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Tobacco’s Campaign to
Manufacture Doubt

“Doubt Is our product, since it is the best
means of competing with the ‘body of fact’
that exists in the minds of the general
public. It is also the means of establishing

controversy.”
-Brown & Williamson Document No. 332506, 1969

BROWN £ WILLIAMSON
TOBACCO
[EFOET LEAIT
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HILL aro KNOWLTON

Hill &g Kro&ton, InG
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Case Higtories

The following pages contain case histories detailing

Hill and Fnowlton's work on selecksd environmental, and

occupational health {ssues:

Siting a Municipal Waste Incinerater

Vinyl Chloride and Cancar

Asbestos and Human Health

Dicxin and Public Health

Fluorocarbons and Ozone Depletion

Saccharin and the FDA

Toxic Wastes Threaten Major Manufacturing Facility

Groundwater Contamination Harms Company Reputation
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Fluorocarbons and Qzone Depletion

Problem/Situation

Sclentific allegations that fluorocarbons releagsed from
aerosol spray cans were a threat to the earth's ozone layer
had become a cause celebre in the media and government,
Despite the fact that there was no real scientific proof of
the charges, and that it would be years befors facts could

be assembled, the media fastened on the threat of increased
skin cancer and the doomsday aspects of the story. Public
concern and fear about the future caused fluorocarbon users
to look to alternatives. Hill and Rnowlton was asked by Du
Pont to help calm fears, get better reporting of the issues.\

and gain up to two or three years before the ‘
action to ban fluorocarbons. government took ff
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NOBEL PHYSICS CHEMISTRY MEDICINE
LAUREATES ARTICLES EDUCATIOMNAL

“for their vaork in aimosphenc chemistry, partcularty concerning the
fermiation and decomposibion of czone®

Paul J. Crutzen Mario 1. Molina

LITERATURE
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WINNING THE GLOBAL WARMING DEBATE — AN OVERVIEW

Please keep in mind the follawing commumcation recommendations as you address piobal
warmning in general, particularly as Democrats and opinion leaders attack President Bush over Kyoto,

. Ame Arericens want o free and epen discussion. Even though Democrats. u-m-m:ed Presiden: Bush for |

formally withdrawing from the Kyoro aceord, the truth is that none of them would have s ctually
vated w satify the treaty, snd they were all glad to see it die. Emphasize the importance of “acding
only with all the facts in hand” and “moking the right decision, net the quick decivion.”

f 1 Technolegy and innevation are the hey in uﬂmn.h ane bath sides. Global WaTming ﬂ]ﬂ'-‘l'l"li LR TE
Ameriean superioity in technology and inmovarion quite effectively in responding w ccusations

that intermational agresrents such as the Kyoto accord could cost the Tnited Stazes bitlions. Rether |

than condemning corporate America the way most cnvirommentalists have dona in the past, they
attark their us Tor lacking faith 1n owr coliestive abilily 1o meet any 2conomic challenyes presented
by emvironmental changes we make. This should be our argument, We nced to emphosize how
volumrary innovation snd experimentation e preferable to burcaveratic or miematiosal miervention
and regulaten,

R ——— ematinnal kome run., Given the chance, Americans will
demand that all nations be par of any inlernatienal global warming treery. Nations such es China,

dexico and India would have 1o 3igm such an agresment for the majority of Americans te support il

The gymanm argument should he secondary, Niam of :.ou | will want 1o fosus on the h1_h: prices |

and lost jobs that would resuit from complying with Kyoro, but you can do belter. Yes, wher putin
specific terms (food and fuel priees, for example) on an individual-by-individus! basis, this argumen
does resoname.  Yes, the fact that ¥vom would hurt (he economic well being of semiofs and e poar
i of particuler concern.  Howeves, the economic argument is leas effective than each cfthe
araumcms listed ahove.

The Lumitz Rescarch Companiss — Steaight Takk

“The scientific debate
remains open. Voters
believe that there is no
consensus about global
warming within the
scientific community.
Should the public come
to believe that the
scientific issues are
settled, their view about
global warming will
change accordingly.
Therefore, you need to
continue to make the
lack of scientific
certainty a primary
Issue in the debate...”
(emphasis in original)
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Marketing “Product Defense”

S E ASBESTOS, TOBACCO,
PHARMACEUTICALS - WE’RE
ALL NEXT!

+ Scare science

* The loss of presumptive innocence

* Where will the hiability end?

