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Re: Sponsorship by Big 
Oil, Like the Tobacco 

Industry, Should 
Be Banned by the 

Research Community

approaches, remember that you can do-
nate 0.5% of your Amazon purchase price 
to ISEE. To take advantage of this pro-
gram, simply go to smile.amazon.com and 
register to support “International Society 
for Environmental Epidemiology” before 
you make your purchases. These dona-
tions will go into ISEE’s general account 
and will be used to improve the services 
offered by the society.”

Amazon’s reputation for poor 
treatment of its own workers should be 
familiar to every ISEE member who 
reads newspapers.3,4 Objecting to spon-
sorship from Big Oil while accepting 
sponsorship from Amazon may point to 
inconsistent standards.

Does the Kogevinas and Takaro1 
editorial perhaps imply that we should 
only accept governmental funding, or are 
some governments more acceptable than 
others? For example, is it acceptable for 
ISEE to take issue with the UralAsbest 
Cohort study carried out by the Interna-
tional Agency for Research on Cancer 
but funded by the Russian Federation?5 
In that case, shouldn’t ISEE also provide 
its members with a list of countries from 
which the receipt of research money is 
not acceptable?

My opinion is that ISEE should 
not wade into the murky waters of poli-
tics and advocacy. Instead, I would ad-
vise ISEE and ISES members to secure 
funding from any source, as long as they 
are able to guarantee total independence 
and scientific integrity through firewalls 
and independent scientific advisory com-
mittees. There is no need for ISEE or its 
ethics committee to have the last say in 
what is acceptable or not. Furthermore, 
close collaboration with governments, 
industries, nongovernmental organiza-
tions, employers (associations), unions, 
and individual workers is a must, because 
within our field of public health what ulti-
mately counts is to “Ensure healthy lives 
and promote well-being for all at all ages” 
by 2030.6 That is closer than we think.
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To the Editor:

The provocative editorial by Kogevi-
nas and Takaro1 suggests that the 

International Society for Environmental 
Epidemiology (ISEE) has embarked on 
a slippery slope of advocacy and selec-
tive indignation. Kogevinas and Takaro1 
were apparently displeased by Big Oil 
companies’ sponsorship of the ISEE/In-
ternational Society of Exposure Science 
(ISES) joint conference held in August 
2018 in Ottawa, Canada. In their edito-
rial, they point to ISES as being respon-
sible and propose that we in the field of 
Environmental and Occupational Health 
should no longer accept research fund-
ing from Big Oil companies.

One expects that Drs. Kogevinas 
and Takaro1 are aware that their own orga-
nization is being sponsored by one of the 
most notorious e-commerce employers on 
our planet: Amazon. Within the November 
2018 ISEE newsletter,2 the following sug-
gestion is made: “As the holiday season 

REFERENCES
 1. Kogevinas M, Takaro T. Sponsorship by big 

oil, like the tobacco industry, should be banned 
by the research community. Epidemiology. 
2019;30:615–616.

 2. ISEE. ISEE Newsletter. November 2018.
 3. Bloodworth J. I worked in an Amazon ware-

house. Bernie Sanders is right to target them. 
The Guardian. Last modified on Mon 17 Sep 
2018 20.27 BST.

 4. Kari P. Prime Day: activists protest against 
Amazon in cities across US. Paul Kari. The 
Guardian. First published on Mon 15 Jul 2019 
06.00 BST.

 5. ISEE. Bridging South, North, East and West. 
Basel, Switzerland 19–23 August, 2013 
25th Annual Conference of the International 
Society for Environmental Epidemiology. 
Symposium Asbestos Research of IARC 
Friday 23 August 16:00–17:15 S-3-32. 
https://www.colinsoskolne.com/documents/
Soskolne-ISEE_Basel_Switzerland,August19-
23,2013-Asbestos_and_Cancer_Symposium-
FINAL_as_presented.pdf.

 6. UN. The Sustainable Development Goals. 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/
health.

The Authors Respond

The authors report no conflicts of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Wolters Kluwer Health, Inc. All 
rights reserved.

ISSN: 1044-3983/2020/3103-e29
DOI: 10.1097/EDE.0000000000001166

To the Editor:

Dr. Kromhout1 states that we can 
accept funding from anyone as far 

as there are sufficient firewalls to protect 
researcher’s independence. He mentions 
that by putting limits in sponsorship of 
scientific societies, “ … International 
Society for Environmental Epidemi-
ology has embarked on a slippery slope 
of advocacy and selective indignation“ 
(!-our exclamation mark). His own uni-
versity (University of Utrecht), similar 
to most universities, research institutes, 
and medical journals, seems to be on 
the same “slippery slope” and does not 
accept funding from the tobacco in-
dustry.2 Is it only the tobacco industry 
that is too biased to be trusted? Our com-
mentary3 argues that the fossil energy in-
dustry also shows a bias in the science 
of climate change and thereby provides 
guidance in where to draw the line. It is 
worrisome that experienced researchers 

https://opendata.cbs.nl/statline/#/CBS/nl/dataset/37556/table?ts=1544215896296
https://opendata.cbs.nl/statline/#/CBS/nl/dataset/37556/table?ts=1544215896296
https://www.colinsoskolne.com/documents/Soskolne-ISEE_Basel_Switzerland,August19-23,2013-Asbestos_and_Cancer_Symposium-FINAL_as_presented.pdf
https://www.colinsoskolne.com/documents/Soskolne-ISEE_Basel_Switzerland,August19-23,2013-Asbestos_and_Cancer_Symposium-FINAL_as_presented.pdf
https://www.colinsoskolne.com/documents/Soskolne-ISEE_Basel_Switzerland,August19-23,2013-Asbestos_and_Cancer_Symposium-FINAL_as_presented.pdf
https://www.colinsoskolne.com/documents/Soskolne-ISEE_Basel_Switzerland,August19-23,2013-Asbestos_and_Cancer_Symposium-FINAL_as_presented.pdf
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/health
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/health

