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Thank you and the Committee Members for the opportunity to submit on such an 

important public health topic (given the scale of the impact of the tobacco epidemic in 

New Zealand).  

 

This submission is from members of the Department of Public Health, University of 

Otago, Wellington. We have extensive experience in tobacco use epidemiology and 

tobacco control research, with 100+ published outputs in the peer-reviewed scientific 

literature collectively. In particular, we have studied the policy interventions needed 

to reduce the impact of tobacco in New Zealand and on various aspects of tobacco 

marketing (including point-of-sale displays). 

 

We strongly support the content of the Bill. However, we have a number of 

recommendations about the way that the Bill could be strengthened. We divide these 

recommendations into: (i) further retail restrictions; (ii) other additions to the Bill; (iii) 

areas where the Committee could make recommendations to Government for critical 

policy development work.  

 

Much of our submission supports the Report from the Maori Affairs Select 

Committee (MASC) Inquiry,
1
 and we feel that ideally, nearly all of their 

recommendations should be acted on as soon as possible (see Appendix 1).
2
 Our 

recommendations indicate some of the priority areas we consider most feasible and 

effective. 

 

We note that the MASC Report was not running against public opinion. Rather, its 

recommendations are legitimised by strong and increasing public support (including 

among smokers) for stronger actions on tobacco (including banning point-of-sale 

displays of tobacco – see Appendix 2).
3-9

  We also support the detailed 

recommendations on tobacco retailing suggested by ASH NZ. 
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A general argument for going further with tobacco interventions is the importance of 

taking a precautionary approach in relation to highly toxic and addictive products like 

cigarettes. The precautionary principle involves acting to avoid serious potential 

harm, despite lack of absolute scientific certainty as to the likelihood, magnitude, or 

causation of that harm. The precaution principle is an established principle in areas of 

risk management in relation to occupational exposures, environmental pollution, 

safety of food and drink among others.
10, 11

 In the case of tobacco products, the scale 

and severity of the harm means that the need for precautionary measures is extremely 

high. 

For instance, where there is a significant and plausible risk to children and others 

from tobacco marketing and accessibility, it seems reasonable that the regulation of 

tobacco packs and other tobacco marketing and retail focused measures should follow 

a highly precautionary approach. In such an approach, the onus would be fully on 

opponents of interventions such as plain packaging of tobacco products, to prove that 

such actions would not protect the health and wellbeing of children, other vulnerable 

groups, and indeed all New Zealanders. In the absence of such proof, a precautionary 

approach would suggest that a government concerned with protecting children and 

other citizens should act immediately to require the removal of all other permitted 

forms of tobacco marketing (eg, positive imagery and wording on tobacco packaging) 

which might plausibly encourage children to start smoking. 

We would very much appreciate the opportunity to appear before the Committee to 

provide more detailed evidence on these matters. 

 

 

Recommendations on the current Bill 
 

We support the removal of tobacco displays, however, we do not think that there 

needs to be a provision for a two year exemption from compliance. 

 

We support the removal of all aspects of tobacco marketing from the exteriors of 

tobacco retailers. 

 

We support the better enforcement of prohibitions on distribution or supply of tobacco 

products free of charge or at a reduced charge. 

 

We support the infringement notice scheme to better enforce the prohibition on the 

sale of tobacco products to people under 18 years. 
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Recommendation on other aspects of tobacco retailing 
 

Recommendation One 

That the Smoke-free Environments Act be amended to prevent the sale of tobacco 

where alcohol is sold for consumption (bars, cafés, clubs, festivals). There is a strong 

association between excessive alcohol consumption and smoking in New Zealand.
12

  

Alcohol reduces smokers ability to attempt quitting and to successfully stay quit.
13

 It 

is also highly plausible that dis-inhibition due to alcohol impairs rational decision 

making and enhances the impact of peers smoking and so encourages non-smoking 

young adults to start smoking. The Canadian province of Quebec has prohibited 

tobacco sales in ‘establishments operating under a public house, tavern or bar 

permit’.
14

 

 

 

Recommendations on other additions to the Bill 
 

The recommendations under this heading largely follow those of the recent Māori 

Affairs Select Committee Report on tobacco. 

 

Recommendation Two 

That a section be added to the purpose of the Smoke-free Environments Act, to 

establish a target date for the ending of commercial tobacco sales in New Zealand. 

We suggest this date be 2020 (albeit with ongoing monitoring and review of progress 

annually). A clear target would provide incentives for government, businesses, the 

public and smokers to work towards a tobacco-free society, and success would save 

tens of thousands of premature deaths.  

