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Mammography False-Positives Result in 84% Higher Rate of
Breast Cancer Death, JAMA Oncology Reveals
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A new study published in JAMA Oncology  reveals that mammograms -- a common cause of
false-positive breast cancer diagnoses -- result in a much higher rate of breast cancer deaths
(84% higher over a 20-year surveillance period) than those who are not diagnosed with cancer
mistakenly.

False positive diagnoses have long been known to have deleterious effects to both the physical and psychospiritual health and well-being of
those who undergo them, especially in the case of highly touted mammograms 4 which form the basis of breast cancer awareness marketing
campaigns like Breast Cancer Awareness Month 5 ("Pinktober") that drive hundreds of millions around the world to undergo them annually or
biannually, yet few of which are being properly informed about their rather concerning unintended adverse effects .

After all, when you are told by a trusted medical authority that you have a deadly disease that may require harsh, or even life-threatneing
treatment with chemotherapy ), radiation 71, or invasive surgery, including possibly the removal of tissue (lumpectomy) or an entire organ
(mastectomy), this profound shock alone is itself a form of trauma that has physiological consequences that produce new disease in those who
were actually healthy before the incorrect diagnosis occurred. Learn more about this underreported problem here: 'Hidden Dangers' of
Mammograms Every Woman Should Know About .

Breast cancer is, after all, one of the most feared and commonly diagnosed diseases, with about 240,000 cases being diagnosed each year in

the United States alone, and with 42,000 deaths attributed to breast cancer, annually, according to CDC statistics." It also constitutes a
massive global industry 11, expected to grow to about 74 billion dollars in revenue by 2032.

The primary preventive strategy used today is x-ray mammography, which has a wide range of unintended, adverse effects, the most
significant of which are its associated radiological risks and harms related to the gamma rays used, which are a known breast carcinogen 1.
This is especially a concern for those with the so-called BRCA1 and BRCAZ2 111 'mutations’ which actually increase the risk of developoing
radiation-induced breast cancer.

The latest guidelines put forward by the US Preventive Services Guidelines, which are highly controversial and which we have | have critiqued
recently here 112, are now now recommending that all women get screened every other year starting at age 40. These guidelines put millions
more healthy women at risk of radiation-induced adverse breast changes, as well as the psychobiological harms addressed in this article.

The conventional medical establishment is notorious for overlooking these risks, which include X-ray radiation exposure, false positive
diagnoses, and overdiagnosis and its corrollary overtreatment. In fact, over a decade ago, it was estimated that over 1.3 million women have
had their breasts removedwrong 13 due to a diagnosis known as ductal carcinoma in situe (DCIS), which is no longer considered equivalent to
cancer by many health professionals due to its intrinsically benign nature; an archetypal example of overdiagnosis and overtreatment.

Overdiagnosis can be distinguished from false positives in that in overdiagnosis screen-detected abnormalities are observed in asymptomatic
and ostensibly healthy women which would not cause harm if left undetected, or would cause more net harm to be diagnosed and treated than
if left undiscovered or left to progress untreated (so-called "watchful waiting.")

False positives, on the other hand, occur when there is a positive screening mammography assessment that leads to more diagnostic work-up
but no diagnosis of breast cancer. While false positives are ultimately discovered as such, the damage may already be done, given the power
of the subconscious mind and the so-called nocebo effect, which is the opposite of the placebo effect, to do profound emotional and bodily


https://greenmedinfo.com/
https://greenmedinfo.com/gmi-blogs/sayer%20ji
https://greenmedinfo.com/greenmedinfocom-re-post-guidelines
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamaoncology/article-abstract/2811409
https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/x-ray-mammography
http://breast%20cancer%20awareness%20marketing%20campaigns/
https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/x-ray-mammography
https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/chemotherapy
https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/radiotherapy
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/hidden-dangers-mammograms-every-woman-should-know-about
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/hidden-dangers-mammograms-every-woman-should-know-about
https://www.precedenceresearch.com/breast-cancer-market
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/how-x-ray-mammography-accelerating-epidemic-cancer
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/brca-breast-cancer-gene-death-sentence
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/x-ray-mammograms-starting-40-new-recommendations-fail-warn-women-real-risks
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/x-ray-mammograms-starting-40-new-recommendations-fail-warn-women-real-risks
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/30-years-breast-screening-13-million-wrongly-treated
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/30-years-breast-screening-13-million-wrongly-treated

harm to those who think they have a life-threatening diagnosis of cancer but are not actually sick. (Learn more here: The Nocebo Effect and
Cancer 114))

