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We have given a lot of thought to our recent discussions about 
yourCompcndfumand feelve uhould tatyouhave a note of qur 
vieus in broad outline. 

All those who have had the opportunity of reading the Compendium, 
including independent spacialirtrr have expressed the viov that 
it makes an important contribution to the debate on smoking mad 
health and that it should be afforded a vfUer circulation and 
brought into the arena of public debate. 

A numbor of important issue8 are involved in considering the 
posail>ls alternative waya in which the papr should be handled. 
fhie in how we ace them. 

Credibility 

1) ThcCompendiumcoverss veryvide rangaoftopicr, moat of 
which are the aubjectof study andworlcby rpecialista in 
medical l cience, epidemiology, genetic l cianca, l tatimtfcs 
etc. Rut presented under the authomhip of one scientist, 
who - with all due dofarencal - obviously cannot be expert 
in all the diecipliner involved end who ir al80 a BAT 
employee, fte credibility mey wall be challangad In l everal 
quarters. 

2) The problem of credibility would not necessarily be solved 
by transferring authorship to another pamon. In any event, 
as far aa we are aware no broadly acceptable and/or villlng 
candidate is presently apparent. 
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31 The attribution of authorrhip to another pcraon or 
organiaation (such as the DcteLI Xnetitute) would almost 
certainly entail the nav author(a) re-vorkfng the rraerrch 
and argument. A ma jOr snag in Lolloving this courac qf 
action is that there cm be no guarantee that the outcome of 
the Fe-working and re-writing would be acceptable to the 
company. There is alao the logistical problem that the rt- 
vorking would probably take between 1 and 2 years which 
would mean an unacceptable delay in publication. 

Legal opinion 

1) It ie posaihlt that the company's legal adviatra vould be 
concerned by RET/DAT authorship. 

2) Your Compendium is dcliberateLy open-ended and dote not 
provide f inn conclusions. It pores questiona that need 
answers. Thia open-ended nature of the Compendium may worry 
the company's leg+1 advisers in the United States, whooe 
opinion reyarding smoking and health isrues is still broadly 
epeaking unclear. llowever, the canpany may not wish to find 
itself committed to a particular line of argument that 
destroys other options that might need to be develop&d at a 
later stage. Perhaps the point ir bting retchtd where the 
company has to take a commercial decision which may not 
necessarily coincide with the legal advice it is receiving. 

Scientific developments 

1) With the progreea made in molecular biology over the past 
tow years, ve understand that the time is soon l pproachfng 
when smoking and health issuer will be resolved, one way or 
the other. It cannot be aaoumed thrt the debate - l uth as 
it is - will continue indefinitely. Rtrolution could be 
rapid, poaaibly during tha next five years and almoat 
ccrtninly within 15 years. 

2) It could be argued thatyourCompendium goes too far in 
proecnting a comprehensive argument in one document - giving 
away everythinq at once - and that it would be better from 
a tactical point of view to manage the development of tht 
scientific argument in the public arena. 

Optiona 

1) onu option of course is to take no action atall with the 
Compendium, on the grounds that there arc too many risks 
involved in l eeking a wider audience. If the Compendium 
vtre raatricted to 'internal use only”, this would virtually w 
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maan that it could only be used by you - itia not yet clear 
howl 

21 The naxc obvious optibns are to publish the document, either 
as it rtsadr or after it has been rc-vorked and/or r& 
written. For the reasons diecursed above, we do not feel 
these to be realistic option& 

Recavnendatioa 

A conference/seminar could be mounted at which part of the 
Compendium is presented as a caamr. Xnvitatione could be extended 
to &her acientiste reprancntinb h fairly broad range of 
rcisntific opinion to deliver papers on emokinq and health 
issues. The papers could then be published moon after the 
conference. Such an exercire has been auccerafully undertaken 
BATCO in the past viz. “Sawking Bahaviour”. The anti-smoking 
lnhhy ban nftrn rxplaitrtl confrrrnrcs in this fashion (cf Ash 
forthcoming conference in Washington DC on 18th Uay 1985). 

bY 

We do not believe it to bewholly realistic to try and rtage 8uch 
a conference earlier than January 1986. There are good reason8 
for not holding it in London , not leaet becaure the UK fr the 
place in which the whoie international anti-emoking campaign was 
born and the environment here is likely to prove more hoatile 
than any other. Alao the local WA deliberately keep6 a low 
profile on smoking and health irauer. There are a nunrber of 
countries vhrra EAT has a significant presence and which would be 
Attractive conference centrer. Efficient local organiaatlon and 
etrong public relations capability ahould be ereential pre- 
requisites and in this respect perhaps Australia and liong Kong 
appear as ieading candidates. 

At this ataga a more important question ia who ohould be invited 
to attend the conferonce. This could affect renponres to the 
event. 

We feel it worth making tho point thnt when the anti-smokers 
organire conferences they do not con~pi~u~ualy go out of their 
WQY to invite participants whose viewa are at vrriancn with their * 
om. It arems to us both sensible and perfectly reasonable that 
BAT irhould take a similar attitude to any conference it might 
sponsor. However to gain maximum crMibilityy, it would need to 
lrttrnct participants vho are regarded by their professional 
colleagues as people who represent the middle ground of opinion 
and who are not part of the ‘lunatic fringe' - i.e. anyone who 

disac)recs with tile accepted popular the06 of cauaatkin. 
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quite obviously there are many other aepects of arranging a 
COnferenCC of the kind we envisage, thatwould have to be 
examinrd. 

8ut at this rtagc we hope you will find theee notes useful. 

With kind regards, 

Youfs sincr?rely, 

Derek Hart 
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