
SHORT TAKES

The following are brief summaries and subjects that can be the subjects of individual
chapters in the future.



GUTTER POLITICS

“Lie down with dogs, get up with fleas,” is a southern adage that well describes what
happened to Republican politics when the Party embraced Dixie.  What emerged from that
marriage was three generations of political operatives of extraordinary skill but few scruples.

! The first generation was a merger of Californians brought to Washington by Richard
Nixon and a handful of southerners, mostly South Carolinians who were proteges of Sen. Strom
Thurmond.  Nixon’s California retinue included Chuck “grab them by their balls and their hearts
and minds will follow” Colson and Donald Segretti, who ran a “dirty tricks” operation out of the
White House called the “ratfuckers.” The southern contingent included Harry Dent, who had run
Goldwater’s southern campaign in 1964 and Nixon’s in 1968, and Fred Buzhardt Many of the
first generation were indicted, convicted and imprisoned for crimes committed in connection
with the Watergate scandal.

! A second generation trained by the first, who included Lee Atwater, who ran Ronald
Reagan’s southern campaign in 1980 and Bush-the-Father run for the presidency in 1988, then
became chairman of the Republican National Committee.  Karl Rove, who ran Bush-the-Son’s
presidential campaigns in 2000 and 2004, was also in this group.  Charlie Black, who worked for
Sen. Jesse Helms and Sen. John McCain’s 2008 run for the White House efforts was also a
member of this group, as was convicted lobbyist 

! A third generation now entering the political arena.  They include Dick Wadhams, who
ran Georgia Sen. Saxby Chambliss’s defeat of incumbent Max Cleland, who lost both legs and
an arm to a mine in Viet Nam, due in part to an ad that showed his face morphing into that of
Saddam Hussein.

GENESIS

And thus it came to pass that Thurmond of the land of Carolina the South in the Kingdom of Dixie begat Dent who

begat Atwater, also of Carolina the South; and together they did battle for Ceasar Nixon, rendering unto him the

riches of their lands; Atwater schooled with Dent and later with Reagan the great, whose lands were passed to

Bush-the-Father, for whom Atwater also toiled, passing to Bush-the-Son the ways of the Kingdom of Dixie.  And so,

too, it came to pass that Rove of the Land of Mormons also toiled for Ceasar Nixon, becoming one of the tribe of 

ratfuckers who were guided by the chieftains Colson and Segretti of Reagan-Nixon Kingdom and Buzhart of Carolina

the South.  And, verily, were they pursued by Ervin of Carolina the South and Dash of Jesuit school, and whilst Rove

escaped to the promised land where he would lead Bush-the-Son to his triumphant return, Colson and Segretti and

their kin were brought before the priests and severely punished.  Smith of Carolina the South begat Helms who

brought fourth Stone who joined the armies of Black and Manafort, who allied themselves with Atwater.  And

together, they all brought into battle Willie of Horton for Bush-the-Father and hung chad for Bush-the-Son, guided by

Gray-the-Evil and other blue bloods and black hearts.  And as the time of Bush-the-Son drew to a close these did

bring Badhams, who toiled for Thune of Dakota the South and thence to the land of Allen of the Macacas, whereupon

all set themselves to assuring the reign of McCain and Palin so they might continue the rule of the five disciples of

John and Benedict of Popedom in seeking their victory over the rule of Roe and the black knight Obama.  And, verily,

it came to pass that they exercised dominion over heaven and earth, sea and sky and all things beyond, ever and ever,

while feasting on their riches of greed, bigotry and racism, Amen.



STOPPING THE PRESS

Chances are you’ve never heard of Steven J. Milloy. Readers of the Chicago Sun-Times
know him well, as do subscribers of The Washington Times and visitors to the Fox television
network’s webpage, which says Milloy “unravels the truth behind many of today's more
misguided environmental initiatives.”  If so, then truth, like beauty, must be in the eye of the
beholder, for what Milloy dishes up in those newspapers, on the Fox sites and many other places
bears as much resemblance to objective reporting as beauty does to frogs (with apologies to the
amphibians).

