
FRO?.I:Michel Desc6teaux TO: R.M. Gibb

February 26, 1981

14illbankPublic Affairs Smoking and Health Handbookto employees

BonJour Bob,

Thankyou for sendingme the eighthdraft of this proposed
handbook. I find it most interestingthat BAT would undertakesuch

a projectand, shouldthey be successful,perhapscoiildwe consider
adoptingit for our own employeesin one.wayor another.

The following are my comments as they peopped up during my reading

of the text:

1. Page 2, second-paragraph:Vy criticismrestshere..essentially
on the wording. Insteadof sayingthat "thegreat majorityof

smokersdo not die from lung cancer" I would suggest that they

give some indicationof what the greatmajorityis, like "More

than 99% of smokersdo not contract(or die from) lung cancer".

2. Page 2. last paragraph: I find the commentabout some

scientistsbelievingthatit is lipurelycoincidental" pretty

audacious. I wonder if there are enoughscientistsof high

reputewho have this opinionto justifyincludingit in the text

but this is not for me to judge.

The last sentenceof the paragraphshoul.d,in my opinion,
clearly include smoll-ingas one of the factorsthat may

contributeto the incidenceof the diseaseswhich are associated
with smoking.

BATCO document forProvince of BritiShColumbia 4 November 1999

BATCO 00093418



page 2

3. Page 5, last paragraph: "It follows that the reductions

currently observedmust be largerly associated with the early

post-1960move to filter cigarettes". Thiswhole ss-ctioncreates

a major problem in my view. one of inconsistency. If, in the

first part of the handbook, BAT expresses the opinion that

smoking does not cause certain diseases or is not a con

'

tributing

factor, how can they point out that a reductionin the incidence

of the same diseases is probably a reflection of the newly

developedfilteredor lower "tar" deliverycigarettes. It seems

to me that it is a case of havingyour cake and eating it too.

In my opinion,the lower disease incidence forecast,if it is to

be pointedout by the industry,is a validationof the

accusations against tobacco as a contributi*ngfactor to these

diseases.

4. Page 7, first paragraph: I believe that BAT, having explained

what "tar'*is (in fact,saying that "tar"and tar are not the
,V,,-r"*

same thing at all), should always use 64ek-sts when referring to

"tar"so as to limit possibilitiesof confusion.

S. Page 7, last paragraph: They say that nicotine can be a
aTi,

stimulantor a tranquilizerdepending on the needs of the
r,@smoker. I think they should really say that this depends on the

dose absorbed by the smoker rather than on Its needs.

6. Page 8: 1 think referenceshould be made to the fact that

carbon monoxide is naturally present in the human body, whether

one smokes or not. I also think that, to be unmistakenlyclear,

it should be mentioned that it is produced by humans, animals

and plants.
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Finally. I am somewhatconcernedwith the last sentencenot only

for the implications'forsmokersbut for also for the

implicationsin the.passivesmokingdebate. This is not the

only place where BAT has a statementabout doctors'advice and I

thinkthey shouldword their statementsomewhatdifferently,

perhapsalong the followinglines: "Nevertheless,some doctors

advisepatients-sufferingfroman illnesswhich could be
I
I

aggravatedby an increasedcarbonmonoxfde level in their blood i

to abstain from smoking".

7. Page 10, first @aragraph: I L.1very suprisedto find BAT

mentioningthat tltereindeedexist some peoplewho are allergic

to tobacco smoke. My impressionwas that no allergyto tobacco

smokehad ever been identified,only an allergyto leaf
extracts. I would suggestthat theycrosscheckthis information

very closelyas allergyis one of the many argumentsthatanti-

smokers use in the passive smoking debate.

8. Page 10, last paragraph: I am amazed that BAT would agreewith

the advice of .*octorsconcerningpregnantwomen. I would

suggesthere that they word their paragraphsomewhatdifferently

alongthe followinglines: "Nevertheless,in the absenceof

definitiveanswersto this question,many doctorsadvicetheir

pregnantpatientsto modifytheir smokinghabitsduring
pregnancyas a sensiblepartof prenatalbehaviornot unlikethe

advisedreductionin alcoholconsumptionor in the use of non

prescribedmedecine." BAT's agreementcould open the door to

claims for warnings on cigarettepackages,for example, and has

very importantimplicationsin the passivesmoking debate.

9. Page 13,.lasttwoparagraphs: Frankly,the oft-quoted '

calculationof how many minutesyou take off your life by

smoking one cigarette.isfull of baloney and I would recommend

to BAT that they express themselvesmuch more strongly than the

very tame comment they now have.

U4
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10. Pages16 and 17: 1 will-not commenton any detail on this

subjectexc6ptto say that it appearsratherincompleteto me.

In concluding,I would like to mention
.
that I get a feelingof

confusionfrom reading'thematerial..This brochurecovers, in nW

opinion,fartoo many subjectsof too differenta nature to make a.

'cohesiveunit.'I wottld.rathersuggestto BAT that they-splitup the

contentsinto smaller independentpamphlets.

MD

CD
CD

CD
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