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Since the opening of the 
first working group for 
the Framework Conven-
tion on Tobacco Control 
on 25 October 1999, 

21,250,101 
people have died from 
tobacco-related diseases. 

(At 9 am 4 February 2005) 
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Look before you leap 

O kay, we all want to get out 
of this place today, if possi-
ble before midnight. But 
delegates should resist the 

temptation to agree for agreement’s 
sake on the details of the structure 
and budget of the Secretariat. 

As the Chair so eloquently 
put it yesterday, delegates 
should focus on what the Par-
ties absolutely need to have at 
9 am on the first morning of 
the first meeting of the Confer-
ence of Parties. 

Yesterday, there were sev-
eral key unresolved issues: 

• How to co-ordinate work, 
priorities and budgets be-
tween the Conference of the 
Parties, WHO, the Secre-
tariat and TFI; 

• How to recruit visionary 
leadership and staff for the 
Secretariat; 

• How to define the terms 
“treaty support” and 
“technical work”; 

• How to turn the Parties’ good inten-
tions into firm cash commitments 
to ensure the Secretariat has 
enough money to actually carry out 
the important role the Parties wish 
it to play — and how to achieve this 
without diminishing the essential 
work of TFI. 

The Secretariat has a great deal on 
its plate. There are subsdiary bodies to 
set up. There is a need for a robust 
reporting process. And of course, if 
protocols are ever to be developed on 
important issues such as smuggling, 
parallel negotiations need to be organ-
ized. And all of that is over and above 
the core services required for COP 
meetings. 

It may be better to defer resolution 

of some issues to the COP than simply 
agree without debate on hastily 
drafted language and models. In which 
case, the interim Secretariat needs to 
receive clear directions on what re-
search and analysis it needs to provide 
ahead of the first COP meeting. 

This would actually be a much sim-
pler task for this meeting than debat-
ing all outstanding issues to final reso-
lution. This way, we could all get our 
afternoon stroll in the Geneva sun-
shine after all. 

Elite readership. Dr Alfred Munzer of the American 
Lung Association talks Chair Patricia Lambert into 
taking a copy of the Alliance Bulletin, as a Dutch 

delegate looks on. 
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Ratificación del CMCT aprobada por la Asamblea 
Nacional Venezolana 

Desde la firma del CMCT por 
parte de Venezuela, se desarrolló 
en el país un intenso trabajo téc-
nico dirigido a motivar e informar 
a los diputados de la Asamblea 
Nacional venezolana sobre el 
CMCT.  

Participaron representantes 
oficiales de Salud, Cancillería, Co-
mercio, Derechos de los niños y 
de la mujer, Tributaciones; ONG y 
un destacado papel por parte de 
la OPS en Venezuela. Con objeto 
de que al ser introducida la pro-
puesta de aprobación de la ratifi-
cación del CMCT, en este órgano 
del Poder Legislativo del país, no 
existiera retardo alguno. 

Así, a finales de enero del 
2005 es aprobado en primera dis-
cusión por los legisladores vene-
zolanos, para pasar posteriormen-
te a la Comisión de Asuntos Exte-
riores de la Asamblea Nacional 
para proceder a sus recomenda-
ciones. Previo contacto con dipu-
tados en esta Comisión, se logró 
que en menos de 24 horas pre-
sentaran su informe recomendan-
do la aprobación de la ratifica-
ción. 

Posteriormente, en plenaria 
del día 2 de febrero, de forma 
unánime, los diputados de la 
Asamblea Nacional Venezolana 
aprueban la ratificación del 
CMCT, demostrando un gran apo-
yo político para el control del ta-
baquismo en este país. Dando 

una exhortación especial al Poder 
Ejecutivo Nacional cuando la me-
dida de aprobación es aprobada 
con una mención de "aplicación 
inmediata”. 

Recientemente, Venezuela 
aprobó resoluciones desde su Mi-
nisterio de Salud para exigir a las 
empresas tabacaleras entregar la 
infamación de los componentes 
químicos contenidos en sus pro-

ductos, así como sus métodos de 
elaboración, incluyendo sus re-
portes de ventas y distribución a 
nivel regional y nacional, inician-

do de esta forma una política de 
regulación de los productos de 
tabaco en este país. 