It’s true that the Sun-Times, Times and Fox reveal in the tag lines that Milloy is “an
adjunct scholar with the Cato Institute.” However, that disclaimer hardly helps ordinary readers,
who are unlikely to know that Cato is a $15 million per year pro-business advocacy group funded
by the oil, auto, soft drink, pharmaceutical and other industries.  With that kind of money
backing his views, it’s not surprising that Milloy’s recent articles–really thinly disguised
editorials–include the following:

•A dismissal of global warming, which is the increase in the Earth’s average temperature
due to man-made air pollution as “a phony problem,” notwithstanding a consensus among
roughly 2,000 scientists that it is not only real, but now happening.

•A condemnation of officials at the U.S. government’s Centers for Disease Control as ”fat
police” for warning not only that obesity is increasing among U.S. citizens, but that it increases
the risk of a wide variety of diseases, ranging from heart attack to diabetes.

•A bald-faced assertion that “there is no hard evidence that typical low-level exposures to
(lead, mercury and PCBs) in the environment are associated with any health problems
whatsoever” in children.  This despite three decades of studies on lead, for example, showing
conclusively that it is still regularly found in American cities at concentrations that destroy
children’s intelligence and reduce their ability to function normally in society.

Yet the true danger posed to the American political system lies not so much in the likes of
Steven Milloy, Fox, the Chicago Sun-Times and The Washington Times, but instead with the
more established, main stream networks and periodicals that, though their own lassitude and
inattention, make it possible for the public to be manipulated.  With the increasing consolidation
of newspapers, the decline of magazines and the rising superficiality of television reporting,
corporate clones find it easy to pass themselves off as independent “experts,” when, in reality,
they are in the pay of those with vested  interests.

When good reporting does somehow break through the institutional barriers, corporations
and their allies are quick to complain to editors and publishers that a reporter is biased.  While
most editors will reject such complaints, the mere fact that they are made has a chilling effect on
the reporter and, over time, editors can come to believe the false misrepresentations.  It was in



just such a fashion that businesses were able to shed themselves of one of the best environmental
reporters, Phil Shabecoff of The New York Times.

Shabecoff was a veteran of the Times, who started with the paper as a copy boy, rising to
become its correspondent in Berlin and Tokyo and at the White House.  After being assigned the
environmental beat, he developed the years of expertise that is a prerequisite to sorting through
the complexities of most stories.  When Shabecoff wrote a piece about, say, acid rain caused by
air pollution from coal-fired power plants, the coal and electricity industries would complain. 
So, too, would the auto makers when the subject was their pollution, or the pesticide
manufacturers if they were in the spot light.  There were no factual inaccuracies in Shabecoff’s
articles–indeed, truth be told, many in the health and environmental community often believed he
pulled his punches–but over time the complaints had their inevitable effect on Times’ editors. 
Shabecoff was confronted with a choice: switch beats, or leave.  He left.

Since Shabecoff’s departure, the Times has had a succession of reporters, Most are
competent, and some better than that.  But what is lacking is the continuity, the historical
memory of a reporter who knows that a decade earlier when the same subject arose–ozone
depletion, for example–the comments from a company–say, DuPont–were different.

Another result is coverage by reporters who know little to nothing about the subject
matter.  At the international climate change negotiations held in the year 2000 at The Hague, for
example, The Washington Post assigned a business reporter.  As a result, Post readers were left
with up-beat business page articles about the “greening” of some U.S. corporations, instead of a
report that negotiations had collapsed because of the unilateral, non-negotiable insistence of the
United States on a do-nothing policy–a policy adopted to appease American corporations.



THRUSTING INFLUENCE ABROAD

U.S. corporate power does not halt at the shores of America.  Increasingly, companies are
exploiting their influence over domestic government to impose their will on other nations and,
indeed, the world as a whole.  

It is almost impossible to attend international negotiations on virtually any subject
without tripping over U.S. corporate lobbyists.  At the annual Conference of the Parties, or
climate change meetings, for example, the halls are filled with Washington lawyer-lobbyists who
honed their skills in the halls of Congress and the White House.  Typically, they arrive at these
meetings having paved their paths beforehand by careful cultivation of members of Congress and
senior officials at the White House and in federal agencies.  Collectively, these American
lobbyists outnumber official delegates from entire continents–South America, for example.