Also, in the US, false positives are disturbingly common, with about 11% of women receiving a false-positive result from a single screening,2 In
Europe, cases are far lower at 2.5%, but this still corresponds to a large cumulative risk because after 10 screenings approximately 1in 5

women in Europe will experience at least 1 false-positive mammography result.3:4
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The latest population-based study published in JAMA Oncology looked at the data from 45, 213 Swedish women who received a first false-
positive mammography result between 1991 and 2017 in comparison to 452,130 controls matched on age, calendar year of mammography,
and screening history (no previous false-positive result).

The major finding was that, after being tracked for 20 years, 11% of women in the false-positive group later developed breast cancer, versus
only 7% of women without a false-positive. This amounts to an 84% higher rate of breast cancer death in the false-positive group versus
the control group.

The reason why false-positives may result in a higher death rate are likely multifactorial, and may include the following reasons:

1. The psychospiritual/nocebo effects of being told one has or may have cancer (even if shortly corrected once identifed), can cause high
stress/immune dysfunction, and as a result, contributing to poorer health/higher breast cancer risk, over time. In other words, once the
seed is planted that one may have cancer, or is at greater risk, the shock of this medical trauma may continue forward for years, or even
decades, undermining that individual's health.

2. The patient may believe that having received a false positive, they are at greater risk/higher vulnerability and will seek more preventive
services than those who are not as concerned, resulting in more x-ray exposure, additional false positives and the increased likelihood of
unnecessary treatment (not all false positives will be caught, leading to higher risk of overdiagnosis and overtreatment), which ultimately
increases their risk of iatrogenic (doctor- and medicine-caused morbidity/mortality) harm, including the culmintative burden of increased
radiotoxicity/carcinogenicity of the mammograms themselves which can result in the formation of new cancers.

3. According to the JAMA researchers, they believe that these findings indicate that more intensive screening and individualized programs
are needed, and not less. (I am skeptical of this approach, as it ignores the reasons | just brought up).

Ultimately these results bring into question, once more, the net benefit of mammography. Mammography, as a “prevention” tool is no longer so
clearly effective in preventing either breast cancer diagnoses or breast cancer associated deaths, given an accumulating body _of research the
contrary, 4.
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"Effectiveness" should be evaluated by looking at the balance of potential harms and benefits, which is not often done by the conventional
medical system which aggressively promotes mammograms to healthy women without highlighting their real risks, nor providing sufficient
information on alternative approaches.

There are time-tested, and increasingly reearch-backed food-based, nutraceutical, and lifestyle-based ways to prevent and even treat breast
cancer. There is also the diagnosis alternative of thermography, which has no radiation risk, and can detect metabolic abnormalities and
pathologies many years before an imbalance will present as a screen-detected abnormality. This can give someone a multi-year advantage
versus waiting until a problem associated with toxicity, inactivity, and a disease-promoting diet presents itself as an “organic lesion” in the body.

For more information on either breast cancer prevention strategies, and the inherent down sides of mammography, you can visit the
following resources on www.Greenmedinfo.com ps;:

« Research on natural substances and approaches researched for breast cancer 1.
o X-Ray Mammography Harms .

