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Review of the ITIC’s ASEAN Excise Tax Reform: A Resource Manual 

The International Trade and Investment Center (ITIC) launched its ASEAN Excise Tax Re-
form: A Resource Manual1 (hereafter “the Manual”) during the 12th annual Asia-Pacific Tax 
Forum, organized by ITIC and held on 5-7 May 2015 in New Delhi, India. According to ITIC, 
the Forum was attended by representatives of Australia, Bhutan, Cambodia, Chinese Taipei, 
France, India, Indonesia, Hong Kong, Lao PDR, Myanmar, the Netherlands, Pakistan, the 
Philippines, Singapore, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Thailand, the United Arab Emirates, the 
United Kingdom, the United States, and Vietnam.

Following the launch, the ITIC has continued to disseminate the Manual widely within the 
ASEAN region. For example, on 22 September ITIC’s President Daniel Witt and Senior 
Advisor Wayne Barford launched the Indonesian version of the Manual at the IPMI 
International Business School in Jakarta, in an event attended by representatives from the 
Ministry of Finance, the President’s Office, and the Parliamentary Budget and Economics 
Committee.2 This was closely followed by a release of the Manual in the Philippines on 
28-29 September 2015, where the ITIC President and the ITIC Senior Advisor held a series 
of meetings to present the Manual to key stakeholders including members of the Parliament 
(e.g. Rep. Romero Quimbo, the Chair of the House Ways and Means Committee; 
Sen. Sonny Angara, the Chair of the Senate Ways and Means Committee), the academic 
community (the School of Economics at the University of the Philippines), and business 
representatives (the Philippine Chamber of Commerce and Industry). Copies of the Manual 
were also presented to Senate President Frank Drilon and other senators.3  

Given that this heavily promoted and widely 
distributed Manual contains a section on tobacco  
products, the Southeast Asia Tobacco Control
Alliance (SEATCA) commissioned an academic 
review of the Manual to understand how its 
recommendations overlap with or differ from the 
governments’ legal obligations under the World 
Health organization (WHO) Framework 
Convention on Tobacco Control (FCTC), and 
particularly the Guidelines for implementation of Article 6 of the WHO FCTC (price and tax 
measures to reduce the demand for tobacco),4 which were unanimously adopted by the 
Conference of the Parties to the WHO FCTC in 2014. Therefore, this review focuses only on 
tobacco taxation and does not consider recommendations with respect to taxing other 
products included in the Manual and their implication for public health or the overall 
economy. 

 This review focuses only on 
tobacco taxation and does not 

consider recommendations with 
respect to taxing other products 
included in the Manual and their 
implication for public health or 

the overall economy.
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Comments on the general section (Chapter 1) of the Manual

The Manual focuses on a fairly narrow area of tax policy, excise taxation. Since excise tax 
policy cannot work in isolation from overall tax policy, 
the Manual cannot be used for a comprehensive 
evaluation of any tax system. Instead, this 
document comes across as a tool for promoting 
special interests rather than a tool designed to help 
governments. 

On the surface, the Manual and the WHO FCTC Article 6 Guidelines (hereafter “the 
Guidelines”) seem to be aligned on several issues. However, the main principles/views that 
the Manual promotes often contradict its analysis and its recommendations.

The Manual’s premise is that the ASEAN excise tax policy should facilitate the improvement 
of the investment environment within the ASEAN Economic Community (AEC). Such an 
environment would certainly involve a healthy labor force. If the governments were to follow 
the Manual’s advice, the attractiveness of investment in the region would be jeopardized by 
high rates of tobacco use. 

Both the Manual and the Guidelines acknowledge that governments have a sovereign right 
to determine and establish their taxation policies. Most economists would also agree with 
the Manual’s premise that excise tax policies should help facilitate efficient allocation of 
resources. For this to occur, the excise tax policy should correct for externalities associated 
with tobacco use. Following the Manual’s recommendations with respect to tobacco products 
will guarantee exactly the opposite – inefficient allocation of resources due to the failure to 
correct for externalities associated with smoking.

