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Ok FOEMER QATH, CROSS-EXAMINATION CONTINUELD

SEMMIER: C. Over nignt have you had the opportunicy fo
conaider which of thege arcicles which you have written wers
those ir respect of which ¥ou received morey from che
Tcbacco Insticute or thke tabaceo industry?

£, Yoz, =ir.

. And how many?

A. I checked them on the 2opy of the curriculum witae. (M74
1% snown.; There were s=ix that were done a2 pavrt of our
contract with the Tobacce Institure in Waghington and there
were two that were done under the Fhilip Morris grant to
Georgetown Univerasity.

0. Yesterday when T asked ¥ou about thie trip that you took
Lo Japan I said to you, "Who gponacred your attendance at
he conference", that was the BETS conference, and this was
YOUY answer: "L was told the, it's, I've, some JFapanese
industry which involved totaces and minerals I tnink, or
something like thas, T don't, I'm not asure exactly but it
was, it came from some Japanege industry." Do you remeamber
that s the answer vou gave to the question who sponsored
your attendance at the conference?

A, TYes.

Q. There is no doubt, is tnere, that vyour attendance there
was zsponscred by the tobaccoo industry?

A. No, there ia no doubc at all, and 1 - and there was nao
implication--

o Sorrv?

A. There was no implication that it wasn’t. It was =
tobaceo industry sponsored conference, but from what I waa
toid it was sponsored or underwritten by a Japanese tokaccoo

industry.

C. T think you agresd yesterday that voir had written a
letter to Fhilip Morris Intermaticnal ir December 187
fellowing that conference encleging a secret report. Is
that correct?

A, Well, I don't know--
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BJECTICN (*SECRET EEPCET") . TO BEZ EIEHz2A

[y

EL.

C. A reporrt for your rformaticn ard net for gencral
disseminatior; is +har right?

A. Well, yes. I have no idea - thac’'s what it gays, hos -
den't have any idea what tne report says,

C. That's a copy of the lecter?
& Yes, bt appears to be.

G, Well, that's vyour signabure, Zsn't i, professor?
A, No, 1t is not my gignskbure.

“. You see your rane appears there?

A, Yes,

Q. It was =zigned on your behalf, was ic?

A. It zppears to have been, wyes.

Q. You sent a copy to Mr Fapp; 12 that right?

A, Yeg,

Q. Hde is the lawyer for the Tokacco Institute irn Washington
DE, dsn't he?

A, He was.,

LETTER TQ PEILIF MORRIS LNTERNATICNAL DATED DECEMEER 1957
TENDERED . .

DEARKT: I don't gee the relevance aof it. Thne fact that he

gttended a conference and sent a repcrt which isn't tendered
which is enclosed with this letter is just irrelevant. Wnat
i12sue does it go to, with regpact? My friend said vesterday
tnat it gees only to credit. Well, in that case it can‘'t he

accepted.
HIS HGNQUR: That proposition would ke right.

SEMMLER: Yes. It goes tc his connection with the tobacco
industry.

HIS HONOUR: It goes to credit?
SEMMLER: Yes.
HIS HONQUR: I reject it.

SEMMLER: 0. You remember I asked ¥You a numoer of questions
yesterday about how much money you had received from the
tobacce industry. Do yvou remember those uaestions?

A. Yes, =zir, I de.

2. You weren’t able to recall the specifics, were you?
2. Bpecifics of--

Q. Qf the amounts of meney you have received from the

tobacco industry?
A. No, I can’t recall the specifics.
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Q. Could T just hepefully nelp to refresh veour

recellestion.  Would you agree tnat in respect of work Yo

did between 1 and 3¢ Novemoer 1387 vou charced 32,800 to

Covington & Burling, the sclicitors For the Tohacco

Tnstitute, in a 9ill daced 9 Jamiary 15387 =
A, Yes, that's correct. -

. And that was a bill on tho letterhesd ol this Centre Faor
Envircitnenzal Hegirh and Euvmran Tocxizclogy; correct?
A, Trat’s corrsct. Lt

<. In addicion to that 52,800 you charoed for a whole lot
cf expenses here; is “hat rigot?

A. Yes. That’'s - we maintained a literature datakass and
that's the costs f£2r thas datanige, ves.

1=
(Wbl

U. Amongst the expenses yeu charged, for insgtance, for that
Fericd, 1 to 30 November ‘87, vou charged fhe Tghacco

Institute 3580C for yvour database; is that right?

