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THE NEED TO DEVELOP EDUCATION AND
TRAINING PROGRAMS ON THE MEDICAL
RESPONSES TO THE CONSEQUENCES OF
TERRORIST ACTIVITIES

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 2001

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGATIONS,

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room
334, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Stephen E. Buyer (chair-
man of the subcommittee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Buyer, Carson, and Hill.
Also present: Represenatatives Smith, Evans, Snyder, and Shaw.

OPENING STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN BUYER

Mr. BUYER. This hearing will come to order.
This is the Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations of the

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
Good morning.
Today’s hearing will examine a very important question which

affects not only those of us in this room, but all Americans.
We must answer the fundamental question: Is the U.S. medical

community prepared for biological, chemical, and radiological acts
of terrorism?

Since September 11th, our country has been in a constant state
of fear and anxiety of not only flying the so-called friendly skies,
but also opening our mail.

We are fighting a two-front war, not only here in America, but
also abroad. It is clear our health care providers are not resourced
or trained with the proper tools to detect, diagnose, and treat cas-
ualties in the face of biological, chemical, and radiological weapons.

The purpose of this hearing is to review the critical roles that the
VA and DOD should play in providing our Nation’s medical stu-
dents and the current health care professionals with the education
and training programs necessary to respond to terrorist activities.

Before I continue with my statement, I would like to extend a
warm welcome to our distinguished panelists.

I know Adm. Eisold is presently here, and we are waiting on two
members, Dave Weldon of Florida and John Cooksey of Louisiana.

I would like to extend a special welcome to Adm. Eisold, who is
our Attending Physician to Congress.
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Since the Office of the Attending Physician was established in
1928, this will be the first time someone in your position, Adm.
Eisold, will testify before a House committee or a Senate commit-
tee.

However, given the importance of the subject matter of this hear-
ing, and your personal and professional interests over these last
weeks, I know it is critically important and the perspective that
you have to share with us on this critical subject will be
substantive.

I also would like to recognize two physicians who are on the front
lines in this medical war on terrorism.

First is Dr. Susan Matcha, who diagnosed and treated two em-
ployees at a Washington, DC area Postal facility who contracted
the anthrax virus.

Second is Dr. Carlos Omenaca, who diagnosed and successfully
treated one of the first victims of inhalation anthrax in the Miami,
FL area.

A welcome should also be extended to the VA Deputy Under Sec-
retary for Health, Dr. Fran Murphy, and her staff.

Dr. Val Hemming, the Dean of F. Edward Hébert School of Medi-
cine at the Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences
(USUHS).

Dr. Edward Hill of the American Medical Association.
Dr. Jordan Cohen of the American Association of Medical

Colleges.
Dr. Martin Blaser of New York University.
They are all here today because this hearing will provide us, as

well as the American public, with information crucial to the new
war on terrorism.

Your testimony will help the subcommittee better understand the
alleged shortcomings of the medical community’s educational insti-
tutions and how the VA and DOD can assist and coordinate exper-
tise to help a new generation of doctors detect, diagnose, and treat
these new threats to public health.

Experts have been warning us for years that our health care sys-
tem is not prepared for a chemical, biological, and radiological
event that terrorists or otherwise.

I would like to share with you a foretelling statement made by
Dr. Tara O’Toole in 1999. Dr. O’Toole, a senior fellow at the Center
for Biodefense Studies at Johns Hopkins University, said, I quote,
‘‘Media coverage of modern epidemics will have a profound influ-
ence on the outcome of response efforts should a biological attack
occur. The number of people who were ill and in need of hospital
care would likely be exceeded by the individuals seeking care, be-
cause they were fearful of being sick.’’

And I believe that this was the public response to the recent an-
thrax attacks. I firmly believe that physicians and the entire health
care community must be educated about the potentially devastat-
ing consequences of terrorism and the critical role that health care
providers must play in addressing such attacks.

It is essential that health care providers can recognize the basic
clinical manifestations and treatment of diseases caused by these
weapons of mass destruction.
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Our civilian health care system must develop effective and prac-
tical responses to these deadly weapons. They must do this through
planning, training, and preparation for further terrorist attacks.

This is why I introduced H.R. 3254, the Medical Education for
National Defense in the 21st Century.

I would like to thank the Chairman of our Full Committee, Chris
Smith, and Lane Evans, Ranking Democratic Member, Michael
Bilirakis, the Committee’s Vice Chairman, Cliff Stearns, Vice
Chairman of the Health Subcommittee and John McHugh, the
Chairman of the Subcommittee on Military Personnel, and this
subcommittee’s ranking member, Vic Snyder.

This legislation proposes to create a partnership between the VA
and DOD and tasks these two agencies to develop and disseminate
a program to both our current medical professionals and current
medical students in the Nation’s medical schools.

We already have a nexus in place between the medical univer-
sities, where there is a VA hospital in close proximity, and this is
what we plan to tap into.

The combination of the DOD’s expertise in the field of treating
casualties resulting from unconventional attack and the VA’s infra-
structure of 171 medical centers, 800 clinics, satellite broadcasting
capabilities, and a preexisting affiliation with 80 medical schools,
will enable the current and future medical professionals in this en-
tire country to become knowledgeable and medically competent in
the treatment of casualties of weapons of mass destruction.

We cannot afford to assume that our country will never have to
experience a massive biological, chemical, or radiological attack.

We must act to ensure that if the worst of our fears are realized,
our medical professionals will be ready and able to effectively re-
spond to such fallout.

An American Association of American Colleges Reporter article
in December 1998 quotes an issue of military medicine that says
‘‘Even military physicians, who should be more prepared than civil-
ian doctors, aren’t sure about their capability of handling such a
situation.’’

The June 1998 issue of Military Medicine reported that only 19
percent of military physicians were confident about providing care
in a ‘‘NBC’’ situation.

The majority of those confident few, or 53 percent, were USUHS
graduates.

And, Dean, if you have any comments on that article, I would ap-
preciate that.

It is not the intent of this legislation to create a new community
standard of practice. We must recognize that diseases, such as
smallpox, botulism, and the plague are not normally seen or treat-
ed by clinicians around the country.

I noticed this morning in the press that one of the families, a
postal worker, has already obtained a lawyer and filed suit over
that death.

The physicians all across the country, family physicians, aren’t
looking for anthrax, they are not looking for botulism, smallpox,
and that type of thing.

So I just want to make sure that, and be on the record as far
as legislative intent, I am not interested in setting new community
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standards here with regard to health care, nor am I trying to lay
a groundwork for trial lawyers out there.

I think it is extremely important that we disseminate the exper-
tise that we have so that the doctors, in their diagnostic analysis,
begin to think about other things than what they normally consider
in their family practices.

At this time, I will turn to Ms. Carson, the ranking member, for
any comments that she may have.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JULIA CARSON

Ms. CARSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Welcome to
our distinguished guests and witnesses.

The stated purpose of this hearing is to address the need to edu-
cate this Nation’s medical students and current health profes-
sionals to diagnose and treat casualties when weapons of mass de-
struction have been used.

There may be a missing element hidden somewhere in that ap-
proach, because grasping the scope of this particular problem is an
untidy task.

A weapon of mass destruction can take many forms. The aircraft
that struck the World Trade Center Towers and the Pentagon were
weapons of mass destruction in every sense.

Yet, they were not nuclear, radiological, biological, or chemical,
in the sense that I think we want to capture at this hearing.

If we are concerned about NBC agents, nuclear, biological, and
chemical agents, one would hope to find that the DOD, in its prepa-
ration of medical personnel for conflict in dirty environments, is
ready to recognize and treat the effects of NBC warfare.

Of course, the employment of NBC agents may not be a terrorist
act in armed conflict. It may be part of the conflict.

Hearing testimony limiting the debate to only medical emer-
gencies that spring from terrorist attacks may be unnecessarily re-
strictive.

Blistering of the skin, for example, can occur from contact with
harsh chemicals. That may be the result of accident or terrorist.

Similarly, contact with some harmful biological substances can
spring from nature, accident, warfare, or terrorism.

The treatment, when the numbers of casualties are low, would
be essentially the same for all.

But I agree that the first step is recognition and diagnosis.
For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I like your recently introduced

bill, H.R. 3254. Clearly, your heart is in the right place with this
piece of legislation.

However, I would broaden the scope of the training in some re-
gards and not restrict it to events caused by terrorism.

I would think it important to be open in that regard. If, for in-
stance, salmonella is a natural agent, for example, it needs to be
recognized, reported and treated. Patterns need to be determined.

In this way, you can determine if the outbreak of the disease is
from a truckload of unwashed vegetables, a tainted container of
salad dressing, or a covert terrorism attack, as occurred a few
years ago in Oregon.
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We wholeheartedly agree on the need to sharpen diagnostic skills
to recognize and treat not only the old scourges, but emerging
scourges, as well.

Our subcommittee’s jurisdiction in this regard is married to the
VA and those Executive Branch agencies impacted by the VA’s so-
called fourth mission.

The most direct interface in this regard, because of Public Law
97–174, is the DOD. I think it is shortsighted to limit any acceler-
ated cooperative training program to only the VA and the DOD.

I would speculate that the DOD is currently better prepared at
the present for the full spectrum of NBC problems than are their
non-DOD counterparts.

Medical personnel nationwide in both public health and in the
private sector must also hone those NBC diagnostic skills. This in-
cludes the VA.

Mr. Chairman, if it is your position that the DOD could be an
excellent mentor, having already established medical training cur-
ricula in this area, I would tend to agree.

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned whenever any single agency or
pair of agencies attempt to react to a problem of national impact
and national importance alone when there could be a greater col-
lective pool of information.

The wider you cast your net of trained observers, the more data
points you are likely to collect. It would be more likely that the VA
and DOD together could recognize patterns and disease outbreaks
than could the VA alone.

Similarly, enhancing the scope of data collectors and reporting
physicians to the private sector would enhance the ability of epi-
demiologists to spot patterns.

And to use my previous example, once the cases of salmonella
begin cropping up at different locations, someone has to recognize
that those patterns are arising.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, let me expand our nets not only to en-
hance the coordination between the DOD and the VA, but also en-
courage the DOD and the VA to coordinate and cooperate with
other agencies in all levels of government to assure that we are col-
lecting and reporting useful information.

Too often, we try to manage one agency and fix a broad scale
problem. We need to coordinate to speak and plan across the full
spectrum.

Terrorism speaks to a public at risk. By enhancing coordination,
we reduce those risks. If someone had told the postal equipment re-
pair people in Indianapolis that they would soon receive postal
equipment from the east that had been contaminated by anthrax,
there would have been far less disruption in my district.

Coordinate, cooperate, and think.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you for your constructive comments.
Before I yield to other members for comments, I will put this in

perspective for everyone.
The legislation that I introduced and the purpose of this hearing

is a piece of a larger picture. Kennedy-Frist introduced a bill on the
Senate side with regard to bioterrorism.

The Commerce Committee, which I also sit on, and the Health
Subcommittee, we are putting together a legislative package that
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will address not only bioterrorism, but, also, chemical and radio-
logical agents.

It is a comprehensive bill and what we are discussing here today
is a piece of that legislation.

So this is not just isolated.
The chairman of the full committee, Mr. Smith.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,
CHAIRMAN, FULL COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want to
thank you for convening this very important hearing and I want
to commend you for your leadership not only on this panel, but on
national security matters, as well, throughout the entirety of your
career, and we thank you for that.

It is now just about 2 months since the September 11 attacks
that have forever changed the world that we live in.

The pain and the suffering and the individual and collective grief
of that horrific day was still tender when we were attacked once
again, this time through our postal system by way of anthrax.

My congressional district includes the city of Trenton and Hamil-
ton Township, New Jersey, where the three known anthrax letters
originated.

So I am especially interested in hearing from today’s witnesses
what their recommendations in shaping national policy are to more
quickly and effectively detect and, if necessary, respond to any fu-
ture attacks.

This was the first time our Nation has ever experienced bio-
terrorism, but I fear it will not be the last. It is a matter of when
and not if, because there are so many cruel people out there who
are willing to use these despicable means to kill.

That is why I want to especially, again, commend Chairman
Buyer for holding today’s hearing and for introducing H.R. 3254,
the Medical Education for National Defense in the 21st Century
Act.

This legislation, which I am proud to co-sponsor, establishes a
joint VA-DOD program for educating our Nation’s health care pro-
fessionals to detect, diagnose, and treat victims of biological, chemi-
cal, and radiological terrorism.

As Chairman Buyer pointed out, and I can attest from my direct
experience relating to those attacks in New Jersey, there is a dan-
gerous and enormous gap in our medical knowledge that has to be
filled.

We need to maximize the national resources that already exist,
such as the Department of Defense’s Uniformed Services Univer-
sity of the Health Sciences, and the VA’s extensive health care
infrastructure.

As many of you already know, the VA has already been tasked
with the job of training public and private medical center personnel
in responding to biological, chemical, or radiological events under
the National Medical Disaster System.

H.R. 3254 is another logical step in that direction.
Let me also point out that I have introduced legislation, H.R.

3253, the National Medical Emergency Preparedness Act of 2000,
which addresses another important aspect of this problem, that of
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increasing the knowledge base of biological, chemical, and radio-
logical hazards.

I was amazed, when we were hit with this terrible anthrax, that
there was no real clear protocol, there was no predictability as to
how this had to be answered.

When do you close a building? What kind of testing do you do?
Who is in charge?

We had our head of the health department, working with CDC
and others, and it was not clear who actually was the quarterback,
if you will.

Those kinds of protocols need to be established and form a base,
not a ceiling. Obviously, they could be added to, but to form a base,
so that we know with some predictability and with some uniformity
what happens if smallpox or some other terrible hazard is
unleashed.

H.R. 3253 will create four new medical preparedness centers to
research and develop methods of detection, diagnosis, vaccination,
protection, and treatment for these threats.

These centers would serve both as direct research centers, as
well as coordinating centers for ongoing and new research at other
government agencies and research facilities.

Let me also point out to my colleagues that there is ample prece-
dent and experience within the VA for providing them with this
new or expanded mission.

Through their extensive medical research programs, the VA al-
ready has expertise in diagnosing and treating viral diseases with
devastating health consequences, such as HIV and Hepatitis C.

Furthermore, the VA currently operates two war related illness
centers tasked with developing specialized treatments for those ill-
nesses and injuries particular to war time.

In essence, these new centers would similarly study those ill-
nesses and injuries most likely to come from a terrorist attack
using a weapon of mass destruction.

I would also like to recognize at this point Ken Mizrach, the Di-
rector of New Jersey’s VA Health Care, who will be testifying later
on in the hearing.

Ken was an invaluable aid and help in helping to secure anti-
biotics for the postal workers who were potentially exposed to an-
thrax in New Jersey.

Just to recap, briefly. Around 6 p.m. on Tuesday, October 23, in
the heat of the anthrax crisis, my office received a panic phone call,
informing us that the hospital that had been tasked with treating
postal employees would run out of Cipro within 24 hours, leaving
hundreds of postal workers without access to this prescribed
medication.

Immediately, I called Ken, who offered his full assistance and co-
operation, without any hesitation.

For the next 3-plus hours, Ken worked the phones, and I, I
worked the phones, as well, but he was able to make contacts with
VA and others.

Finally, we had it set, or he had it set to bring Cipro, some
50,000 tablets, from a VA cache out in Illinois. It would have been
there the next day, as those postal employees showed up for their
medication.
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But, thankfully, other phone calls he made finally yielded the
CDC to bring forward the 50,000, and I was amazed that we had
to do this. Why wasn’t this just a given?

In conversations that I have had with the Postmaster General,
in his office 2 weeks ago, he told me they had a similar incident
here, where 250 or so postal workers went to the place where the
medication was to be disseminated, only to find there were no bags
of Cipro available.

They went back on the bus, very discouraged and worried for an
additional 24 hours, until they got it.

Again, I want to thank Ken for his work and I do think the VA
is a much under-utilized asset in this entire endeavor, and, hope-
fully, all of the policy-makers, not just on this committee, but our
new head of the Home Land Security, Tom Ridge, who used to
serve on this committee and others, will realize they need to use
this great asset. It is our fourth mission.

Again, I want to thank the Chairman for having this important
hearing, and yield back.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Evans.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. LANE EVANS, RANKING DEMO-
CRATIC MEMBER, FULL COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’
AFFAIRS

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Terror has reached the home front, and we must be prepared.

Building a more robust medical capacity to deal with domestic ter-
rorism is one item we can afford.

Our medical people must recognize biological, chemical, and radi-
ological agents and their effects. They must be able to treat these
medical problems that result from that exposure, and they must re-
port their findings so that patterns, if present, can be detected.

It is fine if they ask, ‘‘Was this terrorism,’’ but in the initial
stages, that question may be overshadowed by the immediate need
to recognize, report, and treat the problems caused by these agents.

Because the problem may not be readily apparent, it may take
days or weeks to determine that the cause was terrorism, in fact.

Enhancing medical training in clinics, clinician understanding is
an essential step to treat the consequences of terrorist attacks that
employ NBC agents.

With more robust training in the medical schools, physicians will
be better prepared. As a result of enhanced training and ability to
recognize, treat, and report, surveillance will be enhanced, surveil-
lance not only for the problems springing from those specified
agents, but surveillance for infectious diseases, as well.

This will strengthen our medical capacity nationwide.
Just two other points I would like to raise. We worked together

on the Persian Gulf War issue, of whether agents had been used
against our troops, and that was a long, tough battle to follow
through on, but I respect you for leading that charge and I think
it gives us a better base of information now that we consider the
most recent crisis.

I think the Admiral deserves a round of applause for the work
that he has done, and all his staff, during this very difficult period.
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Admiral, we salute you and thank you very much for helping us
out through this tough time.

I yield back.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Mr. Hill?
Dr. Snyder, I would like to thank you and your colleagues, as the

original co-sponsor of the legislation, as the ranking member, along
with John McHugh. And to all the witnesses, this is how we make
law. We bring in the experts. We lay out a marker. You tell us
what you think about it, give us your expertise. We go back and
we rework legislation. That doesn’t mean we have all the answers,
and your expertise will be very helpful to us as we try to improve
public health.

I now call our first panel, and we will ask for Dr. Cooksey.

STATEMENTS OF HON. JOHN COOKSEY, A REPRESENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF LOUISIANA; HON. DAVE
WELDON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE
STATE OF FLORIDA; AND JOHN F. EISOLD, ATTENDING PHY-
SICIAN TO CONGRESS, REAR ADMIRAL, UNITED STATES
NAVY MEDICAL CORPS

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN COOKSEY

Dr. COOKSEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is good to be back.
I was a former member of this committee in my first term, and it
is a very important committee. You do great work.

I want to open up by saying that health care, medical education,
medical treatment is really an emphasis of the times that the edu-
cation is being rendered.

When I was in medical school in the 1960s, the emphasis was on
cancer, heart disease, infectious disease. I was in a city in New Or-
leans where both medical schools had schools of tropical medicine,
because of our proximity to the Central and South American area,
where they have a lot of infectious diseases.

When I was in the Air Force, we dealt with nuclear accidents,
not the bombing itself, but just the accident that could occur if
someone let a nuclear weapon roll out of the back of a truck or an
airplane, and it was called a broken arrow.

I happened to be on the IG team the last 6 months I was in the
Air Force, and I was at a base in southern California, and a former
medical student, a classmate of mine was there, and I failed him
and his whole organization because they did not meet the criteria
for helping a broken arrow, and he is still mad at me about it.

But those were the times that we dealt with. The times are dif-
ferent. The age of innocence for the United States and the rest of
the world in regard to terrorism is over.

In 1980, I was in Europe doing some surgery lectures in the U.K.
and in Germany and I was struck by the fact that I went through
the airport there and I saw armed guards with machine guns.

It took us 20 years before our terrorism reached the point and
today we have armed guards with machine guns.

Well, what about medical education? What is the emphasis of the
time for the 21st Century?
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I feel that your legislation is on the leading edge of the times,
and I think it is very germane legislation. I think it could be very
important legislation.

The emphasis now will have to be on weapons of mass destruc-
tion, of course, bioterrorism.

We have entities and agencies within government that are in a
position to do this and have already made plans to do these. I vis-
ited the CDC last Tuesday. I understand that another political fig-
ure was there 2 days later, the President of the United States, the
Commander in Chief.

But they do great things at the CDC in Atlanta and they actually
have plans, contingency plans, and yet I feel that they could and
should and will be an important factor in our future plans in deal-
ing with weapons of mass destruction.

But what about VA hospitals? What about VA education? The
two medical schools that are in New Orleans and the medical
schools all over the country, in most cases, have a VA hospital, a
Veterans’ hospital in proximity of those medical schools.