The issue of tax harmonization is one of the 
main topics of the Manual, which deals with it 
rather schizophrenically. On one hand, 
the Manual stresses several times that the 
creation of the AEC does not mean that 
countries should move in the direction of tax 
harmonization across ASEAN and that there is 
no need to align the excise tax levels. On the 

other hand, the Manual’s analysis and examples support tax harmonization. For example, 
p. 64 of the Manual states that tax and price differences across countries motivate illicit 
tobacco trade, which undermines the governments’ revenue collection. 

The Manual’s opposition to tax harmonization is surprising given the success of such an 
approach in the European Union (EU). The tax increases (labeled as “tax shocks” by the 
Manual) in the Eastern part of the EU after adopting the harmonized EU tobacco tax 
directives did not destabilize the markets nor government revenues, but instead helped the 

This document comes 
across as a tool for 

promoting special interests 
rather than a tool designed 

to help governments. 

Tax harmonization helped the 
new and the less developed 

EU member states to adopt a 
pro-health tobacco tax policy 
that controlled smoking rates 

while generating much needed 
tax revenue. 
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new and the less developed EU member states to adopt a pro-health tobacco tax policy5 that 
controlled smoking rates while generating much needed tax revenue.6  
The Manual calls for a balanced tax policy that avoids 
sudden, sharp increases in excise tax rates, as these 
allegedly could trigger the emergence and rapid growth 
of illicit trade. This recommendation ignores the fact that 
many tobacco tax policies, which successfully increase
revenues while reducing consumption, involve precisely 
these types of sharp tax increases,7,8and that in many 
cases these tax increases have no impact on the size 
of illicit trade.8 A tobacco tax “road map” that the Manual 
promotes is one of the well-known tobacco industry strategies that allows the industry to lock 
in pro-industry tax rates and tax systems while keeping the demand for tobacco products 
high.9

Many tobacco tax 
policies, which 

successfully increase 
revenues while 

reducing consumption, 
involve sharp tax 

increases, which have 
no impact on the size 

of the illicit trade. 
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Comments on Chapter 4 of the Manual that deals with tobacco 
products

The Manual ignores countries’ commitments to WHO FCTC Article 6 
Guidelines.
Chapter 4 of the Manual provides recommendations on tobacco excise taxation but ignores 
the fact that 180 States Parties (including all but one ASEAN countries, Indonesia) are 
obligated to implement WHO FCTC Article 6 (price and tax measures to reduce the demand 
for tobacco) as clarified in the Article 6 Guidelines. 

The Manual and the Article 6 Guidelines agree only on few issues.
There are only few issues on which the Guidelines and the Manual are in an agreement 
when it comes to taxing tobacco. They both favor specific over ad valorem tax and promote 
single tier over multi-tier tax structures. They both view the ad valorem system as particularly 
problematic when prices other then the retail sales price are used as a tax base. 

Both documents shy away from using the tax share in price (or tax burden as a percentage 
of price) as an appropriate way to assess the tax burden, the excise tax yield, the impact of 
tax on retail price and/or the affordability of cigarettes.

The Manual presents the issue of affordability as a static concept, but bases its 
recommendations on a dynamic concept, for which it has no support. 
Where the Manual differs from the Guidelines is on the issue of affordability. First, the 
Manual presents affordability as a static concept, calculating affordability at one point in time. 
The Guidelines use affordability as a dynamic concept in which the trend in affordability and 
tobacco taxes in a country is evaluated over time. Research clearly demonstrates that it is 
the change in price/affordability that changes behavior, including smoking.10

Indonesia serves as an example of a country with the highest taxes in terms of 
affordability. This, according to the Manual, drives illicit trade. Yet another ITIC 
documents claims that Indonesia has the lowest penetration of illicit tobacco 
products. 
Despite the fact that the Manual presents affordability as a static concept, it uses a dynamic 
concept of affordability when it claims that substantial tax increases in low income member 
states would make cigarettes unaffordable and therefore encourage a sharp increase in illicit 
trade. Since the Manual presents only static data at one point in time, it does not provide 
any evidence supporting this claim. Interestingly, the Manual’s data show that excise taxes 
in terms of affordability measured by the relative income price are highest in Indonesia, yet 
according to another ITIC report11 Indonesia has the lowest penetration of the illicit cigarettes 
among all ASEAN countries in 2013.

