
bti 1 12, 1973 

ur. 5. 3. 6~. 
Yextmfnstrr House. 
7 Ulllbrnt, 
Landon, S.W. 1. P3Jf. 
England. I aa @err Jill: 

I nave noticed h the Irpctiol Tmacco Group Ltd. Lsertch 
@qt. Pmgmr Report, Rrference Ho. W-384, issued 5/Z/73 undet the 
S-king nd Healtn i3ivirlm (6) that they h3.e analysed 22 Cmrdlm 
~--tclrl brands of crgmtttt md comenrsd an the fact that 10 of 
tne 22 brands exceeded the lidt for tar aqed to by the Cmadim 
Tabbrcco l4anufactwen Cm&l. fhtrc tests Here reported apparently 
In L-21 dated 16/2/n m pmstaably they were perfomd on dgamtter 
manufrctumd &Jrrrtny 1971. 

I think ut s!m\d point out to them that the industry 
. rgmrnt to wt an uppt \Ititon tar and nicotine cum tnto effect 

as of 38nuwy 1, 1972 md that SMI brands had to be mdlfltd In order 
to met tha nu lfdts. Since that oat& i believe all Canadian brads 
hwe rt the msttict~ms which were sel~-iauosed by the Industry. 
Bristol may be interested in the enclir.4 copy of the la&St rrlcasc 
by the Oept. of Health and Uelfan m tar and nicotlnc levels In 
cf gmttles . 

We should also point out to ther hat rhih the Dept. of 
Health and Uelfam rcaorts tar nlnus qicoti. the wxiam ?evet 
Imposed by the Industry of 22 mq of tz.r Is br upon tar mlnus ntcotinr 
and alnus water, so tnat the Canadian Govemm. figures do tlfghtly 
l xceed for som brands ttr 22 mq level, but still met the Industry's 
self-lqoscd hit. 

Yours rinaraly. 

c 

R. 3. Uade, 
Wmjer, 
Pcsearcn 6 Oevslcbpmmt 

b 
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