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As I wrote recently, I attended a debate at the SoHo Forum in New York in which Dr. Jeffrey 

Singer, a practicing surgeon (and ACSH advisor), and Dr. Adriane Fugh-Berman, a member of 

the anti-opioid group Physicians for Responsible Opioid Prescribing (PROP), which I have 

criticized multiple times for their unfamiliarity with the truth. In fact, Fugh-Berman either lied to 

my face or displayed her ignorance during the question and answer period when she dodged my 

question about her over-exaggeration of the number of overdose deaths from prescription opioid 

drugs. Following her "answer" she added the following: 

"And we'll also point out that the American Council on Science and Health is very heavily 

industry-funded."  

My written response (See A Surgeon And A Non-Practicing Anti-Opioid Zealot Walk Into A 

Bar: The Singer Fugh-Berman Debate) pointed out that her claim was ridiculous and all our 

financials were disclosed (public record) in our 990 Form, which we must file every year. Our 

total industry contribution for 2021 totaled $23,000 – about 1.8% of our total revenue (1), which 

prompted me to wonder: "Is [Fugh-Berman] lying or merely ignorant? 

Either way, Fugh-Berman is a hypocrite, criticizing us for being an industry front while she 

made $120,000 – more than five times our total – by charging $500 per hour as an expert witness 

for California's Attorney General Xavier Becerra, who was suing Johnson & Johnson for an 

allegedly defective pelvic mesh.  

Lies or Ignorance? 

Since I do not know what Dr. Fugh-Berman did or did not know about ACSH, let's give her the 

benefit of the doubt and concede that she was ignorant and made her claim by mistake.  

This makes a recent item on the PROP website even more intriguing. PROP claims that it won 

the debate with Dr. Singer. This is a flat-out lie. 

https://www.thesohoforum.org/past-events
https://www.acsh.org/news/2022/06/20/surgeon-and-non-practicing-anti-opioid-zealot-walk-bar-singer-fugh-berman-debate-16376
https://www.acsh.org/news/2022/06/20/surgeon-and-non-practicing-anti-opioid-zealot-walk-bar-singer-fugh-berman-debate-16376
https://www.acsh.org/sites/default/files/2020%20990%20ACSH%20-%20Public%20Disclosure%20Copy.pdf
https://norcalrecord.com/stories/513080122-state-s-witness-s-in-j-j-mesh-trial-had-once-called-device-industry-prostitute-to-conventional-medicine
https://norcalrecord.com/stories/513080122-state-s-witness-s-in-j-j-mesh-trial-had-once-called-device-industry-prostitute-to-conventional-medicine
http://www.supportprop.org/opioid-news/is-americas-overdose-crisis-the-result-of-doctors-over%e2%80%90treating-patients-with-opioids/


In deciding between ignorance and dishonesty it is difficult to believe the former since it takes 

approximately five seconds to find the following on the SoHo Forum site (2).  

Yes, PROP proclaimed Fugh-Berman the "winner," which is, let's just say, not entirely accurate. 

This morning I spoke with Gene Epstein, the Founder, and Director of the SoHo Forum about the 

PROP claim. He was displeased: 

The statement on the PROP site gets the facts reversed. Their statement claims that Fugh-

Berman got 45.3% of the vote [in favor of the debate proposition] while Singer got 39.5% 

[against]. Those numbers are the exact opposite. 

Gene Epstein, Director of the SoHo Forum, Private Communication, July 5, 2022 

Some questions to consider: 

• If PROP is lying about debate results what else are they lying about? And why? 

• Why does PROP dismiss ACSH as an industry front when their members are making 

small fortunes as self-proclaimed experts testifying against the drug companies? (Andrew 

Kolodny, the current president of PROP made about $500,000 ($725 per hour) testifying 

for the state of Oklahoma in a suit against Johnson & Johnson for the company's alleged 

role in "creating a public nuisance".) 

• Is it possible that the driving force behind PROP's militant anti-opioid stance is self-

enrichment? 

• Based on their mangling of the debate results, is PROP dishonest or merely stupid? 

• Either way, why does this group have such an oversized role in determining America's 

disastrous opioid policy? 

Of course, there are many more questions, especially from those of you who have been 

involuntarily cut off from the pain medications that keep you functioning. Perhaps you want 

to join PROP and ask them yourself. Just don't expect an honest answer. 

In case you don't believe Epstein or me, feel free to watch the last two minutes of the debate 

when the results were announced. It's on YouTube. 

Update: 7/5 6:00 PM. PROP has apparently taken down their ridiculous article after they were 

contacted by [name withheld] earlier today: 

"This is very embarrassing to have to point out but it seems you switched the results, giving Dr. Singer's  

higher score of 45.35% to Dr. Fugh-Berman and her lower score of 39.53% to him. Correcting this  

factual error completely defeats your claim she won. You no doubt will want to correct or delete this very  

misleading post." 

 

And some advice for my dear friends at PROP: By all means, keep on questioning the ethics of ACSH.  

How's that working out? 

  

 

https://www.painnewsnetwork.org/stories/2021/3/24/kolodny-critics-of-cdc-opioid-guideline-twisting-the-facts
http://www.supportprop.org/join-us/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1SFdpTYnL4M&t=4849s


 