The VA hospitals provide a major part of the educational process
that medical students learn when they are in these medical
schools, and yet the military, Department of Defense VA hospitals,
provide something extra that we often do not get in medical school.

This goes back to the history of military medicine. As bad as
wars are, there is usually something good that comes out of wars
and there is some learning that is done out of each war.

If you go back to Napoleon’s time, it was Napoleon’s medical per-
sonnel, his physicians and surgeons who learned the importance of
debreed, we call it debreedment, and if someone gets a wound, we
now clean up that wound.

I never did this while I was in the Air Force. When I was work-
ing in East Africa, I helped take care of a person that stepped on
a land mine, and that is a cruel weapon, and you spend a lot of
your time debreeding what is left of the limbs and the extremities
and the face after a land mine injury.

The great scourge of the Civil War was similar injuries and
there, in that war, there were a lot of amputations done, some that
were necessary, some that maybe were not necessary, but that was
something that came out of the Civil War.

World War I, there were more people that died in that time pe-
riod from influenza, the great influenza epidemic of that period
than died from World War I.

World War II, the great medicine that came out of that was peni-
cillin. It was the first really good medicine.

The Vietnam War, when I was in the Air Force, when I was in
the military, when Dr. Snyder was in the military, he was a Ma-
rine then and the Marines are the guys that eat bullets, not us Air
Force guys.

But the thing that came out of there, from a health care stand-
point, was triage and treatment of trauma.

Well, I think it is very appropriate that your legislation be di-
rected at this current problem of our times, which is weapons of
mass destruction.

I think, however, that I would urge you, as you consider this leg-
islation, to do everything you can to bring all of the existing agen-
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cies and organizations that are in place to coordinate their efforts,
and I think that it is perfectly appropriate that, as your legislation
directs, that the Department of Defense, the Uniformed Services
University of the Health Sciences, which is basically military for
soldiers, be actively involved in this.

And this is not just because of the historical tradition, but it is
because people in uniform have to have this.

But bring in the CDC, bring in the medical specialities, bring in
the AMA, and bring in all the wonderful resources we have in this
country, and we can face the scourge of our time, which is terror-
ism, bioterrorism, weapons of mass destruction that are inflicted
upon civilians and military people, as well.

So I compliment you on your legislation. I think it is germane,
it is important, and, most importantly, it will save lives.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Dr. Cooksey. Adm. Eisold.

STATEMENT OF JOHN F. EISOLD

Adm. Eisold. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Dr. John F. Eisold,
Rear Admiral, Medical Corps, United States Navy, Attending Phy-
sician to Congress.

On October 15, 2001, my office, along with the Capitol Police, re-
sponded to an anthrax incident in Senator Daschle’s office.

Thank you for inviting me to share with you some of my
thoughts about our response and the importance of education and
training in consequence management.

Issues regarding weapons of mass destruction do not merely in-
volve security issues with investigative and prosecutorial compo-
nents.

They are true medical events that require specific clinical re-
sponse that must be taught, learned, and practiced.

It is no different than learning how to approach other medical
conditions, such as heart disease.

The management of WMD events occurs at several levels, which
include preparation, first response, public health response, and in-
dividual provider response.

While each individual level requires a different knowledge base,
a basic level of understanding is required by everybody.

Let me briefly review each level.
My office provides the first responses for all medical emergencies

and WMD events on Capitol Hill. To be ready for such an event
as the October 15 anthrax incident, my personnel have had regular
training in responding to chemical and biological terrorist events.

This training has been done in coordination with the Capital
Police.

In addition, we had an initial cache of medicine readily available
to use in such an event. My office also had adequate testing sup-
plies and had already identified a reference lab capable of process-
ing samples.

Furthermore, relationships were in place to be able to tap into
a full Federal or local health department response should backup
have been required.
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This was our state of readiness on October 15. In a situation
where an incident can rapidly overwhelm the resources of an indi-
vidual clinic, such as mine, rapid reinforcements are necessary.

Within a day, we began to coordinate our efforts with Federal re-
sources. Soon, the Office of Emergency preparedness, under the De-
partment of Health and Human Services, the Centers for Disease
control, the National Institutes of Health, Department of Defense
personnel from all uniformed services, and multiple additional gov-
ernment labs were available for consequence management.

The Commissioner of Health for the District of Columbia offered
assistance on the first day of the incident. I indicated that I would
rely on the Federal response, not knowing what was about to befall
the District.

Overall, the support I got was immediate, adequate, and re-
flected a superb level of preparedness on behalf of the Federal Gov-
ernment and the Department of Defense.

This is the standard for which state and local governments
should strive.

Health care providers must acquire the knowledge to be able to
handle the medical consequences of WMD incidents. Victims will
present in offices and emergency rooms for treatment.

Signs and symptoms need to be recognized, diagnoses need to be
made, and proper protocols and algorithms need to be employed to
ensure quality and expeditious care.

Although the body of knowledge exists and many guidelines al-
ready are available, the importance of including this knowledge in
continuing medical education has been lacking until now.

My experience with the October 15 anthrax incident has been
gratifying with respect to the professional way in which local and
distant providers responded.

They wanted timely information and up-to-date, up-to-minute
guidance. They wanted to share with each other and learn from our
experience.

Numerous phone calls and a daily District-wide conference call
addressed many probing issues, as providers struggled to provide
their patients with the best medical care.

In fact, on October 27, I spoke at an infectious disease sympo-
sium on bioterrorism, with over 400 people in attendance.

The events surrounding the October 15 incident demonstrated
pressing need for heightened awareness within the medical commu-
nity.

Health care providers throughout the country have proven to be
eager self-starters, who will learn if given the tools and oppor-
tunity.

I have been involved with medical education throughout my ca-
reer, now serving in my 25th year as a member of the teaching fac-
ulty at the Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences
(USUHS).

WMD issues have been a part of the medical curriculum at
USUHS and the curriculum provides a template for our Nation’s
medical schools and graduate medical institutions.

The entire medical community must take the lead in the develop-
ment of such training, however. Medical curricula, rigid as they
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can be, follow tried and true academic principles that respond to
the needs in the community.

For instance, when I was in training, alternative medicine, nutri-
tion, genetic engineering, et cetera, were not in my medical school
curriculum, but they are now.

When a valid medical training need is identified, the professional
organizations that guide medical training, like the AMA, the Amer-
ican Association of Medical Colleges, numerous specialty societies,
the Accreditation Council on Graduate Medical Education, the Liai-
son Committee for Medical Education, resident review committees,
et cetera, will find ways to incorporate such training into standard
curricula.

Medical educators and health care providers are dedicated pro-
fessionals who will do the right thing and accomplish this vital
task, I am sure.

In summary, the October 15 anthrax incident on Capitol Hill
highlighted the need for training in WMD threats for the average
practitioner.

I am sure there is a need for many local health departments and
first responders to look at their preparation, as well.

These WMD issues are daunting, but manageable, with proper
training.

Clearly, there is a need for a partnership between the medical
community and Federal, state, and local agencies. It is an impor-
tant task ahead and I hope that the proper balance can be found.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Adm. Eisold appears on p. 72.]
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Dr. Weldon.

STATEMENT OF HON. DAVE WELDON

Dr. WELDON. I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for inviting me
here to speak. and I want to commend you on the work you did in
drafting this bill, and I also want to commend the gentleman from
Arkansas, Mr. Snyder.

I have instructed my staff to sign me onto the bill. I think it is
a very good legislative product.

I additionally want to associate myself with the remarks of Mr.
Evans of Illinois, commending the House Attending Physician on
the work he did, and I want to just add to that the tremendous
help of Dr. Greg Martin and his work. He is the Chief of Infectious
Disease at Bethesda.

I know when I was getting a lot of questions from colleagues in
the House about these issues, he was very helpful to me as a re-
source that I could go to and then disseminate information to mem-
bers of the House.

I attended medical school at the State University of New York
at Buffalo, School of Medicine. The VA Medical Center is right
across the street.

I did a fair amount of my training there at the VA Medical Cen-
ter. This is not unique throughout the United States. You high-
lighted this issue in your opening comments.

There is an intimate relationship between the VA system and
medical education throughout the United States, and that is why
I think the VA can be used as a resource by the Federal Govern-
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ment to get information out to the medical profession on the criti-
cal issues of nuclear and biological and chemical terrorist attacks.

I attended medical school on a health profession scholarship with
the United States Army and did my internship and residency at
Letterman Army Medical Center.

I received some nuclear, biological, chemical, we called it NBC
training while I was on active duty, and I must say that the stu-
dents—and this was back in the early 1980s, as the first graduat-
ing class from the Uniformed Services University of the Health
Sciences (USUHS) was just entering their residency, and I did my
residency with some of them.

And the training that they received at USUHS, I thought, was
very, very helpful to the mission of the military when I was on ac-
tive duty. They clearly had a better knowledge base of these kinds
of issues.

So their ability to export the information that they have, I think,
could prove to be very, very useful.

When I left the Army, I went into private practice and I did pri-
mary care, but I was in large medical group and we had one infec-
tious disease specialist in the group, and I was paired up with him
on the call schedule and I covered him on weekends.

So by virtue of that, I ended up having to cover him when he was
on vacation and every other weekend. So I ended up having to be-
come somewhat conversant in that specialty arena, reading the in-
fectious disease literature.

Now, at that time, most of the things we were dealing with was
AIDS and certainly it wasn’t this kind of issue.

But nonetheless, I think I can bring a little bit of perspective to
this whole discussion that you are going down.

As a health care professional, as a physician, as somebody who
has some experience practicing infectious disease and primary care,
and I would say, basically, this.

I think your bill, as drafted, is a fairly good product. The only
constructive thing that I would add is the possibility of you bring-
ing in the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Veterans
Affairs, I would consider bringing HHS in.

They have a lot of expertise in this arena. Training medical stu-
dents and residents I don’t believe is going to be adequate. We are
going to need to train practicing physicians out there and that is
where I think the agencies under HHS can be helpful, bringing
some of the resources they have to bear to get practicing physicians
trained.

I would just add a couple of additional points. Primary care pro-
viders, the focus should be on early recognition and management
should be focused, I think, particularly, in the case of biologicals,
to specialists in infectious disease.

A good example, as I understand, one of the early cases that
came in the hospital down in south Florida, it was, I believe, a pri-
mary care physician who actually admitted the patient, recognized
that he had a pneumonia, and then an infectious disease consult-
ant was actually called in, and that is the kind of scenario you
could see playing out in some of these cases, where a primary care
provider is the one sort of on the front line and the specialist is
the one who is actually following up on it.
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With that, I will close my opening comments, and I would be
very happy to field any questions, if any of you have any for me.

Thank you very much.
Mr. BUYER. Adm. Eisold, you mentioned that a basic level of un-

derstanding is required by everyone in the medical field.
Let me say this to the three witnesses. What we are trying to

envision here is something that sometimes causes a paralysis.
As Americans, we can focus on something at the moment and we

can be very good, but then when there is a calm, we relax our-
selves.

We can focus and fight a war and then when the war is over, we
think we can disarm and things are going to be just fine and we
go do something else.

The vision I have of this is that the military health delivery sys-
tem always must have the focus on military medical preparedness.

So as we coordinate this afternoon, we will coordinate with the
Health Subcommittee of the Energy and Commerce Committee,
which is developing this comprehensive legislation, we will coordi-
nate, and I take your recommendations to heart.

We are coordinating with Secretary Thompson of HHS, with Dr.
Don Henderson, who is the director of the newly created Office of
Public Health Preparedness, but there is something about having
DOD and the VA work with those 80 teaching hospitals that are
out there.

Dr. Weldon or Dr. Cooksey, have you been through any of these
teaching hospitals? Do you have some expertise that you can share
with us?

Dr. WELDON. I have, yes. I think you are absolutely right, and
I was alluding to that in the beginning of my opening comments.

I can just hearken back to my medical training in Buffalo. The
VA hospital was right across the street. It was huge, and a sub-
stantial portion of the faculty at the medical school had staff posi-
tions at the VA.

The way I see it is the DOD has a lot of the expertise and you
can take the knowledge and expertise in the DOD and help move
it into the VA system, and through the VA system to you have the
ability to get it out throughout the medical profession.

I could very easily see, at most of the VA Medical Centers, a
symposium being put on in the next 6 to 12 months, where physi-
cians in the community will be able to come in and attend a course,
get continuing medical education credits for it, and get basic train-
ing on the whole gamut of issues.

In the case of primary care providers, they need to be able to rec-
ognize things like tularemia, anthrax, smallpox, diseases they have
never seen, and they need to be able to recognize it in a very early
stage.

I think there has to be more sophisticated training for infectious
disease specialists and public health officials in how you manage
these diseases as people progress through the normal cycle of the
disease and the public health response, but the VA, I think, is ex-
tremely well positioned to play a very, very critical role.

If you want to quickly get people educated, the VA, coordinating
with America’s existing medical colleges, they can educate a lot of
people very, very quickly on these issues.
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Dr. COOKSEY. Let me respond to your question, too.
As a practical matter, the hospitals, the civilian hospitals in this

country, the civilian health care, is going to be focused on the dis-
eases that patients come in with, and that emphasis is going to be
on something other than patients that are victims of weapons of
mass destruction, bioterrorism, chemical, infectious disease, and so
forth.

So that is the reason we have always had to depend on the
military.

I spent a lot of time on infectious disease when I was in school
in New Orleans and then I worked in East Africa. I was in Sierra
Leone last year on a ward where they had something similar to the
Ebola virus.

When you are exposed to these, you learn to take precautions
and you usually come out without getting an infection, but even
though I have been exposed to a lot of this and been involved in
management of some of these patients, when this problem oc-
curred, we all turned to the military man, to Adm. Eisold, who is
really a physician who had the expertise, and he responded, and
I think the people in the military responded, the CDC.

The public looks to the government for solutions to problems like
this.

So I think that is the reason that this is very appropriate and
it should be done. It is just that as a practical matter, civilian hos-
pitals are not going to put a lot of resources into this when they
have got patients coming in with cancer, high blood pressure, heart
disease.

But we have got to be prepared and I think it is appropriate that
the VA or the DOD do it.

Mr. BUYER. Adm. Eisold, you mentioned a couple of professional
organizations that guide medical training and said that they will
find ways to incorporate such training into a standard curricula.

They have had the knowledge for some time, but they have cho-
sen not to include it into a standard curricula.

We don’t want to mandate curriculum upon the medical schools,
but I do realize that when there is a nexus in place as VAs, as
teaching hospitals, we can be very persuasive to make sure that
that is done.

That is why we are proposing that this become a pillar, the foun-
dation for which other schools could follow.

Your opinion is welcome.
Adm. EISOLD. I would agree with you. The VA does provide a

very good focal point, where you can incorporate into the curricu-
lum probably a lot easier than other places, and work, for example,
with USUHS, which has a curriculum already, and to be able to
get the ball rolling.

In terms of the motivation to study this in medical schools, it is
not as high as it has been on the radar screen, so to speak. It has
not been there until now.

The urgency with which to do it comes from the individual
practitioner.

Again, I was very proud of all the doctors in the local area. They
just want to take care of their patients and if they don’t have the
tools available to them, they can’t.



17

So once they recognize the need, they tend to drive the system
through the professional organizations and on down.

I would like to think that without mandates, that medical schools
will rise to the occasion.

In point of fact, the word WMD just gets in the way of things.
In point of fact, we can legitimize the medical principles that are
involved here. If it is a chemical burn, it is a burn, it is a burn that
is taken care of any other way.

These are infections and infections cause fever and pneumonia,
skin rashes, and so on.

The medicine and the medical principles are not different. It is
just a matter of highlighting a couple of basic principles so that
people are more aware of what the particular diseases are.

But the management principles are unchanged. So I think once
people get over that hump that WMD is something really just asso-
ciated with the military and think of it as medical issues, we are
away ahead of the game.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Doctor.
Ms. Carson, recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. CARSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
First and foremost, I want to replicate the sentiments in terms

of Adm. Eisold, my high regard and my heartfelt appreciation for
all that you do for the United States Congress.

It is unsurpassed, and I want to personally thank you for being
there.

Number two, when I was going to church on Sunday, this blurb
came over the radio about another office in the Longworth House
Office Building, where my offices are, that had been found to be
positive for anthrax.

My staff keeps asking, ‘‘how secure can we feel?’’ We were out
of Longworth and then we were all cleared to go back in Long-
worth, and then there were more spores found.

Can you respond to that, please?
Adm. EISOLD. I certainly can respond to that. As you recall, the

Longworth had three offices that had what was felt to be cross-con-
taminated mail contamination, three offices out of the entire
building.

While those offices were being isolated, accidental contamination
happened to a fourth office. So that I just want to put that in per-
spective, that that was not something that just all of a sudden hap-
pened from some other letter or whatever.

It really was an accidental response from the workers.
But to answer the more fundamental question, once you have

that cross-contamination evidence in the building, is the rest of the
building safe to go into?

I say yes, and I felt that way. That is why I toured the building,
when we reopened the building, and made sure that the places that
were isolated were secure and welcomed everybody else back in the
building.

There is a law of difference between the spill in Tom Daschle’s
office and the things that we are seeing in the post offices in the
local area, and whether it is New Jersey or here, as you tumble
downhill.
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So that I think that that is where all of us need to be reassured
and follow the science, that here we are 4 weeks out of the incident
here on the Hill and although we tested only 6,000 people here who
turned up negative all over the Hill, there were at least another
10,000 workers on the Hill at that time.

Now, we continue to worry about whether anybody is going to be-
come ill, but at the same time, as time goes by, you do become in-
creasingly comfortable that even though there may be spores
around, the public health risk has significantly decreased.

Ms. CARSON. One other quick question, Adm. Eisold.
I see changes around the Capitol complex, the barriers, security

checks, missing shrubbery, et cetera.
What kind of training is provided to your staff in the event of

a conventional terrorist attack? If you are able to share that with
us.

And in your opinion, should mass casualty care and other con-
ventional medical responses be included in any terrorism response
curriculum?

Adm. EISOLD. Right. I think that when I say WMD, I would in-
clude the regular terrorism with explosions and that sort of trau-
ma, as well.

Again, I would indicate that medical school curricula actually is
very good at this in terms of that is your basic triage, your basic
surgical techniques, and that sort of thing, which is already in the
curricula.

So that I am comfortable that that part of it is well spoken to.
It is the local health department response, to a large degree.

But otherwise, I am comfortable about that sort of thing, because
that is good basic surgery, and I would defer to a surgeon.

Ms. CARSON. I wanted to ask Dr. Weldon a question, in the time
that I have left.

Dr. Weldon, the first cases of anthrax exposure and illness were
your home state.

In your opinion, were the lines of communication between the
various Federal, state and local agencies up to the task of recogniz-
ing and reporting and treating these cases?

Is your district better prepared for the next WMD terrorist at-
tack?

Dr. WELDON. That is an excellent question. I think, initially, they
were not.

A lot of what has been going on throughout the Nation is learn-
ing as we go.

However, once they began to recognize what they were dealing
with, I think they responded extremely well. I think legislation is
needed and any legislative product that we pass out of here, out
of the Congress, should include a significant amount of funding for
some sort of a state block grant, because it ultimately falls to the
local health departments.

As you are probably familiar, in the counties in my Congres-
sional district, we have emergency response centers and they are
geared up to deal with hurricanes, in my case, in Florida, or floods
maybe in other areas.

I think we need to have nuclear, biological, chemical capabilities
in these state offices, in these county offices that we develop.



19

Can I just add a few comments about the Longworth situation?
Anthrax spores are about a half a micron in size. A micron is a

millionth of a meter. A meter is about a yard in size.
An envelope is a weave of cellulose fibers that has sort of like

a basket weave that has gaps that are 50 microns in size.
So those anthrax spores in that letter, in all the letters, the one

that went to New York, the one that went to Florida, and the one
to Daschle’s office, they were able to freely move out of that enve-
lope every time the envelope was touched or manipulated in any
way.

An anthrax spore is almost like a gas. If I had some in this cup
and I took the top off, they can actually start floating out. You just
agitate it a little bit and billions of them can start going in the air.

When they discovered anthrax in the Longworth building, as I
understand it, and the doctor can elaborate on this actually more
than I can, they swabbed these desks and then they had basically
like little four-by-four gauzes and then they put them in a test tube
with some solution, spun it down in the centrifuge, and extracted
fluid out, and then they put it on culture plates, and, in all of these
cases, they got very few colonies.

So it all suggests that there were very, very low levels of anthrax
in those offices and based on my medical knowledge, I am not sure
they actually constitute a health threat.

