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Aprtl 12, 1973

L e I T

ur., S. J. Green,
Westminster House,

7 Millbenk

London, S.M. 1, PIJE,
England.

> Dear Jim:

I nave noticed in the Imperial Tocacco Group Ltd. Research v
Dapt. Progress Report, Reference No. R-384, issued 5/2/73 under the ."
Smoking and Heaitn Vivision (B) that they have analysed 22 Canadian

commercial brands of cigarettes and comment=d on the fact that 10 of

tne 22 brands exceeded the 1imit for tar agreed to by the Ceznadfan

Tobacco Manufacturers Comncil. These tests were reported apparently

in L.21 dated 16/2/72 50 presumsdly they were performed on cigarettes

manufactured durinyg 1971,

1 think we should point out to them that the industry
agreemsnt to put an ypper limit on tar and nicotine came into effect
3s of Janvary 1, 1972 sad that some brands had to be modified in order
to meet the new 1imits. Since that oate 1 believe all Canadian brands
have met the restrictions which were se'f-imposed by the industry.
Bristol may be interested in the enclos~d copy of the latest release
by the Dept. of Mealth and Melfare on tar and nicotine levels in
cigarettes.

/\; We should also point out to thew *mat while the Dept. of
Health and Welfyre renorts tar minus nicoti. the maximus level
imposed by the fndustry of 22 mg of tar 1S ba uoon tar minus nicotine
and minus water, so tnat the Canadian Sovernce.. figures do slightly
axceed for some brands the 22 mg level, but still meet the industry's
self-impaosed limit,

With tindest recards,

Yours sincerely,

ok

R. S. Wade, o
Manager, (N
Yesearcn & Devalopment =,
RSY/gs 8
encl, A
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