Consider, for example, Edison International, a mammoth electricity producer based in the
suburbs of Los Angeles, California.  Effectively freed from regulation by California regulators in
the mid-1990s, Edison sold off all of its gas and oil-fired generating stations in southern
California, save a small diesel generator on Catalina Island.  Fat with cash, Edison embarked on a
global buying and building spree, snapping up coal-fired powerplants in England, Australia and
other places, while building new coal plants in other countries.

Now the world’s third or fourth largest independent producer of electricity, Edison owns
plants in 20 or more nations, virtually all of them coal-fired, and almost all with no pollution
controls. In Thailand, for example, Edison plans a new 740-megawatt power plant in the rural
village of Bor Nok, about a five-hour drive south of Bangkok.  Equipped with no air pollution
controls, it would burn Australian coal hauled in by freighters that would dock at a two-mile pier
connected to an eight-mile channel cut through the Gulf of Thailand.  Dredge spoil and
construction debris dumped in the water would cover the Gulf floor, including a made-made
coral reef, to a depth of one meter.

Villagers who sold their property for the plant were told that a resort community would
be built, with condominiums, tennis courts and a golf course.  Laws that require public hearings
on the project were ignored, and when the fishers and farmers of Bor Nok discovered Edison’s
plans,  they demanded that the Thai government comply with the law and hold hearings.  After
their demands were repeatedly rejected, 5,000 villagers took to the streets, seizing control of
Thailand’s only major north-south highway in protest.  Troops and police trucked in from
throughout Thailand, clubbed the villagers into retreat, sending over 50 to the hospital.

Still, the determined villagers managed to slow Edison’s plans.  On September 23, 1999
the U.S. Ambassador to Thailand, Richard E. Hecklinger, made an official call on the office of
the nation’s Prime Minister.  According to Bangkok newspaper The Nation, Hecklinger warned
that further delays in the Bor Nok plant could, in the paper’s words, “sour the investment
atmosphere”  in Thailand, which was still reeling from the economic collapse of 1997.



Over a year later, the Bor Nok plant emerged as a issue in international climate change
negotiations being held at The Hague in The Netherlands in November, 2000.  One of the
proposals advanced by the United States was to encourage “clean development mechanisms” as a
means of reducing emissions of carbon dioxide, which is the principal cause of global warming. 
Cited as an example of such “clean” development–and therefore potentially eligible for valuable
pollution reduction credits–was Edison’s Bor Nok plant.

How is possible that a single company can thrust its influence abroad?  The answer is
money.

Edison is a lavish contributor to Democrats and Republicans alike and at all levels.  In the
1999-2000 campaign cycle, Edison gave $150,776 to Democratic candidates for Congress and
$183,250 to Republicans.  From July 23-Aug. 10,1999, for example, Nebraska Republican
Senator Chuck Hagel–the chief Senate opponent of action to curb global warming that might
threaten Edison’s coal-fired power plants--received 15 individual contributions from Edison
executives totaling $14,500.  This was in addition to $10,000 from the firm’s political action
committee that had been spread over several months.

Edison has also carefully cultivated its access to the Executive Branch.  Its board is
chaired by former Secretary of State Warren Christopher, a close advisor of both President Bill
Clinton and Vice President Al Gore.  Indeed, the company’s ties to Clinton were invoked in 1998
by Ronald Landry, president of Paiton, an Indonesian company owned in large part by Edison.
While Indonesian dictator Soeharto was still in office, the nation’s government-owned electric
utility, PLN, entered into a contract to buy electricity from a 1,230 megawatt coal-fired
powerplant then under construction by Paiton.  But when the plant was completed, the new
government refused to honor the contract on the grounds that it was the product of “ corruption,
collusion and nepotism,” in the words of The Jakarta Post.

