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Cancer screening has been spreading like cancer itself, yet the funeral rate for cancer deaths remains the same.  There is no end to cancers for which one could be screened, but early diagnosis is no guarantee of cure.  If all cancers vanished, by magic, life expectancy would increase by less than two years – two more years living in Holy Dread, as the alternative modes of death are not necessarily more pleasant.

In the UK, some 60 million cervical smears later, and with a mountain of cervices and uteri sacrificed to the Gods of screening, the screening programme has been officially declared a failure.  In the case of breast cancer screening, British trials failed to produce evidence of any significant benefit, although the harm done by such screening is considerable.

Screening is a money-spinner.  Often it is not clear whether it is the patient who is screened, or his wallet.  Pre-occupation with health is a feature of the aging century.  The experts, who also manage to die of the very diseases they claim to prevent or cure, are now promising health for all by the year 2000 – this presumably excludes those who would be dead by then.
The combination of false promises and false premises is a sure winner against reason.  Current screening programmes for cancer and heart disease do not seem to match the basic criteria for rational screening.  It is unethical to offer screening without the honest and frank assessment of the risks and benefits, and without providing this information to the public.