Very, very small levels of anthrax spores, unless it is actually in-
troduced into an open wound on your skin, does not consist of a sig-
nificant health threat.

Anthrax exists in the soil. There are certain areas of the country
where it is there. Now, not in the spore form. It is in the bacillus
form in the soil.

I just say all this to reassure you that I believe Adm. Eisold’s of-
fice is handling all of this appropriately and the evidence, possibly
even including the anthrax that they are discovering in some of the
other Federal buildings in the area, like the State Department,
could all be cross-contamination from that one heavily laced letter
that went to Senator Daschle’s office.

Now, they need to go through all the other mail and see if there
are other letters and we need to take all the necessary precautions,
but based on the data that I have looked at, the evidence suggests,
at least in the Longworth Building, it was cross-contamination.

Ms. CARSON. Thank you.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Mr. Smith, recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
I want to thank our very distinguished panel for their excellent

testimony, and the two docs who sit in the House of Representa-
tives are always providing their expertise. I think, a wealth of in-
formation, particularly on matters relating to health and medical
science, and today is no exception. So we are very grateful for your
testimony.

Adm. Eisold, I want to thank you especially for your professional,
effective responsive, and, above all, your leadership.

It probably saved, and this really has not been, I think, said
enough, you probably saved, by your preparedness and by your
prompt action, the lives of several Senate staffers.
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We know certainly from the Brentwood and the Washington ex-
perience, where there have been two deaths attributable to inhala-
tion anthrax, thankfully, the inhalation anthrax cases in New Jer-
sey, which were a little bit after down here, they have responded.

But your prompt action, especially since the letter, the Daschle
letter was opened and it became obvious that, there were airborne
particulates and airborne anthrax, probably saved the lives of sev-
eral staffers.

So for that, you deserve the highest praise and gratitude of ev-
eryone who works here and their families.

So, again, I want to thank you especially.
Let me also just ask a couple of very brief questions.
We had a hearing of the full committee about a month ago and

I asked a number of questions then about the whole issue of detec-
tion, and the answers were not fully addressed, because I think we
are all in a learning curve here, but recently Congressman Weldon
from Pennsylvania brought in a number of the providers or the
manufacturers of these different detection devices for both chemical
and biological.

One of those, the ruggedized advanced pathogen identification
device, a 50-pound suitcase-sized device that can tell in a matter
of minutes whether or not you’ve got some smallpox or some other
problem in proximity to where the testing is occurring.

We know that anthrax isn’t contagious, but smallpox and a whole
host of other things are, and this could be the precursor and the
harbinger of a lot of other terrible things that could be unleashed.

It seems to me, and I would appreciate your insight on this, that
we need to get into some heavy duty procurement of these kinds
of devices, obviously pick the best of the best, get the best price,
but get them out there in post offices, in buildings, in any site
where there is a high level of risk.

The second question would be in the area of first responders.
Obviously, you and your staff were adequately prepared, but it

seems to me that other agencies, including our Capitol Police, may
not have, or maybe they do, the kind of training, especially when
you have a contagious situation, like smallpox or some other device
or that might be chemical.

The issue of cross-contamination. The CDC in our area said no
problem, there is no cross-contamination, and it seemed to me to
be a no-brainer that if you have an envelope that is filled with this
one micron sized anthrax, that some might be on the outside, some
might bleed through the envelope.

I tried for 2 weeks to get the feeder stations that feed into Ham-
ilton Township checked and I was told repeatedly no problem,
there is no cross-contamination.

Finally, when we got it, after making a big fuss about it, they
found anthrax in four of those downtown stations, and these are
large post offices, obviously, but they feed into the larger Hamilton
facility.

So cross-contamination is something you might want to speak
about.

Finally, two things. Centers of excellence, the bill that I have in-
troduced, if you have any thoughts. Would the VA be a good place
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to put them, HHS, where? Because it seems to me we need to have
a Manhattan Project type focus.

Vaccinations? Are they something we should be promoting? And
then lessons learned, which basically your testimony is, but if you
could speak to some of that.

Adm. EISOLD. The learning curve is steep right now, and maybe
I will go from the reverse forward.

I think the idea of centers for excellence and a Manhattan
Project is obviously a good idea, and just bring all the parties to
the table and figure out what the right balance is and how to put
that together, because there are a lot of good people who are trying
to think of the same thing and the last thing we need is duplicative
efforts. We just want to get the right job.

The issue of cross-contamination, again, that learning curve went
up real fast, and so that there is no question about that.

The question that we are dealing with now is, and Dr. Weldon
alluded to it, is just how significant is it. How far, once you tumble
down the mail system, is that letter medically significant anymore?

The spores, you are never going to get. They are going to be out
there, to some degree. But at some point in time, they are insignifi-
cant.

The question of detection, there is a flurry of activity, as you can
imagine, in terms of research for rapid detection. So that I would
agree with you. Whatever device just needs to be refereed very
well, before we wholesale buy lots of them, but definitely.

And in terms of local training, it goes right down to the county
level. You have to have some sort of a response at the county level
to an event happening in your post office or someplace.

Mr. SMITH. The first responders.
Adm. EISOLD. The first responders. First responders, and right

down your local volunteer.
I would leave the vaccination issue to CDC, because that is a

king-size issue that takes a great deal of thought.
Dr. WELDON. I just want to add a couple of things to what Adm.

Eisold said.
Whenever you start vaccinating large numbers of people, even

low incidence adverse events become much more common because
you are vaccinating large numbers of people.

So if you’ve got a vaccine and only, say, one in 10,000 people has
an adverse event, well, if you go out and vaccinate a million people,
suddenly you are going to have a lot of folks with an adverse event,
and that is the issue you get into when you start talking about
vaccination.

On these rapid detection devices, the main thing that limits
them, they were originally developed for combat applications, the
main thing that limits them, most of them just detect a protein on
the coat of the viral or bacterial particle.

They have to get a lot on them to get a positive. So if you just
have very small quantities in the environment, some of these de-
vices—now, the particular product that was mentioned, it may per-
form better, but anything we look at in terms of a big Federal ef-
fort to go out and buy lots of these detectors, that has to be done
very, very carefully, so that they are used properly and that they
are going to work the way we intend them to work.
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To just put one of these things in a post office is not going to
work. You are going to have to put it in a place where it is going
to come in contact with mail or it is going to be in very close prox-
imity to mail as it moves through a machine.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Mr. Hill.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BARON P. HILL

Mr. HILL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to thank the panel
for coming and, in particular, Adm. Eisold. I want to thank you for
being a common voice in all of this.

I know my staff and myself, quite frankly, on October the 15th
didn’t know what we were dealing with and you provided a very
steady voice and gave us the reassurances we needed, and I want
to thank you for that.

In reading through my notes here and the materials that we
have, I notice that staff has made the comment it has become very
apparent that our health care professionals across the country are
not armed with the proper tools to diagnose and treat suspected ex-
posure to weapons of mass destruction.

Do you agree with that statement?
Adm. EISOLD. I would to that statement, to the effect that they

don’t associate the different types of weapons of mass destruction
with actual clinical principles they already know.

So that it is not that hard for people to adopt their basic medical
principles. They just need to know the vocabulary of weapons of
mass destruction and learn a few extra bacteria in their armamen-
tarium.

So I think it is their unfamiliarity with what they are dealing
with. They actually have the tools at their hand medically to take
care of the issues.

Mr. HILL. Well, what do we need to do then to develop that vo-
cabulary from a Congressional point of view?

Adm. EISOLD. I think it is a multi-leveled approach that begins
with the medical schools. I think the training programs that are in
graduate medical programs and the VA, in particular, play a role
and then continuing medical education.

Physicians are educated throughout their lives, as I say, self-
starters, and they pick up on what is going on in the community.

The chairman indicated before, and he is right, that things kind
of go way up to the top and then they trickle down later on.

So it is a matter of keeping the momentum. It is hot right now,
and I would just as soon not see a further boost, but it still needs
to be in the curriculums.

Mr. HILL. Are you saying it is going to take care of itself, you
think, because of the motivation within the medical community or
do we really need to be doing anything?

Adm. EISOLD. I think you definitely do need to be doing some-
thing, yes. There is a lot of motivation to follow, but they need
some leadership, as well.

Mr. HILL. Let me switch gears here, if I might. I have learned
more about chemical weapons and biological weapons than I really
care to know about in the last month.

But a lot of the meetings that I have been in, there are conflict-
ing testimonies.
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I was in a meeting the other day where so-called experts said
that we should not be taking Cipro, that it is a huge mistake, a
big mistake for us to be taking this.

Do you disagree with that?
Adm. EISOLD. Again, it is strictly a very straightforward medical

issue. When the outbreak began, we did not know what the sen-
sitivity of the bacillus was going to be.

So you take your strongest drug initially until you find out, and
it takes about a week or so until you get what are called MICs,
which give you the minimum concentration of an antibiotic that
will kill the anthrax spore.

Once we found that out, after a week, we switched to
doxycycline. And you are right. There are many misleading con-
versations about that, but it is very straightforward.

At this time, we have pretty much switched over to doxycycline,
because we know the bug is sensitive to it.

Mr. HILL. In another meeting that had, as a matter of fact, I had
this meeting yesterday, the comment was made that the threat of
chemical attack is greater than the biological attack.

From a medical perspective, without going into the specifics,
what is more practical than another, medically, do you think the
chemical attack is more threatening than a biological attack?

Adm. EISOLD. We know that biological agents, by and large, are
more difficult to engineer and disperse.

The group in Japan that released the gas, the sarin gas in the
subway, they tried eight times to release anthrax. So it is not that
easy.

But there are people smart enough out there to be able to do ei-
ther biological or chemical.

I personally would not make a distinction between the two in
terms of feeling reassured about one over the other.

Mr. HILL. On the House floor, when you were reassuring us that
things were going to be okay, you made the comment that an an-
thrax cloud hovering over the City of Washington, DC was not, I
forget your exact words, but was not going to happen, I think was
the intent of your comments.

In one of the meetings that we had, from a so-called expert, he
said that that was entirely possible.

Could you comment on that?
Adm. EISOLD. I think there are some practical aspects to that.

Once you take a cloud of anthrax, it disperses. It becomes less
dense.

The second thing that happens, it is out in the sunlight, which
degrades it. We know that ultraviolet light degrades a bare spore.

The other thing that happens is once you start to get these
things up in the air for long enough, they begin to change their
electrostatic charge. They attract dust. They become something dif-
ferent than they were originally.

So just whipping it out in the air over a city is a lot less practical
than what happened here.

Mr. HILL. I want to get the staff’s question in here, too. So let
me read it.

If the Capitol complex were the target of a biological, chemical,
or radiological dispersal event and became a dirty environment, are
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you prepared to treat contaminated victims? How? Where? How
would you protect your staff? Do you train in chemically protective
gear, and should you?

Adm. EISOLD. I guess the answer is yes on all those accounts. We
all have protective gear and we work closely with the Capitol
Police.

In a situation like that, they would be essentially the people that
go in the hot zone, keeping medical personnel outside the hot zone
so they can take care of casualties, and we have a very orderly way
of then proceeding to, depending on the size of the events, local de-
contamination or we tap into the resources around here, whether
it’s the VA, the local hospitals, the civilian hospitals, Hospital Cen-
ter, G.W., Walter Reed, Bethesda.

And we have a wonderful strike force in Northern Virginia and
a sea berth team with the Marines in Indian Head, Maryland.

So there is a whole coordinated response should something
happen.

Mr. HILL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Dr. COOKSEY. Mr. Chairman, could I comment on that?
With all due respect to the concern about Members of Congress

and the staff, I really have full confidence in the people that are
here, led by Adm. Eisold, and there are great medical schools here,
and that will be taken care of.

Our primary responsibility as Members of Congress is to be
concerned about our constituents, and therein lies the greatest
weakness.

When I was at the CDC, they said the biggest problem out there
is that there is a great disparity in the local health units, county
health units.

They said in some cases, for example, in New York, they said
they had found there were people in Manhattan that were top
notch people, they were ready for anything, and yet there are some
other parts of the country that have totally inadequate county
health units.

So if we go back and do anything in Congress, and they suggest
that the need was about a half billion dollars, about $500 million
dollars, in funding, Federal funding, that would go back to these
local health units and then the local health units respond to the
state health units and on up.

And we can provide the leadership here in Washington, but we
really need to be concerned about our constituents, because I have
full confidence that those politicians, these politicians, or us politi-
cians are going to take care of ourselves.

But we really need to be concerned about our constituents and
there is a need there to do something, and I think that can dovetail
with your legislation, too.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Hill, if I may.
Dr. Cooksey, then in this comprehensive bill that we are putting

together in the Health Subcommittee of the Energy and Commerce,
would you concur with Dr. Weldon that we need a block grant
piece?

Dr. COOKSEY. Absolutely. That was the message I got from the
CDC. I think we need to give the CDC about another billion dollars
and about half of that needs to go to rural health units.
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I would encourage everyone to go down to the CDC. They are
doing great work down there. It is a unit that was set up, it was
originally a malaria treatment unit during World War II, but they
have got great scientists down there and they are doing great
things.

We have got a lot of the entities in this country that can help
solve this problem, and they actually have part of their organiza-
tion that addresses chemical warfare and some of these other
things, but perhaps your legislation can do a lot toward bringing
this together, to get the right type of coordination and leadership.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Dr. Cooksey. Dr. Snyder, recognized for
5 minutes.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. VIC SNYDER

Dr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Adm. Eisold, you made
a comment with regard to medical education, which is the focus of
the chairman’s bill, is that medical education, medical schools, VAs
are responsive to changing medical situations.

I know a few days ago, in Little Rock, our medical school infec-
tious disease man put on an interactive televideo conference with
staff, I think, both doctors and lay folks at 30 rural hospitals, and
just to talk about the different infectious agents in this new envi-
ronment.

One of the specific issues that has come about on this bill is some
have said that the bill ought to not just concentrate on terrorist
potentialities, but just talk about or concentration on all infectious
diseases.

My own inclination is I like the language of the bill that focuses
on potential bioterrorism and other terrorist events.

Do the three of you have any comment about that?
Adm. EISOLD. I think that I would agree with you, that I think

that those words are important. But at the same time, again, as
I mentioned before, the issues we are talking about are just good
basic medicine.

There are just unusual bacteria that we don’t normally think of,
but I think we do need to heighten our awareness and connect it
to terrorism.

It is bioterrorism and I think we ought to be up front about that.
Dr. SNYDER. Another question I want to ask is with regard to

what you just repeated then, again, medical principles.
But it seems to me the value of Mr. Buyer’s bill is to recognize

that, yes, the principles may be the same, but the applications can
be different.

For example, if I have a patient who comes in to see me who is
sick, I am going to assume most patients want to get well.

I used to work the emergency room. If somebody passes out in
public, the ambulance brings them in. If they are alert enough, I
can do a history.

I am going to assume they want to get well. If, in fact, we get
into the situation of a smallpox, suicidal person, whose goal was
sent here to infect as many people as possible, the history is not
going to be reliable.
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In fact, the person may want to check themselves out of the hos-
pital as soon as possible or lie about why they are starting to break
out, or you take an anthrax and you do an occupational history.

In the past, we have really thought about people involved in live-
stock and those kind of things. I think now the application of medi-
cal principles may be, no, you have to think about political staff.

Not us. Nobody in this room opens the mail, I don’t think. It is
our young staffers that open the mail or people connected with the
media, high profile figures, trying to learn from what has occurred
in the last month.

So while the principles are the same, they have different applica-
tions and the textbooks may be out of date in discussing those dis-
eases.

That, to me, seems to be the value of having this, whether it is
the chairman’s bill over here or this subcommittee chairman’s bill
that focuses on bioterrorism and some of these other dimensions of
these bacteria.

Do you have any comments?
Adm. EISOLD. Again, I would agree with you, and that comes

down to having a wider vision when you take your history.
I will just give you one example. Anybody, at this point in time,

who has looked at the Daschle letter would know that that is a let-
ter that you never open.

But that is a process of education. That letter should have been
weeded out down the pike. It has got all the earmarks of something
that you shouldn’t open on your desk.

As I say, the learning curve is steep, but it has to do with per-
sonal awareness. And in the providers, personal awareness that the
case presenting to you may have many levels that are not just clin-
ical, but also political, to guide you.

Mr. HILL. Dr. Cooksey, Dr. Weldon, do you all have any thoughts
about the language of the bill that specifically focuses on terrorism
as opposed to all infectious disease agents?

Dr. WELDON. Yes. I believe that if you extend the scope out too
far, it could dilute the ability to get people educated quickly.

I agree with the sentiments that have been expressed that some
of the educational process is going to occur spontaneously.

I think an excellent example is cutaneous anthrax. Vic, you have
gone to enough conferences where you know dermatologists love to
show their slides, and I would imagine that every dermatologist in
America who gives a lecture is going to throw in a spoof or a fooler
and throw up an anthrax cutaneous eruption and ask people what
they think it is.

But in terms of the whole gamut of issues here, recognizing the
early stages of smallpox and all of these other things, I think it is
going to require some very, very focused education and that the
language in the bill is crafted properly.

If I could, I want to just comment on Baron Hill’s question about
the cloud of anthrax issue.

Biologicals, at least as I was briefed, were developed with an in-
tent to disable your opponent in a field of battle. They were not in-
tended to be used against population centers.

The reason for that is it is difficult to do, and I think Adm.
Eisold explained some of that.
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These terrorists, their intent is to sow terror in our heart and
they have done it fairly effectively by putting a few envelopes in
the mail.

But they are both, in some ways, sophisticated, in some ways,
very crude. They took down the Twin Towers, but they used very
crude methods, knives to hijack airplanes, slamming airplanes into
buildings, and ditto with the anthrax.

They just put it in an envelope and sent it through our postal
system. To disperse anthrax in a cloud over a population center re-
quires a much higher level of sophistication that, to me, while it
is possible for terrorists to grow anthrax with a relatively low level
of knowledge and limited amount of inexpensive equipment, to de-
velop the technology to disperse it effectively over a population cen-
ter requires a whole higher level of knowledge and expertise.

I don’t think it is something we should discount as impossible,
but the greater likelihood is more very, very limited events that
really have not a tremendous amount of public health threat asso-
ciated with them, but are intended to really scare people and un-
dermine our will to fight.

That is where an educational process like this, where you get all
the providers out there educated, can be very, very helpful in early
recognition and, in particular, you get the public health officials en-
gaged and better management at the community level can be very
useful.

Dr. COOKSEY. Dr. Snyder, I want to throw out a vignette that I
would trust your judgment on.

In the Air Force, we had veterinarians who were involved in pub-
lic health, infectious disease, and the Army does the same thing.

Veterinarians deal with anthrax. In fact, I was at a veterinary
school event 2 weeks ago and I probably learned more there from
the veterinarians than all the reading I have done, because ani-
mals, particularly, you have areas in Texas, for example, that they
have to deal with anthrax.

I talked to one veterinarian who has treated a couple of cases.
He says that when he sees an animal, a cow that has died, there
is blood that has come up from his mouth and from the lower end
of the alimentary tract or the GI tract, that is anthrax until proven
otherwise.

But anyway, one of the considerations you might do, and I would
point out that I asked Adm. Eisold if, in the Navy, there are any
veterinarians, and he quickly told me no.

I guess he says that we have more animals in the Marines and
the Army and the Air Force than they do in the Navy, whatever
he meant by that.

But anyway, you might consider bringing the vet schools into
this sphere, because they are very actively involved and they really
know a lot about anthrax and a lot of other infectious diseases and
could be an important part of this epidemiology team, because that
is what the whole issue is, is working out the epidemiology.

Once you work out the epidemiology, as you well know, then you
can make the diagnosis and the treatment.

Dr. SNYDER. Thank you.
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Mr. BUYER. Thank you. I had originally asked Dr. Snyder to tes-
tify before the committee and he had declined and deferred, yester-
day on the dais.

I would like to extend a special appreciation. Dr. Cooksey of Lou-
isiana, Dr. Weldon of Florida, and Dr. Snyder of Arkansas, your ex-
pertise and your leadership, you have done your constituents
proud, and your state, and I appreciate working with you on this
legislation.

Adm. Eisold, I join my colleagues in their praise and admiration
for your leadership and your work. I believe that the recommenda-
tions that you have given to the Congress for us, you thought of
public safety and health first when you gave the recommendations
to the leadership for us to let’s stop and get everybody out of the
buildings and find out what we are dealing with.

I think that your prudence was wise and I commend you for it.
With that, I dismiss the first panel. Thank you.
On the second panel, we recognize Dr. Susan Matcha, Infectious

Disease Specialist from the Mid-Atlantic Kaiser Permanente Medi-
cal Group.