At a meeting with officials of the new Indonesian government headed by President B.J.
Habibie, Landry angrily waved the telephone-book sized contract in the air and warned that "If
the government reneges on this contract, they'll get absolute turmoil,'' according to Business Week
magazine. "He even invoke(d) the threat of phone calls from President Clinton and (Japan's)
Prime Minister Ryutaro Hashimoto on behalf of the Paiton consortium,” reported Business
Week.1

That was not the first time the Clinton Administration had come to the aid of Edison. 
According to Business America, the late Secretary of Commerce, Ron Brown, helped clinch the
deal between Paiton and the Indonesian government, with assistance from then-Secretary of the
Treasury Robert Rubin and frequent visits, letters and telephone calls from officials ranging from
the U.S. ambassador to Indonesia, to executives at the Departments of Commerce, State and
Energy, the Export-Import Bank and the Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC).2

Edison is by no means alone in asking the U.S. government to impose its will on other
nations and their citizens for the sake of corporate profits.  Monsanto, for example, makes



roughly 90 percent of genetically modified corn, wheat and other crops.  Resistance to such
“Frankenfoods” elsewhere in the world, especially Europe, is fierce.

In the fall of 2002, Monsanto invited a group of Irish journalists to the  United States for a
tour of its labs. In Washington, the journalists  received a surprise: They were taken to the White
House for a visit  to the Oval Office.  How did Monsanto orchestrate that? It helps if you've hired
the  president's former director of intergovernmental affairs, which Monsanto  did in putting
Marcia Hale on the company payroll. 3

When Irish Prime Minister Bertie Ahern arrived in the United States for a St. Patrick's
Day visit, he  was greeted by Sandy Berger, then director of the National Security  Council.  The
primary topic of their discussion at a lunch in the Capitol  wasn't the Irish peace talks or any of
the world flare-ups that sent the rumpled Berger scrambling in front of CNN's cameras. The issue 
was Ireland's pivotal vote on a pending European decision on  Monsanto's corn engineered for
insect-resistance - common in the  United States but banned, like most engineered crops, in
Europe.4

Berger's wasn't the only voice Ahern heard. Sen. Christopher "Kit"  Bond, R-Mo., and
several members of Congress collared Ireland's  prime minister as well.5



KILLING THE MESSENGERS

In February, 1995 a Harvard University scientist known throughout the world to fellow
researchers stood nervously at the edge of a crowded meeting room in the Netherlands, awaiting
a verdict that would determine his professional future.  Hanging in the balance was not merely
his credibility, but an entire life’s work devoted to revealing the connections between air
pollution and death–work for which American industry had mounted an assault designed to strip
him of his professional standing by forcing a so-called “re-analysis” of his research, paid for by
the Health Effects Institute, funded one-half by the U.S. auto industry.  On this day, the results of
that re-analysis were to be publicly revealed.

Dr. Douglas Dockery was vindicated that day.  Visibly relieved after the results of the re-
analysis had been presented, Dockery told the audience, not in jest, “See, I am not a liar.”  Little
did he know that his trial had only begun.  He would later be called before Congressional
committees to be accused on engaging in “secret science,” harried by industry-paid consultants
and trailed to meetings where his papers were being presented.  Because he had demonstrated
that fine particulate air pollution in the United States kills upwards of 50,000 Americans each
year, Dockery was destined to join an elite group of scientists who had suffered at the hands of
American industry.

The group includes F. Sherwood Rowland, who received the Nobel Prize for his work
establishing the linkage between chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) and destruction of the stratospheric
ozone layer.  On the very day in 1973 when he and his colleague, Mario Molina, were to present
their findings to the American Chemical Society, representatives of the DuPont company, the
inventor and world’s largest manufacturers of CFCs, sought frantically have their press
conference canceled by Society officials.  Within months, Rowland and Molina were being
attacked for their work.

So, too, was Claire Patterson of the California Institute of Technology attacked for
establishing the linkage between leaded gasoline and global contamination of the environment by
a substance that is toxic in every know form and of utterly no nutritional value.  Also in the
group is Carl Shy of the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, pilloried for his research
linking exposure to carbon monoxide, a pollutant emitted largely by cars and trucks, to illnesses,
especially in pregnant women and their fetuses.

These scientists and many more are victims of industry campaigns of deception and half-
truths designed to eliminate a message through the age old expedient of killing the messenger.  It
continues to be used for one simple reason: it works.  Even if the messenger survives, in all
likelihood the scientist’s colleagues will have been chastened, and doubts will have been sown,
so business as usual–and the profits it produces–can continue for a few more years, or even
decades.



CALIFORNIA SUNSET

On October 1, 1992, in the pre-dawn darkness of Newport Beach, a city bus roared down
Newport Center boulevard, past the manicured lawns and sprawling upscale shopping malls of
the community that some Californians call America’s Riviera.