En Venezuela, a partir del II 
trimestre del 2005, se expenderán 
las cajetillas de cigarrillos con las 
nuevas advertencias exigidas por 
el Ministerio de Salud, donde el 
100% de una cara frontal mostra-
rá imágenes y textos con sendas 
advertencias así como también en 
el 100% de una cara lateral. 

Otros hechos a destacar: 

• Recientemente el Metro de 
Caracas C.A. ha anunciado 
que retirará la publicidad 
del tabaco de sus estacio-
nes, andenes y trenes. 

• En uno de sus estados al 
oriente del país, estado Mo-
nagas, se aprobó reciente-
mente una Ley de Ambien-
tes Libre de Humo de Taba-
co para proteger la salud de 
sus habitantes. 

El Ministerio de Salud ha esta-
blecido entre sus prioridades el 
Control de Tabaquismo, desig-
nando al Dr. José Félix Ruiz, di-
rector del Plan Nacional de Pre-
vención y Control del Tabaquis-
mo; delegado principal en la II 
Reunión Intergubernamental pa-
ra el CMCT, en Ginebra, quien 
hizo el anuncio oficial de la ratifi-
cación del CMCT ante los delega-
dos, invitados y observadores 
asistentes. 

Relaciones peligrosas en Brasil 
En septiembre del 2004, la Confederación Nacio-

nal de la Industria (CNI) en Brasil inició un proceso 
en el Supremo Tribunal Federal sosteniendo que las 
actuales restricciones a la publicidad y promoción 
del tabaco en Brasil son inconstitucionales. 

En Brasil la publicidad de los derivados del taba-
co se restringe a los puntos de ventas y el patrocinio 
de eventos debería estar prohibido a partir de enero 
de 2003, (aunque la Fórmula I se encargó de exten-
der el plazo, mediante chantaje y lobby). Alegan que 
restringir la publicidad coarta la libertad de expresión 
de las empresas y el derecho de comunicarse con 
los consumidores. 

La parte más sorprendente es que el ex presi-
dente de la CNI es el actual relator del Convenio 
Marco en el Senado Federal. Y más interesante aún 
es que él mismo pidió ser relator del Convenio,  aun-
que él nunca ha tenido afinidad con el área de salud. 

Hay algo más: Souza Cruz donó 1,5 millones de 
reales (approx. US$700 mil dólares) para un proyec-
to de modernización del sistema judicial. Y Souza 
Cruz tiene aproximadamente 200 procesos en su 
contra, que todavía están en juicio. 

Es una larga lista de relaciones peligrosas. 
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Altria / Philip Morris : l’intrus permanent 
Les sports mécaniques consti-

tuent un enjeu majeur pour les 
cigarettiers et notamment pour 
Philip Morris qui y investit depuis 
des décennies des sommes colos-
sales afin de capter de nouveaux 
clients parmi les 12/24 ans. 

Or la fin du parrainage tabac 
au sein de l’Union Européenne, à 
compter du 1er août 2005, conduit 
le cigarettier à infléchir sa straté-
gie. Cette dernière se caractérise, 
comme à l’accoutumée, par un 
mélange de pressions et menaces 
inavouables et d’opérations qui se 
veulent « éclatantes », laissant en-
tendre que cette entreprise serait 
finalement une firme comme une 
autre.  

C’est dans cette perspective 
que peut s’analyser le chantage 
exercé sur les pays (via certaines 
fédérations sportives) à propos de 
l’organisation des grands prix ain-
si que le transfert de ces manifes-
tations vers des États plus com-
plaisants à l’égard de la publicité 
tabac.  

Parallèlement, des démarches 
d’infiltration dans des secteurs 
très sensibles se multiplient dans 
différents pays européens.  

En décembre 2004, le ministre 
français de la santé, M. Philippe 
Douste Blazy, annonçait la créa-
tion en 2008 d’un institut du cer-
veau et de la moelle épinière, qui 
devrait être situé dans l’un des 
plus grands hôpitaux parisiens. 

