MTITING OF COMMITTEE

i ——

NITES CF

CF GEINERAL CCUNSEL HELD ON
SEPTEMBER 10, 1981

Present were the following General Counsel:

viitt, Stevens, -camie Cherry, Fred “ew—an and a rezresent-

will:a—s0on.

Ercown b

Brown

tevens

e Hal reseiveg a comounicatiin

thereuch-Qoing

warted a

Jmr-arssancing what

es: 1 - cdevelop witness - stimulate the interest
of dociers.

2 - develop information re gaps in knowledge.

Not all of these people
E.G..,

Jacob made a fair statement.
make good witnesces but they are valuable.
Eleanor MacDenald who knows many people, has ideas, and

is sympathetic. Lawyers cannot testify; we need people

who can.

it is timely to re-examine the special projects.

Want to make it invulnerable to attack. He is concerned

with degrec to which we make advocacy primary and science
hecomes secondary. He knows it is difficult to find

wvitnesses. He is concerned over the fact that some
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names appear ©n the 1ist time an<g again: such 25
sterling, Furst, aAviado, who will start to lose

credibility fer themselves and ¢or us. e is concerned

ansut the guality of the science O cultivate witnesses.

P Lsgwei T cgmmmm@ni22i13ITms ITTE es the ATTENTLAN =f

-8 Lawyers

~rEWET Trazec.T2 fegoritec

®owLte Smas12 we ~eet °on @ resslar basis T di:szo288 special
' zrocests?  We ~izne want to widen the circle of recipients

cf =zney.

Erinrn - agmentauT STOLS sc~ecne, he iets LS ooV
Z7" has crecsmrencel peonle in +he past. “eetins of
tawvers 1ds nCT neen done but this creates Ne problen

¢ czpraination but Too much red tape crestes

He is sure lawyers are getting input from the various

stevens
companies.

Jacob Science is strange and is not clear cut. Refer Langstbn's
work re wave theory. CTR would not have financed any
of his work but his work has been published and he has
testified about it in congress and at trials.

Stevens 1 have to answer O management and I can only cet

so far by lcaving it to lawyers. There is a pautity of
information. 1 need more fullseme discussion. whatkind
of work is really beino done? 1 am also concerned that

Pr..EnNY ene
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Stevers

Jacob

Stevens
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sormetimes & project appears to be small at the starg ans

then qrows into a huce project in the future and no cre tells
I would like to have shorter
I£f it is a

me wnat to expest.
crojects which are narrower in scope.
I woul?d like t0o Zdecide that at ke

lcng term zrocecs, I

Start anf NIt Tet 3 Year gor w2 into it Lbefcre fond
wi are rzziz2z fzreLer ~zIre

Z . nE&ve & I, wT. nEVe 1T ryeeTm Ris soev o
& will lTse .nteres: Sterlinz h2s teer enzr-ozisly
ol - e T Fer.sIn reCtEe.’es & sSTAal. Chech anz he
~a2s =zen hel-fll

Mawze +te arzrcoaczn zozht ts fe advzcazy fuirst oand
fgcismre sercn’

T<z ciher faitsrs that concern me:
! reed 1z rnow what the histerical reasons were fsr

b ference tetveen the criteria for lawvers'
special projects and CTR special projects,

1 vnderstand that there will be times when we need
to get money into the hands of a researcher like
Janus, but I would rather not create a projéc: that
does net make any sense("pseudo science”).

2,

started the CTR Special Projects, the idea
scientific director of CTR would review a

it was a CTR Special
then it became a

When we
was that the
project, If he liked it,
Project. If he did pot like it,

lavwyers' special proiect. .

He took afrfeyee re scientific embarassment to us,’

but nar teo TORL
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nnegan

-sacob

Stevens

Wittt

wWith Stieltercer, we were afraid of cdiszovery for

+C and with Aviadc, we wanted t¢ protect it unier the

e
lawyers. We did not want it out Iin the open,
The Jce Janus preiect Is a toD scientific zrolfest,
The work Zescrobted a rathematical -zdel to suposIt
Largswen's gohsrt chservations.
Joe Nysza: -3t €.,T..3r IIvcer-s 28 ArtkUr Eszrers
irex_7r f.g.2me’ SCSCErnS 2r€ Tea. TnEs.

sz exa-c.e °f Zr, Ivans' nrosecs The workx .s
€17l.27 I Tygercr kv Z2 we neeld w5 stend roney o
S.mlizzre azcr.t Y2 orealizes thei we wWant ¢ get miney
1Tt %hg nanzs zf o2 yTomg oman He realized that zhere

ODr. Evans is workinc about statistics on Teople
who haize quit smoking., The Epidemiclogy is that when
away smoking, the risk goes down. This is an

for causation. Lysenck & Seltzer say that people
Tvsenck had it

you take

argument
who quit smoking are different pecple.
in the appendix in his book but thought it needed more

research.

