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1 Introduction

It is a privilege to give this oration in honor and memory of Michael Russell. As
I learnt from his wife, Audrey, we shared so much yet never met. University of
Cape Town Medical School, swimming, and a life- long commitment to
ending smoking. We all build on his wisdom and scholarship.

We are amid a revolution in nicotine technology.
Thanks to massive investments in research and
development, patents are being filed at a dizzying
pace and the ramifications of this IP are being felt in
the real world. Already, 100 million people are using
harm reduction products (HRPs). And projections
suggest that, if these tools are more widely adopted,
as many as three to four million lives could be saved
annually by 2060. Indeed, some parts of the tobacco
and nicotine industry are transforming in ways that
would have been unthinkable just two decades ago.

Correspondingly, our cultural and political attitudes
toward the contributions of industry must shift.

Even as bodies like the USFDA and Cochrane
recognize the value of new HRPs, the technology faces
strong headwinds. Disinformation about nicotine and
the alleged effects of e-cigs have led to policies
disfavoring HRPs, and to a public discourse that
denies its benefits. Moreover, many governments now
regulate nicotine HRPs in @ manner that s inversely
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proportionate to risk. In Australia and India, for
example, policy is more hostile to lifesaving HRPs
than to deadly combustibles.

Policy has, in too many instances, lost touch with
science.

Through serious investment in innovation, industry
has created tools that have the potential to help
create one of the most profound public health shifts
in history: the elimination of combustible cigarettes.
Yet, in many respects the deck appears stacked
against change. It’s difficult enough to nudge tobacco
control groups away from the status quo—let alone to
urge the embrace of solutions arising from industry.
Indeed, if we are to finally end the use of toxic tobacco
products, it will be necessary to unlearn decades of
industry demonization and embrace what the science
is telling us: harm reduction works.

In short, the present technological revolution
demands an accompanying ideological revolution.



2 How we got here

Currently, many in the tobacco control community are
skeptical, even hostile, toward the contributions of
industry. The origins of this hostility are not terribly
difficult to identify. For generations, the tobacco
industry has created products that have killed
millions of people. On top of that, industry actors
have repeatedly proven themselves dishonest when it
comes to scientific research practices.

A notable offense came in 1954 when a group of
tobacco companies published “A Frank Statement to
Cigarette Smokers” in some 400 American
newspapers. Anything but frank, the ad claimed that
there was a lack of scientific consensus regarding the
health risks of smoking and no proof that the habit
was responsible for increasing rates of lung cancer.
Promising to further investigate these claims, the
industry also announced the formation of the
Tobacco Industry Research Committee—effectively a
PR effort aimed at confusing public understanding of
tobacco science.

This is what “industry science” meant during the
second half of the 20th century: a series of schemes
devised to distract and confuse smokers regarding the
deadly consequences of using combustible tobacco.
No amount of PR obfuscation could hide the
devastation caused by tobacco in the long term. Sir
Richard Peto estimates that a billion people will die
this century from tobacco use. The stakes could not
be higher.

As part of the US Master Settlement Agreement of the
1990s—between American tobacco companies and
Attorneys General from 46 States—the industry was
forced to disband its so-called research groups. The
settlement marked the beginning of a new era in the
treatment of industry and the endeavors it funds,
including and especially research.
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Throughout the nineties and into the new
millennium, anti-industry attitudes and policies
became the default. In 2005, the World Health
Organization codified this stance via its Framework
Convention on Tobacco Control (FCTC), the
implementing guidelines of which state that “There is
a fundamental and irreconcilable conflict between
the tobacco industry’s interests and public health
policy interests.” Today this assumed conflict is often
cited as justification for a hostile attitude toward all
things industry.

Over the past two decades, thoughtful and justified
actions against industry evolved into perfunctory
bans, boycotts, and attacks. Ironically, attitudes grew
more outwardly antagonistic during the very period in
which industry began making positive contributions
to the field of tobacco control.

3 Patents and innovation

| want to be very clear: I am under no illusion that the
tobacco industry suddenly saw the light and decided
to act for the benefit of humanity. Rather, following
the events of the nineties, industry did what was
necessary to survive. Recognizing a public desire for
safer nicotine options, some tobacco executives
began prioritizing research into HRPs—products that,
at least among a few companies, had been in the
works for decades but only placed on the front burner
at the turn of the century. A few companies made a
bet that investment in HRPs would pay out in the long
run. This was a shrewd business decision—and,
incidentally, it is proving to be an excellent
contribution to science and health.