A. Well, for computer ssrvices concerining the databasge. i
That was probably for programming or something like thatg,

but the other material, the other expenses he-e also appear

to ke the database, books and journals.

2. In fact yeou also charged them $500 for rhotocepies; see 25
That?
A, TYesz.

©. And $410 for administrative Support, including the
databaase update; correct? 3o
A, Yes, it's there.

. And then in a separate invoice you charged for education
nd preparation of SWT. What’s that?

L
Ln

9
cl
A Scientific witress team.

Q And what was the scientific witness tean?

A, The scientific witness t=am were a group of pecple who
the tobacce industry had gathered together to prasent
testimony at various hearings and the like, and we had the 4
respongibility for making sure that they were gcientifically
cogqnisant of what was going on.

2

Q. Thie was for scme testimony that this tsam was giving

with the Environmental Protectien Agenecy in the Unired 45
Stateg; is that right?

A, From what's wrilten on the bill, vyes.

2. And for 15 hours work you charged $2,€25 to the tobacos
indust>y: correst? 50
L, Tes.

Q. And again there were a whole lot of expenses claimed,
including photocopying and other marters; correst?
A. Yez.

Q. And then in a separate invoice in respesct of what YOu
describe as origina’® data analysis, preparation of

-03/04/01 1138 SCHWARTZ EX
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scientific papers, arcticipation in sciencific meetings, you
charged the Tobkacso Institute 21,750 For tep Lours work;
Qorrect?

A, Yeg,

Y. And the total cf the invoice in respect of yourselfF,
Dr Zoulter, who is one of the krio that ran this
organisation that you were asscciabed with back in trose
days, ard fer a researchk #g8cTiate the total invoice was
$21,213 on that CcCCasion, correct, or is thao--.

OBJECTION. QUESTICN WiTHDRAWN .

W- That 21,000 relares ro a3 couple of invoices, dosgn'E
it?

A. Yes, I'm quite sure ir does. I'wm nob exactly certain,
¢. Then on 16 Februaxry 1935 in regpact of what'a descoribed
a2 The environmental tchaces amoke project, December I to 31
1987, you charged the solicitors for the Tobacco Institute
33,875 for 21 heours work; is that rigkt?

A, Yesz,

€. And wr Witorsch seems to have charged 53,678 for 21
hours work; is that righe?

A. It says s¢, yes. That's exactly what it gay3 on the
inveice.

Q. And the total bill issued by vour Centre fer
Environmental Health and Human Toxicology and sent +c¢ che
solicitors or the attorneys for the Tobacco Institure o7l
that occasicon was %20,524, wasn‘t 1i+t7

A, Yez, for all the other, ves.

Q. A 520,534 bill for work hetween 1 and 31 December 1587
charged to the Tobaceo Institute; correct?
A. Including all the professicnals besides Dr Witorseh and

myaelf, yes.

Q. 820,000 for a monkk’s work?
A. For a month's work for five people plus expenses - six
reople plus expenses.

Q. Then without wishing to take teo much rime ocver this,
there are other inveices for other amounta, another amcount
of 53,850 that you charged for education coordination and
interaction with the EPA. Ig that included in the other
irveice or is that a separate invoice?

L. I deon't know.

@. And on B March 1388 vyou charged 52,800 for 16 hours work
to the Tobacco Institute through their attorneys Covington &
Burling for ETS review and evaluation af soientific
literature, maintenance ard update of literature database,
original data analysis, preparation of scientific papers,
participation in scientific meetings in January of 15837

A. That's correct.

~33/04/01 1137 SCHWARTE Xx

in

L%
3]

25

Nk

45

5

a5



LM CaT: 5 Cl4

. And fre tota) invoize *hat ¥Your Centre for Eavironmenta?l
fdealtln and Human Toxlcclogy sent cut for wore done in one
monkh, that s, January 1988, was 58,.766; iz thar right?

L. That’s what it says. '

See this involce here directaed g Philip Morris Eurcnre,
it Chis oocrasion far Lravel, hotel, e+ C2tera, Stackholm
meetino £5,020, was that for ore of vour aZtendances,
rofesgor?

Che of my arcendancacg? Yes. There was a meeking in
Stockiclm that FPhilip Morrig kad of its scientific
consultancte having te do with nicotine pharmacology,
nicctire pharmacckinet:ios. Lt was not a publio sciantific
mesbing, ik was a meeling of just the people who were Dhilig
“orris consultants, Philip Morris grantess, actually. )

(S

T

And you charged them %5.094; do you ses that?
For travel, hotel.

