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DATE;.. June 20, 1988
yRON: ~ Wiok Kambas | B
RB: Roger Perron v R.,J. MacDonald Inc.

A news conference was held en the 20th of June, 1988, 1in
conjunction with the commancement of the above-noted agtion.
Speaking 4t the news conferance ware the following individuals:

1, David Stuart, President of the British Columbia Trial Lawye:s
Aasogiation)

2, David Sweenard {phonetic) . gcaff  Legal Counsel for
Non-Saokars' Health Organization of Canadaj

3. Fred Bask (phonetic), chairman 0f the Tobacco and Related
1ilness Committee of the gritish Columbia Medical
Asgoclation; and ‘ : -

4, Ruesell Btanten, counsal for the plaintiff, Roger Perron.

Mr, Bweenard stated that the purpose of this action would be to
guitoh the blame for robacco-related diseases from the victima to
the tobacco industry.

Nr. Sweenaré sees this pazticular case as part of ' an
intesnational tcend for the recovery of damages arising fron
tobacoo=related dlsecasesn.
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Hr. Bweenard atated that the Bejkin ret Qrtho ghgrmgcggg;ggl'g
case (ontacio court ©f Appeal) creates a greater commen ilaw onus
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upon the tobacoe industry to glve specific warning respecting the
consequences of the consumption of tobacco products.

Or. Bask stated that the Plaintifs suffered from Busrger's
Digease, which is a disease usually affecting young males,
Buerger's Difdasd - is dn arterial diseasc in which the hland
vessels in the feet and hands are inflammed, Dr. Bask stated
that such diseasé occurs only in smokers and Lif amoking is not &
naior cause of the disease, then it is ocertainly s majer
aggravating fector. This discase, according to Dr. Bask, has
been known to be smokingerelated gince 1908 when Dr, Buerger
girat completed his vesearch on the subject,

Dr. Bask #aid that the industry has been promoting the
consumption of tobacco products {n tha faca of specific knowledge
respecting health conseguences. pr. Bask stated that it was the
opinion of the Britlsh columbia Medical Associatlon, and {ndeed,
the major reascn for their participation in the news conference,
that all those people who have been indured by smoking have a
right to claim for damages. According to Dr. Bask, it was the
epinien of the British Columbia Medical Assoclation that doctors
in tha Province wers precluded £rom practising preventative
medicine with reapect to the effacts of clgarette snoking bacause
of the promotion of the product by the industry in the face of
the sedical information zespecting ite consequences. Dr. Bask
concluded by saying that nobody advocated the inhaling of the
gern-oausing tuberculosis when the medical profesaion was
attempting to educate the public on the prevention of ¢chat
particular disease.

Mr, Gtanton stated that nis lnvolvemant in this case Dbagan
approxinately a year aqo whet the Plaincifl asked him what his
chandes of succass would be 12 he took on the tobacco industry.
snicially, Mr. Btanton advised the Plaintif? that the chances of
sucoess would be siim given the siee of the industry. We changed
nis mind when he read the Ortho Pharmaceutical's deciaion and
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when he realised that the particular disease affecting this
particular Plaintiff ls one that could, in his opinien, be easily
related to cigarette smoking, Furthermore, Mr. Stanton stated

- that he was encouraged by a number of American lawyers who had
been invelved in cases against the industry in the United States
and who advised him that one &f the major problems was attempting
to tle in the Lillnese affeoting their - olients &0 oclgarette
spoking. ‘ '

Ny, Gveenasd stated that the issue of the duty to warn and the
extent of such duty upon the tobaseo industry would be the
oritical issue in this law suit., Prom his perspective, the Ortho
Pharmaceutical's case is quite clear in establishing that whare
specific effects of a product are known, then the manufacturer
must watn the pubiic of such specific effects and that a ¢oneral
wvarning of a health hazard is clearly insufficient,

Mr. Swesnard went on to say that the major defence used by the
tobados industry in the Unlted States was the argument of
pracemption respecting the regulations impomed by Congress in
tegard to health haxard warnings to be placed by the tobaoco
industry on their product.

gince in Canada there were no lejislative requirsments &0 place
warnings on a product and since the waraing l1abels {n Cansda were
puzely voluntary, then the pre-emption argument will not apply
and the common law standard of a duty to warn would be dealisive.

Nz, Sweenard stated that his organisation will assist in the
prosescution of the case by supplying information, research and
their sxpactise respecting their lnvolvement with the tobasco
industzy.,
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Mr. Sweenard conoluded his remarks by saying that since the
decision in MNew Jersey, a nuaber of lawyers and potential
plaintiffs have appeared regueating information regarding
poasible claims against the tobacoo industry.
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Mr. lt-lnt;n .eéncluaed' by saying that there ware many areas of

_. potential 1iability on the part of the tobacco industry one of
which was the potential liability of the industry in regard %o
clquretto-rolato&-!l:es.

When ilkud’ why his cllient 'd-l.d not stop smoking after having lost
the firet 1limb, - Mr. gcanton stated that his ¢lient was uddio:od

to nicotine and, therefore, could not stop smoking, Mr. Sstanton

vent on to say that there are various studies which indicate tb:;t

nlicotine ls mors addictive than heroina and, tharefore, noz y

can blame his cllent for being unable to quit smoking after

having lost the first limb,
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