We also recognize the Honorable Clay Shaw, Congressman from
the 22nd District of Florida, to introduce his constituent, Dr. Carlos
Omenaca, Infectious Disease Specialist from the Miami Heart Cen-
ter, in Miami, FL.

Mr. Shaw, I will begin with you.

OPENING STATEMENT OF E. CLAY SHAW, JR., A REPRESENTA-
TIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF FLORIDA

Mr. SHAW. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to congratu-
late you and the members of this committee for holding this par-
ticular hearing.

It was a pleasure for me to sit here and listen to the good profes-
sionals that are colleagues of ours, together with Adm. Eisold, who
certainly has given us all much comfort and confidence during this
process.

We are indeed the people’s House and that means that we not
only have the common man, but we also have highly qualified pro-
fessionals among us, which, I think, speaks very highly for the
House of Representatives.

Florida had the distinction of being one of the first places where
anthrax was found, and I have with me today one of my constitu-
ents, who we are very proud of, who treated one of the first victims.

I would like to, at this time, just take a minute to properly intro-
duce him and his qualifications.

This is Dr. Carlos Omenaca. Remember that pronunciation,
Omenaca, because you are going to have to say it before it’s over
with.

He will serve as an expert medical witness on this second panel.
I commend the Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee for

calling upon Dr. Omenaca, an infectious disease specialist, to share
his expertise in treating the second victim of anthrax attack
against the American Media, Inc. in Boca Raton, FL.

We must be sure that our Nation is adequately prepared to pro-
vide speedy and appropriate medical tests and treatment for future
bioterrorism victims, so we must be willing to do a straightforward
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and honest assessment of what was done right in the Florida
health care providers’ handling of these anthrax cases.

Even more importantly, we must determine that more needs to
be done to ensure the authorities at the Federal, state, and local
levels have sufficient resources and coordinating plans in place to
respond to this kind of attack in the future.

Along those lines, I compliment you, Mr. Chairman, for the bill
that has been under discussion here today.

I am pleased to introduce Dr. Carlos Omenaca, who has treated
patients at Cedar Sinai Hospital, Miami Heart Institute, since Feb-
ruary of 1998.

Dr. Omenaca is board certified in critical care medicine, infec-
tious disease, and internal medicine. He has taken time away from
his quite busy medical practice to share his experience, both the
positive aspects which resulted in the successful recovery of a 73-
year-old patient in his care, and the negative aspects, which the
VA and Department of Defense must learn to overcome if faced
with future biological attacks.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. With that, Dr. Omenaca, please present

your testimony.

STATEMENTS OF CARLOS OMENACA, M.D., MIAMI HEART CEN-
TER, MIAMI FLORIDA; AND SUSAN J. BERSOFF-MATCHA,
M.D., MID-ATLANTIC PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP

STATEMENT OF CARLOS OMENACA

Dr. OMENACA. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
thank you for inviting me to testify at this hearing.

I am Carlos Omenaca, M.D., an FCCP specialist in infectious dis-
eases and critical care medicine, practicing in Miami, FL, and I
was directly involved in the diagnosis and treatment of inhalation
anthrax in one of the cases recently diagnosed in Florida.

I was asked to share my personal experience in the management
of such an unusual case in order to place in perspective and review
the roles of the Department of Veterans Affairs and Defense in
educating the Nation’s medical students and current health profes-
sionals to diagnose and treat casualties when weapons of mass de-
struction have been used.

What if you were confronted with a large number of people suf-
fering from an unknown severe illness? How would you decide
what they were suffering from? How would you determine if a bio-
logical weapon was involved? How would you treat them? How
would you keep the disease from spreading to others?

These are all questions that belong to the introduction section of
a course in Bioterrorism and Biological Warfare.

None of them crossed my mind 6 weeks ago when I was asked
to evaluate a 73-year-old man admitted to the hospital with a se-
vere case of pneumonia. What initially looked like a flu-like illness
and evolved to a rapidly progressing mycological pneumonia was
confirmed days later as the second case of inhalational anthrax, the
third case in 25 years in the United States.
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As a result of that initial suspicion of a possible second case of
anthrax in the same place of work, the level of awareness in the
Nation for a potential bioterrorist attack increased dramatically.

Hundreds of people were tested for possible exposure to the an-
thrax bacillus. Only a few tested positive.

Of those, few acquired infection and only four died from a lethal
and rapidly progressing infection.

People receiving prophylactic antibiotics are counted in the thou-
sands. Our patient, managed by a multi-disciplinary team, was dis-
charged home in good condition after 23 days of hospitalization, in-
cluding several days of stressful care in the ICU.

Several other patients diagnosed of inhalational anthrax were re-
cently released home safe.

These facts seem, on one hand, concerning and even frightening,
given the large number of people potentially exposed to a lethal
infection.

On the other hand, they may resemble something close to a suc-
cess story, given the low number of casualties in people infected
with the real infection.

However, the truth is that behind those statistics and success
stories, there is a tremendous amount of frustration, confusion,
lack of information, and, in some cases, chaos.

We were just lucky enough to have not lost more lives during
these weeks. In my opinion, we are not sufficiently prepared for a
large or even small-scale bioterrorist attack.

Our medical personnel, including myself, do not have the train-
ing to recognize illnesses that have not occurred in this country in
decades.

Smallpox, anthrax, plague, Q fever, tularemia, brucellosis, viral
hemorrhagic fever, botulism are among the pathogens utilized as
biological weapons.

We rarely see these infections in this country in the 21st Cen-
tury. They are not emphasized in the core curriculum in our spe-
cialty programs.

Remember, you do not diagnose what you don’t think of and you
don’t think of what you don’t know about.

Some of the clinical presentations are almost forgotten in our
most recent medical publications.

Some of them, as we are currently seeing in the cases of inhala-
tional anthrax, are being updated in terms of the clinical presen-
tations, newer diagnostic tools, such as DNA testing and thera-
peutic means with the latest groups of antibiotics.

Research is needed to test these antibiotics against biological
warfare agents.

The degree of awareness of a potential bioterrorist attack is key
in the prompt diagnose and successful management of potential af-
fected people.

Early treatment makes a difference in devastating infections,
such as bubonic plague or inhalational anthrax.

Without this level of continuous awareness, infections caused by
biological warfare agents will not be timely diagnosed and lives
may be lost.
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Continuous medical education aimed at all practitioners would
serve as a tool organized toward the diagnose of future exposure
to biological agents.

A greater degree of coordination between doctors directly in-
volved in the management of patients suffering from a bioterrorist
attack in official institutions is needed.

I detected potential deficiencies in communications between clini-
cians, health departments, and perhaps the CDC. They all should
work together in a very standardized and coordinated effort.

Our doctors need training when it comes to a team effort with
these institutions with which they do not work in their daily
practice.

Teaching specifics about medical ethics to keep classified infor-
mation confidential, while keeping patients and families punctually
updated about their clinical condition are needed.

Our health care workers do not seem prepared to deal with un-
known infections. I have seen tremendous confusion and stress
among nursing staff caring for our patient diagnosed with inhala-
tional anthrax in Miami.

I sense the same degree of concern, lack of information among
most of the nurses in our emergency departments and ICUs. They
have not been trained to care for these type of patients.

Our laboratory technicians and ancillary personnel have been
overwhelmed by large numbers of samples reaching the premises
for testing.

I was sensing lack of standard procedures and perhaps some de-
gree of disorganization when samples were collected, labeled, and
sent to outside laboratories for special testing during the manage-
ment of our patient with anthrax in Miami.

I would not be surprised if similar situations have occurred in
New York, New Jersey, and Washington, DC. A greater degree of
coordination is needed when two or more institutions are involved
in the care of screening people potentially suffering from a bio-
terrorist attack.

Written policies to these respects should be implemented.
In summary, a number of potential deficiencies in our system

have been recognized within the management of a patient diag-
nosed with anthrax in Florida. All of them are the product of inex-
perience in treating such cases.

Most of them are easily amendable by implementing written poli-
cies and enhancing our educational system.

Strategies that assert further this caution and possible incorpo-
ration to our educational programs would include, among the oth-
ers, the following.

Incorporate a comprehensive introduction to bioterrorism and
biological warfare as a new subject which should be part of the cur-
riculum in medical school, residency, and fellowship training
programs.

Dedicate special attention on the diagnosis and management of
individual pathogens used in biological warfare when studied as
part of the current curriculum.

Prompt review of the medical literature and updates on diag-
nostic and management strategies for each individual agent identi-
fied as a potential biological weapon.
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Incorporation of mandatory CME credits for all practitioners in
the United States as part of their licensing requirements.

Establish written policies aimed at coordination of communica-
tions between clinicians and government officials.

Create an educational program on biological warfare aimed at
nursing staff and health care workers, including laboratory techni-
cians and ancillary personnel.

It is vital that prompt action take place in order to better deal
with potential future exposures to biological agents.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am honored to
be asked to testify today in this hearing. I would be happy to an-
swer any questions the committee may have.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Omenaca appears on p. 75.]
Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Doctor.
Dr. Matcha, you are recognized for testimony. Good morning.

STATEMENT OF SUSAN J. BERSOFF-MATCHA

Dr. MATCHA. Good morning. Mr. Chairman, members of the sub-
committee, I am grateful for the opportunity to share my experi-
ence as an infectious disease specialist in treating two of the pa-
tients who contracted inhalational anthrax.

My name is Dr. Susan Matcha. I am a physician with the Mid-
Atlantic Permanente Medical Group and one of more than 11,000
Permanente physicians nationwide who provide care to over 8 mil-
lion Kaiser Permanente members in eight states, including Mary-
land and Virginia, plus the District of Columbia.

I practice as part of a team, with other specialists and sub-spe-
cialists. The integrated care we provide to Kaiser Permanente
members provides us with broad support and resources, which has
meant rapid consultation among specialists, the ability to develop
and disseminate practice guidelines, and to have coordinated col-
laboration with the Centers for Disease Control and other public
health authorities.

Immediately after the tragedies of September 11, the threat of
bioterrorism suddenly became real. The seven infectious disease
physicians in my department reviewed the state of our knowledge
about different biological agents. We consulted textbooks, the medi-
cal literature, and the CDC web site to increase our understanding
of all bioterror agents, including anthrax, botulism, smallpox, tula-
remia, and others.

Kaiser Permanente already had developed clinical practice guide-
lines for bioterrorism as part of our emergency preparations for
Y2K.

Our infection control committee updated them soon after Septem-
ber 11. While we hope our work has contributed to the public
health, my principal responsibility is caring for patients, and I
would like to share with you a brief chronology of the care provided
to the two patients I personally treated.

Patient number one came to the Kaiser Permanente Woodbridge
Medical Center on Friday, October 19. He had been ill for 3 days
with fever, malaise, muscle aches, and sweats.
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The internist who saw the patient was concerned about the se-
verity of his symptoms, since the patient suspected he had been ex-
posed to anthrax.

Even though a call to the health department confirmed that
Brentwood was not a known exposure site, he sent the patient to
the hospital.

The emergency room physician at Fairfax Hospital drew blood for
routine tests, as well as for cultures, and, also, ordered a chest x
ray, which showed some extra shadows in the middle of the chest.

Because of these shadows, a CAT scan of the chest was also per-
formed. The findings were thought to be consistent with anthrax
and the patient was started on IV Cipro.

Shortly after midnight, Saturday morning, I was called about the
patient. The CDC and health department had already been
notified.

Within 11 hours, the blood cultures were growing an organism
consistent with anthrax. The blood was sent to the CDC and the
Virginia Department of Health for confirmatory testing.

I maintained constant contact with the CDC. We discussed add-
ing additional antibiotics to the Cipro, which is the only FDA-ap-
proved antibiotic for treating anthrax.

The CDC made some treatment suggestions based on theoretical
evidence and what is known about the behavior of similar orga-
nisms.

However, no one really had any experience treating human an-
thrax patients. Ultimately, as the treating physician, I was respon-
sible for writing the orders and caring for the patients.

I added Rifampin because it worked well fighting many gram-
positive organisms. It has the ability to penetrate white blood cells
to kill organisms that have already engulfed.

I also added Clindamycin because it has been shown to interfere
with toxin production in other types of bacteria.

Patient two called our Kaiser Permanente medical advice line on
Saturday, October 20. The advice nurse was concerned about his
symptoms of headache and fever and referred him to a physician
at our Falls Church Medical Center Urgent Care that afternoon.

The physician there was concerned that the patient may have
meningitis and sent him to Fairfax Hospital for a spinal tap.

The emergency room physician called me with the results and
mentioned, in passing, that the patient was a postal worker. I
asked him to find out exactly where the patient worked and when
I heard Brentwood, I asked him if the patient had a chest x ray,
and he had not.

I advised the physician, first, to obtain blood cultures and then
to immediately give the patient a dose of IV Cipro and once this
had been done, the patient was to have his chest x rayed.

The chest x ray was difficult to interpret. So a CAT scan was
done. The results of the CAT scan were similar to the first pa-
tient’s. Both showed enlarged lymph nodes in the chest, as well as
pleural effusions, or collections of fluid in the space surrounding
the lungs.

Fifteen hours later, patient number two’s blood cultures also re-
turned with gram-positive bacteria consistent with anthrax.
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At that point, I added Rifampin and Clindamycin to his regimen,
as well.

In addition to the numerous calls I made to the CDC and health
department that weekend, I also called the chief of our infectious
disease department to let her know about the two patients.

She helped organize Kaiser Permanente leaders for a conference
call to update our clinical practice guidelines. These guidelines
were key to educating all Permanente physicians nationwide.

In the early hours and days after the first anthrax cases were
diagnosed, our guidelines were updated to reflect any knew knowl-
edge, as well as the frequently changing recommendations, and
they have since been updated 15 times.

We were also able to recognize the pattern of the Brentwood
postal employees. As a result, we called all 237 Kaiser Permanente
members employed at the Brentwood facility by phone to assess
their conditions and ensure they received the care they required.

The events of the weekend of October 20 were stressful and hum-
bling. We were confronted with a disease that few other clinicians
had ever seen. We felt a responsibility not only to our patients, but
also to the broader medical community, and we have taken numer-
ous steps to share our experience.

We have posted our guidelines on the Kaiser Permanente web
site, where it is available to physicians across the Nation, as well
as to the general public.

We have responded to numerous inquiries from clinicians across
the country, and, finally, we have written an article for the Journal
of the American Medical Association on what we learned about di-
agnosing anthrax, and we are currently working on a second article
to discuss what we learned during the hospital course.

When and if other physicians are faced with anthrax, they can
benefit from what we have learned.

I have submitted a written statement that describes in more de-
tail how we addressed the challenges we faced over the last month
in caring for patients suffering from inhalational anthrax.

Again, thank you for inviting me to speak to the subcommittee,
and I would be pleased to respond to any questions you might
have.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Matcha appears on p. 78.]
Mr. BUYER. Mr. Shaw, I want to thank you for bringing your wit-

ness here today and introducing him to this subcommittee.
Both of you, I noted, in your bios, are internal medicine, with

sub-specialities in infectious disease.
For that, your patients are alive today. The great concern that

we have is that you are a sub-specialty. You are a specialty in a
sub-specialty, and there are many treating physicians out there all
across the country.

Dr. Omenaca, you testified that you got the third case in 25
years. Is that what you said?

Dr. OMENACA. That is correct. There was one case about 25 years
ago and the second case in American Media, and the patient I was
taking care of was the third diagnosed case. Yes.

Mr. BUYER. Well, both of you are a compliment to your specialty
for saving your patients’ lives.
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Dr. Omenaca, according to newspaper reports, in one patient’s
case, Mr. Blanco, you utilized a textbook that was written in 1901
to help confirm your diagnosis of anthrax.

I would like for you to tell us whether or not that was true.
Also, when did you first suspect that your patient was not suffer-

ing from flu or other upper respiratory conditions?
Dr. OMENACA. The 1901 book is not entirely true. I did review

several books during my first contact with the patient, and it was
not exactly that book.

That book I saw a few days later after the patient was dis-
charged, that particular book. In that particular book, there is a
good description of the clinical presentation of my patient.

I did see some symptoms and some relevant information in other
books. There was a particular book, edited in 1985, from Barcelona,
that described differently the presentation.

There was another book, edited in 1951. Actually, it was the In-
ternal Medicine Book, the Cecil Book, that also mentions a clinical
picture similar to my case.

Mr. BUYER. What caused you to think inhalation anthrax? Did
some other doctors look at something and think meningitis or other
things?

What caused you to think inhalation anthrax?
Dr. OMENACA. The link was a phone call from my patient’s boss,

who had been in contact with Mr. Stevens, the first case of inhala-
tional anthrax.

Both of them had similar presentation, with confusion and dis-
orientation, and both of them were taken home by this person, and
he called me saying maybe your patient has the same thing.

So then I started to think of inhalational anthrax, although the
presentation was nothing to do with what I had found in the medi-
cal literature.

Mr. BUYER. Dr. Omenaca, in your testimony, you made several
recommendations, including the need to create a bio warfare pro-
gram also aimed at nursing staffs and other health care providers.

Could you give a recommendation to us about the education level
of training, differentiating it, what we say to our physicians versus
to the nursing staff, or should it be the same?

Dr. OMENACA. First of all, all physicians should have, all of them
should have some kind of training in identifying these potential bi-
ological agents, making more emphasis in family practitioners and
primary care and ER physicians, because they are the first line
care givers in our community.

Then they will refer to infectious disease for further evaluation,
but they need to have a good knowledge of how these infections
present, and it should be in-depth.

Secondly, health care workers, they need a lower level of train-
ing, but they need to know the basics of clinical presentations, as
well.

Mr. BUYER. Dr. Matcha, what are some things that you would
have liked to have learned in your medical training that could have
better prepared you for the situation?

Dr. MATCHA. I am not sure there is really anything that could
have prepared me for this situation. I think that the learning curve
has been very steep, and we are truly learning as we go along.
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I think that as physicians, we tend to seek out information. I had
been thinking about this long before I saw my first patient, as my
family and friends and patients would come and ask me questions
about anthrax.

So I think that this is something we had all been thinking about
and in preparing, we all started reading.

Mr. BUYER. This question is really to both of you. Whether it is
your internal medicine or as a sub-specialty on infectious disease,
how much time did you really spend on anthrax?

Dr. OMENACA. It is very little time. It is an infection that is de-
scribed in the books that you never see.

Therefore, it is part of a chapter that you review along with four
or five different other pathogens.

Mr. BUYER. If you look back into your education.
Dr. OMENACA. Yes.
Mr. BUYER. How many minutes do you think you spent on that

subject?
Dr. OMENACA. A few minutes.
Mr. BUYER. Just a few minutes?
Dr. OMENACA. A few minutes. Everything that is in the book,

they are not stressed. They are not emphasized. They should be
emphasized.

Mr. BUYER. That is our point in particular here. If both of you
were on the front line, and they treated the anthrax, and you not
only went to medical school, and then you learned internal medi-
cine, and then you did a sub-specialty in infectious disease, and you
got 2 minutes on anthrax, what do you think about the medical
students that then go into the family practice out there?

Did they get 30 seconds? Maybe not even that.
Dr. OMENACA. Something like that.
Mr. BUYER. All right. A question to both of you. What resources

would you like to have had at your disposal that either of you, as
you look back, wasn’t available or easily accessible?

Dr. MATCHA. I think there was a lot that was easily accessible.
By the time I saw the first patient, the CDC was right there al-
ready. The health department was right there.

Then, actually, I received a phone call from a specialist from the
military who offered to help.

So people sought me out.
Mr. BUYER. Who was that individual, from where?
Dr. MATCHA. Arthur Friedlander, from Walter Reed.
Mr. BUYER. From Walter Reed. Is he also a specialty in infectious

disease?
Dr. MATCHA. I am not sure if he is a specialist in infectious dis-

ease, but I know he has a specific interest in anthrax.
Dr. OMENACA. I know him. He contacted me, as well, and he is

someone who has devoted a lot of research, especially in monkeys,
in anthrax.

Mr. BUYER. So your expertise was coming from DOD.
Dr. OMENACA. He did a lot of research on monkeys. He had never

seen one case in humans.
Mr. BUYER. So he was also anxious to see and talk to you. I can

understand.
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Let me yield to Ms. Carson for questions she may have, because
I have a second round of questions.

Ms. CARSON. I will be quick. Let me say I am not really being
combative here, because I realize this is an emerging kind of crisis
that we face, and I internalize most things, because I begged doc-
tors everywhere to check my heart and was on the verge of a mas-
sive heart attack, and just in time, got saved. They dismissed it.

So I am wondering what you have learned since Florida, where
there were obviously signs of this problem with your patient.