Et ceterar?
a2t cetera, for Dr Boulter andg myself, veg,

20 po

- Dr Boulter ig +he otler person of the three in thig
entre?y
That’'s cerrect.

. I8 that right?
Well, she wag.

il ;.D‘ﬂ!C‘.I

And this was in 1890, this iz two years after ¥ou say

o were fired by the tobacco industry?

Ne, I never =aid - I did not 2ay that I was fir=dg by che
tchacco irdustry. I said that the Tobacco Institute Fired
me from doing ite testimony in 1988 because I was net
cocperative. From that point on the work I did was
primarily with Philip Morris on nicotine modelling. I
believe that's consiszsent with my statement from vesterday.

R

. Tharnk you, I'm sure it is. They didn’t fire Professor
Witorsch, did they?

A. T think matters dealing with Prefessor Witorasch you
should ask Profesgor Witorach.

. I shall, thank ¥You. Yesterday you seemed to have
trouble recalling the kind of ball park figure that you
received through the univergity--

OBJECTION.

Q. --for the work that vou did on this project that was
paid for by Philip Morris Switzerland. Can ¥you remember you
couldr’t recall the precise amount?

DEAKIN: 1 object. The chiection was to my friend using the
phrase ball park, and vour Honour disallcwed the question.

SEMMLEZR: I will withdraw that word.
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Q. You remember I wag Erying to g2t some informaticn from
¥You ta asgist the jury as to how MICh you nad regeived Erom
Philip Morris Neuchatel -n Switzerlard for this work that
vou did in the period frem 1288 thrcugh thne early ninatjes,
Do you remerber that guestion?

A. Well, I remember it, but not as you have starced, You
had said "didn': yeou Set scme”, and then uged some larae
—erm, massive amount o considerable amounc oF money "?au
OEVET chice asked me to make an estimatre of how much'money it
was. You jusi used various adjectives as to gize. IF vou
had asked me what an estirate of the amcur: of morey ic was
T Eould have beer happy te give it to you, bur ¥you didn'e
ask io.

Q. I will ask it now, Professor.

A, The grants tkar we recaivad from Jeocrgecown, I will ijue
tne word ball park, was somewhere bebween £75,000 andg
§120,000, s14c,000 ber vear.

2. Per year?

A. Per year. Thia was rche drant mcney chat went to
Georgetown. It included the grant money for salary
components, univeraity falary components for me, for

Dr Boulter, for - it paid for a post doctorate research
agscoiate,

2. But rhe--
L. I haven’'t finished.

L. We azre just concerned with how much exchanged hands at
the moment.

DEAKIN: It i3 very plain from she professor’s anawers that
this money went to the univeraity, not tc him, and in answar
to a gquesticn of how much ¥you gof the witness must be
entitled to say where the money went when it was paid to the
urniversity.

Al5 HONOQUE: Mr Zemmler, we are going to find cut in the
and. Why don’t we let the witness tell us.

SEMMLER: Q. Carry on.

A. The money paid for a gsalary conponent, probably ahout 10
ta 15 per cent of my university salary, a salary component
for Dr Boulter, who was also in the faculty at the
uriversity. It paid for a peost doctoral research associate,
it paid for a graduate student, and then it paid for
aupplies in services and it paid for - it was called
uriversity overhead expenses, which is attached to avery

grant.

Q. That money was paid by Philip Morris Neucnatel; correct?
A, Yes, zir.

¢. And that money enabled you to do this research that you
were so particularly interested in, didn’t ie?

A. It allowed me to do the research on the mathematical
modelling, ves.
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Y. You said ir was somebhing 1ike $232,000 3 year?
A, You msan just aow?

. Yas,

E. I said betwsen 375,000 and 130,000,

Q. When you were asked specifically about this ac pags 11235
of the transcrivt whken I said teo ¥ou, "Are wes talking
aundreds of thouszands of do.lars", vyou said '"no". Do VoL
rememher chat? ’

Ao Yes, and that’e consiscert--

<. Wazs that the trusk?
A. Of course it is the *ruth.

Q. Over how many vears did ¥You recelive in esxcess of
S130,0007

Q2JECTION .,

HEAKIN: The question was asiked how much he received. It
wasn'. a quezstion directed to now much the univaersity
received, part only of which flowed cor to hirm.