Though the transition to safer products remains
incomplete, many tobacco companies have diverted
resources away from combustibles and toward



reduced-risk portfolios. For example, the smoke-free
portfolio of Swedish Match accounts for over 70% of
its operating profit. Similarly, according to recent
reports, 28% of PMI’s revenue comes from its heated
tobacco product, IQ0OS—and the company hopes that
number will reach 50% by 2025. Notably, this
represents not merely a gradual transition away from
legacy tobacco products, but rather the
cannibalization of an iconic combustible brand.

The start to transformation of the legacy tobacco
sector is complemented by innovation among players
who started with no tobacco roots. In the United
States, JUUL is the most notorious of these
companies. In China and Singapore, e-cigarette
companies Smoore and Relx have dominated
innovation. Though free of the dirty reputation of
legacy brands, these companies are responding to
the same market demand: consumers want nicotine
products that are not deadly. In this regard, the
business goals of these new companies align with a
public health goal—namely, to destroy the
combustible tobacco sector. The “fundamental
irreconcilable differences” are giving way to more
nuanced realities.

Though one might expect the broader public health
community to embrace novel nicotine solutions, the
response has been mixed, to say the least. Thisis due
largely to entrenched hostility toward industry, as
well as the fact the tobacco control community
simply did not anticipate industry innovation. Mea
culpa. Upon recently reviewing the FCTC text, | was
surprised to see that that we failed to mention the
importance of intellectual property or patents even
once. Then, we doubted that a dirty legacy industry
would invest in serious R&D. We were wrong. And the
latest report from the US patent office and a
forthcoming review of global patent filings in the

sector underscores just how wrong we were.
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The first of its kind, this new report documents major
innovation in three areas over the past decade: First, it
shows that, within large state monopolies, research
has focused on improving consumer experiences of
combustibles—a trend that will keep the death rates
high. Second, the report reveals that HRP innovation
is being led by a small number of multinational
tobacco companies, along with China- based e-cig
companies; and finally, it indicates that some
multinational tobacco companies are filing patents
aimed at developing new therapeutic options for
health derived from recent R&D progress.

4 The body of evidence

In many respects, the nicotine industry now functions
in a manner similar to the pharmaceutical industry.
To be sure, they're self-interested and profit driven. At
the same time, however, they are leaders in scientific
innovation and essential to overcoming massive
health crises. This “Pharmaceuticalization” was aptly
summarized in 2017 by Yogi Hale Hendlin and
colleagues, who describe the phenomenon as: “the
tobacco industry's actual and perceived transition
into a pharmaceutical-like industry through the
manufacture and sale of noncombustible tobacco
and nicotine products for smoking cessation or long-
term nicotine maintenance.”

Whereas Hendlin somehow casts this
pharmaceuticalization as a bad thing, | take the
opposite view. Tobacco companies have, in the past
few years, conducted fundamental clinical, and
epidemiological research that will be necessary to
optimize the safety, efficacy, and desirability of new
HRPs. And, like a pharmaceutical company, they are
completing these exhaustive studies to meet the



scientific standards set by major regulatory bodies—
starting with the FDA.

To satisfy the FDA's strict rules of evidence, tobacco
and e-cig companies have conducted extensive, peer-
reviewed research and have disseminated these
findings via monographs and reports. American e-
cigarette maker JUUL, for instance, recently compiled
their latest peer-reviewed research in a special edition
of the American Journal of Health Behavior. Similarly,
PMI has released a monograph that synthesizes their
research from the past decade. Taken together with
publications by other companies, the work amounts
to a robust and growing body of evidence that
confirms the health benefits of HRPs.

The tobacco industry knows the reputational hurdle it
must overcome and, as a result, has some of the most
robust safety and toxicological data that exists.
According to Foundation analyses, PMI and BAT have
published more papers on heated tobacco products
than any other research group. Combined, the two
companies have in fact published more than the sum
of the next 13 entities, which are leading universities.
The FDA cannot and does notignore this evidence.

In October 2019, the FDA announced that Swedish
Match USA would be authorized to market its
smokeless tobacco as a “modified risk tobacco
product.” In July of last year, it authorized the
marketing of IQOS with “reduced exposure”
information. This latter decision arrived three years
after the company shared over one million pages of
documentation. Further, the authorization was
granted under the provision that Philip Morris would
conduct post-market surveillance to ensure that the
products indeed reduce risk and, critically, are not
used by youth.