Presented by

Mr. Joseph Huggard

T'he Weinberg Group LLC
18 June 2003
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about us expertise conferences published works careers media

Case Studies

SUPPORT TO DRUG MANUFACTURERS

The Food and Drug Administration proposed cancellation of a
registered new drug. Cancellation requires an administrative
hearing. THE WEINBERG GROUF was retained by two
manufacturers of the drug under attack, to define strategy for
the administrative hearing, identify the experts to be used in the
continued support of the drug; assist in the preparation of the
experts for written testimony, analysis of the testimony of
experts for the Food and Drug Administration, and preparation

| for oral cross-examinations and preparation of the summary
brief. This led to an extensive process with a written appeal from
the first decision to the Commissioner and leading to 10

: : _ additional years of sales prior to the ultimate cancellation of the
industry/issue index drug.

site search

contact us | home

about us experfise case studies published works careers
media contact us home industry/fissue index disclaimer
THE WEINBERG GROUP INC. © 2001. All rights reserved.

Copyright 2007, David Michaels, eohdmm@gwumc.edu



Benzene

_|_

m US National Toxicology Program,
Known Human Carcinogen (1980)

m |ARC, Group 1 Carcinogen (1987)
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Benzene and the Dose-Related
Incidence of Hematologic
Neoplasms in China

sex. Hesults: For workers historically
exposed to benzene at average levels of
Tin, Mustafa Dosemeci, Gui-Lan less than 10 parts per million (ppm),

Richard B. Haves, Song-Nian

Li, Sholom Wacholder, Lois B.
Travis, Chin-Yang Li, Nathaniel
Rothman, Robert N. Hoover,

Martha S. Linet™

the ER for all hematologic neoplasms
combined was 1.2 {95% confidence in-
terval [CI] = 1.1-4.2), and, for the com-
bination of acute nonlyvmphocytic len-
kemia and related mvelodysplastic
syndromes, the RR was 3.2 {(95% CI =
1.0-10.1). For individuals who were oc-

Joumal of the National Cancer Institute, Vol 89, No. 14, July 16, 1997
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INTERNATIONAL LEVERAGED RESEARCH PROPOSAL

Project Description (1-2 sentences):

The proposed research i1s an investigation of the effects and dose response of
hematological effects of benzene exposure in a population of workers in Shanghai
, Chana (PRC) to respond to allegations from a nationwide study of benzene
exposed workers in over 530 industries by researchers from the United States
National Cancer Institute and the Chinese Academy of Preventative Medicine.

The research includes a case control study of Non-Hodglon's lymphoma and acute
myelogenous leukemia (AML), an investigation of the role of non-cancer diseases
such as aplastic anemia and myelodysplastic syndrome in the progression to AML,
and a determination of the dose response relationship between benzene exposure
and biomarkers of both exposure and effect.
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Background — Describe the Significant Issu :{s] of Concern to Global

IPetmleum Industry that the Research Would Affect:

The expected health effects of ambient air concentrations of benzene currently
drive calls for the reformulation of motor gasoline which would have massive
financial impacts on petroleum refiners.

Concerns about localized impacts of benzene exposure are the basis for

initiatives to control emissions from stationary sources such as refineries and
marketing facilities.

Benzene is a major determinant of the extent of required cleanup of many
petroleum contaminated media such as soil and water,

Litigation alleging induction of various forms of leukemias and other
hematopoietic diseases from exposure to petroleum derived benzene result in
millions of dollars in expenses to industry.
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Project Value — How Will Research Results Enhance Industry’s Ability To
Achieve Objectives On Issue Of Global Impact And Concern:
The planned research is expected to:

Provide strong scientific support for the lack of a risk of leukemia or other ;
hematological discase at current ambient benzene concentrations to the general |

population.

Establish that adherence to current occupational exposure limits (in the range
of 1-5 ppm) do not create a significant risk to workers exposed to benzene,
Refute the allegation that Non-Hodgkins lymphoma can be induced by benzene
exposure,
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Financial Contributions

The estimated budget is a total sum of $20,000,000 for all direct and
administrative costs. Direct costs include the data collection, analysis,
and summary of existing data; purchase, storage and analysis of test
samples; characterization of the test materials; testing to be conducted by
testing labaratonies; monitaring and auditing of tast data, and
communication of rezults by the Oversight Committee. Administrative
costs include but are not limited to; AP overhead, staff salaries, travel,
postage and exprass mail services telephone costs, and facility cosls of
meetings away from the APl office in Washington, D.C.