 

Recommendation Three 

That tobacco products be required to sold in plain packs (no logos, only specified type 

fonts, colours, shapes etc) and the format of products such as cigarettes be specified 

(colour, shape, printing, etc). This would reduce one of the other major marketing 

avenues, besides retail displays, the product design.
15-18

 If necessary, the legislation 

could allow for harmonising with the planned Australian legislation on this matter. 

However, the opportunity to act on this now should not be lost, as Australian efforts 

may be delayed. 

 

Recommendation Four 

That the purpose of section 5.3 of the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control 

(which New Zealand has ratified in 2004) be added to the Smoke-free Environments 

Act (in line with the World Health Organization guidelines on the section).
19

 This 

section reads: ‘In setting and implementing their public health policies with respect to 

tobacco control, Parties shall act to protect these policies from commercial and other 

vested interests of the tobacco industry in accordance with national law’.
20

 The 

guidelines require governments to ‘require the tobacco industry and those working to 

further its interests to operate and act in a manner that is accountable and 

transparent’.
19

 In practice, this needs the type of restrictions on political funding that 

New South Wales has adopted,
21

 and (amongst other things) would end tobacco 

investments by New Zealand government agencies,
22, 23

  (a highly unethical situation 

in our view). 
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Recommendation Five 

That cars where there are children (of an age where they are under the authority of 

parents and guardians) be required to be smokefree. We note that a number of states 

and provinces in Australia, Canada and the USA have some form of smokefree car 

law.
24

 A study of the effects of the 2007 smokefree car law in South Australia 

indicated an increase in smokefree cars with children, from 69% in 2005 to 82% in 

2008.
25

 

 

Studies of smoking in cars indicate that it is extremely dangerous to occupants even 

with windows open,
26-30

  as mean fine particulate (PM2.5) levels are well in excess of 

the safe US National Ambient Air Quality standard of 35μg/m
3
.
30

  

 

In New Zealand, social marketing has been used to date, instead of legislation as a 

means to protect children from smoking in cars. However, the effectiveness of such 

education campaigns has been incomplete. For instance, in Canada, research in 2006 

indicated that 25% of people had been exposed to SHS in a car in the last month.
31

 

This was despite an education campaign about smokefree homes and cars that had 

been running since 2004–2005. In New Zealand (NZ) in 2008, 27% of Year 10 

students reported exposure to SHS in a private vehicle in the last 7 days, unchanged 

from 2006, despite a smokefree cars media campaign since 2006.
32, 33

  

 

Education campaigns may also be less effective in protecting those children who are 

most likely to be exposed, that is, those in poorer and most socioeconomically 

deprived households.
34

 In NZ, the in-car exposure of students from the most 

socioeconomically deprived third of areas was almost three times that of those from 

the least socioeconomically deprived third of areas (40% compared to 14%).
32

 

 

There is extremely strong New Zealand support even from smokers (96%) for 

requiring smokefree cars for pre-school children.
7, 9

 A 2008 national 

survey of the New Zealand public found 91% (82% for smokers) agreeing 

with the statement ‘that smoking should not be allowed in cars with children under the 

age of 14 in them’. 
 

 

Recommendations on areas where policy development work is 

needed 
 

We suggest that the Committee recommend to government the following: 

 

Recommendation Six 

That the recommendations of the MASC Report be furthered urgently by immediate 

and comprehensive policy work. 

 

In particular, that work be done to progress the recommendations: 

 ‘We recommend to the Government that it investigate further options for 

measures to reduce the supply of tobacco into New Zealand, taking into account 

trade and other implications, with a view to reducing the availability of tobacco in 

New Zealand over time.’ (p.23) 
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 ‘that it consider annually reducing (by a set percentage) the amount of imported 

tobacco, the number and quantity of tobacco products for sale at each outlet, and 

the number of retail outlets.’(p.23) 

 ‘the provisions in the Smoke-free Environments Act for regulating additives and 

nicotine in tobacco be used to reduce the additives and nicotine in tobacco on an 

annual basis.’(p.26) 

 

Along with the MASC, we suggest that as other jurisdictions (Singapore, Hong 

Kong)
35, 36

 have already abolished or severely restricted duty free allowances for 

tobacco importation by travellers, New Zealand needs to immediately investigate the 

policies of other jurisdictions, with a view to abolishing duty free imports. 

 

The work on these areas should be part of a comprehensive policy development 

together, as there are likely to be trade-offs and interactions between the mechanisms 

selected to ensure New Zealand is tobacco-free.  We have detailed this elsewhere 

(Appendix 1). Recommendation 7 below, on licensing, should also be part of this 

more detailed policy development and planning. 