Notably, the FDA’s “exposure modification” orders,
which “permit the marketing of products as
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containing a reduced level of or presenting a reduced
exposure to a substance or as being free of a
substance,” were made because the products are
“expected to benefit the health of the population.”
See FDA July 2, 2020 Announcement. These
statements represent yet another clear challenge to
the “irreconcilable difference” clause used by WHO to
justify a stubbornly undifferentiated anti-industry
posture.

These authorizations mark an important step in
increasing the availability of HRPs—and the FDA’s
stamp of approval should inspire global confidence in
the state of HRP science. Sharfstein et al have
highlighted this point in their discussion of US vaccine
approvals and elsewhere. They note that the
standards of the FDA are so high—and their efforts so
transparent—that its endorsement commands unique
respect. The evidence in favor of HRPs has also been
acknowledged by Cochrane and the Royal College of
Physicians (RCP), which hold similar standing in the
UK. In almost any other context, these votes of
confidence would count as definitive. Yet, because a
large portion of HRP research comes from industry,
many still classify the research as “controversial.”

5 Research silos and demonization

All bodies following the science appear to have
arrived at the same conclusion: HRPs can play an
important role in combatting the world’s tobacco
crisis. By contrast, institutions attached more to
ideology than evidence remain opposed to
innovation in this space. Among those in this camp
are journals and academic groups that repeatedly
boycott or ban industry research.



In 2013, for instance, BMJ group announced that its
journals would “no longer consider for publication
any study that is partly or wholly funded by the
tobacco industry.” Similarly, CRUK, Wellcome Trust,
and SAMRC developed policies that bar collaboration
with industry-funded scientists. As a result, harm
reduction researchers are often excluded from
influential meetings, journals, funding opportunities
and institutions.

Indeed, there now exists two distinct silos in tobacco
research: one in which the evidence for harm
reduction is robust and growing; and one in which
such evidence does not exist. Foundation analyses of
publication trends underscore these parallel
universes. Papers in Tobacco Control, a BMJ journal,
come exclusively from academics. Due to bans, none
come from industry. By contrast, 95% of papers in
Regulatory Toxicology and pharmacology are from
industry. This leads to serious publication bias.

In some cases, opponents cite clause 5.3 of FCTC to
justify the wholesale rejection of industry research.
This clause is appropriately intended to prevent
conflicts of interests among parties to the FCTC—
which is to say, among governments. Yet, it has been
invoked time and again to justify the banishment of
industry-funded people and organizations from a
variety of settings where they might make desperately
needed contributions.

These misuses of 5.3 persist despite very clear
implementation guidelines, which stress the need for
accountability and transparency in parties “when
dealing with the tobacco industry.” These guidelines
do not mention bans, prohibitions or boycotts. And
they certainly don’t endorse the harassment of
scientists—an abuse too-often endured by industry-
funded researchers and others in the field of harm
reduction.
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These practices run counter the principles of open
science that, increasingly, are being embraced by
researchers, institutions, and nations. For example,
the American Library Association’s Bill of Rights states
that “Materials should not be excluded because of the
origin, background, or views of those contributing to
their creation”; and UNESCO’s recommendations on
Open Science emphasize the importance of
inclusiveness, collaboration, and respect.

Ad hominem attacks on industry researchers are
unacceptable. In addition to lacking in integrity, these
practices impede the adoption of measures that
could save the lives of current smokers. Clinicians and
policymakers need easy access to the full body of
science if they are to make informed decisions about
clinical care and public policy. As such, regressive
anti-industry policies rob experts of the evidence they
need to do their jobs.

6 Moving forward

Despite these headwinds, | remain hopeful that the
tide will turn, as it always does.

