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Email from David K. Cundiff, MD to DAG Klint McKay 

 

Subject: NIH non-responsiveness to inquiries violates “HHS Open Government Plan.”  

 

From: David Cundiff <dkcundiff3@verizon.net> Sent: Feb 24, 2011 07:52:43 AM 

 

To: Susan Shurin, MD, Shannon Brownlee, Journalist, Jeanne Lenzer, Journalist, Klint McKay, 

Deputy Attorney General  

 

Attachments : Email from Dr. Shurin to Dr. Lundberg 

 

Susan B. Shurin, MD 

Acting Chief of the National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute 

National Institutes of Health 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) 

  

Jeanne Lenzer 

Independent journalist 

BMJ, Discover, The Atlantic, Slate 

19 Ridge St. 

Kingston, NY 12401 

  

Shannon Brownlee 

Health Services Investigative Journalist  

Instructor at the Dartmouth Institute for Health Policy and Clinical Practice 

 

Klint James McKay 

Deputy Attorney General 

California Department of Justice  

Office of the Attorney General 

 

Dear Dr. Shurin, Ms. Lenzer, Ms. Brownlee, and Mr. McKay, 

 

 Allow me to introduce you to each other.  

 

 Dr. Susan Shurin is Acting Chief of the National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute. She has been 

delegated by National Institutes of Health leadership the job of replying to me and others about 

my challenges to the evidence basis for anticoagulation treatment and prophylaxis for venous 

thromboembolism.  

 

Jeanne Lenzer and Shannon Brownlee are investigative medical journalists with particular 

interests in the issue of iatrogenic harms that are often underreported and misattributed.  

 

Klint McKay is a Deputy Attorney General in California who has been assigned to respond to 

my petition for medical license reinstatement. In 2000, the California Medical Board revoked my 

medical license because I stopped anticoagulant medications in a patient with a deep venous 
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thrombosis who subsequently died of pulmonary emboli. At the administrative law hearing in 

2000 defending my medical license, I testified that, in a future case with identical clinical 

circumstances, I would again stop anticoagulants. Ten years later in the administrative law 

hearing considering the reinstatement of my license in January 2010, I testified that, in a future 

case with identical clinical circumstances, I would not begin anticoagulants in the first place 

based on my research of the venous thromboembolism literature. Mr. McKay argued 

successfully in court that my opposition to anticoagulant medication treatment for all venous 

thromboembolism makes me an unacceptable risk to future patients. In my LA County Superior 

Court appeal of the Administrative Law Court’s decision to deny my petition for license 

reinstatement scheduled for May 27, 2011, Mr. McKay will again represent the California 

Medical Board and the Attorney General’s Office of the State of California. 

 

 The particular subject of this email is the request of Dr. George Lundberg (below) to Kathleen 

Sebelius, Secretary of Health and Human Services (HHS), Dr. Francis Collins, Director of the 

NIH, Dr. Carolyn Clancy, Director of AHRQ. Dr. Lundberg wrote,  

  

Please analyze the recent medical journal article 

(http://www.tbiomed.com/content/7/1/31) which suggests that anticoagulants do 

net harm for patients in regard to venous thromboembolism and are responsible 

for up to 20,000 unnecessary deaths in the U.S. per year. This issue calls for an 

official, detailed, transparent response. Many American (and other) lives hang in 

the balance. This is obvious pragmatic "Comparative Effectiveness Research" in 

action. 

  

On behalf of Secretary Sebelius, Dr. Collins, Dr. Clancy, and other policy leaders at HHS, Dr. 

Shurin replied (attached).  

  
Dr. Shurin, given the body of evidence challenging anticoagulation prophylaxis and treatment of 

venous thromboembolism presented to you in my article that Dr. Lundberg cited and articles 

referenced in that paper, your reply was not responsive to his request. Your non-responsiveness 

is not in accordance with the “HHS Open Government Plan.” Using the methodology of 

evidence-based medicine with data derived from the medical literature, this article documents 

that up to 20,000 Americans die unnecessarily per year from complications of anticoagulant 

prophylaxis and treatment for VTE. Dr. Lundberg referred you to that article and requested your 

“official, detailed, transparent response.” As the designated representative of the primary entity 

charged with safeguarding the health and safety of the American public, your duty in furthering 

the mission of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services and complying with its 

policies is to be responsive to public inquiries. Please either issue an official, detailed, 

transparent analysis of the paper or publicly acknowledge the refusal of HHS to do so.  

