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thoroughly on the reasons for concern about the safety of The Pill. But its
social and psychological importance conferred what Dr. David B. Clark, a Uni-
versity of Kentucky neurologist, has called ‘“a diplomatic immunity.” Over and
above such “immunity,” Dr. Herbert Ratner, editor of Child and Family,® has
found plentiful evidence of affirmative “propaganda.” In general, he said in an
- editorial last spring, “favorable findings of drug company subsidized physician
promoters of The Pill and naive physicians have been encouraged, widely dis-
tributed, scientifically inflated, maximized and extolled, whereas unfavorable
findings have either been ignored, suppressed, rationalized, minimized or ridi-
culed.” The net result seen by Dr. Ratner “was that the real users of The Pill,
the middle and upper classes of the U.S., were seduced away from well estab-
lished and safe means of birth control.”
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The substance of the Clark-Ratner indictment once was turned against The
New York Times by Gershon Rolnick, a reader in Brooklyn, who made a tally
of stories on The Pill and found a far smaller emphasis on safety than on
such aspects as the happiness of sexually liberated and always ready co-eds,
secretaries, and housewives, the pronouncements of clerics, and the alleged
therapeutic benefits. Replying, Turner Catledge, then executive editor, told Rol-
nick that the Times “has tried to inform its readers about all important
aspects of the question of oral contraceptives. It intends to continue to report
accurately on all newsworthy events.” Well over a year after this exchange, in
April, 1968, the Times disposed of the momentous report of the British Medical
Research Council with a six-paragraph story on page 86, next to the ship
arrivals. Four months earlier, on January 7, 1968, a Times specialist on The
Pill, Jane K. Brody, pronounced it nothing less than the “perfect” contracep-
tive. This evaluation was made in the first sentence of her article. The second
sentence made clear that by “perfect” she meant “foolproof.” This is not the
exclusive criterion for perfection:; shooting the mother might also be a “fool-
proof” method of contraception.

Miss Brody’s enthusiasm for The Pill was shared by Dr. John Rock, one of
its principal developers, probably its leading proselytizer and a Roman Catho-
lic, whose scientific illogic has been treated by the 7Times and other news
media as seriously as his disputes with the Vatican. In the January, 1968,
Family C’ircle, which about 7 million housewives carried home from supermar-
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