Lights began to appear through the windows of the Newport Beach Marriott, winking on
as businessmen, and a few businesswomen, prepared for the second day of a meeting to discuss
how to turn the near-lethal levels of smog for which the state was known throughout the world
into profits and jobs.

In pursuit of cleaner air and loosening the state’s reliance on imported oil to run its autos
and trucks, California had developed the world’s cleanest cars and powerplants and a wide range
of other solutions that could be sold throughout the world.  But as this meeting was winding
down, the California’s most heavily polluting industries were gearing up to undo it all.  And they
did.

Within ten years, it had all collapsed, killed by California’s own businesses and
industries—the ones that make money by producing pollution rather than reducing it.  For the
sake of their own short-term profits, the firms mounted a series of parallel coordinated attacks,
demonstrating that even in a place where the public and public officials are deeply committed
and extraordinarily talented, corporate money will, in the end, prevail.

What did the state lose?

In 1992, California was--

! Home to the world’s largest manufacturer of solar photovoltaic cells, which make
electricity from sunlight.  The factory was sold multiple times over, and is now owned by
BritishPetroleum.

! Site of the world’s largest solar thermal installation, generating enough zero-polluting
electricity from the sun’s heat to supply the residential needs of a city the size of San Francisco.
The owner, Luz,  entered bankruptcy, allowing Germany and Spain to become the world’s
leaders in a technology that many consider the world’s most promising in the near term.

! The world’s largest concentration of wind turbines, as well as the nation’s largest
manufacturer.  Turbine maker Kenetech failed, passing into the hands of Enron, then with that
company’s bankruptcy, General Electric.  The U.S. is now well down on the list of turbine
makers.

! Site of the world’s first commercial scale production line for automobile-sized fuel cell
engines, devices that when fueled by hydrogen generate only pure water and electricity, with no
air pollution.  The plant is now shuttered.



All of these were scuttled in favor of the “market,” an experiment in innovation that led
directly to the nation’s worst electricity crisis in decades, with soaring rates and rolling blackouts. 

Today, as the reality of global warming has become unarguable, California would have a
head start on the rest of the world for the largest market in history.  In 1992, thanks to nearly two
decades of far-sighted—visionary is not too strong a term—leadership, California was in the tall
cotton, as they might say in South, positioned to become the undisputed world’s leading
manufacturing site for the technologies of the future.   Today a Californian wanting these
technologies must, like most of the rest of the world, stand in line and wait to buy them: from the
Germans, Spanish, Danes, British or Japanese.



CONSEQUENCES

The litany of ills afflicting this nation today is immense, and virtually all of them can be
traced back to a single root cause: the greed of corporations and the rich. They have refused to
require that businesses own up to their responsibilities, leaving the U.S. with increasingly non-
competitive industries. 

In 1955, General Motors accounted for ne-half of the American auto market, at a time
when four of every five cars in the world rumbled off U.S. assembly lines.  Starting in the 1970s,
U.S. production went into a steady drop, and in the spring of 2007, Toyota sold more cars and
trucks worldwide than GM, the first time since 1931 that GM had not occupied the top spot.  The
other “Big Three” are hanging on by a thread as well.

The United States supplied half the world’s gross product In 1950, down to 21 percent
today. In 1999, roughly 25 percent of the world’s manufacturing production was U.S. versus 60
in 1950. In 2002, only one of the ten largest electronics and electrical equipment manufacturers
was American; two of the eight largest motor vehicle makers; three of the ten largest petroleum
refiners; four of the ten largest telecommunications companies; five of ten pharmaceutical firms;
three of seven airlines; and six of the twenty-five largest banks in the world.

A Parade magazine survey in April, 2006 found that 48 percent of Americans believed
they were worse off than their parents had been.  There’s reason for that sentiment, for as the
worldwide dominance of U.S. capitalism has declined, so, too, has income.  Between 1977 and
1997, however, median family income grew by only 10 percent, entered a period of stagnation,
then fell until 2006.   The income of married-couple families grew, but largely because of two-
worker families.

