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•  HEALTH-‐RELATED	  FOOD	  TAXES	  

	  

•  SUGAR-‐SWEETENED	  BEVERAGES	  (SSB)*	  TAXATION	  
*generally	  designa2ng	  beverages	  containing	  added	  sugars	  

INTRODUCTION	  
	  
	  

N	  Engl	  J	  Med.	  2009.	  Oct	  15;361(16)	  

Am	  J	  Public	  Health.	  2000	  Jun;90(6)	  



Cases	  of	  health-‐related	  taxes	  targe0ng	  	  
non-‐alcoholic	  beverages	  across	  the	  world	  INTRODUCTION	  
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TAXING	  SODA	  FOR	  
PUBLIC	  HEALTH:	  	  
A	  CANADIAN	  
PERSPECTIVE	  

WHY	  -‐	  Ra7onale	  

Adapted	  from	  ChaVerji	  et	  al.,	  2014	  
Mores2n	  et	  al.,	  2011	  

CONCEPTUAL	  FRAMEWORK	  

WHAT	  -‐	  Impact	   HOW	  -‐	  Applicability	  



	  
“Realist”	  type	  of	  literature	  review	  	  

(Pawson,	  2005)	  

•  Importance	  given	  to	  context:	  
What	  works,	  for	  whom,	  in	  what	  
circumstances	  and	  how	  ?	  

	  
•  Requires	  an	  interdisciplinary	  

perspec7ve	  

•  Key	  words-‐based	  
documentary	  search	  and	  
alerts	  by	  PUBMED	  and	  
Google	  Scholar	  (2012	  to	  
2015)	  

•  «	  Snow-‐ball	  »	  research	  un2l	  a	  
sa2sfying	  satura2on	  level	  

Iden2fica2on	  of	  >	  500	  
documents	  analysed	  in	  a	  
thema2c,	  cumula7ve	  and	  
dynamic	  way	  (Lapaige,	  2012)	  

METHODS	  



PROPOSAL	  OF	  A	  MULTIDIMENSIONAL	  PERSPECTIVE	  



 

TAX 
 

SSB 
1 2 3 4 

 
Rationale 

Influence	  

Decision	  

	  
	  
	  
	  

SSB	  
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Posi2ons	  of	  various	  stakeholders	  (ci2zens,	  non-‐for-‐profit	  
organisa2ons,	  experts,	  industries,	  media,	  elected	  representa2ves,	  
public	  bodies,	  etc.)	  as	  regards	  SSB	  taxa2on	  relevancy	  Analy2cal	  dimensions	  

(inter)rela2onships	  

	  
WHY	  ?	  



1	   Preven7ng	  SSB	  overconsump7on,	  a	  legi7mate	  target	  (increased	  risk	  of	  
diseases,	  low	  nutri2ve	  value,	  high	  consump2on	  levels,	  intense	  marke2ng)	  

	  
WHY	  ?	  

Percentage	  of	  daily	  
calories	  derived	  from	  
sweetened	  drinks	  and	  
from	  milk	  and	  fruit	  
juice,	  by	  gender	  and	  
age	  groups	  (2004).	  
	  
Source:	  Garriguet	  (2008).	  Sta(s(cs	  
Canada,	  Catalogue	  no.	  82-‐003-‐XPE.	  Health	  
Reports,	  Vol.	  19,	  no.	  4.	  December	  2008	  
(reproduced	  with	  permission)	  



2	   Taxa7on,	  a	  poten7ally	  interes7ng	  instrument,	  among	  others	  (need	  of	  a	  
mul2-‐faceted	  strategy)	  

3	   Ethical	  concerns	  (e.g.	  related	  to	  consumer’s	  autonomy)	  to	  be	  accounted	  
for	  (coercive	  /	  regulatory	  measures	  vs.	  educa2ve	  /	  informa2ve	  
measures)	  

4	   Importance	  to	  define	  precisely	  the	  taxa7on	  logic	  (fiscal	  and/or	  
behavioural	  and/or	  signal)	  

	  
WHY	  ?	  
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(inter)rela2onships	  

	  
WHAT	  ?	  



	  
WHAT	  ?	  

5	   Probable	  price	  increase	  in	  a	  short	  /	  medium	  term	  (evidence	  from	  empiric	  
data	  /	  natural	  experiments	  out	  of	  Canada)	  –	  difficult	  to	  disentangle	  
precisely	  tax	  effects	  

6	   Probable	  modest	  decrease	  in	  consump7on	  on	  a	  short	  /	  medium	  term,	  if	  
the	  tax	  rate	  is	  significant	  (10	  to	  20%)	  (evidence	  from	  empiric	  data	  /	  
natural	  experiments	  and	  simula2on	  studies	  out	  of	  Canada)	  	  

7	   Impact	  on	  weight	  and	  health	  uncertain:	  weak	  “signal	  to	  noise”	  ra2o	  and	  
numerous	  uncertain2es	  (e.g.	  subs2tu2on	  phenomena)	  

8	   Regressive	  tax	  :	  moderate	  inequity	  concerns;	  could	  be	  mi7gated	  by	  
earmarking	  tax	  revenues	  for	  health	  promo2on	  



9	  

“Signal	  effects”	  towards	  consumers	  and	  industries	  difficult	  to	  
an7cipate	  :	  	  conceivable	  but	  liVle	  documented	  	  	  

10	  

11	  

Undesirable	  effects	  on	  employment	  /	  compe77veness	  difficult	  to	  
an7cipate	  (probably	  limited	  if	  the	  tax	  scope	  is	  narrow)	  

Raising	  fiscal	  revenues	  is	  a	  realist	  objec7ve	  –	  importance	  to	  earmark	  
revenues	  for	  health	  promo7on	  and/or	  reduc2on	  of	  social	  inequali7es	  in	  
health	  
	  

	  
WHAT	  ?	  
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12	   Excise	  taxa7on	  legally	  conceivable	  at	  federal	  level,	  but	  not	  at	  	  	  
provincial	  level	  (where	  special	  taxes	  may	  be	  feasible)	  

	  
HOW	  ?	  

13	   Mixed	  acceptability	  in	  the	  public	  and	  among	  stakeholders	  (earmarking	  
tax	  revenues	  for	  health	  promo2on	  may	  favour	  acceptability)	  	  

14	   Evalua7on	  of	  “soda	  taxes”	  is	  essen7al	  



	  
•  Document	  why	  and	  under	  which	  

condi7ons	  a	  «	  soda	  tax	  »	  could	  be	  
relevant	  in	  Canada	  as	  part	  of	  a	  
pornolio	  of	  nutri2on-‐enhancing	  
policies	  

	  
•  A	  star7ng	  point	  for	  further	  

discussions,	  consulta2ons,	  
contextualiza2on	  and	  delibera2on	  

	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

CONCLUSION	  

hVp://iucpq.qc.ca/fr/taxing-‐soda-‐for-‐public-‐health	  	  
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