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COMMUNIQUE
f News of immedinte inlerest

July 12.1995

AMA Publication Will Be
Biased Rehash Of Old News

The American Medical Assodation Is scheduled 10 conduct a hl8hly publicized news
conference on Thursday, July 13 to announce the Inclusion of some of the stolen Brown &
WilliamsondocumentslntheJ •'I of t AmencanMed'calAssocation( JQpgA) .

In advance of the news conference, we have today issued the following statement to the
news media:

TheAmericanMediralAssodation'splanned Congress. In addition, similar allegations have

publication of articles relating to Brown & -- been made in previous protluct Yability litiga-
+•Ylliamson's slolen documeMs is Gfile mare gon, and when the full facts are presented ,

i ianacherry-pickingexerdsedesignetlto juriesconsislentlyhavefoundlnfavorofto-
advance Ils stated mission to eliminate becw companiss .
amok ng .

•Among Issues addressed in the J&M9 ar-
'rhe AMA admitted, that despite hs so-called ticles :

•sqentifc revlew w the documents addressed la
the JQMO ar6Ges "could be subjeG to a form of
selecllon blas .• In addition, the release said
the'document; do not provide a complete
pcture .• In fact, the AMA also staled hs motive
for publishing the articles. According to hs own
news release,lhe AMA maintains an urF
equivocal slance against lobacco' and added

•Pa =imoinn : The AMA claims that
company researclh concluded that so-called
passive smoking 5s harmful to haaeh .• In faC,,
the University of California et San Frenclsw
doaments do nol even Include environmental
tobacro smoke (E78 ) research studies . Tnere
is nothing In lhe reportetl documsnts which

later that fts mission was to 9orce the removal changes Brown & W lliamson's view that ETS
of thls ewurge from our nation . .I Clearly, has not been established as harmful to health .
theJ&1A aniUes [a not represent Indepen-
dent sdentlfic review.

'fhe bottom gne is that the AMA's approach
to selectively present company documents
advances only one agentla-that o1 the anti-
~bacm eslablishment, includingthe plaiMi@s'

~ar, which is Involved in extensive 6tigaBon
against tobacco companies . Brown & Wiltiam-
son would hope to achieve a fair hearing in the
court of public oqnion.However, based on

vntinuetl one-sided presentation ct the issues,
e company will continue to rely on the legal

system, where the facts ere presented In an
Impartial manner and decided by impanlal
Wrias .

The sub7eCs addressed In J6 QO, Including

passive smoking, lawyer invoNemenl and
nicotirne represent a rehashing of allegations
previously reported at length by the news
media and discussed In testimony before

•Lawear invoNement : Even the AMA admits
to its readers that •Wwyers by nature are asked
to evaluate proposed courses of action In terms
of their legal risks .• Since tobacco companies
have bean Involved in product Gability 4tigatlon
for decades, il Is even more •nafuraP that
attorneys be involved in defending the
wmpany s position . Brown & Williamson's
lawyers have conducted themselves appropri-
ately.

'Nlconne sdrlMtinn :3clentisls have yet to
agree on a definition or a predse sal ef dreum-
stancas that distinguishes a state of •addic9ori
from •hab@' or •enjoymenC In that wntert, as
B&W stated a year ago, when many at mese
seme documents were attacked In Congress,
none of these documents establish that ni W-
tine is addiqive . The faG that 40 million people
have quit smoking by llseg iGes in the face of
the'addction Iabei .•
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COMMUNIQUE
News of immediate interest

July 1<,1995

Balancing The Debate,
And In A Big Way!

The American Medical Association had visions of front page headlines when it held a news
cnnference yesterday to announce plans to publish articles about stolen Brown & Williamson
documents . Instead, the story was butied inside most newspapers today because of what
The Wall Street Journal called a'preemptive sldke' by B&W .

R so happened that the AMA's news cnnference came on the heels of the Food and Drug
Administration's (FDA) announcement that a proposal to regulate tobacco had been sent to the
White House - a move sharply criticized by some leaders in Congress .

Prior to the news conference, B&W issued a news release stating that the AMA's attack was
little more than a cheny-picking exercise designed to advance its stated mission to eliminate
smoking. B&W also pointed out that the articles for the AMA's weekly journal will be a rehash
of allegations previously reported at length by the news media anddiscussed intesGmony
before Congress .

B&Ws position received excellent coverage in The Wall Street Journal and on national
newswire services. The same message was communicated again yesterday in more than
three dozen interviews with local and national newspapers and radio and TV stations and
neN+orks. Camara crews from ABC, CBS, NBC and CNN taped inlerviews with Richard -
Schneider, an attorney from King & Spalding, at B&W's headquarters. The British Broadcast•
ing Corporallon (BBC) conducted a telephone interview. In addition, a video news release was
provided by satellite to hundreds of TV stations nationwide . As a result, our message was in
millions of American homes last night and on their front doorsteps this morning .