SEMMLER: With respect, no. He gaid Fhilip Morris MNeuchatel
rade a grant, or it was said made a grant for your research,
I don’t recall the exact amcunt. We were ¢learly talking
abcut the grant for the regearck, not money he specifically
received.

DeAXIN:  Your research work.
SEMMLER: And thet’s exactly what it was.

His2 HONOUE: I am not sure where we have got Le. The last
question was answered, I think. There is now ancther
question. Is there an objection to the next Tuestion?

DEAKIN: My friend is accusing the witness of pot discloging
the amounts that he received from thesge graznts from
Neuchatel,

SEMMLER: I will withdraw that question and put it in a
different way.

Q. I will just gucte the question and angwer:

"Q. How mach did they (that is, Philip Morrie
Switzerland} contribute to your research work over
the period from 198% until 19927

A. Well, only their contributien frem Neuchatel
waz a grant through Gecrgetown Univeraity. I
don’t know - I don't recall what the exact amount
of money -was.

2. Could you just do your best to give the jury a

ball park idea at least? Are we talking about
hundreds of thousands of dollars?
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A, Hg,o

#Were They the guestiors and SOSWers that were given aon this
Junject yestarday?

A, T would agree, if ¥You are reading the transcript
CoOrrectly.

“. Now, was that true that Philip Morris Switzerland didd
nob contribuce to your reszearch work over the pericd ‘ag
until ‘22 3 sum which oould oe described as hundreds of
thousands of deliars. 1= chat —rue cr not, profesge-7

A, Well, what I was r2sponding to, wher ws 8peak of granta,
¥YOou are gquire correst 1ifF ¥ou look at *89% te 32 it ig necs

dAtcuracse,

Y. Wnat lg noc acourater
A, The arswer, hut whern - -

G. Was it %true or false?

A. TYou are going to have te let me finish, okay. Whern - T
interpreted your Answer, ags we often do in grants, as to
what an annual zmount wasz. vour use of the words hundreds
¢f thousands in tne two dimensions of the gusstion, the
lmpression you wers giving of tkis hundreds of thouzards of
dellars of this MoTey Douring in, but as research grants go
it was a very small regearch grant for a univergity,

Q. L wasn't asking you abour comparative grants, was I7
A. I still haven’t finished.

Q. Carry om.

A. You are correct., IFf you are locking at plurals and
looking at what was received it is prebably over the period
of three years, probably was in the $250,000 $300C,000 range,
30 that fills the definition of hundreds, and therafore T
stand cerrected, but I was not intending to deceive anybody
because there would be no Purpcae in that.

Q. You answered the gquestion with a simple no arnd ycu
ackrowledge now that that was incorrect?
&. I acknowledge that it was incorrect .

Q. In respect of the work that ¥ou have done over the years
mumercus grants have been made by the tobacco industry to
fund that work. True or falge?

A. Well, so we don't get into the same preblem we got
hefore, I'm not going to go by generalities, You are qoing
Lo have to pick a number or a range of numpers and I will
respond to it.

Q. No, I'm not acing to do it, prefessor, you are here to
answer my questions and you are the one who knows, I don’t,
how many grants you have received From the tobacco industry.
Can you give us, I won’'t uze the word ball park, but can you
give us a rough idea of how many grants over the vears vou
have received from the tobacee industry?

A. Grants te the university?
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U. Grants tco anyone, either dirsctly Lo yvou or rhe
WIlvVersity in respect af work tkat ¥ou have perFormed?

A.  For Pailip Mcrris [ received grants for a pericd of
three years, from che Tobaceo Institute as supported my work
on the modelling the period frem apout g2 o T8d.

C. &nd how much are we talking about in rough figurez for
theze grarncs?

BERKIN: Can we aveoid the arbiguity the lazt timge Ty friend
asked abous fhis. Iz he asking akout how much was paid to
tno uriversity or is he asking about how much was paid for

thiz witness’'s ressarch work

SEMMLER: Thers is no ambiguicy in the Jqueszion I read kbo
the witness, and there is no ampiguity in this gquestion. -t
ig whether Zt is channelled through the urniversity or
directed to him, how much money waz paid for the work thar
was done. It is guite olear.

DEAKIN: It may be plain, but the words "vour research work"
we would submit doesn't make t ¢lear to the witness that
what ne is asking about i{s not your Derscral research wark
and tke funding of your personal research werk hbut it is a
quesgbtion dirested towards money provided to the university
whichh in part funds his perscnal research worlk, Mow, that s
che ambiguity. My friend hag asked his questions in that
form and we submit it doessn’t make it clear what he is
asking about. Is he talking about the uriversity or is he
talkirg about the professcr in person? ?

