By MARK M«ETHEREL‘L,{
medical reporter

CIGARE'I'I‘E packets tell “21:
that smoking Is a heal
hazard. An increasing number
of medical scientists is also
asking  whether research
grants flnanced by cigarette
sales do anything for their
professional health.

Two of the biggest non-Govern-
ment sponsors of medical | re-
search in Australla produce drugs
which are blamed 'for much of;the
sell-administered " lll-health  and
death’ in the community. The
sponsors are the tobacco and
brewing industries, :

The Antl Cancer Counclli /of
Victorla has estimated the medi-
co-social cost to Australla of
amoking to he about $1000 mil-
lion a year. Based on Unlled
States scientific estimates, the
cost of aleohol abuse In Australia
could be about $3000 million a
year,

But the Australlan Tobacco Re-
search Foundation and the Asso-
clated Brewers cheerfully finhnce
medical research worth more than
$500,000 a year, They are not the

onl Industries which have
sprinkled some of their profits
over medical sclence and had

their productx In varylng degrees,
come under fire from doctors, |

Confectionery makers lika Mara
sponsor dental conferences; fast-
food chains such as McDonald's
assist research on processed
foods, the Australian Lead De-
vnlufment Assoclation paid for
studies Into blood-lead leveld ‘in
children. :

But as Victorian Medical Re-
search Week starta today with the
perennial wringlng of hands by
sclentists about the paucity of re-
search funds, a qulet confroversy
Is bubbling In the natlon’s labora-
torles about the source of those
funds. i .

Scientists  are questidning
whether they should accept ghants
which came from the sales of, tha
very products causing the death
and disease for which the re-
rearchers are seeking solutidns.

Under most scrutln_g are grants
‘rom the Australlan Tobacco Re-
search Foundation, But questions
wre also asked about grants from
the Australlan Associated Bre-
wers, whose medical research ad-
sisory committee this year poured
214,857 Into such “studies 'as
Irinking In the Aboriginal com-
nunity, and brain peptides 'in
asleoholism,

Some sclentists feel that glven
‘he alcohol-related Incidence of
iver disease, road trauma and di-
ieases such as alcoholism and
sancer of the cesophagus §214,857
vardly seems a reasonable pay-
sack for research intp such areas.
- But sclentlsts argue that there
s u remitting faclor with alcohol.
Nith moderate use it has benefi-
slal aspects, No such attribute can
se claimed for tobacco, The Fede-
'al Health Department has stated
‘hat smoking at any level is harm-
‘ul to hesaith.

The editor of the "Medical
lournal of Australla’, Dr Alan
3lum, says: “For a doctor to ac-
:ept money, even. without tnis,
‘rom the tobacco Industry, Is like
\ detective recelving money from
he Mafia",

Dr Blum is an outspoken .cru-
nder ageinst the tobacco manu-
acturers, As editor of Australia's
oremost medical research publi-

search administrators, Professor
Sir Gustav Nossal, the head of
the Walter and rasiza Hall Instl-
tute of Medical Research, whether
he would accept funds from the
Tobacco Research Foundation, his
immediate response was: “Cer-
talnly not.

:ation, he says he must n
1imself not only with the quality
of data submitted to the journal
wut also with the financing that
nade the research possible,
“What are these "sclentists do-
ng for mankind ?" "Dr "Blum
isks. "What coes thelr contrlbu-
ion do other than having their
o0d name linked with an indus-
ry thet produces a product that
s been found by every major
iealth body in the world to cause
nore needless death by far than
m&,olhar health hazard ?"
hen ‘The Apge' asked the
loyen of Australia’s medical re-

“I feel I would be serlously
compromised by taking thelr
funds,

“On the other hand, T would

not criticlse another person who
has examined his/her consclence
and come to another conclusion,”

Professor Nossal, probably the
country's most adept lobbyist for
funds, sald that It could well ba
that some Industries gave out
medical research funds “to ex-
punge their gullt or to rcgny
soclety for the harm that has
been done",

An estimated $90 million will
be spent on medical research In
Australla this year, §$25.3 milllon

L
For a dafuor to accapt money.. .
frgm the tebacco Industry Is Hke
o detectiva recelving money from
the Mafia.’
~ Dr Alan Blum, editor of
Medlcal Journol of Australia.

Tha doctors who ore doing tha
rasoarch do not seem to regerd
this os being’ bad monay.

— Emeritvs Professor Bickerton
Blackburn, ehairman of the
Australisn Tobaeco Rasearch
Foundation.