Brunei is left out from the key analysis.
The Manual reports that Brunei has the highest penetration of illicit trade and claims that 
unaffordability of cigarettes drives illicit trade, yet Brunei has been left out of all affordabilility 
analysis in the Manual. 
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The warning against substantial tobacco tax increases is not warranted given 
experience in the ASEAN region.
The Manual cautions that if tax rates rise too far (without defining what “too far” means), 
there will be a large drop in duty-paid consumption due to consumers’ switching to 
lower-taxed or illicit products, which will cause tax revenues to decline. There are numerous 
examples in the ASEAN region that demonstrate that even substantial increases of excise 
taxes such as the recent increase in the Philippines led to much higher than anticipated tax 
revenue.12 Similar experiences have been recorded in Thailand and Singapore, for example. 
The Manual uses Singapore to demonstrate the application of the Laffer curve theory, which 
is intended to help with setting up optimal tax from the revenue perspective. However, the 
case study misses the point, because the decline in tax revenue was not due to “excessive” 
taxation, but due to an increase in illicit cigarettes on the Singaporean market. 13The theory 
of the Laffer curve does not address the issue of illicit trade. Once Singapore implemented 
appropriate enforcement measures, the illicit market diminished,14 and tax revenue began to 
increase again. Thus, Singapore cannot be used as an example of a country that reached 
the top of the Laffer curve. On the contrary, Singapore serves as an example of how to 
respond to the illicit cigarette market – by enforcement and other measures reducing illicit 
trade, as outlined in the WHO FCTC Protocol to Eliminate Illicit Trade in Tobacco Products,15 
and not by reducing tobacco taxes. Singapore increased its cigarette excise tax again in 
February 2014, a fact that the Manual omits because it would not fit its story about “how a 
government learned not to increase taxes any more”.

The affordability of cigarettes is driven not only by tobacco taxes, but also by the 
industry prices.
The Manual asserts that “the countries in ASEAN with relatively low tax rates are often those 
which have the least affordable cigarettes”, but forgets to mention that affordability depends 
not only on taxes, but also on the prices set by the industry. For example, according to the 
Manual cigarettes are least affordable in Myanmar, but the affordability of the excise taxes 
on these cigarettes are only in the middle of the ASEAN distribution, making these taxes the 
6th most affordable in the region. This means that it is not the tax, but the industry price/
profit that makes cigarettes in Myanmar unaffordable. 

A tobacco tax roadmap developed in collaboration with the tobacco industry is a 
dangerous proposition for both tax revenue and public health.
On the surface, the Manual and the Guidelines seem to have a similar view on the 
development of a plan for tobacco tax increases over time. The fundamental difference 
between the Manual and the Guidelines is the goal of these plans. The Manual focuses on 
tax revenue and market stability for the industry (i.e. a focus on the industry’s profit), while 
the Guidelines’ goal is to reduce affordability of tobacco products over time in order to lower 
their consumption while also achieving tax revenue targets (i.e. a focus on public benefit). 

Research has established that higher tobacco taxes will lead to higher tobacco tax revenue, 
and even more so if the tax increase is a surprise to the industry, because it does not allow 
the industry to develop ways to avoid/evade taxes.9  
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The “road map” section of the Manual also points to another of its inconsistencies:  the 
Manual praises the Philippines for its medium-term tax reform plan, but in another section, 
the Philippines is criticized for a significant tax increase that according to the Manual 
resulted in a sharp increase in illicit trade. 