 

Recommendation Seven 

In addition to the MASC recommendations, we recommend that policy work be 

immediately conducted on a licence system for retailers, and on measures to reduce 

the numbers of retailers allowed to sell tobacco products, and/or restrict hours of 

sales. For example, the number of retail outlets licensed to sell tobacco could be 

reduced by 10% per year, or a reduction could be achieved by periodic auctions for a 

limited number of licences.  

 

Reduced availability of tobacco would be likely to help those trying to quit or to 

reduce their smoking. The MASC recommendation of empowering local councils to 

limit the numbers and location of retailers is a further complementary option, which 

fits well with other national trends to empower communities in terms of alcohol 

control and controlling the numbers of gambling outlets in their regions.
37

 Such limits 

on tobacco retailers could include geographic restrictions (eg, no tobacco retailers 

within two kilometers of schools). 

 

National survey data indicates that those agreeing with the statement ‘the number of 

places allowed to sell cigarettes and tobacco should be reduced to make them less 

easily available’ remained high at 65% and 67% during 2008–2010.
6
 A majority of 

New Zealand smokers agree with the statement ‘tobacco products should only be sold 

in special places where children are not allowed to go’.
5
 

 

 

 

References 

 

1. New Zealand Parliament. Inquiry into the tobacco industry in Aotearoa and 

the consequences of tobacco use for Māori, Report of the Māori Affairs 

Committee. . New Zealand Parliament. Wellington. 

http://www.parliament.nz/en-

NZ/PB/SC/BusSum/e/1/6/00DBSCH_INQ_9591_1-Inquiry-into-the-tobacco-

industry-in-Aotearoa-and.htm  

http://www.parliament.nz/en-NZ/PB/SC/BusSum/e/1/6/00DBSCH_INQ_9591_1-Inquiry-into-the-tobacco-industry-in-Aotearoa-and.htm
http://www.parliament.nz/en-NZ/PB/SC/BusSum/e/1/6/00DBSCH_INQ_9591_1-Inquiry-into-the-tobacco-industry-in-Aotearoa-and.htm
http://www.parliament.nz/en-NZ/PB/SC/BusSum/e/1/6/00DBSCH_INQ_9591_1-Inquiry-into-the-tobacco-industry-in-Aotearoa-and.htm


 6 

2. Blakely T, Thomson G, Wilson N, et al. The Maori Affairs Select Committee 

Inquiry and the road to a smokefree Aotearoa. N Z Med J 2010;123(1326):7-

17. http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/123-1326/4448/ 

3. Wilson N, Weerasekera D, Edwards R, et al. Characteristics of smoker support 

for increasing a dedicated tobacco tax: National survey data from New 

Zealand. Nicotine Tob Res 2010;12:168-173.  

4. Wilson N, Edwards R, Thomson G, et al. High and increased support by 

Maori and non-Maori smokers for a ban on point-of-sale tobacco displays: 

national survey data. N Z Med J 2010;123:84-6.  

5. Edwards R, Wilson N, Thomson G, et al. Majority support by Māori and non-

Māori smokers for many aspects of increased tobacco control regulation: 

national survey data. N Z Med J 2009;122: 1307:URL: 

http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1307/3931/.  

6. Thomson G, Wilson N, Edwards R. Kiwi support for the end of tobacco sales: 

New Zealand governments lag behind public support for advanced tobacco 

control policies. N Z Med J 2010;123(1308):106-111. 

http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/123-1308/3949/ 

7. Thomson G, Wilson N, Weerasekera D, et al. Ninety-six percent of New 

Zealand smokers support smokefree cars containing preschool children. N Z 

Med J 2008;121(1285):139-40. http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/121-

1285/3358/content.pdf 

8. Thomson G, Wilson N, Weerasekera D, et al. Most smokers support 

smokefree council-owned playgrounds: national survey data. NZ Med J 

2009;122(1291):122-3. http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-

1291/3523/content.pdf 

9. Thomson G, Weerasekera D, Wilson N. New Zealand smokers’ attitudes to 

smokefree cars containing preschool children: very high support across all 

sociodemographic groups. N Z Med J 2009;122(1300):84-86. 

http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1300/3739/content.pdf 

10. Weir E, Schabas R, Wilson K, et al. A Canadian framework for applying the 

precautionary principle to public health issues. Can J Public Health 

2010;101:396-8.  

11. Chaudry RV. The Precautionary Principle, public health, and public health 

nursing. Public Health Nursing 2008;25:261-8.  