Doctor, you might want to follow that up, too. I have to admit,
my own internal bias is that I try not to impose upon you at this
particular time, because you are both human beings first and doc-
tors second, and I respect that.

But what have you learned and what has been disseminated by
your experience in Florida once that issue surfaced for you?

Dr. OMENACA. First of all, it is about medical knowledge. It is
there. It is hiding in the corner.

It has to come out. We have to review the literature on every and
each one of the biological agents, put it in our curriculum, review
it with our professors, with our residents, with everyone.

Number two, some of the agents are very old. They have been
treated with old antibiotics. There are no studies done on newer
antibiotics.

Remember, we have anthrax being treated with Cipro, when it
could be treated with other fluoroquinolones, same group of anti-
biotics.

They need to be tested.
Number three, it is difficult for a physician who is in a daily

practice to deal with such an unusual case, with all the cir-
cumstances, have to deal with the CDC, with health department,
have to talk to every one of them every hour for the first couple
of days, when you feel like you are shying away from your manage-
ment of the patient.

At some point, you are asking yourself, who is treating the pa-
tient, is it me or is it them. You have to create some kind of coordi-
nated effort between those institutions and yourself.

There are many more things that could be explained, but these
are the main lessons.

Ms. CARSON. Did either one of your patients suggest to you I
they have been exposed to anthrax?

Dr. MATCHA. The first patient that we saw did. He didn’t tell
that to me, but apparently he told that to the emergency room phy-
sician.

Then the second patient that I saw worked at the same postal
facility, and once we see one person, the index of suspicion goes up
immensely.

Ms. CARSON. I can’t hear you. I’m sorry.
Dr. MATCHA. The first patient that we saw was suspicious that

he had been exposed.
Ms. CARSON. And what happened?
Dr. MATCHA. I don’t know. He didn’t tell that to me. He told that

to the emergency room physician.
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The second patient worked at the same postal facility and be-
cause of that, we had a much higher index of suspicion to begin
with.

Ms. CARSON. So when the first one said he or she thought there
was some exposure there, what happened, the first one?

Dr. MATCHA. We took him seriously and he had blood cultures
and a chest x ray and had all of the appropriate tests.

Ms. CARSON. And what happened? Did you verify it at that
point?

Dr. MATCHA. Yes. Yes. We had CAT scan findings and chest x
ray that was consistent with anthrax.

Ms. CARSON. So what happened to him?
Dr. MATCHA. He was hospitalized and received IV antibiotics and

he was discharged from the hospital yesterday.
Ms. CARSON. What happened to the second one?
Dr. MATCHA. He also received IV antibiotics and was dis-

charged——
Ms. CARSON. Immediately.
Dr. MATCHA. Immediately. Yes. And he was discharged from the

hospital a few days ago.
Ms. CARSON. So both of them. Those are the only two you had.
Dr. MATCHA. That is right.
Ms. CARSON. And they are both doing okay.
Dr. MATCHA. That is right.
Ms. CARSON. Thank you very much. Mr. Chairman, I am going

to yield back.
Mr. BUYER. Dr. Matcha, Kaiser Permanente has an impressive

set of guidelines for the treatment when there is suspected expo-
sure to anthrax.

When were these guidelines first issued?
Dr. MATCHA. My understanding is that they were first put to-

gether as part of the preparedness for Y2K.
Then soon after September 11, they were updated, and then I

participated in a conference call the weekend both of these patients
were admitted to update the guidelines again.

Then ever since then, the guidelines have been updated almost
daily, sometimes twice a day, to reflect new knowledge as it came
through.

Mr. BUYER. Is there collaboration with the CDC?
Dr. MATCHA. Mostly we followed what the CDC recommendations

were in terms of nasal swabs and changing to doxycycline from
Cipro.

So there was some coordination with them as far as that went.
Then we also looked at the different sites that were being called

exposure sites and those were put into the guidelines, as well.
Mr. BUYER. This goes to the next question, to both of you. It

seems like the theoretical information flow is supposed to be the
two-way street between those doctors in the field and CDC.

In your opinion, is there a two-way information flow? Is there ac-
tual sharing that occurs or do you think that it is more single di-
rectional from the CDC to you?

Dr. OMENACA. I think it is bidirectional. They were there and we
were there. I was discussing the case on a daily basis several times
a day.
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There is one thing that concerns me and it is in terms of effi-
ciency in releasing information from the lab. Sometimes it takes
several steps for the particular doctor who is, for instance, in At-
lanta or in Washington, DC and is not physically in the laboratory
and has to take several steps for us to gather all the information.

This could be a potential problem.
But definitely it was directional. It was discussing the clinical

case both ways, yes.
Dr. MATCHA. I would agree with that. I think that most physi-

cians, when they are faced with a difficult case, like to discuss it
with other physicians.

I was grateful to have the CDC there to guide me and to give
me suggestions, but ultimately there is one person in charge, and,
in the case of these two patients, that person happened to be me.

But I was happy to have all of the input that I could get from
the CDC and the health department.

Mr. BUYER. Dr. Omenaca, you mentioned in your testimony,
‘‘continuous medical education.’’

Do you feel that physicians should be required to attend a re-cer-
tification or re-licensing course, much like teachers, and, if so, how
often should practicing doctors be re-certified, and who besides
practicing doctors should be required to attend the type of course?

I’m just throwing that out as a question.
Dr. OMENACA. Well, it is an idea. I will give you an idea. I think

that this should be part of licensing requirements which are done
every 2 years and all the practitioners should be required to have
some kind of training in bioterrorism that reviews the most com-
mon agents in order to recognize those symptoms, because they are
the first care givers, first line.

They are going to refer to infectious disease specialists for fur-
ther treatment.

Mr. BUYER. I don’t know how many will necessarily agree with
your idea, but I appreciate your testimony.

You also, Dr. Omenaca, mentioned deficiencies in the flow of in-
formation. You mentioned one with regard to CDC and difficulties
with regard to the labs.

But this information both before the initial diagnosis and after,
do other doctors in the field notice the same things and what are
some of your recommendations and/or theirs?

Dr. OMENACA. Number one, have the doctors who are first care-
takers, who are taking care of the patient, have some kind of writ-
ten policy and have the position, the role to be more active?

Number two, those clinicians should have direct access to the re-
sults from the lab, from the CDC, instead of having to discuss the
case and to pull the resource from other intermediate physicians.

Mr. BUYER. What would be your recommendations to the first re-
sponders?

In this legislation, I know your testimony is just about anthrax,
but we are concerned about all other forms of contamination.

As we are putting together our legislation, what do you think the
first responders should know, how best to protect themselves, as
they also provide care for a patient, and how do we get that infor-
mation out?
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Dr. OMENACA. First responders should get, first of all, well in-
formed about the diseases, as I just mentioned before.

Number two, immediately after a suspicion of some kind of pos-
sible exposure, they should contact, first of all, an infectious dis-
ease specialist and then possibly the health department, and that
should be standard.

This is an idea.
Mr. BUYER. Dr. Matcha?
Dr. MATCHA. I think the first responders are probably the most

important people who need to be educated. Certainly, it was the
first responders in our patients’ cases. That’s the whole reason that
they made it into the hospital to begin with, is that the first re-
sponders were concerned, and I think that is where a lot of the
training needs to focus.

Mr. BUYER. With regard to others, if you have a radiological
agent, obviously, if there is an incident, everybody is going to know
perhaps what that is.

If you have anthrax, it might not be a few days.
But anything that requires some form of an incubation perhaps

is a little difficult. The first responders aren’t going to know. They
may not be part of that process, which makes it difficult for you.

You become the first responders.
I am just trying to figure out, as we put together our education

piece, sure, we focus on the medical situation and often we think
of the doctors, but there are also the EMTs, and I am trying to fig-
ure out how we best provide, how that education function is going
to work.

I would like to thank both of you for coming. I know that you
have given a sacrifice from your practices to be here, but your testi-
mony is extremely helpful as we try to put this together.

Congratulations for saving your patients’ lives. Thank you. You
are dismissed.

The third panel, I would like to recognize Dr. Frances Murphy,
the Deputy Under Secretary for Health, Department of Veterans
Affairs. I am going to ask her to introduce her staff.

STATEMENTS OF FRANCES M. MURPHY, M.D., DEPUTY UNDER
SECRETARY FOR HEALTH, VETERANS’ HEALTH ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, ACCOM-
PANIED BY SUSAN MATHER, M.D., CHIEF OFFICER, PUBLIC
HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS, VETERANS
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS, AND KENNETH H. MIZRACH, DIRECTOR, VA NEW JER-
SEY HEALTH CARE SYSTEM, VETERANS HEALTH ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS; AND VAL G.
HEMMING, M.D., DEAN, F. EDWARD HÉBERT SCHOOL OF
MEDICINE, UNIFORMED SERVICES UNIVERSITY OF THE
HEALTH SCIENCES, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

STATEMENT OF FRANCES M. MURPHY

Dr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to
testify to the subcommittee this morning.
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I am accompanied today by Dr. Susan Mather, VA’s Chief Public
Health and Environmental Hazards Officer, and Mr. Kenneth
Mizrach, the Director of VA’s New Jersey Health Care System.

I will keep my remarks this morning very brief, but I have sub-
mitted a formal statement and ask that that be made part of the
record.

Recent incidents involving anthrax exposure and infection have
made clear the possibility of an attack on the United States with
unconventional weapons, capable of inflicting harm that could be
both widespread and sustained.

The medical consequences of such attacks could include both im-
mediate trauma inflicted and the potential long-term health con-
sequences resulting from that trauma.

In addition to the more obvious physical harm, there would be
instances of often less apparent, psychological harm.

Psychological injury, such as post-traumatic stress disorder, may
manifest itself long after the event.

It is of paramount importance that health care professionals
throughout the Nation receive education that will enable them to
better understand and respond to the potential health threats from
such unconventional agents.

We strongly believe that all health care professionals, not limited
to physicians, should receive this training.

Mr. Chairman, VA is a valuable national health resource, capa-
ble of providing significant assistance in developing and distribut-
ing the type of educational programs required.

We recently enhanced our own training programs to better pre-
pare VA employees to recognize and respond to terrorist attacks.

We have the capability, through our education infrastructure and
our education and research collaboratives, to share the programs
that we produce with others around the Nation.

We are also well situated to reach a wide audience of practition-
ers and students through our academic affiliates.

Through these longstanding and close partnerships, we have
played a leadership role in defining the education of future health
care professionals to help meet the rapidly changing needs of the
Nation’s health care delivery system.

More than half of the physicians practicing in the United States
received part of their professional education in the VA health care
system.

In conclusion, let me compliment you, Mr. Chairman, and this
committee for its proactive stance on these critical issues.

The provisions of these bills that we have talked about today will
ensure that our Nation can mount an effective response to poten-
tial terrorist attacks.

Bioterrorism is a perversion of science. Through your legislative
proposal, you provide a counter-balance by ensuring that scientists
and health care providers will have the scientific knowledge to
mitigate and fight terrorist threats.

You can be assured that VA stands ready to use our considerable
expertise in clinical care, education and research to benefit Veter-
ans and other Americans in this time of need.

I would be happy to respond to any questions that the members
of the subcommittee have.
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[The prepared statement of Dr. Murphy appears on p. 82.]
Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Dr. Murphy.
Now, I would like to recognize Dr. Val G. Hemming, the Dean

of the School of Medicine, the F. Edward Hébert School of Medi-
cine, Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences, De-
partment of Defense, USUHS.

STATEMENT OF VAL G. HEMMING

Dr. HEMMING. Thank you.
I am Val Hemming. I am a retired Air Force colonel, and I am

the Dean of the F. Edward Hébert School of Medicine, named for
Congressman F. Edward Hébert from the State of Louisiana, who
really was responsible for the Public Law which established the
University in 1972.

Thank you for inviting me to share my views regarding the
present responsibility of medical educators to ensure that the
Nation’s primary care practitioners are educated, trained, and pre-
pared for the challenges of people using science, as it were, as a
terrorist weapon; that is, biologicals, chemicals, and nuclear
materials.

Many have already mentioned our medical school and some of
the things we do that I believe are unique. I would like to just give
you a little bit of background; tell you a little bit about what we
do at our medical school; and, share a little of that experience with
you.

When the school was founded, military educational planners
were aware of the fact that science could be used as a weapon and
that, in the past, for example, in the first World War, that the op-
posing forces used phosgene and chlorine gas, that a number of
microorganisms had been weaponized and were potential threats
for soldiers or combatants.

We were aware, also, that in places throughout the world, chemi-
cal weapons had been used very recently to damage both combat-
ants, as well as civilian populations.

Being aware of that, it became imperative, we believe, that mili-
tary physicians or physicians, who were going to be practicing dur-
ing much of their careers in the military, needed to be knowledge-
able about these weapons to understand what the risks were for
the use of these weapons, to be trained with the requisite tools to
make a diagnosis, and to start treatment, if necessary.

I don’t have time here to talk about the entire content of our edu-
cational programs regarding these matters at our medical school,
but I can affirm for you that for more than 25 years, we have incor-
porated a body of WMD-related information into our core curricu-
lum for first, second, third, and fourth year medical students.

Indeed, what we have done is woven into the basic science
courses, that all medical students take, the principles and concepts
of weapons of mass destruction.

So in their basic courses in anatomy, physiology, pathology, phar-
macology and so forth, we relate these disciplines and this knowl-
edge to issues of weapons of mass destruction.

We are preparing students to participate in two active field exer-
cises where they must employ the knowledge and skills they have
acquired at USUHS in the field setting.
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Our first year students, at the end of a course in military medi-
cine, spend a week at Quantico, Operation Kerkesner, where they
actually practice the principles of early diagnosis, treatment, and
decontamination of mock-up patients who have been exposed to
WMD agents.

In the second year and again in the third year, specific things
are done to train students for a fourth year exercise, where we go
to the field at Camp Bullis, outside of Fort Sam Houston, where
we conduct another large military exercise, Operation Bashmaster.
This exercise includes the students employing the tools that we
provided them in both diagnosis and treatment, and the treatment
and management of patients exposed to such agents.

So I believe that we are probably the only medical school that
does this, for good reason. For good reason, because that really is
the mission entrusted to us.

Now, how should we proceed in the future? I think, first of all,
that we have learned some things at our medical school which we
might be able to share with others and are delighted and willing
to do that.

We were delighted to be invited by the Veterans Administration
to participate in a partnership to provide model programs that
could be broadcast and shared with other medical professionals.

I believe something more should be done and my recommenda-
tion would be that a dialogue needs to be established with the ac-
crediting agencies which oversee medical training in the United
States.

All allopathic medical schools in the U.S. are accredited by the
Liaison Committee for Medical Education (LCME), which actually
establishes requirements for granting the Degree of Doctor of
Medicine.

It probably would be worthwhile at this point in time to review
those requirements with the LCME and to find an opportunity to
include WMD training and to focus on training that is already
given. Most physicians already learn a lot about WMD agents in
medical school, but their focus is different. They are thinking about
different things.

The training should focus on, and talk about, issues of prob-
abilities, so that civilian medical students can learn to think the
way we train our military physicians to think.

Secondly, a dialogue should be held with the Accreditation Coun-
cil for Graduate Medical Education (ACGME), which accredits
graduate education programs in the United States, to talk about
the possibility of including some requirements in the general re-
quirements for the accrediting of residency programs. Then we will
know that all physicians in the U.S. have had some exposure to
these concepts. They actually will be able to take the training that
they already have and just focus it in a way to use that training
better to respond to WMD challenges.

Finally, we would go beyond that to those who credential physi-
cians to practice medicine. I would think that if those who accredit
primary care practitioners to see patients in the hospital or clinics,
through the Joint Commission on Accreditation of Healthcare Or-
ganizations (JCAHO), for example, that requirements could be put
in the credentialing requirements to require all primary care prac-
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titioners, who are the first responders, to have an annual or every
other year update, to focus on these WMD issues, so that when pa-
tients appear with certain kinds of symptoms and syndromes, that
the physician would think about the possibility of a terrorist attack
or that someone is creating mischief in the community.

Finally, I think that because we have substantial experience in
the Department of Defense, in the medical school, we have a num-
ber of subject matter experts.

We talked about Art Friedlander here, but there are many other
Art Friedlanders in the DOD system who could be tapped and used
in partnership with the university and the VA to create model edu-
cational programs to reach medical students, people in GME train-
ing, and those who need to be credentialed for primary care.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Hemming appears on p. 87.]
Mr. BUYER. Dr. Murphy, according to your testimony, Presi-

dential Decision Directive 62 tasks the VA with training medical
personnel at hospitals in the National Disaster Medical System to
appropriately treat victims of chemical, biological, and radiological
incidents.

You also mention that the VA recently received over $800,000
from HHS to begin the development of this training program.

My question is why did it take over 3 years to get this money
from HHS and why did it take over 3 years for the VA to even
begin the development of this type of a training program?

Dr. MURPHY. I don’t have an answer to the first part of your
question. We did get the funding from HHS on September 5, just
prior to the September 11 incidents. We began development of that
program by initiating an assessment of what the education needs
are for the NDMS hospitals, and we will move quickly to imple-
menting a program to actually train practitioners in those facilities.

Mr. BUYER. You also spoke about a conference on weapons of
mass destruction for VHA staff, clinicians, and emergency man-
agers outside the VA.

What new information do you expect to come out of this con-
ference and how do you plan to disseminate the information in
medical schools for inclusion in their curricula?

Dr. MURPHY. In order for an education program to be effective,
we need to reach out to all health care professionals.

But in training physicians, I think there are important partners
that we need to bring into the process.

We rely heavily on the expertise not only our university affili-
ates, but in of DOD. They are great partners for us.

We have reached out to our university affiliates. You will hear
later this morning from Dr. Blaser, who is jointly appointed at
NYU and the New York Harbor Health Care System in VA.

We need to bring everyone into the mix to develop the best train-
ing programs possible and in that way, we will address the needs
not only of the university-based physicians, but the primary care
practitioners in our urban and suburban areas, and physicians in
rural areas, like some of the counties that you deal with.

Mr. BUYER. You mentioned a 12-hour series to be broadcast to
VA facilities in November. It seems to me that it would be in the
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public’s interest to give this information to medical schools and
hospitals over the country.

Was there a decision to limit the audience?
Dr. MURPHY. Not at all. The VA broadcast on chemical and bio-

logical terrorism agents is a one-hour program which Susan
Mather moderated.

We would be happy to share copies of the videotapes broadly
with universities, with private hospitals.

We broadcast that program on our satellite network, which is a
digital satellite network and can be picked up by anybody who has
a digital satellite receiver.

So it is widely available and we would look forward to sharing
that program.

On November 28, the AAMC is going to be holding a conference
and we would make all of our materials available to them, includ-
ing the pocket cards (which your staff also have copies of) on bio-
logical and chemical warfare agents.

Those cards, as you can see, carry the emblem of both the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the Department of Defense, and
were jointly developed by our two departments.

Susan, I don’t know if you want to add to that.
Dr. MATHER. DOD is sponsoring a 12-hour video conference on

bacterial and chemical warfare agents, and that is widely available
in this city and across the country in medical schools, and any phy-
sician can access that.

It can also be sent directly to a computer, so people can access
that at their own computer.

We are taking advantage of that in VA and, of course, I am sure
many physicians across the Nation will take advantage of what has
been an excellent series in the past and I am sure will be this time.

Mr. BUYER. Have you been asked to address the AAMC
conference?

Dr. MURPHY. We have received a letter of invitation and I and
a member of Dr. Mather’s staff will be attending.

Mr. BUYER. That is great. That is great. How many of these did
you go to print?

Dr. MATHER. It seems to me it is 50,000 on the first print.
Dr. MURPHY. VA has several thousand hard copies. However, as

you can see, at the bottom of the front page of that card, it can also
be printed off a web site. VA will be happy to provide that widely.

So people can get copies of the pocket cards from us or print
them themselves.

Mr. BUYER. How do you get these in the hands of docs all across
the country?

Dr. MURPHY. I think the best way to do that is to work with each
of the professional societies, to work with organizations like the
AAMC, the AMA, JCAHO, the university, with other government
agencies.

This is one example of a quick reference that I think is important
to increase the confidence of our health care providers. We need to
ensure that all providers have the information that will allow them
to recognize these agents, to diagnose the related symptoms and ill-
nesses, and to know what the effective treatments are.



46

Mr. BUYER. Can I ask, also, Dr. Mather, since you participated
in putting this together.

The panel that came before you had the question about nurses,
about other health providers who are the first responders, what
about them in the inclusion of such dissemination?

Dr. MATHER. Of course, within VA, these will be widely distrib-
uted and will go to nurses and doctors and all health care profes-
sions.