The Manual showcases the 2007 Indonesian Ministry of Industry’s Roadmap of the 
Tobacco Industry16 as an important policy document shaping the government’s excise tax 
policy. Public health professionals condemned this pro-tobacco industry roadmap for 
failing to take the government’s health objectives into account while also inflating the 
tobacco industry contribution to employment in the country.17 Despite that, the Manual 
applauds the roadmap and fails to mention the inability of the Indonesian government to 
reduce its multiple tax tiers, a measure that is recommended by both the Manual and the 
Article 6 Guidelines. 

The updated tobacco tax roadmap published in August 2015 by the Indonesian Ministry 
of Industry18 deviates from the 2007 plan by doubling cigarette production targets from the 
original annual production of 260 billion sticks during the period 2015-2025 to 524 billion 
sticks planned for 2020. This is in sharp contrast to the previously announced priorities of 
the Indonesian government that were supposed to be dominated by health objectives in the 
period 2015-2020.

The Manual’s very strong opposition to tobacco tax earmarking is in sharp contrast 
with the Article 6 Guidelines recommendations.  
The Manual devotes a special section to opposing tobacco tax earmarking, paraphrasing 
arguments of the ITIC/Oxford Economics 2013 paper.19 The Manual’s position on 
tobacco tax earmarking stands in sharp contrast to the Article 6 Guidelines agreed upon by 
180 States Parties to the WHO FCTC. The Guidelines recommend that Parties 
consider, in accordance with national law, dedicating revenues to tobacco-control programs 
such as those covering awareness raising, health promotion and disease prevention, 
cessation services, economically viable alternative activities, and financing of appropriate 
structures for tobacco control.

The Manual falsely claims that the industry’s system supposedly designed to deal 
with illicit trade is compliant with the WHO FCTC Protocol to Eliminate Illicit Trade in 
Tobacco Products.
The Manual falsely claims that the tobacco industry system, Codentify, complies with the 
WHO FCTC Protocol to Eliminate Illicit Trade in Tobacco Products. A study commissioned 
by the WHO FCTC Secretariat points out that Codentify does not meet all the Protocol 
requirements, particularly the requirement that the tracking and tracing systems be 
controlled by the Parties to the Protocol.15
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Can the quality of the advice in the Manual be trusted?

In its analysis of tobacco taxation, the Manual relies on data from the tobacco industry that 
clearly has a vested interest in keeping tobacco taxes low. Its estimates of illicit trade and the 
associated revenue losses are based on another ITIC report that has been discredited by 
an academic review due to its methodological weakness, the use of unreliable data, biased 
conclusions, and abundance of mistakes and errors.20 

 Judging by the quality of other ITIC reports in 
collaboration with the Oxford Economics,20,21 and their  support 
of the tobacco industry vested interests,22 governments should 
be wary of the recommendations in this Manual. 

Discussion 

The Manual runs contrary to 
international best practices on tobacco 
taxation outlined in the WHO FCTC 
Article 6 Guidelines.  

The major weakness is the section on 
affordability of tobacco products that 
employs a static view of affordability to 

obscure the fact that cigarettes have become more affordable in many ASEAN countries.23

SEATCA recognizes the importance of excise tax to government budgets and view excise 
tax as a tool to achieve economic and social objectives. Where SEATCA and the Manual 
differ is in the way to achieve these objectives. SEATCA believes that better health of the 
population as result of higher excise taxes on tobacco (and alcohol) will lead to better labor 
productivity, speedier economic development and to more happiness/less suffering in the 
region. The healthier and happier population of the region will have the energy to drive the 
economic performance of the AEC. Currently tobacco is responsible for more than 500,000 
deaths annually in the ASEAN region.24 Tobacco related deaths result in loss of productivity 
and countries have yet to put a price tag on this loss.

The Article 6 Guidelines of the WHO FCTC on tobacco taxation clearly state that tax policies 
are covered the general obligation set out in WHO FCTC Article 5.3.i The ITIC is an 
organization funded and steered by the tobacco industry. Indeed four of the major trans-
national tobacco companies (PMI, BAT, JTI, and ITG) are listed as sponsors and three of 
them are listed as represented on the Board of Directors of ITIC. ITIC has a long history of 
activities on behalf of the tobacco industry.23 While ITIC underplays its association with the 
tobacco industry by stating it is being “supported by more than 100 corporate sponsors”, the 
Manual uses estimates of tobacco illicit trade, which have been generated thanks to funding 
from Philip Morris International.  