418 HONGQUR: Mr Semmler, you have heard what Mr Deakir savys.
You will accept the fate that will befall you from any ocher
question yvou ask.

SEMMLER: Absolutely.

. Professer, I am talking about money that changed hands,
do you understand? I am talking about money that moved from
the coffers of the tobacco industry te either directly to
you or to the university in respect of werk that ¥ou
performec. Do you underatand that that’s what T am agking
about?

A. Ckay, and I will attempt to parse this.

Q. Scrry?
A. I will atcempt to parse this,

¢. Parse this, divide it up?

A, TYes. Philip Morris, money to the university wase for
three vears, somewhers between $75,000 and $130,000 a vear -
probably not as high as $130,000, probably $75,000, but we
can 33y arcund 3106,000 a yvear. £&c that money went directly
from Philip Morris to the university and then it was
cnannelled in into our research, as we said. For my
regearch work there was money that was sent to the Centre
for Envircnmental Health, our company. For the research
work that we did at the university, which was the modelling
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wWOr< that the ingsitute paid for, I would £ay from a perigdg
0Z abcout 1924 to 19E: abcut 850,000 to 875,000 & YEeAr want
from the Centre for Environmental Heszlth, which was gur
compary,  ta the uriversity to may for che Tegsarcn, thar
Toney having been received from the Tcbhacco Inatiture. Sc
it went from rhe Tobacen Institute to the centre tqo our
research at Georgetown, Then all af che other monsy, whick
is consulting, in other words, it has acthing to do with -
o did no< nave to do with our research, but it is the
consulting, that is the databass and cur getting ourselves
Up-to-date on the ETS Matter, atfending meetings and such
Like that, I tell ¥You I cannct give an egtimate, I cannot
give vou an estimates cecause there wers LAy, many people
involwved, and ¥ou saw the billa, they involved numbers of
differsrt pecople, and all T car tell you is that over the
period of that time the bills Lhat you have would rno:r he
considered atypical . They wouldn't ke £20,000 a menth
because that invelves some special - but certainly 85,000 or
56,000 a month wou’d not be atyvpical.
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MMLER: Q. Have vol recc verd grants from ctinar podiea in
€ Jrited States for your workz?
A, Qn, certainly.

What kind of bosdiec?

. The Naztionsi Icstiture of Healzh, the Macioral Insticute
28 Eavirenmental Hesorch Scignces, the National Heart Lung
arnc Blood Institute. T raceived Jgranta frorr the Arericar
¥adical Azzaciation Ee=search Toundation,

[

Al ]

10
2. I2 it Zair to zav you khave reczived granlks from a whole
lot of bodies?
B Ves.
G. (Approached). In your curriculum vi-ge which you senc iz
Lo the attorneys for the defendant in th-a cage whicl was
duly served uoon us, the lawyers for the plaintiff, you have
& headinc in that curriculum vitas "Grantg Awarded", haven‘'s
your
B, Yes. Z0

Y. And you have referred tc the reople Iike the American
Mediczl Associavicn, the National institute of Environmental
Ezalth Sciences, Fcod and Drug Administratiorn, haven’t you?

Ves. e

Q. Did you refer under the heading "Granis Awarded" to the
Tokacco Industry?
A, o,

©.  You were anxious te oonceal the fact you had done work
for that industry, weren’t you?
AL No,

Q. Whilst you included these cther people you were just
telling the jury about, there wasg not cne mentiocn under the /
heading "Grants Awarded” in vour curriculum vitae of all of

this money that was paid in respert of work that ¥OU were

doing by the Tokbacgo Industry; true or falge?

A. The reagon that tobacco doesn‘t show up there, as the
reason that a large number of other industrial sources don’t
show up there, is because they were rot compstitive. What is
oen my curriculum witae are those that were received
competicively. I have received, I have received BUDpOort
from wmany different industries in the United States that
supported cur work, very similar to whas Philip Morris 4did.
They alao are not listed an there.

45

TR
Q. You knew when yvou compiled that curriculum vitae, that
iz a history of your life's work, you knew the purpose of 5O

that was to show just how well qualified youl were Lo give an
cbjective expert opinion with the issues raised in thig
Court case. You knew that, didn‘t you?

