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3ttOKINGAND HEALTH

Noteto Eatorst The following ccnsists of two separate statementson the

report published today by a Committee of the Royal College of Physicians.

Statezmnt I is concernedwith the scientificaspectsof the report

and is issued by the Tobacco Mamxfacturerst Standing Committee, which was

set up by the industryin :L956to promoteresearch into the effectsof

smoking on health.

Statement 3Z is concerned with the commercial aspects of the report

and is issued by the Tobacco Advi-soryCommittee, w hich represents the

industry on general trade matters.

,LU British home and export tobaccc mnufacturers are represented

on each of these bodies.

I. Statement by the Tobacco Plamifacturers'Standing C2mittee.

The Tobacco 14anufacturers'Standing Committee (T.M.S.C.),which

exists to promote research into the effects of smoking on health,has the

followingcomments to make on the scientificaspects of the report published

by a Condttee of the Royal Collegeof Physicianst

is The tobacco manufacturers have approached the problems of smoking

and health,since these firstbecam a matter of concern,with a full

recognitionof theirresponsibilityto the public. TikroughT.M.S.C. they

havecooperatedwith medical and scientificauthorities in supportingre-

search into these problems. There has been no financiallimitationon the L-4

mamlfactu-rerstsupport of research projects; the only requirement has been

that the projects should have the acr)rovalof recognised authoritiesin the
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fields of research concerned.

2. The evidence swamrised by the R.C.P. Committee is well known and

adds little to that quoted by the PL-dicalResearch Council in 1957.

3. The R.C.P. Committee vrasset up to ccnsider the effects on health

of both smoking and air pollution. By deferring to a separate report

its consideration of air pollution the R.C.P. Committee has reco,.nisedthe

importance and complexity of this factor,, but in so doing the Conwdttee

has, in T.H.S.C. 7s view, produced an incomplete assessment of the problems

involved.

4. There is a growing body of evidence that smoking has pharmacological

and psychological effects that are of real value to smokers.

5. The main unspoken lesson of the report is the need for far more

intensive research. T.@I.S.C.believes that the following three approaches

in particular are both practical and essential-

(a) Only a minority of even heavy smokers contract lung cancer

or chronic bronchitis, and there may well be predisposing factors

in both snokers and non-smokers whr contract the3e diseases.

A study of eriv@i-ronmentand pernonal characteristics, as well as

past medical histories, may throw important new light on the

incidence of these diseases.

(b) There is r@mchevidence t,)suggest that the striking di-f-

ferences in the incidence of lun-.cancer and bronchitis between

urban and rural areas, and between one country and another,

reflect in varying degree the effects of air pollution. To

take only one examole, research has shown a 7 to I variation

in male lung cancer mortality rates between certain localities

in Northern lzglaw and North Wales. Much more research is

undoubtedly needed into the constituents and effects of air

po2lution.

(e) Further investigation is needed into the chemistry and

biological effects of tobacco smoke. The R.C.P. Committee (.IP4
CD

states that ",we eazinot identify the substances in tobacco
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smoke that ma-,rbe injurious to health.It If such substances

do exist in significantquantities,it shouldeventuallybe

possible to identifyand then t- elim4nateor minimisethem.

In this country, researchof this kind has so far been carried

out through the Medical Research Council and by independent

workers, in many cases iii.ththe financialsupport of the tobacco

mELnufacturers. T.M.S.C. is nc-Tbuilding its own chemical and

bio-assaylaboratoriesat Ila=ogate,which will come into

operation in the autumn of this year, to enable such investi-

gation to be pursued on a much @iiderscale.

6. T.Y-S.C. thereforefeels that a general condemnationof cigarette

smoking is not a constructiveapproach to these problems. The R,C.P.

Committee has acknowledged that "most stiokerssuffer no serious impairment

of healthor shorteningof life as the resultof theirhabit."

Il. Statement by the Tobacco Advisory Committee.

The Tobacco Advisory Committee, which represents the tobacco industr7

on general trade matters, makes the following comments on the commercial

aspects r.,fthe recrmmendaticns by a Committee of the Royal College of Physicians.

1. The R.C.P. Committee recommends "more effective restrictions on the

sale of tobacco to children."

It is Illegal to sell tobacc@!to childrenunder 16 whether for their

own or another's consumption. It is possiblethat this is not genera3-ly

appreciatedand the manufacturerswould bc glad to assist in anv measures

to make the law more widely known.

2, The R.C.P. Comodttee recommends restriction on the advertising cX

tobacco goods.

Tobacco manufacturers' expenditurein the press and television is

devoted entirelytr@competitivebrand advertising,and is only about half

the naticnalaverage spent in these media in relation to retail sRIes.

In 1960 this expenditure by the tobacco manufacturersrepresentedabout

ll,d.in the E of retail sales, comparedwith 3d. in the F.for all consumer C:)

goods and ser7ices.

3 CC)

BATCO document forProvince of BritiShColumbia 29 October 1999

BATCO 00094092



3. The R.C.P. Committeerecommends increasedtax on cigarettes.

The tax on cigarettesin this country- 3/hd.on a packetsoldat

4/6d.or the equivalentof about400% purchasetax - is alreadythe highest

in theworld, Any furtherincreasewould be most inequitable. The

R.C.P.Committeeis doubtfulwhether itwould haveany lastingdeterrent

effect. It would penalisethe many millionsof smokerswho derive pleamim

and solacefrom smokingand who, as the report shows,do not develop the

diseasesin question.

4. The R.C.P. Committeerecommends that thereshould be printedon the

packets of cigarettesfigures showing the amounts of smoke condensate,

nicotineand volatileirritantsfcl,ndin the smokepergram of cigarette

of the particularbrand.

The harmfulconstituentsof smoke,if any, are not known. The

R.C.P.Committeestatesthat "no claim should be made that any particular

brand of cigarettewas safer thanany other*" The publicwru:Ldnevefthe-

less int4arprotthesefigures as indicat@ng substancesthat should be

minimisedand wculd be misled into thinkingthat the brandswith less of

thesesubstanceswere somehow "safer" than others. In the presentstate

of scientificknowledgethe mamlfacturerswould be stronglyopposedto the

adopticnof thi@ proposal.
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