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Tobacco industry response to ETS risk assessment

considered as they are reviewed. In the current
study, only 67 9% of the affiliations with the
tobacco industry were disclosed. One limi-
tation of this study is that we relied only on
written sources to identify affiliations with the
tobacco industry; therefore, we might have
underestimated the number of commentors
who received funding from the industry ****

The tobacco industry has used the com-
ments as part of its public relations campaign
to refute the dangers of ETS. The tobacco
industry prepared excerpts of criticisms of the
risk assessment and released them at a press
conference in 1990.”" These excerpts have
been circulated to local legislators where
smoking restrictions were being considered in
California. In addition, letters-to-the-editor
and editorials in local newspapers where
smoking restrictions were being considered
have cited the TIA reviewers comments as if
they represented the EPA’s position.?*® One
letter stated that, according to EPA Docket
No. 600-6-90-006A, ““over 50 scientists speak
out against the overblown health issue of
ETS”.*2 None of this press material acknow-
ledges that the majority of the comments came
from sources affiliated to the tobacco industry,
or that these statements did not represent EPA
policy.

On 22 July 1992, the SAB approved the final
draft of the EPA risk assessment of the health
effects of ET'S.* The final draft identifies ETS
as a Group A carcinogen that causes 3000 lung
cancer deaths annually in the US. The draft
also concludes that ETS causes increased
respiratory symptoms, middle ear disease, and
reduced lung capacity in children. Although
the EPA was not required by law to respond to
the public submissions described in this paper,
a reading of the final document suggests that
all comments were carefully considered in
revising the draft.®® By responding to the
tobacco industry criticisms, as well as to the
criticisms of other reviewers and the SAB, the
EPA scientific staff produced a stronger docu-
ment. However, the involvement of the
tobacco industry in the critical comments and
the literature cited to support the comments
detracted from the scientific value of their
criticism. The price to the public has been that
the sheer volume of industry documents re-
quiring consideration probably slowed down
release of the final report and, perhaps, reduced
the resources that EPA devoted to other work.
Tobacco industry activities might also have
drawn public attention to the report and
thereby increased public interest in and aware-
ness of the dangers of ETS.

As the regulation of ET'S exposure continues

**%* A letter sent to the EPA on 8 July 1992
supports our supposition that we underestimated
the number of critical reviewers who received
funding from the tobacco industry. The critical
commentators who sent the letter acknowledged
that “we inadvertently neglected to clearly in-
dicate that we are both consultants to the Tobacco
Institute and that our submission was made at the
request and expense of the Tobacco Institute”
(Philip Witorsch, written communication, 8 July
1992).
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to be an issue, the tobacco industry can be
expected to persist in using the tactics outlined
in this paper at the local, national, and
international level to refute the independent
scientific findings regarding the health effects
of ETS. Policymakers concerned with limiting
the effects of ETS exposure should be in-
formed about these tactics in order to evaluate
fairly the conclusions of scientific consensus
documents on ETS.
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Appendix
Literature that was peer reviewed was classified as:

1) Consensus report — a report compiled by a panel
of scientific experts and peer reviewed before
publication;

2) Environmental journal article — an article from a
journal which focussed on environmental issues,
but not issues related to health, and had a
published peer-review policy (eg, Environ Int,
Environ Sci Technol);

3) Law journal article—an article from a law
journal that had a published peer-review policy;

4) Medical/scientific journal article—an article
from a medical or scientific journal that had a
published peer-review policy; and,

5) Review article—an article from a medical or
scientific journal which did not present original
research, but reviewed the literature on a topic.
Review articles were further classified as derived
either from peer-reviewed scientific or medical
journals (eg, App! Occupar Environ Hyg, N
Engl § Med) or from peer-reviewed specialty
journals which publish only review articles (eg,
Nutr Rev, Semin Respir Med, Compr Ther).

Literature that was not peer reviewed was classified
as:

1) Abstract —an abstract from a conference pro-
ceeding;

2) Advertisement — an advertisement from a maga-
zine or newspaper;

3) Book — an entire book, text book, book chapter,
or monograph;

4) Dissertation — a doctoral dissertation;

5) Editorial — an opinion piece containing no data
which was published in a newspaper, magazine,
medical journal, etc.;

6) Environmental journal article — an article from a
journal which focussed on environmental issues,
but not issues related to health, and did not have
a published peer-review policy (eg, Environ
Technol Lett, ¥ Environ Econ Man);

7) Government Report —a report issued by a gov-
ernment agency, but not prepared by a scientific
panel (eg, ‘“Risk Assessment in the Federal
Government: Managing the Process”’, National
Research Council, 1983);

8) Law journal article—an article from a law
journal that did not have a published peer-
review policy;

9) Letter-to-the-Editor — a letter published in peer-
reviewed medical, scientific, or environmental
journals, but not subjected to the same type of
competitive peer-review as articles published in
the journals;

10) Medical/scientific journal article—an article
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from a medical or scientific journal that did not
have a published peer-review policy;

11) News clipping —a clipping from a magazine,
newspaper, or a press release;

12) Radio transcript —a published transcript from
an interview broadcast on radio;

13) Submitted publication — a manuscript which had
been submitted to a journal for review, but had
not yet been accepted;

14) Symposium — a paper which was presented at a
meeting and published in either a medical
journal or book. The proceeding did not contain
a published peer-review policy;

15) Tobacco trade publication — article in a trade
magazine published by the tobacco industry;
and,

16) Unknown — if the citation could not be located in
the University of California library system or
with the aid of the Technical Information
Center, Office on Smoking and Health, Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention, Atlanta,
Georgia, USA.
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