A, No. That curriculum vitas is a running document that
started 40 years ago and gets added to, gets added to. T
cdan assure you, it is net intended for the purpose of court
Lestimony in general or, and certainly net this Court in
particular.

L1y
L

~03/64/01 1144 SCHWARTZ XX



RODCAT: 8 T T T O 4 - T
/ 0. But vou senr ir ALONG when you sent YOUr recors, gidpf-
¥Youy
/ A I was asked to,

’ 2. MNow, you weuld 2gree witk —hisg statemens, wouldrn:i WO
| That the purpose of che Tobacoo Indugcry is nos the

: alcruistic pursuvance of knowledge for *nowledge’s saks. voo
! would agres with thar statement, wouldn’'t vou?

' A.  You mean thkes purpcse of their SLCport?

! CBYECTION. QUESTION ALLOWED.

/ WITNESS: Yes I would agree with thao.

have recogrnised that for a lcng while, hawven's You?

o.  Nobeitd T =] =) TT have
tinis good citizar acprcach to things, they dcn't have An
altruistic purpose in funding, vou are quite happy to aCCerct
all this money from the Tobacco Ircustry, weren’t you?

A, ¥Yes, but I should fay 1 extend the same commsnt te 511
industry support I have received. I nave never recsived
industry support becausze some induatry had this overwheliming
degire to improve the rnewledge of mankind.

Q. New, you have never sxamined the Plaintiff in thege
proceedings, have you?
A. I'm nct a physician sc I would not have examined her, ao

yes.

“. You are not an epidamiologiat?
£. I'm not a trained epidemiclogist but 2 use, I use and
deal with epidemiclegical data and have designed

epidemniclogical studieg.

. The queaticrn was simple, are you an epidemiclogist?
A. T do not consider myself an epldemiclogist by training.

. You have never done any researchk of ¥our own inteo the

cauzes of cancer, have WP
&. Intoe the causes of cancer--

2. Is that a hard questien?
A. Yes, I'm trying to, I'm recalling work that I‘ve done.

HNo, I have not.

Q. You have never dore any ori iral research regardirna the
=) L+

health affects of tobacco?
A, Yes, I have,

Q. You are aware that two peak--

A. By the way, "yes'" meansg, you pregented me with a
negative 3¢ I want to make sure. 7T have done research on
the health effecta of Cobacco, original research.

Yeg, thank you. Which would be the two peak US bodies

Q.
into the causes of cancer, in your

concernaed with research
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A. T would say the Naticna- Cancer Institute, Erobabkly the
ME Anderscn Hospical, Memrorial, S§imane Kettering., 1 weulg
PUt those Zn the top.

W@, The ameriean Associacion for Cancer Regearch?

A, T den’t, I don't kncw that they do vezearch. They arze a

group but I thought vou wewe referring to the Crganlsatiosng
tnat actvally do research.

@. Perhars I shoulg nake it clearsr. The American
Azzociation for fancer Feszarch is a peak body of cancer
razearch in the United states, true or falge?

A Trie=.

2. The 2merican Scoiety for Clinical Oncelogy is a peak
body of those who, o & daily bagis with medical degrees,
deal wich cancer and its CRUSEeS; Corraect?

E. Deal with cancer and i-a Ereatmenc .

U. Thank you. You are no- a memzer of either of thoge
bodies, are yeou?
1'm not.

Have you heard of the Zagres
Certainly.

You have a great deal of regard for it, don‘t You?
T'r net sure what that meana.

What is your attitude =o it?

- It provides, it provides an, ir is gn informaticn
gathering and evaluating ¢rganisaticn that serves the World
Aealth Crganisation.

PO B0 wo D

Q. It is the World Health Organisation’s body for caneer
rezearch, isn'e it?
A. Well, for cancer assesament, not really cancer researcoh,

Q. I gee. When wers you last called upon by the FDA tec do
any con2ulting work, professor?
A, About, I guess about thres montks ago,

Q. You know that bodies, ragulatory agents in the United
States like the Environmental Protercion Authority use what
is described as a "weicht of evidence! approach to things
such as the environmental effects of tobaccoo gmoke. You

krow that, don’t you?
A. That 1is a2 regulatory method, ves.

Q. and you disagree with the approach which relies upon the
welght of the evidence, den‘t vou?

OBJECTION. QUESTION ALLOWED.

A. I disagree with it from a scientifie and legical
approach. I don’t disagres with it from a requlatory

approach.
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