I think in VA, we feel very strongly that this requires and we
have a team effort. So it will have to go out to all of these.

These have even been fairly popular with lay people, who find
some degree of comfort, I think, in seeing that these diseases are
manageable, and that takes a part of the terrorist point out.

If people aren’t terrorized by them, then they haven’t been effec-
tive, and I think that this helps in people understanding the con-
text of these agents.

I think, also, the NDMS system, we have area emergency man-
agers in many of our hospitals who have partnered with the NDMS
hospitals in their community and they have copies of this and are
distributing them to the NDMS hospitals in their area.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Dr. Mather.
Dr. Hemming, in June 1998, an issue of Military Medicine, it

was reported that—I would ask you to think about this, and then
I want to ask the question—that 19 percent of the military
physicians were confident about providing care, health care in NBC
situations.

The majority of those confident few, 53 percent, were graduates
of your medical university.

Would you like to comment on those statistics and numbers?
Dr. HEMMING. As physicians, we spend a lot of our time working

with games of probability. As we think about the things that are
most likely to happen, the things that we know, we also are likely
to be good at the things we do every day.

So when we are confronted with the unusual, the unexpected,
that creates a level of uncertainty and as other physicians here
have said, we then have to turn to someone else.

We do a lot of consulting in medicine, because one person isn’t
a repository of all knowledge.

I think that our graduates are particularly unique. At the
present time, we graduate about 160 physicians each year.

Over the last 20 years, our physicians, graduates, have come to
represent about 20 percent of the active duty physicians in the
military.

That means that 80 percent of the physicians in the military
come from other accession sources, primarily from the health pro-
fession scholarship program, which means that they received their
medical school training in other civilian medical schools.

About half of those accessions also received their training in ci-
vilian hospitals. Only one half are trained in Army and Navy and
Air Force hospitals, because there are not enough trained physi-
cians in the Military Health System (MHS) to train all of the phy-
sicians that are needed.

I would wager, that if one looked at who those people were who
were uncertain, you would come to find that there were many of
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them who were trained in civilian medical schools and did their
residency training in civilian hospitals, and have only had to think
about WMD issues when they put their uniforms on.

That perhaps, then, explains why the MHS educational system
does not have a larger area of confidence among its physicians.

Again, it comes back to the issue of what those physicians are
doing day to day, what their jobs are and what things they are
obliged to think about.

An orthopedic surgeon who is doing trauma every day doesn’t
spend much time thinking about anthrax or about botulism.

But, if you are an infectious disease specialist or, more particu-
larly, if you are doing primary care as an internist or as a pediatri-
cian or as a family physician, you are more likely to think about
those issues.

So if one were to target WMD education, you would target that
education to the primary people who meet patients at the front
door and not the neurosurgeon and not the orthopedic surgeon.

Those physicians also need to have a basic fund of information,
I believe, and that is why I would argue that it should be included
as part of their training.

But the neurosurgeon and the orthopedic surgeon are not going
to meet the patient at the front door; whereas, the family physi-
cian, the internist, the emergency medicine physician will do so.
That is where we ought to focus our training, to keep people cur-
rent and focused so that they ask the right questions when the pa-
tient comes through the front door.

Mr. BUYER. The American Association of Medical Colleges, in
1998, stated that your medical university was the only one that
could best prepare doctors and train them to respond to victims of
weapons of mass destruction.

Is that still true today?
Dr. HEMMING. I think we have a unique role in that. I think that

all medical schools can provide some level of that same kind of
training.

Mr. BUYER. Well, they can. That means they are able. The ques-
tion is are you the only one in the country who is providing this
type of training and expertise.

Dr. HEMMING. I think we presently are, yes.
Mr. BUYER. Now, I need some help. I need the help of this panel

and of the next panel, because this afternoon, we are going to sit
down with the professional staff of the Health Subcommittee of the
Energy and Commerce Committee and I want to make sure we do
it right.

I don’t have the answers here. So when it ends up in print, don’t
be yelling at me. I am going to try to get it right.

But I want to make sure. I don’t know who is going to be the
one here to—I’m going to talk aloud. I am just going to think aloud
here.

Dr. Murphy, I had sort of a sidebar discussion with you. If we
say to the Secretary of Health and Human Services, Dr. Hender-
son’s new position, are we going to make him the point person,
make him the rod of the umbrella, and somehow bring you under
that?
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I want to get away from these turf battles and turf wars and you
are DOD, you are VA, they are HHS. We need to have somebody
in control and in charge here and I need to find someone and pick
someone to do that and then we will fund it, and then under that,
they are able to tap into your resources, and yours, and we dis-
seminate, and we move, and we educate.

See what I am saying? I am trying to figure out how we best do
that, and, right now, I am thinking that Dr. Henderson might be
the best person out there to lead.

So there is my question to you. Should I be doing that?
Dr. MURPHY. I think you point out an issue that is extremely im-

portant. This program needs effective leadership. I think that it
could be tasked to any number of individuals, offices, or agencies.

But what is most important is that it not be a stovepipe. This
program needs to cut across all of the relevant departments and
agencies.

We need to bring our expertise to bear on this issue and it is im-
portant to make sure that all health care professionals are edu-
cated, because when you talk about front line health care provid-
ers, it is not only the doctors. It is the nurses, the PAs, the nurse
practitioners, the folks in the laboratory, and, also, the EMTs, as
was pointed out earlier.

We need to make sure that everyone in the health care profes-
sion feels comfortable that they could recognize and perform their
appropriate role in caring for victims of terrorist attacks.

I think that it should not become an issue of who is in charge,
but rather that we all need to be effective participants in this bat-
tle against terrorism.

Mr. BUYER. I ask that question because I get opinions from all
types of experts. You’ve got someone who says, well, it is the fourth
mission of the VA. Therefore, you are to be the lead. You are to
take this on and you coordinate these activities.

Well, wait a minute. If Secretary Thompson creates this new po-
sition, Dr. Henderson, as Director of the Office of Public Health
Preparedness, is it then his responsibility to coordinate national re-
sponses to public health emergencies.

We always have to task somebody to be responsible and then to
make sure that agencies, departments then coordinate, integrate
and make things happen.

If I do that, if we say, okay, we will make them the focal point
to make sure that this education system works, it gets out, infor-
mation is there, DOD, VA, we give you the authorizing language,
you communicate, you coordinate.

Is that going to be sufficient? You two can work through that of-
fice.

Dr. MURPHY. I speak for VA. Dr. Henderson is a very, very well
recognized individual in this field.

He has the kind of expertise and leadership that will move the
federal program for medical preparedness against bioterrorism for-
ward.

We could work very effectively with. We expect to work closely
with Dr. Henderson in HHS as we do with our partners in DOD.

So I have no problem with that.
Mr. BUYER. Dr. Hemming.
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Dr. HEMMING. I think leadership is the first issue and I think
there are many people who could serve in that capacity, and cer-
tainly D.A. Henderson could do that.

But I think the next step, which is very important, is for there
to be established a dialogue with the people who actually establish
the curricula which are taught in these training programs.

We are confronted in medicine with an enormous dilemma. That
dilemma is that our cup has not gotten any bigger; that is, we have
4 years or 3 years or 2 years to train health care providers. The
amount of information to stuff into those years has grown exponen-
tially.

There are so many voices. There is so much noise out there and
the practitioner has only got so much time in his or her life to read
and to learn and then there are a lot of other tasks to do.

So we get back to the issue of focus, and I think that is why dia-
logue by the proper leadership with the people who establish cur-
ricula is essential. Together, they could then find a way to articu-
late these ideas into the things that are taught, the skills that phy-
sicians should have, that nurses should have, that EMTs should
have, that PAs should have, and I think there is a way to do this,
but there is not going to be a quick fix.

It is going to have to be done over time and I think all of the
agencies that accredit these training programs and people and per-
mit them to provide health care must be partners in the dialogue,
to establish the right kind of curriculum for each of the health care
providers, so that it is taught in a timely and adequate fashion,
and it ensures that the caregivers are ready.

It is a challenging task simply because of all the other require-
ments, that we also have to worry about. But, there will be another
crisis tomorrow. There is going to be another agent. There is going
to be another bacteria, another virus. There is going to be another
threat.

So we have to do this right, so that we don’t do it for one month
and then forget about it.

Mr. BUYER. That’s why, at our meeting last night, we went into
the night. And I don’t want it to be just bioterrorism.

I think what the Senate is doing is very narrow.
Dr. HEMMING. It should be much broader.
Mr. BUYER. Because it is chemical, it is radiological, and if we

are going to do something, let’s be comprehensive and let’s do it
right.

I have been one of the biggest defenders of your medical univer-
sity in this Congress and I will continue to make sure that you
focus on your core mission, and that is your military medical pre-
paredness, but you have got the expertise and that is what we
want to be able to tap into and authorize you to coordinate with
the VA and others, and that is our intent.

Dr. HEMMING. And we would be proud to do that.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Let me now yield to the chairman of the

full committee, Mr. Smith.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want to

thank our distinguished panel for their insights. I have read all of
your testimonies now, and it does provide us with, again, an addi-
tional road map as to what we should be doing.
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I do have a question, Dr. Murphy. Are there any additional au-
thorities that you need, anything legislatively that this committee
needs to pass to obviously help you do your work, and your col-
leagues?

You did mention in your testimony a bioterrorism initiative. You
might want to elaborate a little bit on that. Perhaps you did that
orally and I missed it, because I missed some of the testimony.

I note that in crafting our legislation, that obviously goes to a dif-
ferent committee, the National Preparedness Centers, Medical Pre-
paredness Centers, H.R. 3253, would be considered by our own
committee, but another bill that I mentioned earlier about the pro-
tocols, I was amazed at the conflicting advice.

I am not being critical, because I think the docs in my area they
are doing the best that they could given the information that they
had.

Having sat in a few board conferences like that when my own
parents were sick and there were disagreements with the infectious
disease doctor and the others, the renal man and the others.

So I know that the best minds don’t always come to an easy
consensus.

But it seems to me that when we have dozens of potential toxins,
viruses, Ebola and a whole host of others that could be delivered
with incredibly devastating effectiveness against unsuspecting pop-
ulations, every one of these, it seems to me, we need to sweat the
details and come up with—and you have already begun to do that,
I know, with this and other work that you are doing.

My point is time is not our friend. We need a crash course in get-
ting this as quickly accomplished.

Would the four medical centers, the Centers of Excellence, would
it be good if they were part of the VA or is there some other area
where they need to be housed?

As has been pointed out repeatedly, about half of all the students
who are medical practitioners do go, in whole or in part, through
the VA.

So it seems to me that, from a teaching point of view, we cer-
tainly have much to offer.

Doctor?
Dr. MURPHY. We haven’t had a chance to review your bill yet in

detail. So the administration hadn’t developed a position on the
bill.

However your proposal for Centers of Excellence is similar to our
Geriatric Research Education and Clinical Centers (GRECCs), and
our mental health centers (MIRRECs), and others in VA.

We think that those centers were seminal activities to bring the
research and clinical expertise and translate that immediately into
education programs for our students, residents, and practitioners in
areas like geriatrics.

In summary I think your concept is sound and should receive
consideration.

Mr. SMITH. Ken Mizrach. Ken, I, in my opening comments, men-
tioned how grateful I was personally and our letter carriers were
collectively for your early intervention, and I know how hard you
worked the phones.
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I don’t know if I told you this, or anyone, and I won’t name the
name, because it would be embarrassing, but when I first apprised
some of our health care leaders in New Jersey that the VA had the
capability and could have access to Cipro and are part of a bio-
terrorism management plan, they never even thought of that.

The way it was put to me, that is a blind spot, I didn’t even know
that they had that capability, which suggested the left hand didn’t
know what the right hand was doing.

Again, a crisis sharpens the mind and hopefully there will be
many lessons learned from this.

Did you want to maybe comment on some of the work that you
did?

Mr. MIZRACH. I just appreciate your involvement with us. I am
very proud of the Department of Veterans Affairs and the ability
of our staff to rally under any circumstances to provide the support
to our communities.

I think that you are absolutely right, the VA is an unknown en-
tity many times and you would be very proud to see how our clini-
cal and administrative staff reacted when we had the World Trade
Center attack and we rallied and did whatever it took to support
our communities, whether they were Veterans or non-Veterans.

We stand ready to support our communities.
Mr. SMITH. Thank you. You all probably heard today that Kaiser

Permanente is being sued by a relative of the inhalation anthrax
victim who died, and yet we have been told, in this committee at
least, with a staffing note, that Kaiser did have some guidelines
that were not—they were probably state-of-the-art with regard to
how to treat it and recognize it.

Now that we are moving into the liability issue, as well, obvi-
ously, public health comes first, but there will be, I think, another
shoe to drop, especially if there is another episode of this, when
someone misses it.

Could you perhaps—Dr. Murphy, you might want to, again, take
a shot at this.

The protocols, are they there? The CDC seems to be the over-
arching entity that suggests that we do this or we do that, but it
doesn’t seem to be off the shelf, or is the guideline that flexible that
they constantly have to update it?

Again, the chaos of the first week of what happened in my own
district was very illustrative. It was like everyone was making
statements.

Matter of fact, I kept my mouth shut, other than to say that we
trust and have great confidence in our medical people, because this
is basically a medical issue.

Dr. MURPHY. As has been pointed out by some of the other wit-
nesses today, many of our health care providers in this country,
prior to the recent anthrax attacks, did not think about biological,
chemical, or radiologic injuries or attacks on a routine basis.

It wasn’t a subject that they were familiar with. In fact, most of
my experience in that area came from my training, a Master’s in
Public Health at the Uniformed Services University, and through
my military experience, and then in investigating some of the vet-
erans’ illnesses after the Gulf War.
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However, the training programs are available. For years, VA has
been broadcasting the 12-hour program on bioterrorism that
USAMRID produces, and all of those people are faculty at USUHS.

The problem, as I see it, is that physicians and other health care
providers in this country don’t know how to access that informa-
tion. We all have busy lives. They haven’t worked it into their
CME, the continuing medical education, schedule or into their med-
ical reading time.

We need to make the tools readily available through multiple dif-
ferent mechanisms and we need to put them in formats that people
are comfortable with, whether it is reading material, because they
are visual learners, or whether it is a satellite broadcast or an
internet interactive web site or a CD-ROM.

We need to make them readily accessible, easy for people to un-
derstand, and provide them either at a reasonable charge or free
of charge, if they are government products.

Mr. SMITH. Dr. Murphy, how would you respond to Dr. Hill, the
Chair-elect at the AMA Board of Trustees, on page 13 of his testi-
mony, bottom lines in terms of his recommendation?

One is to re-create the medical education for the National De-
fense Program, expanding it to graduate medical education pro-
grams, and then he gives a number of specific recommendations
there, like specific curricula objectives, Federal funding, local iden-
tified faculty.

And the second proposal is to include education and training as
part of the regional response preparation of the National Disaster
Medical System.

Dr. MURPHY. I think those could all be very effective mechanisms
in getting education into the hands of health care providers.

Mr. SMITH. Is any of this being done now and to what extent, or
are these relatively new recommendations?

Dr. HEMMING. I consider infectious disease as my other business
when I get to practice.

Let me tell you that by today, American physicians, probably
most of them, have gone back to their textbooks, and they have
now read about anthrax.

I am certain that there is currently more knowledge about an-
thrax in the medical community in the United States than ever be-
fore in the history of this country, because physicians really are
professionals and most of what they do is self-taught.

We spend a lot of time studying and reading. As a consequence,
now that people are focused on this issue, I would wager you that
even in Yukon, ID, (I bet you don’t even know where that is. It is
close to where I was raised) physicians there probably could diag-
nose inhalational anthrax today, only because they have also have
so many ranchers out there.

But the issue is physicians, if you get their attention, then they
self-read, they learn, and they get ready because they are really in-
terested in providing the best care they can for their patients.

The issue, again, is focus and all of the requirements and being
able to reach up and pick out the important ones.

I think what this WMD education can do is to allow American
physicians and primary care practitioners, to begin thinking, to re-
alize that we are not living on a safe little island any longer. All
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of us are now at risk of having something very unexpected happen.
Then, it is easy to play a game of probabilities and talk about the
infectious disease threats that we have and to teach people about
them.

We can talk about chemical threats and what to do if something
happens.

I believe that our American physicians will be enormously re-
sponsive, so long as we allow them to take the time out of their
busy lives and focus on these issues and to get prepared.

Mr. SMITH. Let me just ask one question about detection. Obvi-
ously, we are all trying to get up to speed as to what is currently
available off the shelf and what is at least being considered to be
even more effective.

But I have read a number of the brochures and obviously some
of them are the glossy type, but others went into greater depth as
to what these air breathing, both chemical and biological detection
devices can accomplish.

I guess, Dr. Murphy, you might be the one to answer this.
Does the VA have any plans to procure—maybe you already have

some in the field—so that you know what you are dealing with?
Particularly if it is chemical.

One of the devices that are used by the military, obviously,
breathes in, finds out what is in the air and does it in such an ef-
fective way, that, obviously, precautions can be taken.

And it seems to me that if you have got first responders and
emergency room personnel dealing with something, they need to
know, A, what it is for the sake of the victim, and, also, A, to pro-
tect themselves.

Dr. MURPHY. This isn’t an area where I have a lot of technical
expertise, but as I understand the current state of art with the de-
tectors, it is not only that you have to purchase the equipment, but
you have to have a team that is able to interpret and confirm the
results of that detection.

It is not a completely transparent process. At this point, we are
looking at whether there is a need for detectors in any VA facili-
ties, but we have not moved ahead or a decision to begin purchas-
ing any at this point.

I don’t know if, Dr. Hemming, you have anything.
Dr. HEMMING. This is a far more complex issue than the market-

ers would have you believe, the people who are making devices, but
there are ways of detecting most of these materials.

Again, I think what one needs to do is look at cost versus benefit
and not spend a lot of money on things that are really not going
to help.

There are many people who are expert in this area who can give
us good advice and good counsel. The military is worried about this
a lot. My guess is that John Parker at USAMRID could answer a
lot of these questions very well for you in terms of what really does
work and what doesn’t work and where we should invest our dol-
lars in terms of protecting our population.

Mr. SMITH. I appreciate that. I just would note for the record, at
our last hearing about a month ago, I had asked a question about
detectors and one of our witnesses said he was very concerned
about a false alarm, and I have been asking everybody that I can
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possibly ask what kind of potential is it that we would get a false
alarm, and I get looks like the technology has progressed to the
point where that is highly unlikely.

I recounted the story, and it is just one anecdote among hun-
dreds of thousands probably about the World Trade Center, but my
chief of staff’s brother works at Merrill Lynch, saw the building
come down, handled it quite well, until someone said there had
been a chemical exposure.

He said the fear and the terror just gripped him and it was like,
oh, my God!, what does that mean. And then it was found to be
a false alarm about the rumor.

But as far as anyone knows, and I am waiting to find out, there
was no machine, detector of any kind that was in proximity to this,
the emergency responders and the first responders didn’t have it,
to find out what indeed might have been in the air had there been
some kind of chemical or biological release.

It seems to me that whole groups of people could unwittingly
walk into a situation that would be disastrous for their health.

That is why I am wondering about deployments, strategically,
you don’t need one maybe in every outpatient clinic, but there
maybe needs to be some thought given to where we do go from
there.

I learned another time, when we were—there was talk in New
Jersey 10 years ago of putting in, in the Greenfield area, a toxic
waste burner, to be obviously differentiated from a waste to steam
deal, which are state-of-the-art and relatively clean.

This would be burning and nobody knows what would be coming
out of that smoke stack and you would have to transport all kinds
of toxic materials from all over New Jersey to this place.

The question arose, and at first it was laughed at by some, what
about the first responders. Then we just called them firemen and
firefighters.

And it was like, well, are their rubber boots going to melt when
they walk into something. No one knew.

And at the public hearing that I testified at, it was amazing, the
commissioners, the technical staff, were scratching their heads,
what happens.

Detection, again, being a key issue. What is it that you are deal-
ing with?

So just food for thought, and I think we need to work that one.
I’m sure you are.

Dr. MURPHY. My understanding is that the technology has not
developed to the point that we would not expect large numbers of
false alarms.

In fact, I would predict that most of the alarms that you would
get off of the devices would be ultimately determined to be false
positives.

As we know from our experience in Desert Shield/Desert Storm,
those alarms themselves can create anxiety.

Therefore, I think you need to weight the risk and the benefit of
the technology that would be put in place against the level of risk
in various locations. Detectors could then be placed in high risk
areas.
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I read in The Washington Post that the Metro, for instance, is
looking at detectors for the subway system.