Meanwhile, the FDA's action was strongly questioned by House Speaker Newt Gingrich who
proclaimed that the agency had "bst its mintl' .

'If you want an example of big government Intedering, it would be the FDA picking a brand
new fight when we haven't won the far more serious fghts about crack and cocaine and
heroin; said Congressman Gingrich (R-Ga .) .

Sharing the view of the highest ranking Republican in the House was a high ranking Demo-
, crat in the Senate - Senator Wendell Ford (D-Ky .) .

Senator Ford said the timing of the AMA news conference and the FDA's announcement was
no coincidence, calling it an orchestrated effort by FDA Commissioner David Kessler and his
`antHobaxo uonies'.

'He simply does not have the jurisdiction to do th[s; said Senator Ford. 'Under our Constitu-
tion, the Congress Is charged with writing the laws and the Fxecutive Branch is responsible for
executing them . Precedent is clear on this Issue . It would take an act of law passed by the
Congress and signed by the President to alter the cunem situation in any way.

~ 'KesslerrepresentswhatAmericansviewasthemostextreme,lefi-wing, bi_ g government
approach to regulation . Americens are clearly sick and gred of this kind of intrusive, over-
ragulation

.' Even the President got into the act, saying It was premature to say whether he is considering
regulating nicotine as a drug .

We are obviously making some headway in balancing the debate on issues a8acling the
tobmo industry. Brown & Williamson will continue to respond vigorously wit6 the facts
against unfair attacks designed to destroy our business .

# # #

335000039

Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/fmfx0138



VIV!,

Psw
I_

AlE 1,17S RELEASE
FOR B11AIEDIATE RELEASE
luly 12, 1995 Coma¢: Tum F'itxgereld

5021568-7<68

Joe Helewicx
502/568-7801

LOUISt7LLE, X3'-Brown & Williamson today issued the followwg slaiemmt regarding
the Americzn Medical Association's planned publiation of tobacco-relausi JAMA artides an
July 13 :

Tbe Amerino Medical Asaociation's planned publintion of artides relating to Brown
& Wiltiamson's stolen documents B Bttlc more than a cberry-pickiug exercise deslgned to
advance ita slated mission to etiminate smoldng .

The AMA admitted, that devyite its so-nBed "scievtific aevlew," the documents
addrnsed fn ehc JAMA artides "nuld be subject to a fmm of ttlection bias .• In
addition, the release said the "documents do nnt provide a complete picture ." In fact, the
AhfA ako slated ifs motive for publishivg the artlr]es . Acmrding to Its own news relose,
"ihe Afv1A msinesins an uoeguivonl stance against lnbacco" and added later that its
missinn was to "force the remorsl of tbis smurge from aur nafion . . : Clearly, the
JAMA articles do not represent independent scimtff9c review .

The bottom Bne Is that the AMA's approach to selectivety present mmpany domments
advanres only nne egenda-that of the anti-lobacco establishmmt, including the
plaintVfs' bar, which ts involved In extemive litigation xgainst tobacm mmpaoies . Brown
& W Wiamson would hope to achieve a fair hearing in the murt of public opinion .
However, based om mminued one-aided presentation of the fsmes, the company will
continue to rely on the kgal aystem, where the facts ne preamted in an impartial msnner
snd decided by impartial juries .

The subjects addressed In JAMA, including passive smoking, lawyer involvement and
aimtine represeut a rehashiag of aBegatlom previously reported at lenglh by the news
media and dlsmssed in testlmony before Congress . Io addition, similar allegations have
been made in prevlous product GabiBty B6gation, aod when Ihe fuB faGS are presented,
jurles mnstatently have found ln favor uf tobaccu mmpanis .

- more -
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Amon¢ issues addressed in the 7AMA articles :
Pa~Si e,~otiis : 7be h1fA claims lhat mmpavy ssnrrL conclutled thet eo-rnped
passive smakiug "is harmlhi tu hnhh ." In faH, the Univessity of Californis at San
plsucisra doraments do nut even include ®vbonmenml tuhecco smnke (ETS) resrsreb
studiea . Tbere Is nothing in the reported doamevb which chavees Brown &
William.aon's view that ETS bxs nut been established as hasmful tu health .

Iswver invnlvement : Even Ihe AMA admitd to its readers that "lawyers by nature are
asked to evaluate proposed muoses of Wion In terms of the4leeal risks ." Slnce tobaau
companies have been involved in product llability Btigation for derades, It is even more
"natural" that attorneys be involved in defendiug the companys position . Brown &
WJliamson's la.ryers have conduGed themselves appropriately .
Nicotine addinian : SclenttRS beve yet to agree on a definition or a prerise sel of
drasmshuces that d6lingulsha a state of "addictian" from "habil" or "evjoymev[ ." In
that context, as E&W stated a year ago, when many of these same douments were
sttacAed in Congressv none of thse documents establish that nicoHne Is addlctlve. The
faG that 40 miBion people have qult smaking by Itself files In the face of the "addiGion
abel ."
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