Individual companies will pay on a share basis. Tha number of shares a
company will have is based on the following table:

Calegory

L5, Refiner {ared in refirery capacisy)®
Swmal] (= 300,008 bbliday)
Kiedium (>380,008 bbitay ard < 18,000 b .day)
Large {= 1,500,000 heliduy)

Men-L15, Rellpe (no LLS. refireries)

Fres:sanding Chemical Company [ostsids refining teetorh

Liparresm: Campany {no refimirg epcmabion)

Other firade sesosiation, govertment, HE0)

*LLS. relnery cagacisy will be dedermized based upon refinery owsership an
af Derober §, 000 Cupacity will be culeulted using the 04l and Gus
Toirnal's B0 Peimwell Difcary
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Seeding the Science

Commentary

An Extensive New Literature Concerning Low-Dose Effects of Bisphenol A
Shows the Need for a New Risk Assessment

Frederick S. vom Saal' and Claude Hughes??

Division of Biological Sciences, University of Missouri, Columbia, Missouri, USA; 2Department of Medical and
Scientific Services, Quintiles, Research Triangle Park, North Carolina, USA; 3Department of Biology, East Carolina
University, Greenville, North Carolina, USA

Table 1. Biased outcome due to source of funding in low-dose in vivo BPA research as of December 2004.

All studies except
All studies CD-5D rat studies CO-SD rats

Source of funding Harm Mo harm Harm Mo harm Harm No harm

Government g4 (90.4) 10 (9.6) 0{0%] 6 (100] 94 (96 414)
Chemical corporations 0 (0] 11(100] 0 {0%) 3(100] 0 0] 8(100)

Values shown are no. (%).

Environmental Health Perspectives » volume 113 | numeer 8 | August 2005
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What Were They Thinking?

+ |
'l.l'm 125ma 12.5mg 30's
g by e economy pack
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““ﬁ 26 mag 25mg 30's

economy pack

(12.53mg)
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Does Vioxx Increase CVD Risk?

_|_

In August 2001, JAMA publishes review
of Vioxx trial by three scientists not
associated with Merck:

Risk of cardiovascular event among
those taking Vioxx, compared with
naproxen, was 2.38 (95%0 confidence
Interval, 1.39-4.00; P = .002).

Mukherjee DM, Nissen SE, Topol EJ. JAMA 2001;286:954-959.
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Merck ‘s Counter-Attack:
It’s the Alleve, not VioxXx

October 2001, A group of Merck-
affiliated scientists blame
naproxen, not VIOXX:

m “Differences observed between
rofecoxib and naproxen are likely
the result of the antiplatelet
effects of the latter agent.”

(Konstam MA, Weir MR, Reicin AS, et al. Circulation 2001;104:2280-2288




Merck ‘s Counter-Attack:
It’s the Alleve, not VioxXx

And December 2001 letter to JAMA:

m “ We believe that the analysis of
[Mukherjee, Nissen and Topol]

provides no substantive support for
their conclusions.”

m Pointing to another study, they assert
that “these findings support a
protective effect of naproxen as the
most likely explanation. ”

Konstam MA, Demopoulos LA. Cardiovascular events and
COX-2 inhibitors JAMA 2001;286:2809
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Whose Analysis Was Correct?

_|_

September 2004: Merck withd
after a placebo trial shows t
Increases risk of heart attac

raws VIoxX
nat Vioxx

<S.

By then, an estimated 20 million
Americans had taken the drug.

FDA scientists estimate Vioxx caused
between 88,000 and 140,000 heart

attacks in US alone.

Graham D, Campen D, Hui R, et al. The Lancet, 2005;365:475-481.
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Shameless Self-Promotion

S

THEIR
PRODUCT

How Industry's Assault on Science
Threatens Your Health

David Mit:,h‘guelsb'.
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DOGBERT CONSULTS

EVERY CREDIBLE
SCIENTIST ON EARTH
SAYS YOUR PRODUCTS

I RECOMMEND PAYING
WEASELS TO WRITE
ARTICLES CASTING

LDOUBT ON THE DATA.

pcottadas e 854 com
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www dilbert.com

© Scott Adams, Inc./Dist. by UFS, Inc.

October 30, 2007
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What Can We Do About It?

m Full Disclosure and Publication of Conflicts

— Online access to disclosed information,
rather than leaving it to editorial judgment

m Eliminate Conflicts of Interest: “Managing”
Conflicts is Not Enough

— ban employees of product defense firms
from federal science advisory committees
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What Else Can We Do About
1t?

_|_

m Scientist Control of Work Product

— No publication of papers whose first author
did not have the unfettered right to publish

m Level the Playing Field
— Equal treatment of public and private science
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For More Information

_|_

m The Project on Scientific Knowledge
and Public Policy:

www.DefendingScience.org

m The Pump Handle Blog:
http://thepumphandle.wordpress.com
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