Governments should 
be wary of the 

recommendations 
in this manual.

The major weakness is the section on 
affordability of tobacco products that 

employs a static view of affordability to 
obscure the fact that cigarettes have 

become more affordable in many 
ASEAN countries.
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Recommendations

1. Governments should familiarize themselves with and follow their obligations under the 
WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control (FCTC), and particularly Article 6 and 
Article 5.3 Guidelines of the WHO FCTC. 

2. Governments should be wary of the recommendations in this ITIC’s Excise Tax Reform 
Manual. 

3. Governments should establish coherent long-term policies on their tobacco taxation 
structure and monitor on a regular basis including targets for their tax rates, in order to 
achieve their public health and fiscal objectives within a certain period of time. 

4. Tax rates should be monitored, increased, or adjusted on a regular basis, potentially an-
nually, taking into account inflation and income growth developments in order to reduce 
consumption of tobacco products. 

5. WHO urges all countries to follow a non-engagement policy with ITIC.25

i WHO FCTC Article 5.3: “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.”

References

1 International Tax and Investment Center (ITIC). (2015). ASEAN Excise Tax Reform: A Resource Manual. Asia 
Pacific Tax Forum, Indonesia. Available at 
http://iticnet.org/images/ASEANExciseTaxReformManual.pdf

2 ITIC launches Indonesian edition of ASEAN Tax Excise Manual, 22 September 2015. Available at http://www.
iticnet.org/news-item/itic-launches-indonesian-edition-of-asean-excise-tax-manual 

3 ITIC Meets with Philippines Officials, 30 September 2015. 
Available at http://www.iticnet.org/news-item/itic-meets-with-philippines-officials

4 World Health Organization Framework Convention on Tobacco Control. (October 2014). Guidelines for Implemen-
tation of Article 6 of the WHO FCTC: Price and Tax Measures to Reduce the Demand for Tobacco, adopted by the 
Conference of the Parties at its sixth session (decision FCTC/COP6(5). 
Available at http://who.int/fctc/treaty_instruments/Guidelines_Article_6_English.pdf

5 Evan Blecher, Hana Ross, and Michal Stoklosa. (2012). Lessons Learned from Cigarette Tax Harmonization in 
the European Union. Tob Control 2013; doi: 10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2012-050728. 

6 Evan Blecher, Hana Ross, and Maria E. Leon. (2012). Cigarette Affordability in Europe. Tob Control 2013; doi: 
10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2012-050575. Available at 
http://tobaccocontrol.bmj.com/cgi/content/abstract/22/4/e6?etoc

7 Campaign for Tobacco Free Kids. (2015). Comprehensive Tobacco Prevention and Cessation Programs Effec-
tively Reduce Tobacco Use. Available at 
https://www.tobaccofreekids.org/research/factsheets/pdf/0045.pdf; accessed 10/2/15



8 Campaign for Tobacco Free Kids. Resources: Taxation and Price. Tobacco Tax Success Stories. Available at 
http://global.tobaccofreekids.org/en/resources/by_issue/taxation_price/

9 Ross H. and Tesche J. (2015). Undermining Government Tax Policies: Common Strategies Employed by the To-
bacco Industry in Response to Increases in Tobacco Taxes. Prepared for the Economics of Tobacco Control Pro-
ject, School of Economics, University of Cape Town and Tobacconomics, Health Policy Center, Institute for Health 
Research and Policy, University of Illinois at Chicago. Available at http://tobaccoecon.org/publications/reports/

10 International Agency for Research on Cancer. (2011). IARC Handbooks of Cancer Prevention-Tobacco, vol. 14, 
Effectiveness of Tax and Price Policies for Tobacco Control, Lyon, France. Available at 
http://www.iarc.fr/en/publications/pdfs-online/prev/handbook14/handbook14.pdf