Cet institut s’est d’emblée doté 

d’un comité de soutien presti-
gieux. Y figurent notamment le 
cinéaste Luc Besson, l’ancien mi-
nistre Jean Glavany, des sociétés 
illustres comme le Groupe de 
communication Publicis etc… 
Toutes ces personnalités sont pré-
sentes aux côtés de la société Al-
tria ! 

De surcroît, 
avec force publicité 
et opération média-
tique d’ampleur, le 
parrain officiel de 
cet institut n’est 
autre que Michael 
Schumacher, qui 
pour la circons-
tance, a fait une 
d e s c e n t e  d e s 
Champs Elysées au 
volant de sa F1 et 
aux couleurs de la 
marque rouge et 
blanche identifiable entre toutes. 

Or la France en décembre 
2004 est engagée officiellement 
depuis 2003 dans une guerre 
contre le tabac, guerre déclarée 
par le Président de la République 
lui-même. En outre, le pays vient 
de ratifier en octobre 2004 à 
l’unanimité la Convention-cadre 
de l’OMS ! 

Les associations de lutte contre 
le tabagisme se sont immédiate-
ment tournées vers les responsa-
bles au plus haut niveau du pays 
pour les alerter sur les risques de 
la présence de cigarettiers au sein 
de cet Institut : indubitablement, 
l’objectif est d’empêcher des me-

sures de lutte contre le tabagisme 
efficaces susceptibles de porter un 
préjudice à leurs intérêts finan-
ciers. 

Aussi légitime que soit la cons-
titution d’un Institut de recherche 
sur le Cerveau, le financement 

d’organismes relevant de l’État ne 
devrait en aucune manière être 
associé directement ou indirecte-
ment à l’industrie du tabac. 

Ce discours n’a toutefois pas 
été à ce jour entendu. Philip Mor-
ris / Altria reste pourtant aujour-
d’hui l’une des sociétés de tabac 
leader en France en terme d’in-
fractions et de condamnations par 
les tribunaux.  

— Sylviane Ratte, 
Ligue nationale contre le cancer 

Emmanuelle Beguinot, 
Comité national contre 

le tabagisme 
(France) 

 

Le NEPAD oublie le tabac 

En 2002, à la création de l’ « Union Africaine », les 
chefs d’États africains ont décidé de promouvoir un 
« Nouveau Partenariat pour le Développement de l’Afrique 
(NEPAD) ».  

« La santé est la plus grande priorité du NEPAD pour 
réduire l’impact social, économique et humain des mala-
dies, spécialement parmi les populations les plus pauvres 
de l’Afrique » écrivait le Business Day Africa. Malheureu-
sement, les grandes questions de santé auxquelles se ré-
fère le NEPAD ne concernent que le SIDA, la malaria et la 
tuberculose et occultent les maladies liées au tabac. 

Ceci est d’autant plus grave que le continent africain 
est une des proies prioritaires de l’industrie du tabac. La 
lutte antitabac a pourtant un rôle essentiel dans la réduc-

tion de la pauvreté, comme l’a souligné l’Organisation 
Mondiale de la Santé en choisissant comme thème de la 
Journée mondiale sans tabac 2004 : « Tabac et Pauvre-
té — le Cercle Vicieux ». 

Le NEPAD a également à l’ordre du jour l’environne-
ment et le développement durable pour l’Afrique. Or l’in-
dustrie du tabac finance plusieurs programmes de biodi-
versité en Afrique (Voir le site internet de la BAT: http://
www.batbiodiversity.org/projects/african.asp .) 

Que ce soit parce que l’industrie du tabac y est perçue 
comme une alliée, ou tout simplement par ignorance, le 
NEPAD ne fait aucune place à la lutte antitabac.  

— Véronique Le Clézio 
ViSa-Mauritius 
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Unfinished business — building a reporting mechanism 
Lost amidst this week’s heated 

debate on the Secretariat was any 
discussion of subsidiary bodies. 
One of the most important of 
these will be a body to consider 
country reports. COP will be too 
big, too pressed for time and too 
lacking in specific expertise to 
help countries review these re-
ports or advise on how Parties 
can meet their FCTC obligations. 

