
Mro AeLe Heard Richard Binne

RB/Pmw/m 22nd it," 1989

REMMCR PMICT 5"p
cmnm 1989

With reference to your note of 31st May on suitable
strategicissues for discussionat this =wting

P3_Mldstra@"ic !$4*ctive for ically
d:Lf:ferantfutnre/altezmat:Lve=oducts

We currently have pmjoctz MUMNDDT, DAYI,NOVA,
Rz=ze All these are aimed at futi=e produftso We
need a broad policy statement an BAT$@ strategic
objectives for such products which would be sub-
divided into the oweetiven of the various projects*

2. REDNOX

At the Much Research Reviews,it was agreed that the
RPG should consider whether the "athw noxa*" work
area is being conducted for regulatory authority
roasms,, or product development reasons*

WDEX has recently written some notes relevant to (1)
and (2),?already sent to ALE.

3, RMNOX/DAY

Dependentan the outcome of (1) and (2)1,is it
desirable to keep REMX and DAY separate or to
amalgamate or to Interact awe swicusly? Although
the two projects have different objectives their work
progra=ns are Yozy similare

41 Pesticide Residues

N=Ltoring of pesticide residues was discussed at the
may 1989 cmuum Scientific Camnission M"ting and it
in possible that a ODREM Task Force will be not up.

CDBAT should met up a data-gathering facility for such
residues (TCH has further details),
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51 Groub facility for Pesticide analyses

COREM is considering the establishment of a data
base for centralization of available data an
pesticides* This will be a useful source of
information when needed. In the event that a RAT
company requires information not an the data base,,or
for which c= identialityin necessary,existing
facilitieswithin the Group are limited. No
pesticide work is done in Southampton and when
necessary we send work (sege N,Z. samples) to a
contract laboratory in Hamburg*

In view of the In easing importanceof pesticide
w=kg we should encourage the development of the
Souza Cruz laboratory an the contra of excellence in
this area* Questions to discuss

Is this a mmoible idea?

Is the S=za Cruz laboratory adequately equipped
to cover all likely requirommts?

Is it practicallypossibleto use Brazil for such
wcwk?

6, Smoke A tobacco chemistry

TGN has ezpressed concern that we do not have any
advanced analytical work in progress an tobacco and
smoke cbmfstry. 7his may cause problems In
areast o.ciaclearance of flavour foz=lations may be
much simpler if constituents can be shown to be
onature ldentic". Expertisewithin this area of
za&e and tobacco chemistry is much reduced. Should
we re=ssitate some fam of chemistry programme
in support of regulatory activities? TGN would
produce a fuller discussion document*

7, Environmental tobacco mwke

now much more ETS work do we need to do? in the
available information sufficient for car needso,= do
we have clear gaps In car knmlodge? Do we need
work beyond the current progra@t which would go to
and-19907 General views wanted an future strategy*
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