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In Reply —The term “officially censured” refers to a reso-
lution adopted by the AMA House of Delegates in June 1990
and noted In UT Darnaras leLler. LOLLIAry (0 Darnara s
statement, this resolution was debated fully in a Reference
Committee hearing at which Barnard was present and at
which he was given several opportunities to present his views
in full. The Reference Committee heard overwhelming sup-
port for passage of this resolution and consequently recom-
mended that it be included on the consent calendar for ap-
proval by the AMA House of Delegates. This procedure is
traditionally reserved for those resolutions that the Refer-
ence Committee believes have strong and obvious support.
The House of Delegates had ample opportunity to remove
this item of business from the consent calendar for specific
discussion on the floor of the House of Delegates but chose
instead to move for passage. The resolution was passed with-
out dissenting vote and is now official AMA policy.

The PCRM has failed to gain widespread acceptance among
the medical community and its membership represents less
than 0.005% of the total US physician population. The over-
whelming majority of physicians (more than 97%) support the
use of animals in research. The AMA advocates—and has
always advocated—the humane and responsible treatment of
animals, But we are committed to defending the rights of
patients to receive the best possible medical care. In their
zeal to promote animal rights, PCRM shortchanges patients.
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