  

Jeanne and Shannon, I know you are working on a deadline to complete your new book and that 

you cannot afford to go on a tangent at this time. Best wishes on that project. However, please 

keep this email for reference in case you later have time to devote to the iatrogenic deaths and 

injuries from bleeding and rebound hypercoagulation caused by anticoagulants used for venous 

thromboembolism prophylaxis and treatment. This email documents that the leadership of the 

HHS have been presented with the evidence of catastrophic net harm caused by anticoagulants 
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for venous thromboembolism. They have not rebutted the evidence. They have not addressed the 

evidence presented other than Dr. Shurin referring to my recent article implying that she had read 

it. So far, they have issued only non-responsive replies to requests by Dr. Lundberg and others 

for official, detailed, transparent, analyses of the evidence basis for anticoagulant treatment of 

venous thromboembolism.  

  

Mr. McKay, my opening brief in conjunction with the upcoming May 27, 2011 hearing before 

LA County Superior Court Judge James Chalfant will include this email letter with my 

declaration concerning its authenticity. I again encourage you to consult will physicians familiar 

with the principles and methodology of evidence-based medicine to get their analyses of the 

scientific, clinical, and public health issues involved with anticoagulant therapy for venous 

thromboembolism. Declarations submitted in your opposing brief from such physicians 

critiquing my peer-reviewed publications challenging the use of anticoagulants for prophylaxis 

and treatment of venous thromboembolism would be most welcome. Regarding my request that 

you consult with physicians recommended by the California Medical Board to critique my peer-

reviewed publications challenging the evidence-basis for anticoagulation treatment for venous 

thromboembolism, please seek input from your supervising Deputy Attorney General, Robert 

McKim Bell, and with your boss, California Attorney General Kamala Harris.  

  
Thank you all.   

 

 Best wishes, 

 

David K. Cundiff, MD 

  

CC: George Lundberg, MD 

Carolyn Clancy, MD, Director AHRQ of the NIH 

Margaret Hamburg, FDA Commissioner 

Francis Collins, NIH Director 

Janet Woodcock, MD, Director of the Center for Drug Evaluation and Research of the FDA 

Ellis Unger, MD, Director of the Division of Cardiovascular and Renal Products, CDER, FDA 

Donald Berwick, MD, Director of the Center for Medicare and Medicaid Services 

Ann Farrell, MD, Office of Oncology Drug Products, Office of New Drugs, of the FDA 

Carolyn Clancy, MD, Director Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality 

Kathleen Sebelius, Secretary of U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 

Robert Temple, MD, Director of the Office of Medical Policy of FDA 

Gerald Dalpan, MD, Director of the FDA Office of Surveillance and Epidemiology 

Barbara Alving, MD, Director of NIH’s National Center for Research Resources 

  

Feb 22, 2011 04:45:40 PM, gdlundberg@gmail.com wrote: 

David, 

Here is the NIH response. They decline to recognize the problem. 

george 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

From: Le, Vicki (NIH/NHLBI) [E] <lev@nhlbi.nih.gov> 

Date: Tue, Feb 22, 2011 at 1:09 PM 
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Subject: Need for Objectivity from HHS, NIH, and AHRQ... Email - Response 

To: "gdlundberg@gmail.com" <gdlundberg@gmail.com> 

 

Dear Dr. Lundberg: 

 Please see attachment for the response to your January 13, 2011 email on Need for Objectivity 

from HHS, NIH, and AHRQ on Pros and Cons of Venous Thromboembolism Prophylaxis and 

Treatment. 

 Best regards, 

 Vicki 

 ************************************* 

Vicki Nghi Le  
Immediate Office of the Director, NHLBI  

National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute  

31 Center Drive, MSC 2486  

Building 31, Room 5A48  

Bethesda, Maryland  20892  

Phone: 301-496-5166  

Fax: 301-402-0818  

Email: lev@nhlbi.nih.gov  

 

Jan 13, 2011 06:47:50 PM, gdlundberg@gmail.com wrote: 

 

Hello Kathleen, Francis, and Carolyn, 

 

The Cundiff litigation in California re' his request to be re-instated as a licensed practitioner, 

provides an important opportunity to address the evidentiary basis for legitimate and timely 

concern about the harms and benefits of anticoagulation prophylaxis and treatment for venous 

thromboembolism. Please analyze the recent medical journal article 

(http://www.tbiomed.com/content/7/1/31) which suggests that anticoagulants do net harm for 

patients in regard to venous thromboembolism and are responsible for up to 20,000 unnecessary 

deaths in the U.S. per year. This issue calls for an official, detailed, transparent response. Many 

American (and other) lives hang in the balance. This is obvious pragmatic "Comparative 

Effectiveness Research" in action. 

Thank you. 

  

George D Lundberg MD 

Editor in Chief, Cancer Commons; 

Editor at Large, MedPage Today from Everyday Health, 

Consulting Professor, Stanford. 