We need to carefully evaluate what the technology can do for us
and decide whether there is a significant benefit for our patients
and our facilities.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you. Yes, Doctor.
Dr. HEMMING. Fear is really a powerful emotion. Let me talk as

a pediatrician, who again and again has been in a community
where there is a case of meningococcal meningitis. Suddenly you
have a child in an elementary school who develops
meningococcemia or meningitis; and, now all of the people, the par-
ents of the children in that school and the teachers are all con-
cerned that they, too, will develop meningitis.

It is really an amazing experience when suddenly you, as a
health care practitioner, have several thousand people fearful for
their family and their children descend on you, asking you to as-
sure them that they won’t or can’t develop a secondary case of that
illness.

This is the same psychology that terrorists are using in this
whole business, and I think as processionals, the only tool that we
have better than all of the science is information and communica-
tion.

One of the things we haven’t talked about here is how important
it is that systems be in place to inform communities, to teach peo-
ple so that they respond, not out of shear terror, but thoughtfully,
when their families or lives are threatened.

I think there are ways to do that and I think our mental health
professionals can help us with this. I think this is another edu-
cational area where the VA and others can make a huge difference
in terms of community response to fear, the very fear that terror-
ists want to evoke.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Carson.
Ms. CARSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
I would like to ask Dr. Murphy. The chairman’s bill, H.R. 3254,

lists understanding of the potential long-term effects of terrorist at-
tacks as part of the program content for anti-terrorism training,
and education.

One of the long-term effects of any horrific incident, of course, is
post-traumatic stress.

Should mental health services, such as PTSD counseling, be in-
cluded in anti-terrorism curriculum, in your opinion?

Dr. MURPHY. Yes, absolutely. We believe that good mental health
training should be part of medical school curriculums and it is im-
portant for health care practitioners, whether they intend to go into
a mental health profession or not, to have a good basis in mental
health training, including in PTSD and other long-term psycho-
logical effects of terrorist attacks.

Ms. CARSON. How many decontamination stations are currently
in the VA health care system and how many are planned?

Dr. MURPHY. We currently have 30 decontamination units.
Ms. CARSON. Three-zero, 30?
Dr. MURPHY. Thirty, three-zero, in our medical facilities around

the country and we have asked each facility to look at having at
least a portable decontamination unit available.
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Ms. CARSON. Let me close by saying I applaud the VA and its
existing collaboration with DOD and other agencies on developing
and delivering quality education and training programs, such as
the Emergency Management Academy and the Emergency Manage-
ment Strategic Health Care Group Technical Advisory Committee.

Now, in your opinion, Dr. Murphy, what coordination efforts are
further needed between the VA and other Federal agencies in pre-
senting a common front to the threat of biological, chemical, and/
or radiological terrorism?

Dr. MURPHY. I think that there are a number of areas where we
have gaps in our coordination between departments.

We need to have joint scenario planning, so that we can make
sure that we have developed action plans for all the likely sce-
narios that may occur for potential terrorist attacks in the future.

We need to have policies that are consistent between the agen-
cies. We need to have our personnel working together on a routine
basis so that we are comfortable with each other’s procedures and
policies, so that we can ensure an effective working relationship
during an emergency.

I think that we need to have joint training programs, not only
the kind of education programs that we are talking about here
today, but also disaster drills and other training exercises that
allow us to actually test our policies and procedures on an ongoing
basis.

In addition, we probably need to have more joint preparedness
planning.

So I think there are multiple levels of coordination that need to
go on between government agencies and departments over the very
near future.

Ms. CARSON. Thank you very much. I yield back my time.
Mr. BUYER. I am not interested in defining nationwide medical

preparedness as having USUHS piggyback a few training courses.
That is not what this is about. I just want to be very clear.

So what communications or coordination have either of you had,
Dr. Hemming, Dr. Murphy, representing VA and DOD, with any-
one from the AMA or the American Association of Medical Colleges
as a dialogue or a beginning?

Have you had any?
Dr. HEMMING. We received an invitation from Senator Frist and

from Dr. Cohen to participate in a conference on the 28th, that the
AAMC is sponsoring, and we will have some of our folks present
at that meeting.

We have, as you may know, responded to a number of queries
from other organizations that have asked us about what we do,
how we do it, and we stand ready, as a consultant, as it were, to
provide whatever information people request from us.

I think that we have also been in dialogue with the American
Medical Association.

As you know, from the materials we submitted to you, there were
two conferences held by the AMA Board of Delegates on these
threats and conjointly with the VA, the DOD, and the CDC. We
made presentations to the AMA, talking to primary care physicians
about beginning planning to respond to WMD concerns.
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We have a member on my staff who is a member of the ACGME
and this will be an agenda item.

The ACGME, the Accreditation Council on Graduate Medical
Education, will be discussing these issues at its meeting in Decem-
ber in San Francisco.

So, yes, indeed, we are already reaching out to a number of the
organizations that we belong to to establish a dialogue, because in
the end, if this is going to work, it has still got to come from the
grass roots up. What has to come from the top down, I believe, is
to enable and to encourage and maybe, when necessary, provide
some funding, so that organizations can afford to do this.

I believe that dialogue has already begun at all levels of medical
education in the United States and I think what your committee
can do is to encourage that dialogue and help it succeed.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Dr. Murphy.
Dr. MURPHY. I would like to agree with that Dr. Hemming said

and add that I would advise that you should not simply ask VA to
develop stovepipe programs or a ‘‘stand-alone’’ education program,
nor should you ask the university to do that, because both of us
would be unsuccessful in the effort if we did not have, as active
partners, all of the other accrediting organizations and organiza-
tions that are involved in medical student education, graduate
medical education, and the AMA and other county and state medi-
cal societies.

This needs to be a broad-based effort not only among physicians,
but among other health professional groups in order for the Nation
to be prepared to respond in the future to chemical, biological, or
nuclear attacks.

As a Nation we need to be able to, understand the threat, be able
to diagnose and treat it, and to effectively deal with the long-term
health consequences, and that is where any effort by this Congress
should be focused.

Mr. BUYER. Thank you very much for your testimony. You are
now excused.

Ms. CARSON. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, as your next panel pre-
pares, if you would allow me to submit questions for the record to
the panel.

Mr. BUYER. No objection.
Panel four, I now recognize Dr. Edward Hill, who is the Chair-

man-Elect of the American Medical Association’s Board of Trustees.
Also testifying will be Dr. Jordan Cohen, President of the American
Association of Medical Colleges, and we will also receive testimony
from Dr. Martin Blaser, Professor and Chairman of the Depart-
ment of Medicine, at New York University School of Medicine.

Dr. Hill, you are now recognized to present your testimony.
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STATEMENTS OF J. EDWARD HILL, M.D., CHAIRMAN-ELECT OF
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES, AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIA-
TION; JORDAN J. COHEN, M.D., PRESIDENT, AMERICAN ASSO-
CIATION OF MEDICAL COLLEGES; AND MARTIN J. BLASER,
M.D., PROFESSOR AND CHAIRMAN, DEPARTMENT OF MEDI-
CINE, NYU SCHOOL OF MEDICINE

STATEMENT OF J. EDWARD HILL

Dr. HILL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and good afternoon. I am
Edward Hill and I am Chair-Elect of the Board of Trustees of the
American Medical Association.

Perhaps more importantly, I am a practicing family physician in
Tupelo, Mississippi, and until very recently, was the director of a
residency training program for family doctors in Tupelo.

Before I begin, allow me to make an historical observation. This
country, like many other countries, has already faced events involv-
ing mass destruction. We have had earthquakes and hurricanes
and tornadoes and hazardous material spills.

So medical professionals have had to deal with and treat mass
casualties. So as we discuss how to prepare for treating the casual-
ties of weapons of mass destruction, we should recognize the broad-
er implications of what we do.

Our message today is twofold. First, we would like to acknowl-
edge the accomplishments of the Department of Veterans Affairs
and Department of Defense in educating medical students and
physicians.

Second, we would like to identify some ways we believe that both
departments could further help in the education of the students
and physicians.

The AMA has fully recognized the fact that both the departments
have made important contributions in education. In fact, we esti-
mate that at least 65 percent of the Nation’s physicians have re-
ceived part of their training in a VA medical facility.

Similarly, the Department of Defense, through its health profes-
sional scholarship program, has enabled thousands of medical stu-
dents to obtain their medical degrees at civilian medical schools.

In those programs, the students have received somewhere be-
tween 50 and a 132 hours of training in public health and disaster
medicine, such as diagnosing and treating patients injured by
chemical, biological, or radiological weapons.

The departments have also played a crucial role in residency pro-
grams across the country. Military residency programs have pro-
vided specialty specific training that focuses on treating injuries, as
you have already heard this morning, from weapons of mass
destruction.

And the Veterans Administration, through its residency pro-
grams, has functioned as an integral part of the Nation’s response
medical system.

Presently, the departments are training close to 2,300 resident
physicians, along with thousands of other full and part-time
physicians.

Along with the medical education and training, both depart-
ments’ health centers perform a critical role in collaborating with
civilian medical facilities.
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For instance, the School of Medicine of the Uniformed Services
University of the Health Sciences has developed a curriculum for
addressing the medical aspects of chemical, biological, and radio-
logical terrorism, and this Uniformed Services Medical School has
also successfully modified its curriculum for effective distance
learning, that you have already heard about this morning.

Both departments also have strong research components that are
closely integrated with their clinical and educational activities. It
is clear that the knowledge and experience within the clinical and
medical divisions of these departments are a tremendous national
asset.

The second part of a twofold message, we would like to identify
a couple of ways that we believe the departments could improve
this country’s readiness to treat those injured by weapons of mass
destruction.

First, the departments could develop a voluntary educational
program for medical schools, osteopathic medical colleges and resi-
dency programs, with specific curricula objectives.

To help implement this educational program, we would suggest
that a national coordinating office be established, and the Uni-
formed Services University of the Health Sciences could very quick-
ly fill this role.

In developing this educational program, the Department of De-
fense and Department of Veterans Affairs would need to rely upon
subject matter experts. Current department staff and faculty could
function as an outstanding resource.

To ensure that expertise on these issues is available locally,
these departments should also identify local faculty trained in diag-
nosing and treating people injured by weapons of mass destruction.

As a last element for establishing an educational program, the
funding would need to be adequate, guaranteed and Federal.

In the past, there is a similar Federal program that existed.
From 1952 through 1958, the Department of Defense sponsored a
voluntary program in U.S. medical schools entitled Medical Edu-
cation for National Defense, or MEND. The AMA and the AAMC
both strongly supported this program, which incorporated all of the
elements we are talking about.

In 1968, the program lost its funding. I mention this program to
highlight that there has been an effective voluntary educational
program and, by the way, at that time, a 100 percent of the medi-
cal schools participated. There were 92 medical schools and they all
participated.

So we believe this program should be re-instituted.
In addition to establishing an educational program, our National

Defense Medical System could be strengthened.
Many practicing physicians are currently part of this National

Defense Medical System. They are affiliated, for instance, with a
hospital that is connected to a VA or a Department of Defense
medical facility.

The department’s facility functions as the organizing entity in
their region. These are natural alliances for collective education
and should be fostered.

One way to foster them may be in hospital accreditation systems,
as has also been suggested already today.
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These are just a few of the ideas that we have for improving the
education of medical students and physicians and, of course, we
would be happy to discuss them further at your convenience.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Hill appears on p. 89.]
Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Dr. Hill. Dr. Cohen.

STATEMENT OF JORDAN J. COHEN

Dr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Jordan Cohen,
President of the Association of American Medical Colleges, the
AAMC.

AAMC represents the country’s 125 medical schools and over 400
major teaching hospitals and health systems, including 74 VA med-
ical centers, 98 academic and scientific societies, representing over
87,000 faculty members and, also, our Nation’s medical students
and residents.

Education of our Nation’s medical students and health profes-
sionals is one of our core missions, and I am pleased to tell you
about what we are doing at the association to address the critical
topic of treating victims of weapons of mass destruction.

It does need to be said that everything changed on September 11,
the tragic events of those days and the uncertainty that has fol-
lowed has resulted in new priorities and new responsibilities for ev-
eryone, very much including the AAMC.

In representing our Nation’s medical educators, our key priority
is to prepare tomorrow’s doctors with the knowledge and skills they
will need to carry out our current fight and to tackle any future
conflicts as they may occur.

Now, to address this urgent national need, the AAMC has devel-
oped what we are calling the first contact/first response plan, which
is to ensure that the Nation’s physicians are ready to respond to
incidents of biological, chemical, and radiation terrorism.

As part of this plan, as you have already heard, we are conven-
ing a coalition of health education organizations, very much includ-
ing the VA and USUHS, as you heard, on November 28, here in
Washington, to help us identify and develop educational informa-
tion resources to aid physicians and residents who are likely to be
the first contact, the first to encounter victims of terrorist attacks.

We believe that tomorrow’s physicians must begin in medical
school to equip themselves with the knowledge and skills required
to deal with future terrorist attacks.

Medical schools, I can assure you, across the country, are already
working very hard towards this goal through their continuing med-
ical education departments, as well as their undergraduate and
graduate medical education efforts.

These efforts comprise a host of activities ranging from hands-on
training sessions, one-day seminars to full-fledged new courses
within their academic programs.

I have given you many examples in my written testimony, and
I won’t take the time now to repeat them.

AAMC has a primary responsibility for improving the education
of physicians when they are in medical school and to ensure that
a more systematic and to ensure that a more systematic and com-
prehensive set of activities is available to all medical students, we
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are convening a panel of experts in the defense against bioterror-
ism to develop explicit learning objectives for medical students and
to recommend educational strategies that medical schools might
adopt to ensure that students have opportunities to achieve the
stated objectives.

This approach, by the way, we have found to be extraordinarily
powerful in other areas of curricular needs, such as population,
health, information, technology and the like. So this is a model that
is already well established and has been well accepted by the medi-
cal education community.

We are working in partnership with the American Medical Asso-
ciation and medical specialty societies to arm physicians who are
in training right now as residents and fellows in our country’s
teaching hospitals with the information and tools they need to
practice their chosen specialties.

That training will now include how to respond immediately and
effectively to possible terrorist attacks.

It is essential that medical residents and other health profes-
sionals receive appropriate education and training, because they
are very likely to be among the individuals to be in first contact
positions for afflicted patients.

AAMC also has a responsibility, in collaboration with other
health education medicine, public health and science organizations
to act as a catalyst and a contributor to the ongoing national dia-
logue on how to provide all provide all practicing health care pro-
fessionals with everything they need for the American public in a
time of crisis.

The continuing medical education departments in our hospitals
and medical schools serve a vital function in this regard.

The health care workforce is well prepared, as Dr. Hill has al-
ready mentioned, to respond to situations of mass casualties in
which primary injuries are traumatic in nature, given our long-
standing experience with natural disasters, such as earthquakes,
hurricanes, and floods.

There is a good deal more that we need to do, however, to be
equally well prepared to deal with the potential of chemical, bio-
logical, and radiological terrorist attacks.

Finally, let me mention the AAMC recognizes the unique oppor-
tunities for partnerships that exist between academic medicine and
public health system.

Fortunately, we already have in existence a cooperative agree-
ment with the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and
plan to work closely with the CDC’s expert staff to identify ways
to better prepare the physician workforce to deal with terrorism.

Our members also work very closely with the Agency for Health
Care Research and Quality. Again, examples are the Johns Hop-
kins researchers and those are the University of Maryland and
Emory that I detail in my written statement.

These efforts to be successful, however, are going to need to have
continued cooperation and support from the VA, which has been a
mainstay for our multiple missions over many decades.

Academic medicine and the VA share three missions of health
care delivery, education, and research, and the affiliation agree-
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ments between the VA and medical schools are critical to achieving
all three missions for both partners.

Currently, 139 VA medical centers have formal affiliation agree-
ments with a 107 of our medical schools.

Each year, as you have heard, more than 30,000 residents and
22,000 medical students rotate through the VA hospitals and clin-
ics to receive a portion of their medical training.

VA supports yet an additional mission, that of providing backup
to the military medical system in times of war and national emer-
gency, as you know.

For this reason, the AAMC views the VA as an absolutely essen-
tial partner in our first contact/first response efforts.

We have had over a 50 year history of affiliations with VA medi-
cal centers and abundant evidence, I think, has accumulated, to
the advantages of that partnership on all three of our missions.

The VA’s ability to recruit and retain high quality physicians and
the access of Veterans to the most advanced medical technology
and cutting-edge research are just two of the multiple benefits that
derive from this relationship.

Because a significant amount of medical education is provided
through VA settings and by jointly appointed VA faculty, VA is an
essential partner in the AAMC’s efforts.

I would like to mention, I didn’t mention this in my written
statement, Mr. Chairman, but I would like to draw your attention
to an asset that the AAMC has that may be of interest to you.

We have what is called a curriculum management information
tool, CRMIT, as we call it, which is a web-based tool that all medi-
cal schools utilize to categorize and detail their curriculum.

So we have access to what goes on in all our medical schools with
respect to curricular content, where in the curriculum, who is doing
the teaching.

So I think we are going to be in a position, we are in a position
to track over time the degree to which these topics of now vital in-
terest are going to be included and increasingly evident in our cur-
riculum.

So I think we’re going to be, as I say, in a position to help our
schools track their own progress and to benchmark their activities
against those schools that are becoming the leaders in this field,
and I think that is going to be a useful issue.

I would also like to make a comment to follow up on one of the
comments of the earlier witnesses, Adm. Eisold. He mentioned that
what we are really dealing with here is really quite standard in the
way of medical treatment.

What we are talking about is early recognition of some uncom-
mon diseases, diseases that we haven’t really had a reason to be
concerned about before.

But although the task is—I certainly don’t want to minimize the
magnitude of the task that is before us, but I also don’t want you
to get the impression that we are faced with a huge, unmanageable
sort of challenge here.

I think we need to categorize those likely pathogens and chemi-
cal and radiation exposures and include them in our curriculum in
ways that fit with our already current well recognized modes of di-
agnosis and treatment.
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So we are dealing with something that is incremental, not totally
new and not totally novel with respect to what is going on already.

Finally, I just would like to endorse your concept about D.A.
Henderson and his new agency in HHS. I think that would be a
very, very good focal point and, as you put it very well, I think the
staff of the umbrella that I think all of our activities could very
conveniently be orchestrated under.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Cohen appears on p. 104.]
Mr. BUYER. Thank you. Dr. Blaser.

STATEMENT OF MARTIN J. BLASER

Dr. BLASER. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee,
thank you for the opportunity to appear before you this afternoon.

I ask that the committee include my complete written statement
as part of the hearing record.

I am Martin Blaser, Professor and Chairman of the Department
of Medicine at the NYU School of Medicine, and I am also one of
the nine members of the sub-specialty board in infectious diseases
of the American Board of Internal Medicine.

I might note that for a number of years, we have had questions
on our board examination dealing with topics of bioterrorism,
which may help explain why infectious disease physicians are so
good at recognizing these recent cases.

Before coming to NYU, I also served as an EIS officer at the
CDC and I have served as the Chief of Infectious Diseases at Van-
derbilt, where I worked closely with Dr. Bill Frist, who was direc-
tor of our transplantation system.

I am also a staff physician at the New York Harbor VA Medical
Center and I have been a VA physician for more than 20 years.

My research laboratory is at the VA and I have always been
proud of my VA affiliation, especially now.

Incidentally, I have conducted research on anthrax since 1996. I
was involved in the care of the infant with anthrax in New York
City, and serve on Mayor Giuliani’s Task Force on Bioterrorism.

As you know, the VA medical system is a tremendous national
resource. As our government examines ways to improve responses
to public health emergencies in a post-September 11 world, collabo-
ration between the VA health system and our Nation’s medical
schools offers a way to address many of the gaps in our current
ability to prepare for bioterrorism.

As an example, I would like to discuss the collaboration already
underway between the NYU School of Medicine and the New York
Harbor VA Medical Center to create the VA-NYU joint Center for
Bioterrorism Research.

It is my hope that this can be a model for future collaborations
between VA facilities and medical schools across the country.

The NYU School of Medicine and its three major affiliates, Tisch
University Hospital, Bellevue Hospital, and the New York Harbor
VA are located on a single campus. We are the closest academic
medical center to both Wall Street and the mid-town business dis-
trict. Bellevue is the major disaster hospital in New York.

Our combined campus is the medical front line in New York.
Both before and since September 11, the School of Medicine and its
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affiliates have been closely involved with the city, state, and Fed-
eral Governments in preparing for and responding to acts of war
and bioterrorism.

On September 11, we fully mobilized all of our hospitals and we
could have cared for thousands of victims, had they come.

Another example of our efforts is the NIH supported General
Clinical Research Center, located at Bellevue.