Under Article 21 of the FCTC 
Parties must report on what they 
have done to implement the Con-
vention and any barriers they 
have encountered. Article 21 also 
requires Parties to give detailed 
information on a wide range of 
issues such as tax policy, smug-
gling, training of health profes-
sionals, national surveillance data 
etc. Parties will need a reporting 
body that can help and encourage 
them in this work. 

This body — let’s call it the 
Committee of Experts — would be 
responsible for receiving reports 
from Parties, making appropriate 
recommendations for compliance, 
and then monitoring the progress 
and implementation of those rec-
ommendations. 

Analysing and evaluating Par-
ties’ reports will require substan-
tive knowledge of law, health, pol-
icy and other issues concerning 
tobacco control. The assessors’ 
independence will be essential in 
order to provide objective evalua-
tions of those reports. This Com-
mittee should therefore be formed 
of individuals serving in a per-
sonal capacity, each nominated 
by a Party and elected by secret 
ballot at a regular meeting of the 
COP. 

There is precedent for this 
kind of arrangement in other 
Conventions, such as the Conven-
tion on the Rights of the Child 
(CRC) and the Convention for the 
Elimination of Discrimination 
Against Women (CEDAW). Com-
munications between the Com-
mittee and Parties should rely on 
a “constructive dialogue” focused 
on resolution of issues rather 
than confrontation. 

Since Parties’ reports often fail 
to provide enough information, 
particularly about the factors in-
hibiting treaty implementation, 
the Committee should also be em-
powered to gather information on 
its own, and to receive additional 
information from individuals or 
private organizations. 

A good way to improve the 
quality, transparency and ac-
countability of the reporting sys-
tem would be to include NGOs, 
specialized agencies and inde-
pendent experts in the reporting. 
This would also reduce the finan-
cial and technical burdens on de-
veloping country Parties. 

Meetings of the Committee 
should be open to observers and 
country reports and reviews of 
progress by Parties should be 
made public, including on the Se-
cretariat website. This website 
should also include a list of Par-
ties that have failed to submit 
timely reports, or have submitted 
incomplete reports. 

It will be difficult to improve 
compliance with treaty obligations 
without a mechanism to provide 
Parties with objective evaluations 
of their reports and recommenda-
tions on how to promote domestic 

implementation of the FCTC. The 
Committee’s evaluation of reports 
should therefore recommend spe-
cific actions necessary to achieve 
compliance with the FCTC, in the 
form of “concluding observations” 
based on constructive dialogue. 

Concluding observations 
would underline positive develop-
ments that have taken place dur-
ing the period under review, fac-
tors and difficulties affecting the 
implementation of the treaty, as 
well as specific issues of concern 
regarding the application of par-
ticular treaty provisions. They 
would also include suggestions 
and specific recommendations 
directed to the Party concerned, 
to which Parties would be obliged 
to respond in subsequent reports. 

To make the FCTC a live, func-
tioning treaty, a robust reporting 
system will be essential. We 
missed an opportunity this week. 
A top agenda item for the first 
meeting of the COP must be the 
creation of the reporting body.  

 

— Ross Hammond, 
Campaign for Tobacco-Free Kids 

(USA) 
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Romania: torn between the tobacco lobby and 
EU integration 

Like other countries in Central 
and Eastern Europe, Romania has 
been particularly vulnerable to ag-
gressive transnational tobacco 
companies since the fall of com-
munism in December 1989. But 
the desire to join the European 
Union is now pulling the country 
in the opposite direction, particu-
larly on tax policy. 

The transnationals wasted no 
time pushing into the Romanian 
market, quickly moving to make 
friends in high places, as Philip 
Morris documents show. (See 
Document 1.) 

Eager for foreign investment, 
the Romanian government made 
things as easy as possible for 
these new “strategic inves-
tors.” (See Document 2.) 

As a result, transnationals 
grabbed the lion’s share of the Ro-
manian market and began attract-
ing new customers, thanks to in-
tense marketing. In a country 
where a high percentage of health 
professionals smoke, tobacco con-
trol is an uphill battle. 

More recently, however, the Ro-
manian government has been con-
centrating on ensuring the country 
is eligible to join the European Un-
ion, which requires translating nu-
merous EU directives into national 
law and generally bringing na-
tional legislation more in line with 
the rest of Europe. 

