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Questioning the ethics of a financial 
association between the tobacco in­
dustry and a medical 5chool with close 
ties to the Catholic church, Glatt 
privatelv addressed his concerns to 
[he medical school's president, di­
rector of research, and direcrnr of 
public rebtions. When each defended 
the acceptance of tobacco industry 
money, arguing in part that economic 
times dictate that the source of un­
restricted research grants ought noc 
be seriously challenged, Glatt deter­
mined to pursue the issue nationally 
through the American Medical As­
sociation Medical Student Section 
(AMA-MSS). 

Although the AMA has stepped up 
its anti-smoking efforts in recent years 
through campaigns for the elimin­
ation of smoking from hospitals and a 
resolution calling for a federal ban on 
tobacco advertising, it had never gone 
on record as discouraging medical 
schools from accepting research 
funding from the tobacco industry. 

Glatt's proposed resolution for the 
AMA to discourage all medical 
schools from accepting research funds 
from the cobacco industry and its 
subsidiaries generated heated debate 
among the medical student delegaces 
to the Alv!A's meeting in December 
1991. 

One student went so far as co say he 
would accept a scholarship from the 
tobacco industry even though his 
father died from lung cancer due co 
smoking. Glatt pointed out chat the 
resolution would not pro!tibit the 
acceptance of research funding from 
tobacco companies but would merely 
identify the AMA as opposing the 
practice - a natural extension of a 
letter sent several years ago by the 
executive vice president of the AMA 
to medical school deans urging them 
to divest share holdings in tobacco 
companies. 

Glact's resolution failed. However , 
he and other srudems succeeded in 
getting the staff of the A,\tA-MSS co 
send a memorandum to the Liaison 
Committee on Medical Education 
(LCME) , a powerful council affiliated 
with the AMA that accredits medical 
scho ols . The memo urged that a 
question addr essing the subject of 
research funding by the tobacco in­
dustry be included in the liaison 
comrnictee 's 1992 survey of medical 
schools. According co a report of the 
AMA-,¼SS governing council, no 
such question was included "due co 
the sen sitivity of th e que stion and the 
fact that the LCME has no policy on 
the funding mechani sms for medi cal 
sch oo ls ." 

The AMA - MSS staff then devel­
oped the following th ree-question 

survey which was sent co all 126 C'S 
medic3l school deans: 
( l) Does your medical school accept 

research funding from the US 
tobacco industry and its sub­
sidiaries? 
If your medical school does accepr 
tobacco industry and subsidiary 
support, what would you estimate 
is the annual dollar amount 
received? 

(3) Approximately what percentage 
of your medical school's research 
budget is derived from tobacco 
industry sources? 

Ninety-five of the schools com­
pleted the survey, a response rate of 
75·3 %. Fifty-two schools (54·7 %) 
acknowledged accepting research 
funding from the tobacco industry 
and its subsidiaries. Thirty-seven of 
these schools had such funding at the 
time of the survey. The awards ranged 
from S60000 to Sl·4 million, with a 
mean of $204073. Thirty-three of the 
schools with current awards indicated 
that these funds accounted for less 
than 1 % of their medical school 
research budget. Four schools noted 
that their school received between 
l ·5 % and 2·0 % of their researc h 
budget from the tobacco industry. 

Given these low perc entages, the 
A.i.\.1.A-MSS governing council con­
cluded that "support for medical 
research by the cobacco industry does 
not appear to be a significant problem 
at this time." However, such funding 
is clearly objectionable on ethical 
grounds. It is surprising that the 
AMA's student section, which has 
had a long tradition of bringing tough 
anti-tobacco proposals to the AMA, 
failed to adopt G!att's resolution . 
Other routes are being pursued to put 
this matter on the AMA's agenda. 

-AB 

Final note: On 9 December 1992 the 
AMA House of Delegates adopted a 
resolution to "strongly discourage all 
medical schools and their parent 
universities from accep ting research 
funding from the tobacco industry." 
The reso lution was introduced by 
the American College of Pre venti v e 
Medicine and the American Associ­
ation of Public Health Physicians, 
and was supported by Dr Glatt, U S 
Surgeon General Antonia Novello , 
the AMA Medical Student Section , 
and many others. - ED 

Tobacco money 
buys minorities' 
political support 
In 1990 RJ Reynolds To bacco Com­
pany announced plans to launch a 
new cigarett e brand called Uptown. 
Philade lphia, Pennsylvania was 
selected as the tes t market for a 
promotional blitz aimed at young 
urban African-Americans. But before 
RJ Reynolds could gee its marketing 
off the ground, a local group calling 
itself the Uptown Coalition was 
formed by Dr Robert Robinson of the 
Fox Chase Cancer Center. With help 
from other health advocacy groups 
and a blast at RJR by Secretary of 
Health and Human Services Louis 
Sullivan, the Up town Coalition was 
successful in preventing the test 
marketing of the brand. 

\Vhile attention paid to the tobacco 
industry's targeting of these groups 
has increased public awareness of the 
disproportiona te health and economic 
toll taken by tobacco use among 
minorities, leaders in the African­
American, Hispanic, and As ian­
American communities have been re­
luctant to publicly condemn the mi­
nority organisations and individuals 
who are wilfully assis ting the tobacco 
industry. 

Because of the efforts of the 
Uptown Coalition and the activism of 
such ind ividuals as Mandrake, a com­
munity graflitist in Chicago, John 
Wiley Price, a county commissioner 
in Dallas, and the Reverend Calvin 
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Buns of Harlem's Abyssinian Baptist 
Church, the public is being made 
more aware of the specific targeting of 
minority populations by tobacco and 
alcohol companies by means of direct 
advertising on billboards and in news­
papers in minoricy communities, as 
well as by the funding of civic and 
educational organisations. (See 
figures for examples.) Ironically, it is 
the tobacco industry itself that most 
benefits as a result of its philanthrnpic 
activities. For doling out large sums 
to minority groups the indusuy has 
gained the support of and respect 
from minority leaders and has aU but 
stifled editorial opposition to tobacco 
use and promotion among minorities. 