Some Industries could previde re-
rearch fonds “‘to expunge their
gullt or. to repay sociaty for the
harm that has been done”,

~— Profemsor Slr Gustav Nossal.

of It from the National Health
and Medical. Research Councll
The rest comes from State Go-
vernments, the pharmaceutical
Industry, private donations - and
corporate sponsorship.

Both the Australlan Medical As-
soclation and the Royal Australas-
lan Colloge of Physicians have re-
cently expressed doubt or caution
about tobacco Industry sponsor-
ship of medical research,

At a recent Industries Assist-
ance Commission Inquiry on the
tobacco industry the sald
that obacco Research
Foundation's project results were
produced in a form that the com-
munity could understand, and
possibly marketed at big sporting
or cultural events, “this might be
a meeting point  between the
tobacco industry and the anti-
smoking organisations where the
heulth consequences of clgarette
smoking could be debated.”

+ could

TYerl when tne NAQusiyy i3 as-
salied in health matters, it does
not turn to the emiment Australian
academics on the board of trustees
of its research foundation. It
turns to North Americans,”, the
AMA stated,

“It may be suggested fhat this
Is because these people are ‘ex-
ternal ris'; their credentials
are less lkel¥ to be checked;
they will not face direct confron-
I.allon with .A'\r\;\sljmhm anu-‘s:.nai_t;
ng experts. Thelr arguments a
semantic but sufficiently obfusca-
tory in thelr logic to confuse the
issue.” _—

In a recent policy decislo e
council of the College of Physi-
clans urged Its members to - re-
fuse “to accept or adminlster any
grants of money, to award an
prizes or to be assoclated wit
any sponsorships, exhibits or ad-
vertisements which may be seen
or are designed to promote the
smoldng of tobacco”.

Earller this year the chairman
of tha .Australian Tobacco Re-
seai e Foundation, Emeritus Pro-
fessor Blckerion Blackburn, an-
nounced grants totalllng §335,165
for 18 research projects to be con-
ducted In 1982 at’ 15 Australian
universities or teaching hospitals.

Professor Blackburn, a promin-
ent physician and fo profes-
sor of medicine at Sydney Uni-
versity, sald the research produced
t foundation grants show-
ed that the foundation was worth-
while,

"We get requests for large
sums of money each year, The
people who are doing the research
do not seem to regard: this as
being bad money”, Professor
Blackburn said. A

Professor Blackbirn was asked
whether the assoclation with the
industry of such reputable medi-
cal figures as himself and others
e seen'to add acceptability
to the tobacco Industry,

“I think that it is' not strictly

true. As far as 1 am aware, the
lndunrx does not actually use the
research foundatlon for any ad-
vertising . . . they have played it
stralght down the middle. We
have what might be termed »
low profile.”” ’
. The Australian Tobacco Re«
gearch Foundation was established
dn 1970 by the three Australlan
cigarette manufacturers “to sup-
port research into the relation-
ship In Australla between tobacco
smoking and human health in Its
widest context.” It has contri:
buted §3 million since 1970,

This has produced research
papers such as: “Immunclogical
aspects ' of lung cancer and
cigarette smoking™; “Relationship
between tobacco smoking and red
flex production of coughing”; and
“The effects of maternal cigarette
smoking on foetal cardiovascular
and respiratory dynnmlq'ﬁj‘

Why :{hould the tob;cjcﬁ ‘lntlﬂs-'
trv. O rRse: whigh is pro:
u&éﬁf‘x’dﬁﬁm %ﬂ%&*a&m
smoking, evidence which the in-
dustry generally still persists id
disputing ?

Dr Blum belfeves that a mechs
anism he describes as ‘“reverse
psychology” is involved . . . that
the tobacco industry is being seen

lously or y as
Mr Clean in apparently allowing
its dirty washing to ‘be so

throughly Investigated.

A trustee of the Tobacco Ré:
search Foundation and member of
its scientific advisory committee,
Professor Mick Rand, said that “'x

at deal of the pronouncements
?;: smolcin, are based on
emotion personal  dislike
zather than on hard sclentific evi-
ence'.

“I am not any kind of publicist
or apologist for the tobaceo In-
dustry,” sald Professor Rand, the
head of Melbourne Universitys
pharmacology department (which
this year received about $20,000
from the foundation), and a dr\:‘qg
researcher of Internatlonal stand-

ing.
“There is a great deal not
known about tobacco smoking

and while there are significant
numbers of tobacco smokers, jt
13 highly desirable to carry out re-
search,” Professor Rand safd.



