
Cigarette-pack Moues
Are Bad Propaganrla

Serious i l lness should
never be made l ight of,  nor
should i t  be used as a tool
for. government propaganda
(,,Labels Give Cigarette
packs a Ghoulish Makeover., ,
U.S. News, June 22). yet
that is exactly what the
government is doing by
mandating graphic images
of i l l  people on cigarette
packs.

Not only have these..nanny,, approaches,not
worked where previously
tr ied, but no other industrv
in Arnerica has had to en-
dure such draconian, loss-
of-freedom decrees.

What,s next? photos of
diseased obese people on
candy[31 wrappers? Dis_
easbd l ivers on wine bot_
tles? B'urned human skin on
fast-food coffee cups?
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I ny smoker in the
A western world under

1 \tie age of 75 can
fairly be told: "You were
waraed." The scientilic
evidence about what
cigarettes do to the human
body was not Just
unambiguous but widely
known by the early 1950s.
Yet a policymating clich6
holdg that any adults who
still emoke (20 per cent hr
the US) do so because tbey
have not been educated. It
was in tbe nane of
educatiou tbat tbe US Food
and Drug Admiuistration
rolled out its new cigarette
packet warning labels tbis
week, They will
supplement the usual
warninge about bow
smoking carulen caucer,
heart clisease, etc with
shocking photos. The FDA
argues that 213,tr00 people
will be moved to quit
gmoking after they s€o tbe
new labek next year.

Even if tbose egtimates
tunr out rigbt, the new
labels ar€ a oistake. They
reflect an ideologydriveu
habit of mind: lf sorDeone
is trot followirg your
orders, it must be because
you are not yelling loud
enough. They are
disrespecful,
clehumanising and abusive
of law-abitling citizeus.
Tbey are the sign of a
goveming class that has
lost its sense of proportion
and its sense of
accountability to the
public.

Many countries have
added graphics to tbeir
tobacco l,abels, they do so
in different ways. Britain
.uses a range of catchy
ptctures. A ghot of
implausibly blackened
teeth, for instance,
accompanies its warnings
about the "benzene,
nitrosamines, formaldehyde
and hydrogeu cyanide"
that cigarettes give off.
Brazil, by contrast, uses
sickening, slasber-ff ln
imagea. One shows a man
whose bloody sknll has
been backed into ag if by
atr &(e, to sbow that
cigarettes increase the risk
of stroke. Aaother shows a
naked man stitched up
after an autopsy and one
bas a baby's corpse lying
tn a dirty pile of cigarettes.
Tbe US, alte, has chosen
to go the Bradllan route. lt
has done ltg own version
of the autopsy photo. It
has added one of a man
choking urder a respirator
and another of a man
blonring smoke out of a'
tracheotomy bole.

WiUiam Corr, an and'
tobacco activist who ls
now deputy secretary of
Health and Human
Service.g, said recently tbat
these ads "tell tbe trutb".
But he is right only in the
sense that poraograpby
"tells the trutb" about sex
or prcpaganda "tells the
tnrtb': about war.

Ilreeg wandng labels are
Dot meant to educate or
cuuvlnce people. they are
meant to scare people, ,
whicb is often tbe opposite
ofeducating and i
convincing. Tbe pictures :
are obsceDe and
exploitative. they show
naked, vulnerable people to
wbom violence has heeu .

done. The small children
who will inevitably be
exposed to them will be
frigbtened more than
enlightened. Six US
tobacco companies recently
arTued that the
requirement to carry such
images infringes on tbeir
freedom of speech. They
lost, but the case is now
before a federal appeals
court. Theirs should be a
wiDning argumerlt.

The FDA is not
"advising" or "informing"
citizens at aU. It is tn/ing
to ban tobacco without
legislation. It will not take
No - even an informed No
- for an answer. Some
have suggested that new
scare images be substituted
as thd old ones grow
familiar and lose their
power to shock. A
straigbtfonrard ban lvould
be more worthy of a
democratic republic than
such uncouth
manipulatiou.

"Smoking can kill you",
runs the captiou uext to
the cadaver photo tbat tbe
US copied ftom the
Brazilian campaign. But a
lot of other tbings can kill
you too, things tbat the
sttate may be in a position
to prevent. Why not put
pictures of beaten wiveg ou
wbiskey bottles, as one
smoker suggested on
National Public Rarlio?
Wby Dot demand tbat
singles' bars post graphic
pbotos of venereal disease?

Thege ads tell the
truth on tobacco
only In the gense
that pornbgraphy
does about sax

Or force driverr to watch a
graphic video on safety
before bitting tbe road?

It is easier to bully
smokers because smoking
is a babit that has become
lncreasingly concentrated
in the lower and lower-
middle classes.

One of the last
politicians to speak
honestly about its class
aspects was foruer UK
bealth secretary Jobn Reid,
wbo said in 2tr04, "People
from those lower
socioeconomic categories
have very few pleasures in
Iife and one of them tbey
regard as smoking." If
anythtng, the iaverse
relation between smoking
and social stan<ling is
strongBr in the US tbau
elsewhere, US governmeuts
balance tleir books by
taking advantagp of poor
people's habits, Tobacco
taxes have transferred
hundreds of billions of
dollars to iurlividual states.
There are also widespread
lottery progIaames, to
which state treasuries have
Srown just as addicted as
working+lass punters.

One doubts ttrat those
wbo belong to the clags of
American regulaton know
any prcsent-day smokers at
all. That may explail why
there ie such a strong
element of bypocrisy in
these adverts, of an "I'll
knock some aense into
you" arroganoe trying to 

'

pass itseU off as a sincere
qompassion.
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