One benefit of the outcry against industry and HRP
science is a reciprocal defense of this research. Forced
out of the shadows, harm reduction and industry
scientists are now speaking publicly about the value
of their research. For instance, writing in the journal
Addiction, John Hughes and colleagues confidently
describe why they work with industry. They write: “the
goal of tobacco/nicotine science should be a
reduction in tobacco-related morbidity and
mortality... harm reduction products can play a major
role in achieving this goal””

Additionally, in recent months, courageous
academics and young researchers have called for an



end to the schism between those supporting HRP
research and wedded to the status quo. For instance,
Cliff Douglas believes “it is time to act with integrity
and end the internecine warfare over E-Cigarettes.”
Similarly, Donna Carroll and a group of young
colleagues worry that “the continued promotion of
select, polarized stances on e-cigarettes will threaten
the integrity of research.” And Tamar Antin and
colleagues recently noted “that ignoring the potential
benefits of harm reduction strategies may
unintentionally lead to an erosion of trust in tobacco
control among some members of the public.”

Select publishers are also playing an active role in
closing the gap. For instance, the president of the
Society for Research on Nicotine and Tobacco (SRNT),
Megan Piper, has described a “both-and” approach to
industry research. In a 2020 statement, she wrote:
“SRNT is BOTH a scientific society committed to the
open exchange of science AND a society that
recognizes the harms from commercial combusted
tobacco use and the industry whose goal is to profit
from addiction to these products.”

Finally, some scholars are breaking down research
silos by working with researchers from the “other
side.” For instance, leading academics (e.g., David
Abrams, Ray Niaura and David Mendez) recently
teamed up with industry scientists to co-author a
paper on the “Population Health Impact of Recently
Introduced Modified Risk Tobacco Products.”
Published in Nicotine and Tobacco Research, the
paper represents a model of collaboration that places
the attainment of health goals above unscientific
quibbles.

More such collaborations will be necessary if we are
to finally dissolve ideological biases and realize the
full public health potential of HRPs. Here, we needn’t
long vaguely for folks to come around, but rather can
take practical steps to promote science-based
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thinking. To this end, Glynn et al recently described a
practical “path forward.” Their guidelines state that
the tobacco control community should focus on
eliminating combustible cigarettes, which clearly
pose the greatest risk to health. This approach
coheres with that of Gottlieb and Zeller, who in 2017
proposed a “nicotine-focused framework for public
health.” They write: “Nicotine, though not benign, is
not directly responsible for the tobacco-caused
cancer, lung disease, and heart disease that kill
hundreds of thousands of Americans each year...To
truly protect the public, the FDA’s approach must take
into account the continuum of risk for nicotine-
containing products.” Words that echo the insights
and life’s work of Michael Russell 4 decades ago.

In addition to these guidelines, we now need a “Frank
Statement” for our times—a commitment from all
parties to prioritize the end of the tobacco epidemic.
This would entail five key commitments.

1. Industry must commit to ending the sale of
combustible cigarettes.

2. Industry must commit to ending youth nicotine use
in all forms.

3. Industry must commit to sharing IP with companies
currently selling combustibles in LMICs.

4. The WHO and governments must commit to revising
the FCTC to explicitly build a risk- proportionate
regulatory system.

5. Leading cancer, tuberculosis, lung, psychiatry, and
heart NGOs must commit to science- based strategies
for ending smoking among high-risk patients.

All of the above is feasible. It merely requires a will
to take action. From a scientific perspective, the
hard work has already been done. What remains,
then, is the bigger challenge, which is changing
cultural and political attitudes.
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Estimated Trends in Tobacco-Related Deaths 2020-2060
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Policy has lost touch with science.
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A Frank Statement
to Cigarette Smokers

RECENT REPORTS on experimenls with mice have given
wide publicity o a theory that cigarctle smoking is in some way
Enked with lung cancer in human beings.

Although conducted by doctors of professional standing,
these experiments are nol regarded as conclusive in the fiel of
cancer research. However, we do not believe that any serious
medical research, even though its resulls are inconclusive should
be disregarded or lightly dismissed.

At the same lime, we feel it is in the public inlerest to call.

gltention 1o Lhe fact that eminent doctors and research scienlisis
have publcly questioned the claimed significance of these ex-
periments.

Distinguished authoritles polat out:

1. That medical research of recent years lodicales many
possible cawvses of lmmg cancer.

1. That ibere b no sgreemenl among ihe aothoriiles regard-
ing what the cause ls.

3, That there Is no prool that cigareile smoking by one of
the causes.
4. That stalisiics purporiing io link clgareile smoking wilh

ihe disemse could apply wilh equal force to asy ome ol many
giher aspecis of modern lifc. Indeed the valldity of the statlatbes

themszlives Is questioned by numerows sclentists.