« 30 Years of Breast Screening: 1.3 Million Wrongly Treated 113

Covering Up The Causes of Breast Cancer Since 1985: AstraZeneca's BCAM 171

o Ladies, Ditch the Bra pg

References

1 Basic Information About Breast Cancer g, Centers for Diease Control and Prevention

2Brewer NT, Salz T, Lillie SE. Systematic review: the long-term effects of false-positive mammograms. Ann Intern Med. 2007;146(7):502-
510. doi:10.7326/0003-4819-146-7-200704030-00006 (20

3Nelson HD, O'Meara ES, Kerlikowske K, Balch S, Miglioretti D. Factors associated with rates of false-positive and false-negative results
from digital mammography screening: an analysis of registry data. Ann Intern Med. 2016;164(4):226-235. doi:10.7326/M15-0971 11

4 Tsuruda KM, Larsen M, Roman M, Hofvind S. Cumulative risk of a false-positive screening result: a retrospective cohort study using
empirical data from 10 biennial screening rounds in BreastScreen Norway. Cancer. 2022;128(7):1373-1380. doi:10.1002/cncr.34078 22

[23]

Sayer Ji is founder of Greenmedinfo.com 24, author of international best-seller REGENERATE: Unlocking Your Body's Radical Resilience
through the New Biology 1251, co-founder of Stand for Health Freedom 261 (501c4), and UNITE.live 27, a global, multi-media platform for
conscious creators and their communities.

Disclaimer: This article is not intended to provide medical advice, diagnosis or treatment. Views expressed here do not necessarily reflect
those of GreenMedInfo or its staff.

Source URL: https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/mammography-false-positives-result-84-higher-rate-breast-cancer-death-jama-oncolo3

Links:

[1] https://greenmedinfo.com/gmi-blogs/sayer%20ji

[2] https://greenmedinfo.com/greenmedinfocom-re-post-guidelines

[3] https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamaoncology/article-abstract/2811409

[4] https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/x-ray-mammography

[5] http://breast cancer awareness marketing campaigns

[6] https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/chemotherapy

[7] https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/radiotherapy

[8] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/hidden-dangers-mammograms-every-woman-should-know-about
[9] https://lwww.precedenceresearch.com/breast-cancer-market

[10] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/how-x-ray-mammography-accelerating-epidemic-cancer

[11] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/brca-breast-cancer-gene-death-sentence

[12] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/x-ray-mammograms-starting-40-new-recommendations-fail-warn-women-real-risks
[13] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/30-years-breast-screening-13-million-wrongly-treated

[14] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/research-some-cancer-diagnoses-kill-quicker-cancer

[15] http://www.Greenmedinfo.com

[16] https://greenmedinfo.com/disease/breast-cancer

[17] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/covering-causes-breast-cancer-1985-astrazenecas-bcam-2

[18] https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/ladies-ditch-bra-1

[19] https://www.cdc.gov/cancer/breast/basic_info/index.htm#:~:text=Each%20year%20in%20the%20United,cancer%20than%20all%20other%20women.
[20] http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-146-7-200704030-00006

[21] http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M15-0971

[22] http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cncr.34078

[23] https://greenmedinfo.com/gmi-blogs/Sayer Ji

[24] http://www.greenmedinfo.com/

[25] https://www.amazon.com/Regenerate-Biological-Reverse-Chronic-Disease/dp/1401956386
[26] http://www.standforhealthfreedom.com

[27] http://www.unite.live


http://www.greenmedinfo.com/
https://greenmedinfo.com/disease/breast-cancer
https://greenmedinfo.com/anti-therapeutic-action/x-ray-mammography
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/30-years-breast-screening-13-million-wrongly-treated
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/covering-causes-breast-cancer-1985-astrazenecas-bcam-2
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/ladies-ditch-bra-1
https://www.cdc.gov/cancer/breast/basic_info/index.htm#:~:text=Each%20year%20in%20the%20United,cancer%20than%20all%20other%20women.
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-146-7-200704030-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M15-0971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cncr.34078
https://greenmedinfo.com/gmi-blogs/Sayer%20Ji
https://greenmedinfo.com/gmi-blogs/Sayer%20Ji
https://greenmedinfo.com/blog/mammography-false-positives-result-84-higher-rate-breast-cancer-death-jama-oncolo3

