Prohibition of the World From Flavored Tobacco

Dear Chairman Tuam ( Columnist of Thai Post Newspaper)

I would like to open a discussion/debate, through Chairman Tuam, to inform the members of the parliament on the following:


The members of the parliament could probably remember that during the past period between September to November, there had been news of tobacco farmers from many provinces in the northern region of Thailand having a movement against the FCTC meeting that was held in Uruguay during mid November. Specifically, they requested the Thai government not to take any consideration into the matters discussed, and especially asked for Thai representatives to disagree with Drafts 9 and 10 of the FCTC, which is about the practice guidelines, for FCTC member countries to pass laws on controlling and prohibiting tobacco companies from applying flavor in tobacco, as well as requiring the display of ingredients on product packages. 

The farmers justified that if the meeting agreed on passing Drafts 9 and 10, it would cause several hundreds of thousand farmers to be unemployed, without anyone being responsible for such occurrence. 

The farmers together, formed a complaint letter to the Ministry of Public Health, the Ministry of Finance and the Prime Minister, requesting for the orders upon Thai representatives of that meeting in Uruguay to disagree with Drafts 9 and 10.


I myself, am one of the representatives of Thailand who attended the meeting in Uruguay. We discovered beforehand that the international tobacco companies were behind the movements of the International Tobacco Grower’s Association (ITGA), and that ITGA itself supported the movements conducted by farmers in different countries around the world. 

When I assigned my team members to find out from different countries, it was discovered that most countries did not pay attention towards the movement from the farmers, or the ITGA. This included Brazil, in which is the leading country of tobacco exports in the world, and India, being the 3rd leading exporter, whom clarified to support the meeting to pass Drafts 9 and 10.
The representative team from Thailand therefore did not promise the farmers that they would disagree in passing Drafts 9 and 10, but would rather apprehend on the consensus of different countries at the meeting first before making any decisions. That is because Drafts 9 and 10 hold the objectives in protecting youths around the world from being addicted to smoking, through controlling the production of flavored tobacco, in order to reduce the appeal of cigarettes that would attract youths. 
At the meeting 171 in Uruguay, there were only a few countries that disagreed to pass Drafts 9 and 10, such as Philippines, Nigeria, Senegal, Tanzania and Zambia. 
An important country which also disagreed was China, but nevertheless, all the other countries supported for passing the practice guidelines of the two drafts. The Thai representatives then concluded, after observing the trends and the situation at the meeting, that if we were to disagree with the drafts, then it would be similar as to killing ourselves and embarrassing our country to the world. Another reason is that, after conclusion is made on the decision to pass, the countries that disagree would lose immediately, because for a side to win, there requires at least 3 out 4 members to agree on that side, but actually, the disagreeing countries make up not even up to one tenth of the total countries. 
In the end, all the member countries, including those who disagreed, took the decision to agree, for that meeting to pass the Drafts 9 and 10, through making minor changes in the wordings, but not on the content itself. 

This has been the second time that the alliances of the FCTC, making up 171 countries, were indifferent towards the movement of tobacco companies, in which have used farmers as their tools to cover their faces this time. 

2 years ago, at the 3rd FCTC meeting, there was also an agreement for different countries to forbid governmental officials and bodies to be involved with any businesses of tobacco companies, including the law that prohibits corporate social responsibility activities performed by tobacco companies. 
All the different governments would not pay attention or give importance of any movements from tobacco companies from now on.  

Let them sell whatever they want to sell, but they should not try to obstruct any country around the world from protecting the health of their populations. 

Hence, this has been an updated progress that I would like to inform to Members of the Parliament.
Professor Dr. Prakit Vathesatogkit

Executive Secretary, Action on Smoking and Health Foundation, Thailand
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