We acceplan interest in people’s health as a basic respon-
sibility, paramount (o every ather consideration in our businesa,

We believe the producis we make mre not injunicus o
health.

We always have and always will cooperate closely with
those whose task it is Lo safeguard Lhe public health,

TOBACCO INDUSTRY

For more than 300 years tobacco has given solace, relaxa-
tion,and enjoyment to mankisd. At onc time or another during
those years critics have held il responsible for practically every
discase of the human body. One by one these charges have been
abandoned lor lack of evidence,

Regardlcs of the record of the past, the fact that cigarente
smoking loday should even be suspected as a cause of a serious
diseass is 2 mailer of deep concemn (o us.

Many people have asked us what we are doing 1o meet Lhe
public’s concern aroused by the recent reporus. Here is the
ANSWOT:

], Y¥e wre piedjing aid and assistance to the research effort into
all phases of tobsceo ese and healih. This joint Anancisl aid
will of course be in sddition to what Is already being con-
ribuled by indlvidoal companies.

2, For ihls purpose we are exablishing a joint indwiry group
comistiog Icitlally of the endersigned. This group will be
known as TOBACCO INDUSTRY RESEARCH COMMITTEE

3' Im charge of the rexcarch aclivities of the Commilice will be o
sclenilst of anlmpeachable Integrity and mational repuie. In
addition there will be an Advisory Neard of sclentlain disinter-
esled In the cigarelie ndwsiry. A group of disiinguished men
from mediciee, stience, and edocation will be invited lo serve
on (his Board. These scientists will sdvise the Commiiliee on
its research sciivities.

This sdalement i being issued because we believe the people
are enlitled to know where we stand ca this matler and what
we intend lo do aboul it

RESEARCH COMMITTEE

5400 EMPIRE STATE BUILDING, NEW YORK 1, N, Y.

JFONSORF:

THE AMERILCAN TUBRACCE COMFPAMT, DML BURLEY TORACCO GROWEAR] COOFERATIVE FEUILIF MORMDS & OO, LT, BV

Paul M. Hekn, Presidini ASICCIATION 0. Parker McComas, President
foha W, fomey, Frondeni

RFNEOM & IIEDCES
Joseph F. Culimen, fr., Frendesst

BRMZHT BFLT WAREIIPLHE ASSORCTA TION
F. & Royuier, Proddan

E J REYMYIS TORACOD CORMPANTY
E., A. Darv, Fromdesi

LARLE & MROTHER COMPANY, LNC
W. T. Read, 17, Pravdens ATEFILA MO BROTIIERL, 18O

C. 5. Swphano, IXfc., Direcior of Retrarch

F. LORTLLARD COMPAMNTY TORACCO ASSOOCIATEL INC
BROWHN & WILLIAMMN TORACCH CORFURATION Herbert A. K ent. Chalrmsas AS wgeniusins of Susgwed lebarrs "
Timothy ¥. fartned, Prisdent 1. M. Hwtion, Presideni
BURLEY AUCTION WAREIIDUSE ASOCLATION MARTLAND TORBACCD CROWERS ARMOCIATION UNTTED STATES TORACCD COMPANY
Alberi Clay, Prosddeni Lomisrl C. Linrs, G onerad M asaper J. K. Priveson, Presdent
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The “ftundamental irreconcilable
differences” between the interests of
tobacco companies and public health
are giving way to more nuanced realities.
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United States Patent Office

Big Ideas
Artificial-intelligence area has seen the largest patent-issuance growth in the

U.S.

W Patent issuance, average annual growth (2016-2020)
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Computer Electrical Angiosperms -  Machine learning Quantum

systems based on smoking devices  New flowering computers
biological models plants

source: IFl Claims Patent Services
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The Pharmaceuticalization
of the Tobacco Industry

“the tobacco industry's actual anad perceivec
transition into a pharmaceutical-like industry through
the manuracture and sale of noncombustible tobacco
and nicotine products for smoking cessation or long-
term nicotine maintenance.”

- Dr. Yogi Hale Hendlin
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MANUEL C

AMERICAN JOURNAL
OF HEALTH BEHAVIOR™

VOLUME 45 NUMBER 3 MAY/JUNE 2021

SPECIAL ISSUE ON JUUL

Introduction to the Special Issue on JUUL Use

Saul Shiffman, Erik M. Augustson

Prevalence of ENDS and JUUL Use, by Smoking Status, in National Samples of Young Adults and Older

Adults in the U.5.

