
SHOULD TOBACCO COMPANIES BE TO BLAME

â€œAffirmative defensesâ€• to blame tobacco industry's victims. advocates' education campaigns), and, thus, tobacco
companies should not be liable,75 In other.

Should the tobacco companies not seek to have their co-conspirator, the Government, joined as a co-defendant
in each case? Jackman, Another columnist offered a measured legal analysis of the case: In years to come,
advocates in higher courts will argue Justice Eames's consequence for breaking the rules was discipline too
strictly administered. Freedom of choice is now a powerful appeal as a countertrend to the new willingness of
the public to consider measures of repression. One need not dismiss the ultimate significance of individual
choice, for instance, to agree with the following three points: Companies such as Philip Morris selling
cigarettes instead of going into another line of work makes people more likely to smoke. The defendants --
Imperial Tobacco Canada Ltd. There is law, but it is not implemented in most of the times. The complaint
alleges that the tobacco industry has manipulated the nicotine content of its products in an attempt to keep
people smoking and make their product more addictive, while at the same time publicly denying any
knowledge that nicotine is addictive [17]. NA, not available. Daynard are with Northeastern University School
of Law. We found that when freedom of choice is used in the context of tobacco litigation, the industry means
that those who choose to smoke are solely to blame for their injuries. It will also discuss the law regulating in
Bangladesh and other nations. The government should use its power to regulate the tobacco industry. Despite
her repeated attempts to quit, she said she hasn't succeeded. None of the people described above belong in jail
or an asylum but we shouldn't deny the plain fact that it would be beneficial if they stopped doing what they're
doing, regardless of who deserves what portion of the final blame for all those smoking-related health
problems. This usage ignores and obscures the role of addiction, pervasive marketing, and industry
disinformation campaigns, which undercut free choice. Cheyne conducted media content analysis and
contributed to the writing. Despite of this ordinance, bidi is manufactured in our country and are widely
available in the footpaths, ex- Akij bidi, etc. Despite of knowing the hazards of smoking, people get addicted
towards cigarettes; and the tobacco companies are to be blamed for this addiction. Responses: December 11, I
fail to see how anyone could disagree with the tenor of this article. Whatever happened to people taking
responsibility for their own actions? Gottlieb edited the article. A trial date hasn't been set in that case and
others filed elsewhere in Canada are nowhere near trial. Within this frame, the smoker is represented as
battling an addiction. One other civil case that has been certified stems from a filing in British Columbia,
involving light and mild cigarettes. Nicotine is a highly addictive substance, and quitting it is a struggle for
most smokers. It's about time something is done! I just knew it was because all the action heroes in the moves
smoked. Outrage at perceptions of lack of personal responsibility may be more likely to elicit letter writing,
whereas outrage at the tobacco industry may be more difficult for the public to muster in an era when
unethical corporate behavior has been examined so closely Barry, ; White,  Others will claim it was an entirely
appropriate sanction, a timely reminder that rules should be respected. The very nature of addiction means that
people don't have control of their actions. Our reason for confining our analysis to this time period was that
our 2 previous studies had already shown that, before , such rhetoric was not generally used by any of the
concerned parties, including the tobacco industry, the public, legislators, or regulators, but that it had become
fully developed by the end of the second wave of litigation in  Moreover, the penalty of breaking this law is
too less. Separately, using the Legacy Library, we searched for and analyzed media clips that industry
employees had retained in their files that quoted their members and asserted personal responsibility
arguments. In Mississippi became the first state to sue tobacco companies to regain health care costs
associated with smoking [10]. In addition, it may be the case that the victim-blaming invective lends itself
better to articulation in the shorter news pieces, which typically comprise letters to the editor, while concern
about tobacco industry behavior may be a more complex issue to convey in such a succinct fashion. The
tendency for smokers to grossly underestimate health effects of smoking relative to other risk behaviors, to
find it difficult to personalize the risk Hanson and Kysar, and to discount the addictiveness of smoking, means
that the public education task is extremely complex. Once people get addicted, it becomes difficult to quit.
Tobacco companies use superficial and convincing marketing strategies to promote their product. Aron, N.
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This essay will discuss about why the tobacco companies should be held responsible for smoking related
illness or death.


