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Dear Mr. Lewis:
I received your Januaryl9 letter on. January 25,-and of

course had no opportunity to réply to it before you distributed it

to news media. It seems to us the puréose of your'letter.was fb 7

serve as a vehicle for publicity, rather than to really seek answers

to the questions it contained. .

7 Thelnegsworthineés of the document lay not in its attack on
cancer,”which cshould be the bus;ness of the American Cancer Society,
but in its attack on the cigareﬁte industry; >Persops like myself
‘who are associated wigh.thé industfy wpoleﬁeartedly accept*the g;él
of conguering cancer. But we differ ;efy sharply with yourvevideﬁ*
conclu51on that the pathway to £hat goal'lies infpubliﬁ efforts to
induce 'a scientifically unsupportable conFe551on by the industry.

year ago the American Cancer Soc1ety was demandlng.a
reappraisal of the industfy's ppllCles lq light of some startllng
“new evidence" about smoking and health. During the'énsuing
months it became ap?arent that that "evidénce"vwould not survive
scientific scrutiny. Now it'apéears from you:’letter that an alterna-
- tive reason for such.a reapbraisal lies in spme."moral" problem
: créated for the lndustry by the views on smoklné-and health held by

certain bodies whlch have "examlned the problem and expressed an.

opinion."
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The history of the past 3507years shows that if "opinion"
were to have been controlling, the use of tobaccec would never have
survived its introduction to wéstern civilization. Its critics have
always been vigorous, but more héard than heeded. ‘

One can understand the needs of the very large vcluntary
health assbciations, such as your own, to demoﬁstrate achievemeﬁt
to those who.are‘expected to supply cbntinued donations. We know
}from the annual report of the American Cancer Society, for example,
that it spends many millions of Hgllars each year as the.cost of
raising funds--in fac£ the sum is seveFal times the expeﬁs&“of tﬁé
cigarette industry in supporting all of the activities of The’

Tobacco Institute. It is a facé that eaéh of thé lérge voiuntary
health ;ssociations has labeled-cigarette sméking as a scapegoat

in the major health area with which each is cdn?erned. And the
historical record sﬁows thaﬁ these aésociations initiated, rather
than responded to, the expressions of opinion on smokiﬁg and health

on the part of mo$£ of the organizations to wh;ch your letter refers...

s you d'd '
To stateA%hat your ‘anti-cigarette smoking campaign costs

"léss than a million QOllaré" per year hardly minimizgs its incredible
cost. You state thét this is'done in the inter;;t of smokers' health.
Yet I must ask what the incalculable EOSts ﬁight be if the'American
Cancer Society continues to minimize the grbwing'indications pf genetics,
viruses and environmental pollﬁtion in the etiology of'luﬁg cancer.
Soo R " TIMN 0067459
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Both oversimplifiéatién and'direct misstatement of fact
continue to be characteristics of the public declarations by the
Spciety and its collaborators in the field of émoking and health.
Dr. Oscar Auerbach, for example,la recipient of very subsﬁantial,'
grants from your organization each year, addressed a chest disease:
symﬁosium in Arizona two months ago and declared that air pollution
has no effect on.the lungs! He went on to say that "The only
proved cancer—-causing factor in inhaled air is cigarette ;moke.“
No citizen needs more than good logic to see tte folly in this--in

the absurd contention that lung cancer victims who smoke are-made

ill by inhalation, and those who do not smoke are not made ill by

inhalation. ' | - o : R . ' Co
A more recent example-is the Februéry 2 television inter;

viewﬁn New York of D?. Auerbach- and the Society's vice pfesident,b

Dr. E. Cuyvler ﬁammoﬁd. The lat;er séated that the purpose of thé'

recent "smoking dog" experiment was "to see whether cigarettés with
cwere any less harmful than cigarettes with high tar and nicotine."
tew frtgh tar and nicotinﬁﬂ\‘ He neglected to mention the purpose stated

at the Society's Waldorf-Astoria Hotel news conference a year ago--

to learn whether lung cancei could be induced by cigarette smoke

inhalation--which also was not mentioned in the medical journal

version of the work published two months agb.
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Yet on the same television program Dr. Auerbach mis-
takenly declared that "we never changed one word of the original
report which we gave...on Febreary 5, 1970."

In sum, Mr. Lewis, I believe the cigarette industry will
continue to reject irresponeible attacks so long as the tenacity
of the cancer mystery remains such a challenge'to the world. It
is huﬁbling to realize how little real progress has been made in

solving the fundamental problem of causation. It is understandable

that an organization which is morally convinced that the elimination

of cigarette‘smoking is_the simp}e solution teba very comp¥ex
questien>weuld feel frustrated by anyoee's.unwillingness to
accept its judgment. o " , ._f | - o ' : -
on thie point, I would like to call your attention to some
observatlons of a former Counsellor to the Pre51dent of the Lnlted
States, which apply dlrectly and cogently to th;s issue. on his
departure from the White House, Daniel Patrlek Moynlhan warned that
"our great weaknees'is the habit of reducing the most eomplex issqes N

to the most simplistic moralisms." and he added: “Moralism drives

out thought."

I ]

"A century ago,” he went on to say, "the 5w1ss historian

' Jacob Burckhardt foresaw that ours would be the age of 'great

simplifiers,' and that the essence of tyranny was the aenial of

compiexity. He was right. Thls is the single great temptctlon of
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the time. It is the great corruptor, and must be resisted with
purpose and with energy." This, Mr. lewis, we shall continue to

do.

——
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