Shivaani Prakash, Cameron Hatcher, Saul Shiffman

Loss-to-Follow-U

The Adult JUUL Switching and Smoking Trajectories (AD
P
Saul Shiffman, Mark A. Sembower, Erik M. Augustson, Nick

Meil Patrick McKeganey, Christopher Russell

Switching away from Cigarettes across 12 Months among Adult Smokers Purchasing the JUUL System
Micholas 1. Goldenson, Saul Shiffman, Cameron Hatcher, Dish Lamichhane, Arzoo Gaggar, Gem M. Le,

Shivaani Prakash, Erik M. Augustson

Dual Use of Cigarettes and JUUL: Trajectory s

Arielle 5. Selya, Saul Shiffman, Marisa Greenbg

Switching away from Cigarette Smoking wit
Sooyong Kim, Saul Shiffman, Gem M. Le )

Cigarette Smoking Trajectories in Adult Form
Gem M. Le, Nathan M. Holt, Nicholas |. Golda
Erik M. Augustson

Smoking Trajectories of Adult Never Smc
Saul Shiffman, Mathan M. Holt

Transitions in Smoking among Adults New
Shivaani Prakash, Yingying Xu, Nicholas I. Ga

Changes in Dependence as Smokers Switch
Saul Shiffrnan, Micholas 1. Goldenson, Camerng

Improving Retailer Compliance for Tobacco
Tengjiao Chen, Shivaani Prakash, Adam Zion,

Modeling the Population Health Impact of E
Rasmus Wissmann, Changhua Zhan, Kenne n

Closing Perspective on Special Issue on JUU
Karl Fagerstrim

Toxicology Reports 8 (2021} 994-1001

:;"‘-},‘1"“.‘,-'-“;5;‘1% Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Sl

i e : toxicol

ol Toxicology Reports reports”
s 4B |

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locatetoxrep

FLSEVIER

hnni oo

A randomized controlled study in healthy participants to explore the e
exposure continuum when smokers switch to a tobacco heatine nroduct or
an E-cigarette relative to cessation

Michael McEwan ™ *, Nathan Gale *, James K. Ebajemito *, Oscar M. Camacho

Christopher J. Proctor *, James Murphy ° BRITISH AMERICAN

TOBACCO

" British Amenican Toboacco (Tavestments) Limited, Research ond Development, Regents Pork Road, Southompton, SO15 871, UK
* DoctorProctorScience Lid., 157 Covendish Meods, Sunminghill, Ascat, SL5 9TG, UK
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FDA Authorizes Modified Risk Tobacco Products

On October 22, 2019, FDA granted the first-ever modified risk orders to Swedish Match USA, Inc. for eight
snus smokeless tobacco products. This means the eight products may be advertised with specific
information about the lower risks of certain health effects using the products compared to smoking

cigarettes.

This does not mean that the products are safe or “FDA approved.” All tobacco products are potentially
harmful and people who do not use them should not start.

FDA NEWS RELEASE

FDA Authorizes Marketing of IQ0OS Tobacco Heating System with
‘Reduced Exposure’ Information

Agency Will Closely Monitor Real-World Data to Assess if Marketing Continues to be Appropriate

For Immediate Release:
July 07, 2020

Today, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration authorized the marketing of Philip Morris Products S.A.'s
“IQOS Tobacco Heating System™ as modified risk tobacco products (MRTPs). (/tobacco-
products/advertising-and-promotion/modified-risk-orders) This marks the second set of products ever to

be authorized as MRTPs and the first tobacco products to receive “exposure modification™ orders, which
permits the marketing of a product as containing a reduced level of or presenting a reduced exposure to a
substance or as being free of a substance when the issuance of the order is expected to benefit the health of

the population. Importantly, the authorization for these products requires the company to conduct
postmarket surveillance and studies to determine whether the MRTP orders continues to be appropriate,

including assessing the potential for increased use among vouth.
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Smoking and
health 2021

A coming of age
for tobacco control?

A report by the Tobacco Advisory Group
of the Royal College of Physicians




BMJ group announced that its journals would
‘“‘no longer consider for publication

any study that is partly or wholly
funded by the tobacco industry.”