11 International Tax and Investment Center and Oxford Economics. (September 2014). 
Asia-14 Illicit Tobacco Indicator 2013. Available athttp://www.pmi.com/eng/tobacco_regulation/illicit_trade/Docu-
ments/Asia-14%20Illicit%20Tobacco%20Indicator%202013.pdf

12 Regalado C. (22 December 2015). Sin Tax Collection Exceeds Gov’t Target. Rappler. Available at 
http://www.rappler.com/business/46332-sin-tax-collection-exceeds-government-target

13 Singapore Customs. Annual Report 2003/2004; 2005/2006. 

14 Singapore Customs. Newsletter, Issue 22, January / February 2013.

15 World Health Organization. (2014). Secretariat Study of the Basic Requirements of the Racking and Tracing 
Regime to be Established in accordance with Article 8 of the Protocol to Eliminate Illicit Trade in Tobacco Products. 
WHO White Paper, 2014.

16 Ministry of Industry. (2007). Roadmap Industri Hasil Tembakau (IHT), Kesepakatan Hasil Tembakau. Directorate 
General of Agriculture and Chemical Industries, Department of Industry, Jakarta, Republic of Indonesia.

17 Hurt RD, Ebbert JO, Achadi A, Croghan IT. (2012). Roadmap to a Tobacco Epidemic: Transnational Tobacco 
Companies Invade Indonesia. Tob Control. 2012 May; 21(3):306-12. doi: 10.1136/tc.2010.036814. Epub 2011 Aug 
18. 

18 Ministry of Industry. (2015). Decree No 63/M-IND/PER/8/2015. Ministry of Industry, Republic of Indonesia.

19 International Tax and Investment Center. (2013). Are Earmarked Taxes on Alcohol and Tobacco A Good Idea? 
Evidence from Asia. International Tax and Investment Center (ITIC), Washington, DC.

20 Hana Ross. (20 May 2015). Failed: A Critique of the ITIC/OE Asia-14 Illicit Tobacco Indicator 2013. Bangkok, 
Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance (SEATCA). Available at 
http://seatca.org/dmdocuments/Asia%2014%20Critique_Final_20May2015.pdf

21 Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance. (June 2014). Asia-11 Illicit Tobacco Indicator 2012: More Myth than 
Fact. Bangkok, Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance (SEATCA). Available at 
http://seatca.org/dmdocuments/ITIC%20report_More%20Myth%20than%20Fact_2%20July%202014.pdf

22 TobaccoTactics. International Tax and Investment Center. Available at 
http://www.tobaccotactics.org/index.php/International_Tax_and_Investment_Center

23 Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance. (May 2014). Tobacco Taxes and Prices in ASEAN: An Overview, 
Southeast Asia Initiative on Tobacco Tax (SITT), Bangkok, Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance (SEATCA). 
Available at 
http://seatca.org/dmdocuments/ASEAN%20Tobacco%20TaxPrice_Summary_May14%20Final.pdf

24 Yen Lian, T and Dorotheo, U. (September 2014). The ASEAN Tobacco Control Atlas, Chap 2, Second Edition, 
Bangkok, Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance (SEATCA). Available at
http://seatca.org/dmdocuments/2nd%20Edition_The%20ASEAN%20Tobacco%20Control%20Atlas_Final%20Ver-
sion.pdf

25 Jamie Doward. (16 May 2015). Former UK Tax Chief under Fire for Joining Smoking Lobbyists. The Guardian. 
Available at 
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/may/16/uk-tax-chief-smoking-health-dave-hartnett-tobacco-hmrc

10



Southeast Asia Tobacco Control Alliance
Thakolsuk Place, Room 2B, 115 Thoddamri Road,
Dusit, Bangkok 10300, Thailand

Tel: +66 2 241 0082

info@seatca.org

www.seatca.org

/SEATCA

/SEATCA_Org

/SEATCA


