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OPPICE OF THE PRESIDENT February 5, 1958

Mr. John W. Hill

Hill and Knowlton, Inc.
150 East 42nd Street
New York 17, New York

Dear Mr. Hill:

I have studled the guestionnzire which you gave me and
others last Friday in an effort to determine the vlews
of the directors of the Tobacco Institute on certain
important guestions of policy to which answers are
needed in order to formulate the public relations
policies of the Institute.

2s I expect to be away for the balance of Februasry,
I am writing this letter to give you my views without
delay on the guestions you have raised.

1. Whzt is the area of activities for the
Institute and what are its major objectives?

In my opinion, the Institute's major area of activity
and major objective should be:

To defend the tobacco industry against attacks
from whatsoever source on tobacco as an alleged
health hazard, including efforts to impose
labelling reguirements on tobacco products
based directly or indirectly on the charge

that tobacco is a hazard to health.

2. What is the Institute's position on the
health charges against tobacco use?

Broadly speaking, it is my view that the Institute's
position on the health charges against tobacco should
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be that in the present state of scientific evidence
these charges are unfounded, (This is elaborated in
answers to later guestions.)

3., Shoul?d the Institute initiate frontal
attacks on the American Cancer Society
and the Sloan-Kettering Institute for anti-
cigarette campaigns and, if so, what should
be the line of attack?

If ®"frontal attacks® means an impugnment of the
motives of the American Cancer Society and the
Sloan-Kettering Institute, it is my view that the
Institute should not engage in such tactics. I feel
that public opinion would be on the slide of these
Tpublic servicem institutions, that such attacks would
be resented, and that the Institute - composed as

it is of commercial interests - would be on the losing
end of the argument.

The Institute's position on such anti-cigarette cam-
paigns should, I believe, he "on the merits%; in
other words, by exposing the flaws in the charges,
and presenting contradictory evidence.

4. What will be the Institute's position
toward officlal sources originating anti-
cigarette reports? The Surgeon General?
The National Cancer Institute? State
Health Depeartments?

The Institute'!s position toward official sources
originating anti-cigarette reports should, in my
opinion, be the same as in "3". However, on the
assumption that official sources should not have
prejudices and pre-conceived views, the Institute
should endeavor to maintain co-operative relations
with them and furnish them with all available evidence
and analyses before adverse official positions are
formulated and announced.

5. Should the Institute take a public position
on specific news stories involving smoking,
such as the British Medical Association













