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Pe r h aps if you rep hrased the que stion
The Non -Sm oke rs’ Rig hts Association has don ethis cou ntr y a maj or

se rvi ce. Its influe n ce has fre e dma ny non -sm oke rs from hav ing to
breathe secon d-hand smoke and has persua ded many smoke rs to
kick the habit. Long may its work con tin ue.

It pain s us, the refore, to tos scold wat e ron the lat est pol l by En-
vi ron i cs Res earch Group for the non -sm oke rs group, the Canadian
Canc e rSocie ty and the Heart and Stroke Fou ndation. The pol l,
in tende dto soften federal resis tanc eto inc rea sing taxes on tobacco,
purports to show that 56 per cent of smoke rs themselves might
eit her strongly or somewhat sup por t in cre ase dtaxe s.

Alas, the ammu nit ion is suspect. Con sid er the first que s tion: "Some
people hav ere commende dthat taxes on tobacco be inc rea s ed – for
ex ample by 50 cents per pack – as par t of an ove r all pla n to reduce
sm oking . Othe rparts of the pla n woul d in clu de health war nings on
cigaret packs, health promo tio n campaig ns and rest riction s on the
sale of cig aret s to chil dre n. Do you strongly sup por t, somewhat
suppor t, somewhat oppos ethis idea?"

Sup por t what idea? Rest ricting the sale of cig aret s to chil dre n?
An ove r-all pla n to reduce smoking? Or, bur ied back at the begin -
ning , a tax inc rea s ethat mig ht or mig ht not be 50 cents per pack?
The answe rs are meaning les sbecaus ethe que s tion con sis t sof sev eral
qu estio ns.

An othe rqu estio n aske dwhet her respondents woul d suppor t a tax
in cre ase of 50 cents a pack "if i t were shown to gre atly reduce
sm oking among you ngpeople." This is straig htfor ward enoug h; if
the groups can show that 50 cents wil l greatly reduce smoking among
young people, they can cit e the respons ewith imp unity. Good luck
to them.

If smoke rs had sim p ly been aske dwhet her they wou ld sup por t a
tax inc rea s eon cig aret s ,they wou ld probably hav esaid no; but the
qu estio n sh oul d have been aske danyway, and fol lowe dby que s tion s
to deter min e in whi c hci r c umstanc esthei r vie w swoul d change. As
it is, the sur vey is startli ng on the outsi de, but hol low at the core.

As a fur the rpoin t of interest, the results of the pol l, whi c hus ed the que s tion
discus s ed in The Globe and Mai l edit orial above, are sum marized bel ow;
this brief article is from theKitchener-Wa terlo o Re cor d of Feb ruary 8,1990.

EM9018 : Sm o kers back
anti-smoke tax
TORONTO (CP) – A  maj ority of smo -
ke rs sup por t a 50-cents -a-pack tobacco
tax inc rea s eas part of an ove r-all pla n to
re duce smoking ,a new pol l sugg ests.
The sur vey by Env ironics sugge s t s29

per cent of smoke rs strongly sup por t, and
27 per cent somewhat sup por t, the idea
of increa s ed taxes to sup por t anti-smok-
ing edu cation, The Globe and Mai l repor ted.
The sur vey says 14 per cent somewhat

oppose, and 27 per cent strong ly oppos e,
an inc rea s e.
The pol l wa s conducted for the Non -

Sm oke rs’ Rig hts Association.
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