He is worried about going down the road and not having
a full cdiscussion of the basis of the proposal. I

learn {ror full discussion. ) .
L 2

Sucnast, reqular meetings?
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Y. We £o not neef more Teetings,

~eg reecZ something, especially 1f the foll

excla.nes .o the croposal.

Trere 2re -z pmToTh witnosses TTots 2 Lol :
%% Tea. . .trEessEs Se TIZleTiel tI af-:ir.gfirat:ive
-

- owant
LvoTr Thasgse o e s
~e g% samrzernes 1f the sSztlernze 1S5 NIt wirikoa
L.
t—c_

“e ¢oyuld agree to give an amount of money ger
The Ad Hoc Committee could

vyear on a budgeted basis.
Do we

report back each year on how they spent it.
need to get more accountability?

1 would like toc have the Ad Hoc Cormittee come to

the Committee of Counsel.

Decided,

I am not happy with red tape. Can make it non-

exclusive? . .
.

Shinn is worried because he says it will he an
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Described the procedure from first meeting with a
potential witness. When do you first want to know about it?

Northrip I suggest that we continue the same procedure, but
if you want to discuss it, we will discuss it at a

reeting.
Consensus Acreed.

2, Starus of Cases -

~acob Arcenezuy was decided by the jury which founé there
were no physical problems. He is age 72, still smokes.
The jury decided to awarc $150,000, diminished by $50,000
contributory negligence. Workman's firm interviewed the
jury which decicded to award damages on the ground that
there was a mental injury. Plaintiff feared his risk
of getting cancer was increased by exposure to asbestos.
The plaintiff had already collected $33,000 in settlenments
before trial. Also, F. Lee Bailey is now officially
coordinating litigation for Commercial Union con a
nationwide basis. Brian Ahearn of LaFollette's cffice

is not attending plaintiff's depositions,

3. NCI Workshoo on Side-Stream Smoke =

Stevens Dr. Spears at Lorillard said that Tom Owens, Gory's
as;istant. called Spears. NCI received a grant application
re side-stream smoke and exposure of humans. NCI pro-
posing to have workshop on September 30, Those invited
are: Sellikofif, ncuahc;, Hammond, Gerin, Wynder, ﬁgntell,

- Hoffman, Garfinkel, Tso, Brown, Dr. Spears and Tom © el
Osdene. Spears recommended that he go because he can

influence direction. e =
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Epstein who made the application is in touch with
Panzer at TI. He made anti-tobacco statements at
hearings in Chicago. He now claims his views on
side-stream smoke may not have been accurately reported.

Some have suggested he has backed off some of his
statements in Chicago.

Finnecan Enstein is uncontrollable, zealous, irresponsible.

Jacoh Ke will not help us. If Dr. Spears coes, he may

stop us from attacking it later.
Stevens 1 ar. inclined to le: them go.

4. Literature Retrieval Division - .

Shinn ! working committee report was submitted to the Ad
Hoe Committee but I will not distribute it to companies
at this time. W%e need to study it. Heed to recommend
somethine to the General Counsel. However, there may
be some value in examining general views on the possibility
of a"move of LRD out of CTR. I understand there is a
disagreement re TLF. There may be value to try to
determine what we do philosophically.

Wite Should we take a straw vote? I do not know
enough to have an opinion. Therefore, I think LRD
ought to stay where it is.

Stevens that's the problem?

Brown e thoucht it ought to move. We are behind in:
preparing for the witnesses in asbestos cases.

"'I-.
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There is some concern OO Jacob's part that the
report may not correctly state the ownership situation.
The report concludes that LR2 is owned by the companies
and Jacob believes it is owned by CTR.

Regardina the asbestos cases, AsSBEIstos has preparcd
defenses that the plaintiff smoked. They have 2 formidahlc
array of witnesses and we need a large paralegal capabilizy.

pDiscussion re status of 20 Asbestos witnesses

Jacob

tlewman

Jacob

Stevens

Newman

1. Need for work product pr-otection means that these
files should not be at L2D now.

2. Have to have TLF & LRD work together to find out what
we now have.

3. We are moving forward and will make more strides

in the next few weeksS.

The question is. if no: here, where? Theoretically,
it would be less vulnerable but it might be more
vulnerable.

We have to hire people. there will they work, etc.
What are they going to do?

Giller is not as good an administrator as we need.
We need to use Hobhs as administrator.

This should not stcop us. -

Come back with a reccmnendation.
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