Internal tobacco indusr:ry docu­
ments, released on 13 August by the 
health advocacy group DOC (Doctors 
Ought co Care), showed chat Philip 
Morris gave more than Sl 7 million to 
minority, educational, and arts groups 
in 1991. According to a 24-page Philip 
Morns document, more than 100 
African-American, Hispanic, Asian­
American, American Indian , and 
women's groups received financial 
support, free cigarettes, and various 
promotional items and favours from 
the corporation in 1988 . In addition 
to the amounts of money and the dates 
that the funding was provided co each 
group, the document also describes 
the potential and actual support that 
Philip Morris received from each 
group on political issues as a result of 
providing the funding . 

For example, the $9000 that Philip 
Morris contributed co the National 
Black Caucus of State Legislators for 
thetr 12th annual conference in l 988 

was sufficient for the company ro note 
that it gained assistance from the 
group in opposing cigarette excise 
ta.'(es and laws to restrict smoking. 
The S IO 000 contributed co the 
National Association of Hispanic 
Journalists for ics national conference 
in 1988 helped nurture the group 's 
opposition co rescriccions on tobacco 
advertising. Several California-based 
organisations that received monetary 
gifts from Philip Morris, such as Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, the West Coast 
Black Publishers Association, the 
Hispanic Bar Assoc iation, and the 
Asian American Fund are cited as 
having sided with the tobacco in­
dustry in efforts to fight Proposition 
99, a state-wide referendum which 
raised cigarette excise taxes and dedi­
cated the funds to education and 
research on smoking. Similarly, fol­
lowing a reception and banquet spon­
sored by Philip .\lorris, the Presi­
dent of the Asian Business Association 
was noted as having agreed to "assist 
with Prop 99 mobilisation." 

One hopeful sign was the partici­
pation by Nelson Mandela in World 
No-Tobacco Day 1992. The effort 
undertaken by the Uptown Coalition 
was also helpful in spite of the fact 
that RJ Reynolds began an aggressive 
campaign for Salem cigarettes (" The 
Box" ) in the inner-city, African­
American neighbourhoods for which 
Uptown had been intended. 

Clearly more must be done in order 
co be effective and make an impact in 
counteracting the tobacco industry's 
influence-peddling and marketing 
among minority communities. The 
US National Cancer Institure's 
National Black Leadership Initiative 
on Cancer, a biennial national con­
ference on cancer and minorities co­
ordinated by Dr LoveH Jones of MD 
Anderson Cancer Center;" Houston, 
Texas, and the development of the 
National Association of African 
Americans for Positive Imagery by 
Reverend Jesse Brown in Phila­
delphia, Pennsylvania, may well spark 
more assertive community-based 
efforts to counteract tobacco use and 
promotion among minorities. Derrick 
Jackson, a columnist for the Boston 
Globe, has provided the call to arms in 
writing, "I do nae want to hear 
another word about drogs in the black 
community umil African-American 
instimtions stop accepting money 
from cigarette and liquor com­
panies. " - ES, AB 

Money talks, buys 
silence 
According ro internal documents that 
were turned over to the health ad­
vocacy group DOC (Doctors Ought 
to Care), in 1989 Philip Morris spent 
S579 000 in seven southwestern states 
in the United Scates to kill major 
smoking control bills. The world's 
largest tobacco company spent an 
additional 5158 500 on regional lobby­
ists to influence members of the US 
Congress. The state bills would have 
restric ted smoking in public places 
and worksites, increased cigarette 
taxes, and limited sales of tobacco to 
children. Philip Morris used the 
money for contributions to legislarors, 
payment of trips, parties, lecture fees, 
sponsorship of legislative dinners and 
other events, supporting the pet 
charities of legislators, and support of 
state political caucuses. 

Corporate and Political Action 
Committee (PAC) contributions of 
the tobacco conglomerate totailing 
Sl 14200 were given to over 100 
elected officials and both che Demo­
crat and Republican parties. Money 
was targeted primarily ar the most 
influential members of the legislature. 
For example, a Philip Morris lobbyist 
stated that in Arizona the company 
would "concentrate on leadership and 
committee chairs in the Senate," and 
in Kansas it would "shift attention to 
the Senate Public Health and Welfare 
Committee to stop bad bills." Ac­
cording to the documents, Philip 
Morris could have given more money 
but did not do so: "We gave about 
Sl 1000 in Kansas to legislators. I t 
may not seem like much, but that's 
the mos t we could give without stick­
ing out like a sore thumb. " 

The documents reveal a kind of 
Philip Morris-generated welfare sys­
tem, in which the only eligible recipi­
ents are elected officials. The company 
paid for trips to New York for !egis­
lacors, some of whom also received 
honoraria . In Kansas, for examp le, 
"the program involved informal 
meetings with legislative participation 
secured by the payment of honor ­
arium. " The 1990 lobbying budget 
called for Sl0000 for two New York 
City trips and S 15 000 for a "b uck 
hunt" for Texas leg islators . 

Although Americans claim to 
believe that there is no such thing as a 
"free lunch," their leaders might no t 
share the same view. In 1989 alone in 
five sraces Philip Morris hosted nine 
legislative dinners and receptions for 
legislators at a cost of more than 
$30 000 . In Ari zona Philip 1\forris 
spent $130 00 co sponsor a reception 
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