In 1987, for the first time in American history, men aged 25-34 had  a lower median
income than their fathers', and the fall did not stop.  By 2004, the median income was $30,984–a
12 percent drop from the level of $35,126 in 1974.  The poverty rate for children in 1969 was 14
percent, but it has been at or above 20 percent since 1981.

Republicans took care of their benefactors, the rich, however, and by 2006 the top 1
percent of Americans--those with incomes that year of more than $348,000–were garnering the
largest share of the country’s income since 1928. 

The nation is indebted to foreign nations and their citizens and, thus  dependent on their
good will. The United States is addicted to foreign oil because Detroit is unwilling to make
smaller, fuel efficient cars because profits from their sales is much less than those from a pickup
truck, sport utility vehicle or minivan.  

The keep the oil flowing to fuel the least fuel efficient fleet of cars and trucks in the world
requires an immense military, with a presence in most of the world’s other nations. To maintain
these troops United States spends more money on the military than virtually all other nations



combined.  Instead of building zero-polluting cars or power plants, the nation’s riches are
diverted to tanks and other engines of war. because it must keep the oil pipelines open so GM
can maintain a market share, even one that is shrinking.



BIG OIL AND BIG TOBACCO:
DOUBT IS THEIR PRODUCT

Mankind has a record of reacting after a disaster strikes.  Dams are built after
floods, not before.  So far in human history, disasters have not taken place on a
global scale.  Therefore, we don't really have a tested mechanism for dealing with
global threats, such as long-range, worldwide degradation of the environment.  If
we ignore the present warning signs and wait for an ecological disaster to strike, it
will probably be too late. (emphasis in original).

S. Fred Singer,
Science and Environment Policy Project

As good a job as ExxonMobil, the Koch brothers and others have done at creating doubt
and uncertainty about the science of global warming, recruiting members of Congress to their
cause and blocking international action, the folks at Big Oil could not have done it had they not
learned at the knee of Big Tobacco It the industry that pioneered many of the modern techniques. 
In fact, Big Oil and Big tobacco not only share many of the same strategies, but many of the same
people and firms as well.

The alliance between the two industries dates to at least December 1992, when the US
Environmental Protection Agency published a 500-page report called Respiratory Health Effects
of Passive Smoking. It found that "the widespread exposure to environmental tobacco smoke
(ETS) in the United States presents a serious and substantial public health impact. In adults: ETS
is a human lung carcinogen, responsible for approximately 3,000 lung cancer deaths annually in
US non-smokers.”6

The findings spelled trouble for the tobacco industry, especially the largest of its
companies, Philip Morris, maker of the popular brand of cigarettes, Marlboro.  For years, the
industry had fended off federal and state regulation with the argument that whether harmful or
not, smoking was a voluntary act–people chose to smoke or not, and therefore shouldn’t hold the
cigarette maker responsible.  A finding that innocent bystanders were being poisoned and killed
by the product would be a body blow to the industry.

Almost immediately, Philip Morris hired the Washington, D.C. public relations firm
APCO Associates, a subsidiary of the giant law firm Arnold & Porter.   It, in turn, formed a front7

group called The Advancement of Sound Science Coalition.   The purpose of TASSC, according8

to a February, 1993 APCO memo from senior vice-president Ellen Merlo was “to discredit the
EPA report ... Concurrently, it is our objective to prevent states and cities, as well as businesses,
from passive-smoking bans."



 According to a later memo, TASSC was to “link the tobacco issue with other1

more 'politically correct' products"; and to associate scientific studies that cast smoking in
a bad light with ‘broader questions about government research and regulations’ - such as
‘global warming’, ‘nuclear waste disposal’ and ‘biotechnology’. APCO would engage in
the "intensive recruitment of high-profile representatives from business and industry,
scientists, public officials, and other individuals interested in promoting the use of sound
science".  George Monbiot, “The Denial Industry,” The Guardian, Sep. 19, 2006,
http://environment.guardian.co.uk/climatechange/story/0,,1875762,00.html, accessed July
26, 2007.

 In a Jan. 25, 1988 interview with CBS television evening anchor Dan Rather2

then- Vice President George H.W. Bush’s helped jump-start his Presidential election

By May 1993, as another memo from APCO to Philip Morris shows, the fake citizens'
group had a name: the Advancement of Sound Science Coalition.

