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	5180077- XXII Develop Claims Qual Phase 3
	5180077 4-9 500pm rob Boston
	(00:00-00:28) Introductions… I want to confirm that you signed the informed consent form and that you are a willing participant in today’s interview.
	(00:42-01:08) Interviewer presents word lists. Read these words out loud starting with the first list.
	(03:16-05:38) Interviewer explains interview policies and purpose, then reads description of traditional cigarettes. Are you familiar with cigarettes?
	(05:40-06:00) Interviewer reads description of e-cigarettes. Are you familiar with e-cigarettes?
	(06:03-06:19) Interviewer reads description of moist snuff. Are you familiar with moist snuff?
	(06:22-06:41) Interviewer reads description of nicotine replacement therapy products. Are you familiar with these product types?
	(06:44-08:25) Interviewer asks respondent to rate products for likelihood of exposure to harmful and potentially harmful compounds. How would you rate traditional cigarettes on a scale of one to four?
	(08:38) How would you rate moist snuff?
	(08:57) How would you rate e-cigarettes?
	(09:10) How would you rate nicotine replacement therapy?
	(09:20) How would you rate quitting smoking altogether?
	(09:36) What came to mind when I mentioned harmful or potentially harmful compounds?
	(10:26-10:52) Interviewer asks respondent to rate products for risk of developing smoking or tobacco-related diseases. How would you rate traditional cigarettes on a scale of one to four?
	(11:00) How would you rate moist snuff?
	(11:12) Was the list of diseases new information to you?
	(11:23) How would you rate e-cigarettes?
	(11:34) How would you rate nicotine replacement therapy?
	(11:42) How would you rate quitting smoking altogether?
	(11:54-12:11) Interviewer asks respondent to rate his intent to use products on a regular, ongoing basis. On a scale of one to six, how would you rate traditional cigarettes?
	(12:20) How would you rate snuff?
	(12:25) How would you rate e-cigarettes?
	(12:28) How would you rate nicotine replacement?
	(12:40-13:26) Interviewer presents description of Pare. What do you think of Pare based on this brief description?
	(14:00-15:12) Interviewer presents statements on sample packages of Pare. Starting with RR4, tell me what you like, dislike, or find confusing or unclear.
	(16:32) It’s a reaction to the word, “Toxic?”
	(16:38) You said now that you read the pack, you get the purpose of the product?
	(16:46) Does anything specifically convey that message?
	(17:14) Is there any other wording you’d change or omit?
	(17:58) That’s what it’s communicating to you?
	(18:06) Tell me what you like, dislike, or note about RR3.
	(19:10) What did you think of the back?
	(19:43) Let’s look at RR1.
	(21:18) What do you think of the second sentence on the back of RR1?
	(21:28) It’s just the reference to the 0.6?
	(21:52) What do you think of RR2?
	(23:02) Which set of statements best describes Pare cigarettes clearly?
	(24:23) If you could mix and match statements from different packs, would you shift things around?
	(24:43) What would you put at the top?
	(25:44) Are they communicating the same point?
	(25:48) What do you like better about RR2?
	(26:22) Would you put the website this product?
	(27:00) Did you notice the asterisk?
	(27:09) What do you usually think when you see an asterisk?
	(27:20) The note is on the side, but you didn’t look for it since you didn’t notice the asterisk.
	(27:36) On a scale of one to four, how would you rate Pare for risk of developing smoking and tobacco-related diseases?
	(28:12) Why do you rate it differently than traditional cigarettes?
	(28:28) How would you rate Pare for exposure to harmful compounds?
	(28:49) How would you rate your intent to use Pare?
	(29:08) What are your reactions to RE4?
	(30:20) Is it too much information?
	(30:41) How would you change it so it doesn’t have as much information?
	(31:18) Let look at RE3.
	(32:10) How do you feel about that?
	(32:25) RE1 is the next one.
	(33:26) The last one is RE2.
	(34:34) Of these four, is one better at describing Pare clearly?
	(35:06) Even though you said that, you felt like a couple of the statements were---
	(35:17) How would you change it?
	(35:29) What would you do with the bottom?
	(35:37) What would you put on the back?
	(35:51) Considering the RE statements, who do you think Pare is intended for?
	(36:07) That hasn’t changed?
	(36:15) Based on the RE statements, on a scale of one to four, how would you rate Pare for exposure to harmful compounds?
	(36:39) It’s a little lower than what you had before on the other statements.
	(36:55) Based on the RE statements, how would you rate Pare for the risk of developing smoking and tobacco-related diseases?
	(37:15) Based on the RE statements, how would you rate your intent to use Pare?
	(37:34) How would your perception of Pare change if you learned that the FDA was considering a rule to reduce the nicotine in all cigarettes to a non-addictive level in the next four to five years?
	(38:43) Ignoring the FDA question, what’s your perception of Pare after what you’ve looked at?
	(39:39) You said Pare could help you quit smoking or is for people who are trying to quit. Why is Pare intended for that audience?
	(40:27) When you say, “The smoking part,” is that the actual act of smoking?
	(40:41) Going back to the FDA statement, does that change your perception of Pare?
	Thank you…