12. Wilson N, Weerasekera D, Blakely T, et al. Hazardous alcohol use is common 

in New Zealand smokers: national survey data. in SRNT conference. 2010. 

Baltimore, USA 24-27 February 2010.Abstracts book p47. 

13. Kahler CW, Borland R, Hyland A, et al. Alcohol consumption and quitting 

smoking in the International Tobacco Control (ITC) Four Country Survey. 

Drug Alcohol Depend 2009;100:214-20. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&

dopt=Citation&list_uids=19056188  

14. Quebec Government. Tobacco Act. Quebec Government. Quebec City. June 

2005. Accessed November 11, 2010. 

http://www2.publicationsduquebec.gouv.qc.ca/dynamicSearch/telecharge.php

?type=2&file=/T_0_01/T0_01_A.html 

15. Thomson G, Wilson N, Hoek J. A call to reduce harm from tobacco pack 

marketing and bolster consumer health protection in New Zealand. N Z Med J 

2008;121:98-101.  

http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/123-1326/4448/
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1307/3931/
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/123-1308/3949/
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/121-1285/3358/content.pdf
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/121-1285/3358/content.pdf
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1291/3523/content.pdf
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1291/3523/content.pdf
http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/122-1300/3739/content.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=19056188
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_uids=19056188
http://www2.publicationsduquebec.gouv.qc.ca/dynamicSearch/telecharge.php?type=2&file=/T_0_01/T0_01_A.html
http://www2.publicationsduquebec.gouv.qc.ca/dynamicSearch/telecharge.php?type=2&file=/T_0_01/T0_01_A.html


 7 

16. Freeman B, Chapman S, Rimmer M. The case for the plain packaging of 

tobacco products. Addiction 2008;103:580-90.  

17. Germain D, Wakefield M, Durkin S. Adolescents' perceptions of cigarette 

brand image: does plain packaging make a difference? J Adolesc Health 

2010;46:385-92.  

18. Wakefield MA, Germain D, Durkin SJ. How does increasingly plainer 

cigarette packaging influence adult smokers' perceptions about brand image? 

An experimental study. Tobacco Control 2008;17:416-21.  

19. World Health Organization. Guidelines for implementation of Article 5.3 of 

the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control. World Health 

Organization,. Geneva. November 2008. Accessed January 11, 2011. 

http://www.who.int/entity/fctc/guidelines/article_5_3.pdf 

20. World Health Organization. WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco 

Control. World Health Organization. Geneva. 2003. Accessed 5 August, 2009. 

http://www.who.int/tobacco/framework/WHO_FCTC_english.pdf 

21. McDonald T. Campaign finance changes set to shake parties. ABC News. 

Sydney. November 11, 2010. Accessed January 11, 2011. 

http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2010/11/11/3063959.htm 

22. Cullen M. Address to CSRI Conference:  Reward, Risk and Reputation: Re-

thinking the investment role of CFIs in New Zealand's Growth. in Council for 

Socially Responsible Investment Conference. 2005. Auckland: Council for 

Socially Responsible Investment. 

http://www.csri.org.nz/documents/CullenCSRIpres.doc 

23. Fisher L. Divestment in the tobacco industry. Cancer Causes & Control 

2000;11:381-2.  

24. Thomson G, Hudson S, Wilson N, et al. A qualitative case study of 

policymaker views about the protection of children from smoking in cars 

Nicotine & Tobacco Research 2010;Online August 9:doi: 

10.1093/ntr/ntq124: http://ntr.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/ntq124v1.pdf  

25. Hickling J, Miller C, Hosking J, Australia's first smoke-free car laws - what's 

the impact?, in Oceania Tobacco Control Conference. 2009: Darwin. 

26. Edwards R, Wilson N, Pierse N. Highly hazardous air quality associated with 

smoking in cars: New Zealand pilot study. N Z Med J 2006;119:U2294 

27. Invernizzi G, Ruprecht AA, Mazza R, et al. [Smoking in car: monitoring 

pollution of particulate matter, of organic volatile compounds and of carbon 

monoxide. The effect of opening the driver's window.]. Epidemiologia e 

Prevenzione 2010;34:35-42.  

28. Rees VW, Connolly GN. Measuring air quality to protect children from 

secondhand smoke in cars. American Journal of Preventive Medicine 

2006;31:363-8.  

29. Sendzik T, Fong GT, Travers MJ, et al. An experimental investigation of 

tobacco smoke pollution in cars. Nicotine & Tobacco Research 2009;11:627-

34.  