But for the sake of credibility and to create the image of a "grassroots" movement fighting
"overregulation,"TASSC had to focus on subjects in addition to passive smoking.  TASSC was to
be "a national coalition intended to educate the media, public officials and the public about the
dangers of 'junk science'. Coalition will address credibility of government's scientific studies,
risk-assessment techniques and misuse of tax dollars ... Upon formation of Coalition, key leaders
will begin media outreach, e.g. editorial board tours, opinion articles, and brief elected officials
in selected states."1

It was important, APCO said, "to ensure that TASSC has a diverse group of
contributors"; to "link the tobacco issue with other more 'politically correct' products"; and to
associate scientific studies that cast smoking in a bad light with "broader questions about
government research and regulations" - such as "global warming", "nuclear waste disposal" and
"biotechnology". APCO would engage in the "intensive recruitment of high-profile
representatives from business and industry, scientists, public officials, and other individuals
interested in promoting the use of sound science."9

Voila! Enter global warming, Exxon money and the terms “junk science” and “sound
science,” which have now become a mantra of big oil, coal, auto, utility and other global
warming profiteers.   Brown and Williamson, maker of Lucky Strike, Pall Mall, Kool and a
number of other cigarette brands stated plainly that the tools used to sell death-dealing tobacco
would be used: "Doubt is our product since it is the best means of competing with the 'body of
fact' that exists in the mind of the general public. It is also the means of establishing a
controversy."

Between 2000 and 2002 TASSC received $30,000 from Exxon that, among other things,
helped establish a new website, JunkScience.com, run by Steve Milloy.  An on-line columnist for
Fox News, Milloy, is but one of that  network’s voices grinding out pro-Republican, pro-
corporate, anti-global warming news.  The network is run by Roger Ailes, a veteran–and savvy--
Republican campaign consultant.  Even after taking over as President of Fox, Ailes continued to2



campaign.  Rather was pressing Bush on the role he might have played in the Iran-contra
scandal, when Bush shot back.  Recalling an incident from years earlier when the anchor
had walked off the set in anger because his show had been pre-empted for a sporting
event, Bush asserted "It's not fair to judge my whole career by a rehash on Iran," then
demanded of Rather “How would you like it if I judged your career by those seven
minutes when you walked off the set in New York?”  Widely perceived as Bush
spontaneously going on the attack and thus demonstrating his virility, the Vice President
was, in fact, reading from cue cards with fist-sized letters.  The man holding those cards
was Roger Ailes. Craig Crawford, ATTACK THE MESSENGER: How Politicians Turn
You Against the Media, p. 5, Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2006.

1. Michael Shari, Business Week, p. 56, June 15, 1998.

2. “Advocacy: supporting U.S. jobs in global competition,” Business America Oct. 1, 1995 .

advise Republicans, including Bush-the-son, George W. Bush.   Tirelessly insisting that media10

outlets other than Fox are liberals, he has converted the network in a trumpet for pro-corporate,
pro-GOP messages, like those from Milloy who is not only in the hire of Fox, but Philip Morris
as well.

In 1992, Milloy started working for APCO - Philip Morris's consultants. While there, he
set up the  JunkScience.com  site in 1996, and now boasts on it, that “since April 1, 1996
JunkScience.com has had a discernible impact.”  In March 1997, the documents show, he was11

appointed TASSC's executive director.  By 1998, as he explained in a memo to TASSC board
members, his JunkScience website was being funded by TASSC.  Both he and the "coalition"
continued to receive money from Philip Morris. An internal document dated February 1998
reveals that TASSC took $200,000 from the tobacco company in 1997. Philip Morris's 2001
budget document records a payment to Steven Milloy of $90,000. Altria, Philip Morris's parent
company, admits that Milloy was under contract to the tobacco firm until at least the end of 2005. 

During much of this time, Milloy was also a columnist for FoxNews, saying, for example,
in 2001 that “anti-smoker propaganda may be killing more smokers than smoking does”  and
scornfully attacking criticisms of films for showing smoking.   On the subject of global12

warming, he wrote that “enhanced greenhouse warming is still a huge reach” and that “there’s no
evidence that humanity is capable of effecting significant influence on global climate” (emphasis
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