BMJ 2013; 347 doi: https://doi.org/10.1136/bm|.t5193 (Published 15 October 2013) BMJ 2013;347:15193
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Number of HnB research papers by publications over the last 5 years
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Publication that bans industry
funded research

Publication that accepts
industry funded research

Tobacco Control  Regulatery International journal NTR i T Toxi calogy Tawicalagy Chermical Drug and Journal of Plas one Sclentific reports  Journal of Internal Toubcology
toxicology and  of environmental chemical letters Reports research in aleahal epidermiobegy [Mature chromatopraplhyy Medicine Sclence
pharmacology  research and taxicology toxicology dependence publishing groug) (Tokyo 1992)
public health
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‘Materials should not be

excluded
backgro
contribu
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because of the origin,
und, or views of those

ting to their creation”

Library
BILL ~ RIGHTS

The American Library Association affirms that all libraries
are forums for information and ideas, and that the
following basic policies should guide their services.

Boois and othor library resources Libraries shouwld
shauld be provided for the interest, ll provide materials and
information, and enlightenment of all information presenting
people of the community the ibrary serves all paints of ew on current and
haterials should not be exciuded because historical issues. Materials should not

of the arigin, background, or views of those be proscribed or removed because af
contributing 1o thelr creation partizan or dectrinal dizapproal

Librarbes should challenpe T Librarses should cooperate with
l’l censorship in the fulfillment l ' all persons and groups concerned
of their responsibility to with resisting abridgment of free
provide information and enlightenment. expression and free access o ideas.

- T Aperson's right to T Libraries which make exhibit
4 use a library should / spaces and meeting rooms available
nat be denied or

abridged because of origin, age. make such facilithes available on an equitable

background, or views basls, regardless of the beliefs or affiliations of
individuals or groups requesting their use

to the public they serve should

[T N T U PR I R—— p— ) | S Sy SR S [ R T Srm—— q I qm Ilﬂ:‘-l,::r .
e 7 T, L A PR e ol “age” el el Ly L TR h‘r‘“ LT ]

CONFIDENTIAL FOR INTERNAL DISCUSSION ONLY

15



Ad hominem attacks on
industry researchers
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Letter to the Editor (3 Free Access

Why we work with the tobacco industry

John R. Hughes &, Karl O. Fagerstrom, Jack E. Henningfield, Brad Rodu, Jed E. Rose, Saul Shiffman

‘“We do this because the goal of
tobacco/nicotine science should be a
reduction in tobacco-related morbidity
and mortality, and that harm reduction
== products can play a major role in achieving




DISCUSSION ONLY

“it is time to act with integrity
and end the internecine

warfare over E-Cigarettes.”
Clitt Douglas, J.D.

“..the continued promotion of select,
polarized stances on e-cigarettes will ‘ ;,"_ -
threaten the integrity of research..” = &
Dana Mowls Carroll, PhD, MPH et al

Nicotine & Tobacco Research, Volume 23, Issue 1, January 2021, Pages 36-39,
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https://doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntaa148
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1C1nk1XEZ8WhnOXtCGTqHdeqomc9HOuko/view

|

Megan Piper
SRNT President [ (W |

“SRNT is

AND a society that recognizes the harms t

use and the industry whose goal is to profit

FOUNDATION FOR A
SMOKE-FREE WORLD

Current State:
SRNT and the Tobacco Industry

A

B0TH a scientific society comm

1O

M commercial conr

itted to the open exchange of

bustec

SCI

{0

ence

DdCCO

Tom addiction to these products”.




‘““Nicotine, though not benign, is not
directly responsible for the tobacco-
caused cancer, lung disease, and
heart disease that kill hundreds of
thousands of Americans each year...

To truly protect the public, the FDA’s
approach must take into account the
continuum of risk for nicotine-containing
products.”

https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMp1707409
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https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMp1707409

A Frank Statement to

Cigarette Smokers, Revisited

1. Industry commits
to ending the sale
of combustible
cigarettes

2. Industry commits
to ending youth
nicotine use in all
forms

3. Industry commits
to sharing THR IP
for LMICs.

4. The WHO and
governments
revise the FCTC to
explicitly build a
risk-proportionate
regulatory system

5. Leading health
NGQOs support
science-based
strategies in all
patients who
smoke
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The times they are a-changin’

Ringo Starr Michael and George Harrison

Liverpool 1962 Audrey Russell Liverpool 1962
Cape Town 1960’s
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The Times They

Are A-Changin’

BoDb Dylan
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