30. Sohn H, Lee K. Impact of smoking on in-vehicle fine particle exposure during 

driving. Atmospheric Environment 2010;44:3465-3468. 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VH3-509FNNF-

4/2/36537a9358815f3a9af50c0d5fa37c3f 

31. Health Canada. Canadian Tobacco Use Monitoring Survey (CTUMS) 2006: 

Summary of Annual Results for 2006. Health Canada. Ottawa. 12 December 

http://www.who.int/entity/fctc/guidelines/article_5_3.pdf
http://www.who.int/tobacco/framework/WHO_FCTC_english.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2010/11/11/3063959.htm
http://www.csri.org.nz/documents/CullenCSRIpres.doc
http://ntr.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/ntq124v1.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VH3-509FNNF-4/2/36537a9358815f3a9af50c0d5fa37c3f
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VH3-509FNNF-4/2/36537a9358815f3a9af50c0d5fa37c3f


 8 

2007. Accessed July 26, 2010. http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hc-ps/tobac-

tabac/research-recherche/stat/ctums-esutc_2006-eng.php 

32. Health Sponsorship Council. 2008 HSC Year 10 In-depth Survey Report. 

Health Sponsorship Council. Wellington. July 2009. Accessed July 26, 2010. 

http://www.hsc.org.nz/pdfs/ytm/2008/2008%20Year%2010%20Indepth%20S

urvey%20Executive%20Summary,%20Aims%20and%20Methodology%20pg

%20ii-7.pdf 

33. McDuff I. 2006 HSC Year 10 In-depth Survey. Health Sponsorship Council. 

Wellington. July 2007. Accessed July 26, 2010. 

http://www.hsc.org.nz/publications/NZYTM_2006_Year10_In-

depth_Survey.pdf 

34. Norman G, Ribisl K, Howard-Pitney B, et al. Smoking bans in the home and 

car: Do those who really need them have them? Prev Med 1999;29:581-9.  

35. Singapore Customs. GST Relief and Duty-Free Concessions. Government of 

Singapore. Singapore. 2011. Accessed January 17, 2011. 

http://www.customs.gov.sg/leftNav/trav/all/GST+Relief+and+Duty-

Free+Concessions.htm 

36. Tobacco Journal International. Inbound duty-free tobacco banned in Hong 

Kong. Tobacco Journal International. 2 August 2010. 

http://www.tobaccojournal.com/Inbound_duty-

free_tobacco_banned_in_Hong_Kong.50141.0.html 

37. Chapman S, Freeman B. Regulating the tobacco retail environment: beyond 

reducing sales to minors. Tob Control 2009;18:496-501.  

 

 

 

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hc-ps/tobac-tabac/research-recherche/stat/ctums-esutc_2006-eng.php
http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hc-ps/tobac-tabac/research-recherche/stat/ctums-esutc_2006-eng.php
http://www.hsc.org.nz/pdfs/ytm/2008/2008%20Year%2010%20Indepth%20Survey%20Executive%20Summary,%20Aims%20and%20Methodology%20pg%20ii-7.pdf
http://www.hsc.org.nz/pdfs/ytm/2008/2008%20Year%2010%20Indepth%20Survey%20Executive%20Summary,%20Aims%20and%20Methodology%20pg%20ii-7.pdf
http://www.hsc.org.nz/pdfs/ytm/2008/2008%20Year%2010%20Indepth%20Survey%20Executive%20Summary,%20Aims%20and%20Methodology%20pg%20ii-7.pdf
http://www.hsc.org.nz/publications/NZYTM_2006_Year10_In-depth_Survey.pdf
http://www.hsc.org.nz/publications/NZYTM_2006_Year10_In-depth_Survey.pdf
http://www.customs.gov.sg/leftNav/trav/all/GST+Relief+and+Duty-Free+Concessions.htm
http://www.customs.gov.sg/leftNav/trav/all/GST+Relief+and+Duty-Free+Concessions.htm
http://www.tobaccojournal.com/Inbound_duty-free_tobacco_banned_in_Hong_Kong.50141.0.html
http://www.tobaccojournal.com/Inbound_duty-free_tobacco_banned_in_Hong_Kong.50141.0.html


 9 

Appendix One 

 

Blakely et al. The Maori Affairs Select Committee Inquiry and the road to a 

smokefree Aotearoa. N Z Med J 2010;123(1326):7-17. 
 

(attached) 

 

Appendix Two  
 

Wilson N, Edwards R, Thomson G, Weerasekera D, Gifford H, Hoek J (2010). High 

and increased support by Maori and non-Maori smokers for a ban on point-of-

sale tobacco displays: national survey data. N Z Med J, 123, 84-6. 

 

(attached) 

 