The result has been a cascade 
of tobacco-control measures: a 
ban on sales to minors, a ban on 
smoking in public places, work-
places and public transport, and 
legislation requiring large health 
warnings on packs. Enforcement, 
however, has been weak, and 
some provisions do not come into 
effect immediately. 

Perhaps most importantly, 
European integration is causing a 
major leap in tobacco taxes. The 
EU does not set tobacco tax rates 
per se, but does stipulate mini-
mum tax levels and ranges for the 
mix between specific and ad 
valorem (i.e. percentage) tobacco 
taxes. 

In 2001, a tax increase of about 
20% was met by big protests by 
BAT, Japan Tobacco, Philip Morris 
and Papastratos. 

In February 2002, the govern-
ment decided to cancel the excise 
tax deduction of 40% for manufac-
turers that used leaf from domes-
tic production, cancelled the for-
mer state monopoly’s contracts 
with growers, and increased ciga-
rette prices by 25-30%. 

In 2003, in Romania the excise 
tax rate on top-selling cigarette 
brands was between 45 and 47%. 
This must rise to the EU level of 
57% as a condition of accession. 

Romania has negotiated a 
three-year transition period after 
joining the EU on 1st January 
2007 to reach the EU minimum 

tax level. Thus, from a 2003 level 
of €11.87 per 1000 cigarettes, 
taxes will rise to €24.50 / 1000 by 
the end of 2006, and to €51.20 / 
1000 by the end of 2009. 

This will mean a major hike in 
prices, which should translate into 
a decline in overall consumption 
and a sharp drop in youth uptake.  

Meanwhile, Parliament has re-
cently re-convened after recent na-
tional elections. The Romanian 
Network for Smoking Prevention 
(RNSP) is pressing hard for quick 
ratification of the Framework Con-
vention on Tobacco Control.  

— Cornel Radu, 
Romanian Network for Smoking 

Prevention 
 

Document 2 

Document 1 



Does Freedom of Speech Protect the Marlboro Man? 

Until the 1970s the United 
States Supreme Court took the 
sensible position that the framers 
of the U.S. Constitution did not 
intend to limit the government's 
ability to regulate the marketing of 
commercial products. 

Since then the Court 
has gradually incorpo-
rated free-market eco-
nomic principles into its 
interpretation of the free 
speech clause, going so 
far in a recent case as to 
cast doubt on whether a 
state or the federal gov-
ernment could com-
pletely ban cigarette ad-
vertising (without, how-
ever, squarely deciding 
the question). 

Under U.S. law the 
Court has the last word 
on constitutional inter-
pretation — at least un-
til it changes its 
mind — and can if it 
wishes read commercial 
policies back into the free speech 
clause. This authority does not of 
course extend to any other nation! 

Constitutional protections for 
free speech have two purposes: to 
protect the basic human right of 
individuals to express themselves 
freely, and to give society the 
benefits that flow from free discus-
sion and debate about political 
and social issues.  

Corporations are not protected 
by human rights. While society 
may indeed benefit by corpora-
tions' participation in public de-
bate about political and social is-
sues, when they market their 
products they are not participating 

in any such debate. That is why 
the U.S. Supreme Court had it 
right in its earlier jurisprudence 
that excluded commercia l 
speech — marketing — from con-
stitutional protection. 

Even if another country be-
lieves its constitution limits its 
government’s right to ban advertis-
ing of useful and wholesome prod-
ucts, it still doesn't make sense to 

apply this principle to the market-
ing of cigarettes. 

The commercial policy that the 
U.S. Supreme Court enunciated is 
that the freedom to advertise will 
benefit consumers by enhancing 
their ability to choose among prod-

ucts and sellers, 
causing marketers 
to reduce prices 
and improve the 
desirability of their 
goods and services. 
Tobacco products 
are an obvious ex-
ception to this pol-
icy rationale. 

As the FCTC recog-
nizes, consumers 
are not better off if 
the price of tobacco 
products declines 
or if consumers find 
them more desir-
able. Courts not 
governed by U.S. 
law are free to rec-
ognize this crucial 

difference, and need not follow a 
sloppily reasoned Supreme Court 
opinion that limits American gov-
ernment regulatory power over to-
bacco products. 

