Proposed Amendment Relating
to Placement of Label Warning

Page 4, line 15, to add:
"In the case of any cigarette package having
more than cne side, such statement shall be
placed on the two widest sides of such
package."
I arise to oppose this amendment because it is
demonstrably uﬁnecessary . . . destructive and costly . .
and in its application to many types of packages will be
immeasurably confusing.
The Caution statement in the existing law .
however it may be modified . . . is plainly and conspicuocusly
'stated. Mofeover, it is completely standardized for all
types of cigarette packages . . . and familiar to all smokers.
The type size and the standard placement was carefully
worked out . . . and it has never been challenged by those
who have béen charged with the enforcement of this law.
The American public has obtained a complete awareness
of this Caution statement from its repetition on literally
millions of packages over the past four years. Repeated

surveys have shown complete public awareness of it as presently

placed.
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