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UTILITY OF INDUSTRY PLEDGES TO LIMIT HARMS OF ALCOHOL

Knai and colleagues’ response to comments of the
Portman Group in hews story about their research on
the “responsibility deal” on alcohol

Cécile Knai senior lecturer in public health policy, Mark Petticrew professor of public health evaluation,
Nichola?7 I}/(I;;%sw professor of health policy, Mary Alison Durand lecturer, Elizabeth Eastmure honorary
researc

Policy Innovation Research Unit, Faculty of Public Health and Policy, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, London WC1E 7HT, UK

Some statements from the Portman Group about our evaluation
of the “responsibility deal” on alcohol are seriously misleading.'

The statement about our “track record of campaigning against
voluntary agreements” is inaccurate. One of our first studies set
out to understand the characteristics of effective voluntary
agreements,” which should be based on clearly defined, evidence
based, and quantifiable targets; should push partners to go
beyond “business as usual”’; and should include penalties for
not delivering the pledges. Our new findings show that the
responsibility deal’s pledges do not meet these criteria.’ *

The Portman Group also accuses us of ignoring “official
government data showing the achievements of the responsibility
deal.” We thoroughly and systematically examined available
data provided by partners themselves about their activities, as
well as evidence that any of these activities could have a positive
impact on public health. Our conclusions were that any impact
was likely to be limited, and that organisations had generally
signed up to things they were already doing. Our findings
regarding the one billion unit pledge support the Sheffield
analysis.’

The Portman Group also claims that our analyses of the activities
of the Alcohol Network “undermine the vital work done to
improve public health.” We fail to see how an analysis of
whether the responsibility deal alcohol pledges will improve
public health can undermine efforts to improve public health.

Finally, because alcohol related harms continue to be a major
and costly public health problem in England, we restate our
conclusions that effective interventions must be at the forefront
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of any meaningful action and need to go beyond business as
usual. The Public Health Responsibility Deal should be first
and foremost about improving public health.
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Full response at: www.bmj.com/content/350/bmj.h1671/rr-0.

1 Hawkes N. Industry’s pledges to limit harms of alcohol are unlikely to work, research finds.
BMJ 2015;350:h1671. (26 March.)

2 Bryden A, Petticrew M, Mays N, et al. Voluntary agreements between government and
business—a scoping review of the literature with specific reference to the Public Health
Responsibility Deal. Health Policy 2013;110:186-97.

3 Knai C, Petticrew M, Durand MA, et al. The Public Health Responsibility deal: has a
public-private partnership brought about action on alcohol reduction? Addiction 2015;
published online 26 Mar; doi:10.1111/add.12892.

4 Knai C, Petticrew M, Durand MA, et al. Are the Public Health Responsibility Deal alcohol
pledges likely to improve public health? An evidence synthesis. Addiction 2015; published
online 26 Mar; doi:10.1111/add.12855.

5 Holmes J, Angus C, Meier PS. UK alcohol industry’s “billion units pledge”: interim
evaluation flawed. BMJ 2015;350:h1301. (24 March.)

Cite this as: BMJ 2015;350:h2063
© BMJ Publishing Group Ltd 2015

For personal use only: See rights and reprints http://www.bmj.com/permissions

Subscribe: http://www.bmj.com/subscribe



http://www.bmj.com/content/350/bmj.h1671/rr-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/add.12892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/add.12855
http://www.bmj.com/permissions
http://www.bmj.com/subscribe
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1136/bmj.h2063&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2015-04-21