— Richard A. Daynard, 
Northeastern University School of 

Law 
(USA) 
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Evaluation is NOT just about the past, it 
can shape the future 

What do we mean by an evidence-based treaty? 
The solid research that underpins FCTC’s measures 
is well known to delegates and advocates worldwide. 
However, the research task is not yet complete.  

While we know what tobacco control measures 
work and what they can be expected to deliver, it is 
crucial that we continue to monitor processes and 
outcomes to refine our strategy.  

For example, warnings on packaging are a must. 
But how big? What should they say? How should 
they look? Smoke-free environments protect people 
from tobacco smoke and help smokers stop. But 
how quickly? How many? Misleading terms like 
“light” and “mild” confuse smokers, but what hap-

pens to smokers’ attitudes when they are removed? 

The International Tobacco Control Policy Evalua-
tion Project (ITCPEP) is a four-country collaboration 
(soon to be expanded) that looks into these and 
other crucial questions about the impact of FCTC.  

Set up to build the evidence base for FCTC poli-
cies, the project is now  evaluating policies as they 
are implemented. By conducting rigorous evaluation 
using quasi-experimental designs and natural experi-
ments with common methods and measures, the 
project can inform and shape policies in countries 
that have yet to implement major measures.  

Prof Geoffrey Fong of the ITCPEP will describe 
this crucial research and present some of its most 
dramatic findings at today’s lunchtime FCA briefing.  

  

Just what Côte d’Ivoire needed: 
the Marlboro Man comes to town. 
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Vanity publishing corner 

A word from the editor 
Ever been impressed by the 

clockwork efficiency of the FCA bul-
letin, now 55 issues into its run? If 
so, you have been sorely deceived. In 
reality, it’s a mad improvisational 
scramble. 

Most FCA members — your edi-
tor included — have national or local 
day jobs, turning our minds to FCTC 
only shortly before meetings in Ge-
neva. Virtually nothing gets written 
before people board the plane, and 
the production office has to be set 
up from scratch. 

Layout is done at UICC across 
town, in whichever office happens to 
be free, using our own antiquated 
laptops and UICC’s monitor and 
printer. The FCA meeting on Sunday 
is the first opportunity to catch 
people in one place and beg for arti-
cles, which trickle in by e-mail 
through the evening. 

By 5 pm I leave with my co-
editor, Doreen McIntyre of ING-
CAT, head down to UICC for a mad 
session of copy-editing and layout, 
wasting much precious time refresh-
ing our memories on the finer points 
of our layout progam. 

By 12.30 we are fin-
ished — a mere 15 hours af-
ter starting work on the first 
day’s issue. As one cheeky col-
league consoled me, “You can 
always sleep when you get 
home.” 

Sleep deprivation does 
funny things to one’s editorial 
judgement. Thus, at midnight 
on Sunday, a cartoon about 
accountants suddenly ac-
quired a new caption about 
extraterrestrials and WHO. 
Oops. It seemed funny at the 
time. 

So, our shift ends in the 
wee hours, but the Bulletin is 
still far from done. We drop off 
master copies with a hotel night por-
ter for Cassandra Welch, who misses 
breakfast to run to the local photo-
copy shop and get the day’s issue to 
WHO in time for the 9 am delegate 
rush. 

By 11 am we are back at WHO to 
start pestering FCA members for 
new articles, and the cycle begins 
again. 

Coffee 

I am a caffeine fiend. This has 
various side-effects, as I learnt the 
hard way on Tuesday. After a long 
day’s editing, I spilled an entire cup 
of coffee all over my laptop. Coffee 
poured out of the keyboard, off the 
screen, out of the CD-ROM drive… 
X&@**!!X%?*! 

We had back-up copies of the 
raw material which we could re-edit 
quite quickly. But we had no layout 
program and no template for the 
next day’s bulletin. 

The techie heroes at UICC (take 
a bow, Jérôme) worked late to set up 
a makeshift workstation for us. Af-
ter an hour of installation and two 
hours of phone calls to retrieve an 
old template from colleagues in Can-

ada, we started layout just 3½ hours 
behind schedule. 