In the event of a chemical or biological attack in New York, the
GCRC facilitate performing physiologic measurements on patients,
banking of specimens, and enrolling seriously ill persons, for exam-
ple, with inhalational anthrax, smallpox, or plague, in clinical
trials to determine optimal therapies.

It would also enable our scientists to translate new knowledge
developed at the research center to the bedside.

Another example is at our medical grand rounds last week, the
topic was anthrax. We had a panel of experts and had 400 doctors
and students at our three major hospitals.

Incidentally, I would like to hand out the VA’s pocket cards in
bioterrorism to all our faculty and house staff at next week’s medi-
cal grand rounds throughout the NYU system.

The School of Medicine has already committed itself to the pre-
paredness effort by creating the Center for Health Information and
Preparedness, or CHIP.

Initial efforts of CHIP are in two areas, creation of a web site to
provide accurate, up-to-date and independent information and as-
sessments in terms understandable to both professionals and lay
audiences, and, also, a wide spectrum of bio defense related re-
search in all component schools of New York University.

Our VA-NYU proposal contains a program of basic and
translational research on the prevention, diagnosis, and treatment
of diseases related to bio warfare.

Essential to that infrastructure of modern research facilities, in
which bench research, animal studies, and human clinical inves-
tigation can perform safely.

Core research programs will focus on infectious and pulmonary
diseases, such as anthrax, clinical pharmacology and toxicology.

We intend to focus on both biological and chemical agents, such
as nerve gas and organophosphates.

I would be happy to discuss these areas in further detail during
the questioning, if member are interested.

These areas hold the promise of quickly translating the results
of research to novel diagnostics, treatments, and preventives for
victims of biological and chemical attacks.

In addition to research, the training of our health professionals
is key to improving the preparedness of our national health system.

VA facilities around the country have much to contribute to this
area, as well, and as part of the NYU CHIP program, we would de-
velop web-based modules for the education of physicians, first re-
sponders, emergency room personnel, and other health profes-
sionals about diagnosis and treatment of bioterrorism victims.

Thank you, again, Mr. Chairman for your invitation to appear
before the subcommittee today. Our world was changed on Septem-
ber 11, but I am confident that with adequate support, our Nation’s
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academic medical centers, working closely with the VA system, will
be successful in preparing for the challenges ahead.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Blaser, with attachment, appears

on p. 109.]
Mr. BUYER. Dr. Hill, you testified that from 1954 through 1968,

the Department of Defense sponsored a voluntary program for U.S.
medical schools entitled the Medical Education for National
Defense.

Following a negative report by the General Accounting Office and
citing lack of performance criteria and potentially budgetary prob-
lems, the program was no longer funded in 1969.

Now that I’ve resurrected what we had done then it would be
helpful here to us, what performance criteria does the AMA feel is
necessary to establish so that this will not happen again?

I don’t want to fail.
Dr. HILL. I anticipated that question, and I don’t know the an-

swer, because I don’t know what the criteria that they weren’t—
we tried to find that and actually couldn’t find it.

It was 1968, actually. But I do know the AAMC and AMA both,
the next year, in 1969, strongly recommended that it be re-insti-
tuted and it was not, and I do not know the reasons that it was
not re-instituted.

Mr. BUYER. Dr. Cohen, your testimony stated the health care
workforce is well prepared to respond to situations of mass casual-
ties. Yet, Dr. Omenaca testified that this is not the case at all.

He said that the system was in chaos and he encountered tre-
mendous communication problems.

Would you like to respond to a practitioner’s testimony?
Dr. COHEN. I think what I was trying to indicate was that in the

case of traumatic casualties, we have had a lot of experience deal-
ing with people who have been injured either in hurricanes, floods,
disasters of one kind or another, large vehicular accidents, train
wrecks and the like.

That is the kind of thing that I do think the system is reasonably
well prepared to deal with, because we have had a lot of experi-
ence. We have trauma teams, we have trauma centers, we have
emergency medical teams that are able to do on the site emergency
care and the like.

That is the kind of thing that I think we are reasonably well pre-
pared to do.

The kind of thing that Dr. Omenaca was referring to, I would
agree we are not well prepared to deal with bioterrorism, with bio-
logic agents, with chemical agents, with radiation exposure. Those
are the kinds of things we have not had experience and that is pre-
cisely why we need this major educational effort now to bring ev-
erybody up to speed with the sort of issues we are going to be deal-
ing with.

In that context, something that hasn’t been mentioned, and
maybe it is not relevant to your concerns here, but I think we all
now recognize that our public health infrastructure is really in
need of substantial investments to improve the ability of the public
health workforce and their critical role in managing these large
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scale and sometimes not so large scale problems, is one of the real
weak links presently in the system.

But as I say, that may be not the topic of this particular hearing,
but I do think it is important that we all recognize that that is an
urgent need for our country.

Mr. BUYER. One last question before I yield to Ms. Carson. The
Dean of USUHS recommended credentialing.

What is your opinion on us getting involved in that? My gut is
telling me stay away from that, leave that to the professionals.

Dr. COHEN. That would be my gut, as well, Mr. Chairman.
Dr. HILL. Requiring or mandating from a legislative standpoint

would probably not be a good idea.
I think it has already been shown that our medical universities

will respond very quickly when there is a crisis. They are already
responding, as you have heard this morning, without a great deal
of organization yet.

We think the organizational structure should possibly come from
your bill, but certainly not the credentialing.

Mr. BUYER. We have no intentions of mandating curriculum or
getting involved in credentialing.

You would endorse the MEND Act, too, to resurrect it, would you
not? Would both of you?

Dr. COHEN. Yes, sir.
Mr. BUYER. All three?
Dr. BLASER. Yes.
Mr. BUYER. In the affirmative. Thank you. Ms. Carson.
Ms. CARSON. I will be very quick. We have got a vote on.
In your opinion, should a specialty of biological terrorism be cre-

ated and taught at medical schools? Should chemical and radiologi-
cal terrorism be included?

Sometimes it takes days or weeks for the effects of a bioterrorist
event to be noticed.

Is it wise to differentiate bioterrorism from other infectious dis-
ease studies, to include reporting and surveillance actions?

I am having post-traumatic stress. Every time I sneeze, I say, oh,
my God, I have got the symptoms.

Dr. BLASER. I would like to speak as a member of the Infectious
Disease Board of the United States. We have always resisted sepa-
rating into sub-segments because one cannot predict where the
next infectious disease problem will be.

We recommend broad training in the principles and the specifics
of infectious disease. That is why we have had bioterrorism and
other aspects on our board examinations, and this is the way that
we can ensure, as a country, that we will develop a cadre of broad-
ly trained individuals who are ready to recognize the next chal-
lenge, the next medical and diagnostic challenge.

Dr. COHEN. Absolutely agree.
Dr. HILL. I would like to briefly comment. We don’t have any

trouble once it gets to the sub-specialty point.
Our problem is the primary responder. So our educational efforts,

I hope, will really concentrate on the primary care community, the
family doctors, internists, pediatricians, emergency room people,
because once we do the consults, we usually are well on our way
to success.
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Ms. CARSON. Thank you.
Mr. BUYER. Thank you, Ms. Carson. Gentlemen, I know you have

waited a long time to present your testimony, but hopefully as you
listened, it was informative and helpful to us, because this is going
to be a continuous dialogue as we work together on this.

I would like to thank Dr. Fran Murphy and Dr. Mather for wait-
ing around and listening to your testimony, and I know she eagerly
awaits your coordination, communication, integration.

I thank you for your testimony. Very appreciative.
I will ask that my closing statement be placed in the record.
This hearing is now concluded.
[Whereupon, at 1:40 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
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A P P E N D I X

OPENING STATEMENT OF MR. BUYER, VETERANS AFFAIRS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGATIONS

‘‘TERROR ON THE HOMEFRONT: ARE WE MEDICALLY PREPARED?’’

Nov. 14, 2001

Today’s hearing will examine a very important question, which affects not only
those of us in this room, but all Americans. We must answer the fundamental ques-
tion, ‘‘Is the U.S. medical community prepared for biological, chemical, and radio-
logical acts of terrorism?’’

Since September 11th, our country has been in a constant state of fear and anxi-
ety of not only flying the so-called friendly skies, but also opening our mail. We are
fighting a two-front war, not only here in America, but also abroad.

It is clear our health care providers are not resourced or trained with the proper
tools to detect, diagnose, and treat casualties in the face of biological, chemical and
radiological weapons.

The purpose of this hearing is to review the critical roles that the VA and DoD
should play in providing our Nation’s medical students and current health care pro-
fessionals with the education and training programs necessary to respond to terror-
ist activities.

Before I continue with my statement, I would like to extend a warm welcome to
our distinguished panelists. Today we are fortunate to have with us Rep. Dave
Weldon of Florida and Rep. John Cooksey of Louisiana.

I would also like to extend a special welcome to Admiral John Eisold, our Attend-
ing Physician to Congress. Since the Office of the Attending Physician was estab-
lished in 1928, someone in that position has never testified before a House or Senate
Committee. However, given the importance of the subject matter of this hearing,
and Admiral Eisold’s personal and professional interest, he has agreed to share with
us his perspective on this critical subject.

I also would like to recognize two physicians who are on the front lines in this
medical war on terrorism. The first, Dr. Susan Matcha, diagnosed and treated two
employees of a Washington, DC area postal facility who contracted the anthrax
virus. Second is Dr. Carlos Omenaca, who diagnosed and successfully treated one
of the first victims of inhalation anthrax in the Miami, Florida area.

A welcome should also be extended to VA Deputy Under Secretary for Health Dr.
Fran Murphy and her staff; Dr. Val Hemming, Dean of the F. Edward Hebert
School of Medicine at the Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences; Dr.
Edward Hill of the American Medical Association; Dr. Jordan Cohen of the Amer-
ican Association of Medical Colleges; and Dr. Martin Blaser of New York University.

They are all here today because this hearing will provide us, as well as the Amer-
ican public, with information crucial to the new war or terrorism. Your testimony
will help this subcommittee better understand the alleged shortcomings of the medi-
cal community’s educational institutions and how the VA and DoD can assist and
coordinate expertise to help the new generation of doctors to detect, diagnose, and
treat these new threats to public health.

Experts have been warning us for years that our healthcare system is NOT pre-
pared for a chemical, biological, or radiological event—terrorist or otherwise.

I would like to share with you a foretelling statement made by Dr. Tara O’Toole
in 1999. Dr. O’Toole, a senior fellow at the Center for Biodefense Studies at Johns
Hopkins University, said, I quote, ‘‘Media coverage of modern epidemics will have
a profound influence on the outcome of response efforts should a biological attack
occur. The number of people who were ill and in need of hospital care would likely
be exceeded by individuals seeking care because they were fearful of being sick.’’ I
believe that this was the public response to the recent anthrax attacks.
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I firmly believe that physicians and the entire health care community must be
educated about the potentially devastating consequences of terrorism and the criti-
cal role that health care providers must play in addressing such attacks. It is essen-
tial that health care providers can recognize the basic clinical manifestations and
treat diseases caused by weapons of mass destruction.

Our civilian healthcare system must develop effective, practical responses to these
deadly weapons. It must do this through planning, training, and preparation for fur-
ther terrorist attacks.

This is why I introduced H.R. 3254, the ‘‘Medical Education for National Defense
in the 21st Century.’’ I want to thank Full Committee Chairman Chris Smith, Vice-
Chairman Michael Bilirakis, Cliff Stearns, who is the Vice-Chairman of the Veter-
an’s Health Subcommittee, John McHugh, Chairman of the Armed Services Sub-
committee on Military Personnel, and that Subcommittee’s Ranking Member Vic
Snyder.

This legislation will create a partnership between the VA and the DoD and task
these two agencies to develop and disseminate a program to both our current medi-
cal professionals and current medical students in the Nation’s medical schools. We
already have a nexus in place between our medical universities where there is a
VA hospital in close proximity, and this is what we plan to tap into.

The combination of the DoD’s expertise in the field of treating casualties resulting
from an unconventional attack, and the VA’s infrastructure of 171 medical centers,
800 clinics, satellite broadcasting capabilities, and a preexisting affiliation with 107
medical schools, will enable the current and future medical professionals in this en-
tire country to become knowledgeable and medically competent in the treatment of
casualties of weapons of mass destruction.

We cannot afford to assume that our country will never have to experience a mas-
sive biological, chemical, or radiological attack. We must act to ensure that if the
worst of our fears are realized, our medical professionals will be ready and able to
effectively respond to such fallout.

An American Association of Medical Colleges (AAMC) Reporter article in Decem-
ber 1998 quotes an issue of Military Medicine that says, ‘‘Even military physicians,
who should be more prepared than civilian doctors, aren’t sure about their capabil-
ity of handling such a situation: the June 1998 issue of Military Medicine reported
that only 19 percent of military physicians were confident about providing care in
’NBC’ situations. The majority of those confident few - - 53 percent - - were USUHS
graduates.’’ And Dean, if you have any comments on that Reporter article, I would
appreciate that.

It is not the intent of this legislation to create new community standards of prac-
tice. We must recognize that diseases such as smallpox, botulism, and the plague
are not normally seen around the country.

I noticed this morning in the press that the family of one of the postal workers
who died has already obtained and filed suit over that death.

Family physicians all across the country are not looking for anthrax, botulism,
smallpox, and other such diseases. So I just want to make sure, and be on the
record for legislative intent, that I am not interested in setting new community
standards with regard to health care, nor am I trying to lay ground work for the
many trial lawyers out there.

I think it is extremely important that we disseminate the expertise that we have,
so that doctors, in their diagnostic analysis, begin to think about other things from
what they normally see in their family practices.

At this time, I will turn to Ms. Carson, the Ranking Member, for any comments
that she may have.
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CLOSING STATEMENT FOR CHAIRMAN BUYER

I would like to once again thank all the witnesses for being here today and for
providing us such insightful and compelling testimony.

We particularly appreciate and to want to thank Dr. Omenaca and Dr. Hill who
traveled from Florida and Mississippi to participate in today’s hearing.

It is evident from our witnesses’ testimony today that there is a serious deficiency
in our medical education institutions core curriculum in not teaching our Nation’s
future doctors and current practitioners to recognize, diagnose, and treat diseases
and medical conditions resulting from a terrorist arsenal of weapons of mass de-
struction.

I strongly encourage all of my colleagues to cosponsor H.R. 3254, the ‘‘Medical
Education for National Defense in the 21st Century Act.’’ This important bipartisan
legislation defines the new education requirements for our current and future health
care professionals in this new world since September 11th.
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PREPARED TESTIMONY OF VAL G. HEMMING, M.D., DEAN AND
PROFESSOR F. EDWARD HÉBERT SCHOOL OF MEDICINE
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WRITTEN COMMITTEE QUESTIONS AND THEIR RESPONSES

CHAIRMAN BUYER TO JOHN F. EISOLD, ATTENDING PHYSICIAN TO
CONGRESS, REAR ADMIRAL, UNITED STATES NAVY MEDICAL CORPS

RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FROM THE HONORABLE STEVE BUYER,
CHAIRMAN OF THE SUBCOMMITEE ON OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGA-
TIONS, FROM THE NOVEMBER 14, 2001 HEARING ON ‘‘TERROR ON THE
HOME FRONT; ARE WE MEDICALLY PREPARED’’

1. In your testimony, you mentioned that the ‘‘management of WMD
events occurs at several levels, which include preparation, first response,
public health response and individual provider response.’’ You went on to
assert, ‘‘while each level requires a different knowledge base, everyone re-
quires a basic level of understanding.’’ What should that basic level of un-
derstanding include and how should that information be disseminated
throughout the health care community?

The basic level of understanding required by the public health system and individ-
ual healthcare providers includes: basic knowledge of how to initially manage the
effects of common biological agents used for mass destruction, i.e., anthrax, small-
pox, tularemia, plague, etc.; knowledge of resources available and whom to contact
in case of such an emergency. This information can be disseminated through Con-
tinuing Medical Education courses offered by many organizations and hospitals as
well as through the Internet. In addition, medical schools and other health sciences
could incorporate such training into their curricula.

2. You spoke about your office’s state of readiness on October 15th. Would
it be beneficial for all medical facilities to inform the Director of Homeland
Defense of their readiness capability?

All medical facilities should be aware of their own organization’s capabilities in
responding to a mass casualty event involving weapons of mass destruction. Rather
than informing Director Ridge’s Office of each organization’s readiness state, the Di-
rector of Homeland Defense should be consulted to determine appropriate guidelines
for defining medical readiness. Moreover, these guidelines would probably be tai-
lored based on demographics and areas deemed critical for national security.

3. In your opinion what will motivate the health care education commu-
nity to incorporate weapons of mass destruction training into their curric-
ula?

I believe that the events of 2001 have provided significant motivation for the med-
ical community to incorporate weapons of mass destruction training into their
standard curricula. This motivation, however, must be crystallized and fully imple-
mented if we are to maintain an appropriate level of training within our nation’s
medical community. Sufficient resources from state and local levels will certainly be
required to successfully develop and implement such programs.
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CHAIRMAN BUYER TO DR. CARLOS OMENACA

MIAMI HEART CENTER,
Miami Shores, FL, February 9, 2002

Arthur K. Wu,
Staff Director, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations,
Cannon House Office Building, Washington, DC.

Dear Mr. WU: With reference to the Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions’ hearing on ‘‘Terror on the Home Front: Are We Medically Prepared’’, that was
held on November 14, 2001, I would like to answer the questions posed by Mr. Steve
Buyer’s letter date January c10, 2002.

In my testimony I made several recommendations, including the need to institute
a requirement for some type of training in bioterrorism for health care providers
other than physicians. In my opinion, this educational training should be different
from the one offered to physicians in terms of its complexity.

Specifically, I would like to recommend three levels of training.
1. Nurses and Physician Assistants.
2. Medical support personnel: paramedics, ambulance, preventive medicine

and laboratory technicians.
3. Non-medical: Military and Police force, logistics coordinators, and ordi-

nance technicians interested or involved in medical aspects of biowarfare
agents.

Group 1 would receive a training similar to the one offered to doctors. In fact,
most of the available courses in bioterrorism are aimed to both physicians and nurs-
ing staff without a distinction. Both, doctors and nurses would attend together and
receive the same information. However, physicians would focus more in depth in
learning medical, physiopathology, and treatment aspects to a more sophisticated
level of knowledge to be expanded by medical bibliography provided during the
training. Nurses and physician assistances would remain in a more practical level
in the management issues of biowarfare casualties. Upon completion of their train-
ing, each individual should have knowledge, at its level of expertise, of:

• Types of biological agents and their characteristics
• Biological warfare agents posing the greatest near-term threat
• Delivery mechanisms for biological warfare agents
• Signs, symptoms, and time course of biological warfare agent exposure
• Pathogenesis of key agents (more addressed to physicians)
• Selection and administration of pre-and post-exposure prophylaxis and

treatment (more addressed to physicians)
• Recommended decontamination procedures for exposed persons and medi-

cal environment
• Risks to medical, medical support and non-medical personnel
• Procedures for protecting one’s self from agent exposure
• Secondary contamination control techniques

Group 2, medical support personnel: paramedics in hospital and outpatient set-
ting, ambulance drivers, preventive medicine technicians, other medical personnel
including laboratory technicians. they would acquire basic knowledge in:

• Recognizing when a biological warfare agent attack has occurred
• Initiating appropriate patient treatment at their level of expertise
• Assisting in caring for biological warfare casualties in a clinic or hospital
• Assisting in hospital administration related to biological warfare casual-

ties
• Performing sampling to determine if an area is contaminated by a biologi-

cal warfare agent
• Decontaminating the medical environment
• Providing information to other personnel to reduce panic
• Agent types and how they work as weapons
• Treat description

Group 3, non-medical personnel: Commanders and Police force, logistics coordina-
tors, ordinance technicians. They need general information on biological warfare
agents and their potential use as weapons, methods for self-protection, and appro-
priate medical treatment. After their training the will be able to understand:

• Appropriate protective measures before and after a biological warfare at-
tack

• Available detection systems and protective measures
• Risky behaviors
• Basic health measures to halt the spread of infectious diseases
• Methods of decontamination
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• Aggressive medical treatment to use in the event of biological warfare at-
tacks

• Types of biological warfare agents and their use as weapons
• Basic signs and symptoms of biological warfare agents in comparison to

those associated with naturally occurring infection.
I hope that these recommendations can assist on the Nation’s preparedness for

biological threats. I will be available for further questions if deemed necessary.
Sincerely,

CARLOS OMENACA, M.D., FCCP

cc: Steve Buyer, Chairman,
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations,
U.S House of Representatives, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
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