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SSMlinBton, 3B.C 20515 

October 20,1999 

The Honorable Dennis J. Hastert 
Speaker's Office 
The CapitoU H-232 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Speaker: 

As co-chairs of the Bipartisan Congressional Task Porce on Tobacco, we are 
writing to express our support for an increase in the federal tobaĉ j > tax. We believe that 
increasing the price of tobacco products must be considered as at innpottant public health policy, 
since studies show that price increases will decrease tobacco use. particularly among youth. 

Unfortunately, the debate over whether or not to herease the tobacco tax has 
become mired in budget politics. In the midst of all the partisan ddiiate, we would like to 
reiterate the public health benefits of a tobacco tax increase. Stuiy after study has shown that 
increases in tobacco prices decrease tobacco use among youth, h. fiact, the tobacco companies' 
own internal documents reveal the very real impact of a price iaaxsasc on teenage smoking. A 
1981 Philip Morris internal document reported that "it is clear thzr price has a pronounced effect 
on the smoking prevalence of teenagers." 

Opponents of tobacco tax complain that such a tat hmrts tobacco fanning 
communities, as well as overly burdening poorer individuals. Fist of all, tobacco fanning 
communities have been much more drastically hurt by ihe lact ihar U.S. tobacco companies have, 
with increasing frequency, abandoned U.S. tobacco fanners in few of foreign growers in order 
to improve their bottom line. On the second point, how much g^""- burden is placed on poor 
families when they have to spend sometimes hundreds of dollar ewery month to satisfy their 
nicotine addiction? 

More recently, opponents of a tobacco tax increase inave pointed to the 
detrimental fiscal impact of increasing the federal tax on state reremues and state tobacco 
settlement proceeds. However, the only way an increased federa nax will decrease settlement 
payments is if it prompts a subsequent decline in tobacco use. la. cour view, decreasing tobacco 
use is the goal of an increased tax—and surely not a justificanon fcjr opposing it-

Republicans and Democrats can agree that stoppiig children from smoking is a 
worthwhile effort, and increasing the tobacco tax would acconopEshn that goal. We can argue 
about what to do with the revenues from such a tax, but if it naeaas that fewer kids begin a habit 
that will most likely kill them, it is worth consideration. 
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tobacco tax increasS^ P ui-^ases, because m specific vote was allowed on 

Sincerely, 

ames V. 
Co-Chair 
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KSastunoton, 3B.C 20515 

October 20,1999 

The Honorable Richard A, Gephardt 
Minority Leader 
The Capitol, Room H-204 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Minority Leader Gephardt: 

As co-chairs of the Bipartisan Congressional Tad: Force on Tobacco, we are 
writing to express our support for an increase in the federal tobatcm tax. We believe that 
increasing the price of tobacco products must be considered as aa izmportant public health policy, 
since studies show that price increases will decrease tobacco use. praarticulariy among youth. 

Unfortunately, the debate over whether or not DO herease the tobacco tax has 
become mired in budget politics. In the midst of all the partisan iebate, we would like to 
reiterate the public health benefits of a tobacco tax increase. Study after study has shown that 
increases in tobacco prices decrease tobacco use among yoinh- la feet, the tobacco companies, 

own internal documents reveal the very real impact of a price iumsase on teenage smoking. A 
1981 Philip Morris internal document reported that "it is clear tha rprice has a pronounced effect 
on the smoking prevalence of teenagers." 

Opponents of tobacco tax complain that such a raa. hmrts tobacco farming 
communities,, as well as overly burdening poorer individuals. Fzsc of all, tobacco farming 
communities have been much more drastically hurt by the faar tfcac U.S. tobacco companies have, 
with increasing frequency, abandoned U.S. tobacco fanners in fevajr of foreign growers in order 
to improve their bottom line. On the second point, how much gjsaaer burden is placed on poor 
families when they have to spend sometimes hundreds of dollars ewery month to satisfy their 
nicotine addiction? 

More recently, opponents of a tobacco lax uKreaa* Inave pointed to the 
detrimental fiscal impact of increasing tiie federal tax on state rercnues and state tobacco 
settlement proceeds. However, the only way an increased federet tax will decrease settlement 
payments is if it prompts a subsequent decline in tobacco use. la <nur view, decreasing tobacco 
use is the goal of an increased tax — and surely not a justification fepr opposing it 

Republicans and Democrats can agree that stnpipiag children from smoking is a 
worthwhile effort, and increasing the tobacco tax would accompfisiii that goal. We can argue 
about what to do with the revenues from such a tax, but if it naeaoa that fewer kids begin a habit 
that will most likely kill them, it is worth consideration. 
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We respectfully ask that you keep this in mind in ihe futire.. and not assume that the vote 
yesterday was a referendum on tobacco price increases, because ac specific vote was allowed on 
tobacco tax increases. 

ames V.' 
Co-Chair 

Sincerely, 
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eSjû ingtoiv 20615 

October 20,1999 

The Honorable William J. Clinton 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

As co-chairs of the Bipartisan Congressiona] Task Force on Tobacco, we are 
writing to express our support for an increase in the federal tofoacco tax. We believe that 
increasing the price of tobacco products must be considered as an important public health, policy, 
since studies show that price increases will decrease tobacco use, particularly among youth. 

Unfortunately, the debate over whether or not no increase the tobacco tax has 
become mired in budget politics. In the midst of all tfaepamisam debate, we would like to 
reiterate the public health benefits of a tobacco tax increase. Study after study has shown that 
increases in tobacco prices decrease tobacco use among yotdr^ In fact, the tobacco companies' 
own internal documents reveal the very real impact of a pris imcrease on teenage smoking. A 
1981 Philip Morns internal document repotted that "it is clear that price has a pronounced effect 
on the smoking prevalence of teenagers." 

Opponents of tobacco tax complain that soda a. tax hurts tobacco farming 
communities, as well as overly burdening poorer individuab. First of all, tobacco fanning 
communities have been much more drastically hurt by the fkfi that U.S. tobacco companies have, 
with increasing frequency, abandoned U.S. tobacco fanners im favor of foreign growers in order 
to improve their bottom line. On the second point, how muefc. greater burden is placed on poor 
families when they have to spend sometimes hundreds of dollars every month to satisfy their 
nicotine addiction? 

More recently, opponents of a tobacco tax xiEzease have pointed to the 
detrimental fiscal impact of increasing the federal tax oc stae revenues and state tobacco 
settlement proceeds. However, the only way an increased ferftgral tax will decrease settlement 
payments is if it prompts a subsequent decline in tobacco me. In our view, decreasing tobacco 
use is the goal of an increased tax - and surely not a justxficainDn for opposing it 

Republicans and Democrats can agree that stogiping children from smoking is a 
worthwhile effort, and increasing ihe tobacco tax would accoonplish that goal. We can argue 
about what to do with the revenues from such a tax, but if hnneam that fewer kids begin a habit 
that will most likely kill them, it is worth consideration. 
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tobacco tax increases. increases, because no specific vote was allowed on 

Sincerely, 


