
tum theory of the gravitational forces that
animate black holes, Page concedes that
the hypothesis cannot be proved, but he
maintains it is a tenable alternative. Other
standing possibilities include Hawking’s
and a curious one (bonanza for historians)
by which the past is entirely predictable
from a knowledge of the future but not vice
versa. O

Feb. 16 solar eclipse

A total solar eclipse will cross Africa and
Southeast Asia Feb. 16 beginning at 2:12
a.m. esT and will allow researchers a
unique chance to study the sun at
maximum sunspot activity. National Sci-
ence Foundation and nNasa-sponsored
studies will focus on the structure of the
sun’s atmosphere, changes in the earth’s
upper atmosphere and effects of ul-
traviolet sources on electron activity. O
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