Why do the University
still cash checks from

] AST AUGUST, A FEDERAL CouURT found the U.S. tobacco
industry responsible for violating the RICO statute and

SIX YEARS AFTER THEY DIVESTED TOBACCO STOCKS.

of California Regents

tobacco racketeers?

believe that accepring tobacco
industry grants is an exercise in

perpetrating a massive fraud on the American public.
Among the Court’s findings: the tobacco industry

secretly and systematically used its external research

programs to “undermine independent research, to fund

research designed and controlled to generate industry

favorable results, and to suppress adverse research results.”
The Court found that the tobacco industry’s

racketeering enterprise was continuing.

It named the Philip Morris External
Research Program, which funds current
projects at the University of California, as
part of that racketeering enterprise.

To make vivid how Big Tobacco
co-opted world-class research institucions
for its disinformation and legal defense
strategies, the Court cited the misuse of
American Cancer Society data by a non-
faculey researcher at UCLA, which got
$525,000 from the tobacco industry.

The U.C. administration is dismissive
of the federal court’s concerns, so U.C.'s
Regents are now obliged to intervene and

rescue the University’s reputation.

As at other institutions around
the world, the University of California
scholars most familiar with tobacco
industry operations have been briefing
their colleagues on Big Tobacco's efforts
to manipulate and abuse the research
process. Several years ago, U.C. faculy
units began to approve their own policies
to refuse tobacco industry money.

Since then, however, U.Cs faculry
senate and its administration have insisted
that only the U.C. Regents decide if units
of the University can refuse Big Tobacco.

Is there debare? Of course; this is

academic freedom, no marter
Wllﬂ[ purpnse tl“l[ granr—nl.’lking
serves—even though no one is
prnpusing ?lﬂy 1'm1[5 on I'US!!HYC}‘
topics, publication or speech.
Bur the variery of interests
and opinions within U.C. should

RESEARCH & TEACHING
INSTITUTIONS THAT REFUSE
TOBACCO INDUSTRY MONEY
(PARTIAL LIST)

Brigham and Women's Hospital

Deutsches Krebsforschungszentrum

Emory University School of Medicine

Harvard Medical School

Harvard School of Public Health
Institute of Psychiatry, King's College London
Johns Hopkins School of Medicine

Johns Hopkins Schaol of Public Health
Karolinska Institute

Londan School of Hygiene and Tropical Health
Louisiana State University School of Public Health
Mayo Clinic

Ohio State University School of Public Health
Roswell Park Cancer Institute

South London and Maudsley NHS Trust
University of Arizona, School of Public Health
University of lowa, School of Public Health
University of Geneva

University of Texas M.D. Anderson Cancer Center
UMDN), School of Public Health

U.C. units whose refusal of tobacce funding was
disallowed, pending action by Regents:

UC Berkeley School of Public Health

UC Irvine Comprehensive Cancer Center

UCLA School of Nursing

UCSF Comprehensive Cancer Center

UCSF Institute of Health Palicy Studies

UCSD Moores Comprehensive Cancer Center
UCSD Dept. of Family & Preventive Medicine
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“Let there be light” is the
University's official motto.

not distract
anyone from
the question at
the core of the
Regents’ deliberations:
Can a university that fails to draw an
ethical line hope to preserve its integrity?

Few if any in the U.C. community
are likely to be sympathetic to the tobacco
industry. Its products, used as directed,
killed 100 million people in the 20th
Century and, if present trends continue,
they will kill another billion human beings
in the 21st Century.

Are giving caver to Big Tobacco's
deceprive strategies and catering to its
need for public credibility—enabling it to
fﬂr:sta“ lfrf savlng regu[atlon, Splﬂ |ega]
defenses and create alibis for its p
HUIES—COH\PﬂtlbIE Wlth a llanErSl[Y‘S
mission?

|

Can a university keep its integrity
iFit embraces a racketeering enterprise
that has deliberately designed its grant
programs to manufacture controversy,
confuse the public, and suppress results
offending its commercial self-interest?

Is the University of California,
whose funding challenges are known ro
all, so desperate that it will abdicare its

academia. The U.C. administration opposes any limitations
on grants, no matter the source. And some U.C. faculey

capacity for basic ethical judgment? And for what? Taking
tobacco money can only alienate support from the public

But "Gimme a light” has been the attitude toward money from
the tobacco industry. Will U.C. Regents finally draw the line?

and state legislature, and from private benefactors, who will
see no benefit or prestige in supporting an institution with
no standards.

