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Presentation Objectives 

To outline:  

 

1) Types / categories of trade and investment-related 

tobacco control situations 

2) Principles / Complexities of trade and investment in 

tobacco control context 

3) Tobacco industry scare tactics using 

trade/investment 



Case studies 

Leveraging international trade and investment 

rules to oppose public health:  

 

1)International Trade Rules – US-Indonesia Cloves 

2)International Investment - Philip Morris International 

(Switzerland)  v Uruguay  

3)Industry Scare tactics – Japan Tobacco and Mild 

Seven brand 



WTO – Indonesia-USA Clove cigarettes 

Category 1: International Trade Rules 



 

 

 

                                 

 

                   

PMI – URUGUAY 

Category 2: International Investment 



PMI - Uruguay 

Category 2: International Investment 



MISLEADING DESCRIPTORS 

JTI "Mild Seven" Brand - Industry using 

threat of contravention of TRIPS and 

TBT in developing countries 

 

 

 

Category 3: Industry tactics 



MISLEADING DESCRIPTORS (2) 

Many countries ban misleading descriptors despite 
national court challenges 
Courts have found that use of adjectives such as "mild" or 

"low-tar" misrepresents the product to the public;  that the 
tobacco industry knew of the harm of "mild" and "low-tar" 
cigarettes and continued to market them as a safer 
alternative.   

 

 
Over past 2 decades, many smokers switched to 

lights/mild on the mistaken assumption of reduced 

health risks, instead of quitting, and tobacco 

companies appear to have been deliberately using 

the descriptors to encourage this behaviour – NZMA 

 

Over a quarter of light/mild smokers reported 

smoking these brands to reduce their risks of 

smoking, and 40% reported smoking light/mild 

brands as a step toward quitting – CJPH (2001) 



BAT letter to Minister of Health, Namibia, November 2011 