(The laptop made an amazing 
overnight recovery, with only a lin-
gering smell to tell the tale.) 

Okay, enough editorial self-pity. 
Doreen was, as always, a willing as-
sistant and a rock in moments of ad-
versity, good-humoured even 
through the Coffee Incident. Many 
thanks. 

Thanks too to FCA members who 
somehow found the time, between 
interminable meetings and corridor 
discussions, to write a great crop of 
articles. It is wonderful to see how 
people who got involved in tobacco 
control through the FCTC process 
are now out there making it happen. 

Delegates either haven’t figured 
out who we are or, more likely, are 
just very tolerant — doubtless a few 
facts and names got mangled at some 
point during the week, but barely a 
word of complaint. Thanks for read-
ing, and hope we have fired you up to 
make the FCTC a reality. Have a safe 
trip home, and see you at the COP! 

— Francis Thompson 
Non-Smokers’ Rights Association 

(Canada) 
Five night shifts, and the 
co-editor is still smiling. 

11 pm. The coffee is cold. 
The sentences are long. 

The editor is grumpy. 
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To the countries that spoke out about the 
importance of NGO participation. You know who 

you are. 

Orchid Award 

Dirty Ashtray Award 

To the Framework Convention Alliance for 
failing to convince IGWG members of the need 

for timely NGO interventions. 

Warnings: Bigger, better, more graphic than ever 
The FCTC gives ratifying countries 3 years to in-

troduce effective warnings on tobacco packaging. Arti-
cle 11 says warnings should cover at least 50%, but 
must cover at least 30%, of the front and back of the 
package. The use of picture-based warnings is op-
tional. 

Five countries have so far gone for the picture op-
tion: Canada, Brazil, Singapore, Thailand and Austra-
lia. European Community member states will soon 
have a library of approved picture-based warnings to 
use if they wish. Bangladesh, India, Hong Kong, Ma-
laysia, New Zealand, South Africa and Taiwan have 
all said publicly that picture-based warnings are un-
der consideration. 

Encouragingly, many countries are going beyond 
the FCTC's 50% recommendation. Here’s how the top 
countries measure up: 

60% Australia (30% of front; 90% of back)  
56% Belgium (48% of front, 63% of back, including 
border)  
56% Switzerland (48% of front, 63% of back, includ-
ing border)  
52% Finland (45% of front and 58% of back, includ-
ing border)  

50% Canada (50% of front and back)  
50% Singapore (50% of front and back)  
50% Thailand (50% of front and back) 
50% Uruguay (50% of front and back) 
50% Brazil (100% of either front or back) 
48% Norway (43% of front, 53% of back, including 
border)  

48% unilingual EC countries (e.g. UK) that have prop-
erly implemented the Directive (43% of front, 53% of 
back, including border*) 

Countries now have an outstanding opportunity to 
make their warnings as effective as possible. Given 
the overwhelming evidence that larger picture-based 
warnings are effective at discouraging smoking, coun-
tries should take full advantage of this opportunity. 

* Excluding the border from the warning area size 
makes a big visual difference, effectively increasing the 
amount of pack surface covered by the warning. 

— Rob Cunningham, 
Canadian Cancer Society 

We didn’t make 
this one up. 

Procedure for the determination of procedural matters 

The commercial world has much expertise that FCTC could 
use in increasing its efficiency and effectiveness. Geneva busi-
nessman Franck Muller has generously offered the following free 
advice: 

Tobacco control, like world peace, is a process. Therefore, the 
Conference of the Parties of the FCTC shall ensure that priority is 
given to procedural issues in determining the purpose, and in-
deed procedure, of its meetings. 

The procedure for procedural discussions shall be as follows: 

Proceed to such meeting room and at such time as may be 
determined by the COP and communicated by the Secretariat 
using the agreed procedure. (Translation: get to the right place at 
the right time — it’ll be on the website.) 

Peruse such prior briefing papers as may have been provided 
by the Secretariat in accordance with agreed procedure. 
(Translation: read the paperwork, however late it arrives.) 

Proceed with the agreed process. (Translation: now can we 
get on with implementing the FCTC???) 