Big Tobacco's investment in UCLA bought it the chance
to argue falsely, using UCLA's name, that the science on
secondhand smoke was inconclusive, to battle public health
measures. Whatever the tobacco industry gains from the
University, the University loses. The public loses, too.

The tobacco industry’s checks are made payable to the

“Regents of the University of California,” not individual

researchers. The buck, literally, stops with the Regents.

What will the tobacco industry get for the $15.8 million
it has invested in U.C. today? Ifit is funding legitimate research
topics, then legitimate grant-making bodies are also interested
in funding them, with no trade-offs. (If only Big Tobacco is
interested, what does that say about the project?)

Refusing future tobacco industry money will not stop
research. But it will help to still the deeply corrosive doubt
among public and peers: If the University of California takes
tobacco money, how else is the University compromising its
mission? Refusing tobacco money is not a tough call, after all.

‘This decision is about something irreplaceable but
all too easy to lose. The University of California’s hard-
earned reputation is at risk. The Regents can safeguard thar
repurarion and best serve the public interest by demonstrating
genuine leadership and loyalty to the University’s mission.

As the federal court made clear, Big Tobacco will not stop its
assault on academic integrity. Only the Regents can do that.

THE UNDERSIGNED ARE AMONG THOSE WHO SUPPORT
ACTION BY THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA REGENTS
TO REFUSE ALL FUTURE TOBACCO INDUSTRY FUNDING:

G. RoseaT BLakey, JD
William and Dorothy O'Neill Professor
of Law, Notre Dame Law School

Barey R. BLoow, PD

Dean, School of Public Health and Joan
L. and Julius H. Jacobson Professor of
Public Health, Harvard University

ALLAN M. BraNDT, PHD

Professor of the History of Science and
Amalie Moses Kass Professor of the
History of Medicine, Harvard University
Josern A, CauiFano, |r.

‘Chairman of the Citizens’ Commission
to Protect the Truth, which is comprised
of all former U.S. Secretaries of Health,
U.S. Surgeons General, and Directors
of the U.S. Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention

SHARON Y. EUBANKS

Former Director, U.S. Department

of Justice, Tobaceo Litigation Team;
Lead Trial Counsel for the United States
in U.S. v. Philip Morris, ot al.

ELzABETH T. H. FonTHAM, DRPH
Dean and Professor, School of Public
Health, Louisiana State University

STEPHEN P. FORTMANN, MD

C.F. Rehnborg Professor in Disease
Prevention and Professor of Medicine,
Stanford University

ROBERT K. JACKLER, MD

Chair and Sewall Professar of
Otolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery,
Stanford University

Aigent Jonsen, PHD

Professor of Ethics in Medicine
Emeritus, University of Washington
DonNaLD KinnEDy, PHD

President, Emeritus, and Bing Professor
of Environmental Science, Emeritus,
Stanford University

Howaro K. Kon, MD, MPH

Harvey V. Fineberg Professor of

the Practice of Public Health,

Harvard University

BRUCE LANPHEAR, MD, MPH
Sloan Professor of Children's
Environmental Health and Professor
of Pediatrics, University of Cincinnati

Rosent N. Proctok, PHD
Professor of the History of Science,
Stanford University

ALLan RoSENFIELD, MD

Dean, Mailman School of Public Health
and DeLamar Professor of Public Health
Practice and Professor of Obstetrics
and Gynecolagy, Columbia University
Davio Rosner, MPH, PHD

Professor of Sociomedical Seiences

and History, Columbia University

JouaTHAN SamET, MD

Chair, Department of Epidemiclogy
and Jacob | and Irene B. Fabrikant
Professer in Health, Risk and Society.
Johns Hopkins University

JAMES SaRGENT, MD
Professor of Pediatrics,
Dartmouth University

AvFren Sommen, MD

Dean Emeritus, Bloomberg School
of Public Health and Professor of
Epidemiology, International Health
and Ophthalmology, Johns Hepkins
University

C. Marie Swanson, PHD, MPH

Dean and Professer, Mel and Enid
Zuckerman College of Public Health,
Mel and Enid Zuckerman Endowed Chair
in Public Health, University of Arizona
Downao L. Taume, MD

President and CEO, Roswell Park
Caneer Institute, Buffals, NY
MiCHARL L. WEITZMAN MD

Chair and Pat and John Rosenwald
Professor of Pediatrics,

New York University

institutional affilitions
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CAMPAIGN TO DEFEND
ACADEMIC INTEGRITY

FOR MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THE TOBACCO FUNDING ISSUE AT U.C., PLEASE VISIT
WWW.ACADEMIC-INTEGRITY.COM



