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. COUNCIL ,COMMUNICATION 

AGENDA TITLE: Proposed Initiative for Tobacco Control Regulations 

MZETXNG DATE: April 6 ,  1994 

PREPARED BY: City Attorney 

REXOMMGNDED ACTION: Consider adopting Resolution No. 9 4 - 3 9 .  

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: In 1990, the Lodi City Council adopted one 
of the most stringent tobacco control 
ordinances in the State of California. The 

Ordinance was subject to referendum, and was approved by the voters in November 
of 1990. Since that time, it has served as a model for similar ordinances all 
over the United States and in Canada. 

There is now pendmg in California an Initiative titled the “California Uniform 
Tobacco Control Act“ which would preempt local ordinances on this topic. 
Serious concern ha8 been expressed that in doing so, the State measure would be 
substantially weaker than many local ordinances. 

it has been requested by Councilmember Randy Snider that the attached 
Resolution be adopted in opposition to this Initiative. 

FUNDING: 

BM : pn 

CCSMOKE.INT/TXTA.O~V 

Respectfully submitted, 

B o b  McNatt 
City Attorney 
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RBSOLUTIObl NO. 9 4 - 5 '  

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
IN OPPOSITION TO THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM 

TOBACCO CONTROL ACT INITIATIVB 

WHEREAS, tobacco use is responsible €or the death of over 400,000 
people every year and is the number one cause of death in the United 
States; and 

WHEREAS, Environmental Tobacco Smoke (ETS) has been categorized 
as a cancer causing substance by the Environmental Protection Agency; 
and exposure to sideotream or second hand smoke kills an estimated 
40,000 persons every year; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California as well as many counties an 
municipalities conduct aggressive public education campaigns to 
discourage tobacco use, particularly among children; and 

WHXRKAS, the City of Lodi passed a smoking control ordinance in 
1990 which bans smoking in most indoor public places in order to 
protect people against exposure to STS; and 

WXKRELAS, an Initiative is being circulated mistitled the 
California Uniform Tobacco Control Act which would repeal the local 
smoking control ordinance passed in the City of Lodi and replace it 
with a state wide law which would could permit smoking in every 
restaurant and workplace in the State; and 

WHgREAs, this Initiative is being sponsored by Philip Morris, the 
largest cigarette manufacturing company in the world, and they do not 
deny it; and 

WHEREAS, the Initiative prohibits local government from ever 
passing any tobacco control legislation in the future, and prohibits 
any organization, except local law enforcement, from monitoring the 
illegal sale of cigarettes to minors through Youth Tobacco Purchase 
Surveys or "sting" operations utilizing minors attempting to purchase 
tobacco; and 

WHEREAS, the ventilation standards adopted in the Initiative for 
application to indoor smoking will remove the odor of smoke from the 
air, but they will not eliminate the cancer causing substances which 
pose the threat to public health; and 

WHEREAS, the Initiative has not yet qualified for the ballot, and 
widespread public exposure of the tobacco industry's tactics and 
intentions may ~erve to discourage registered voters from signing the 
petition; and 

WHEREAS, NOW THEREFORE BE I T  RESOLVED that the City Coimcil of 
the City of Lodi opposes this Initiative and urges residents not to 
sign the petition; and 



BE IT FURTHER RPSOLVED that the City of Lodi  will take inunediate 
steps to inform the residents of the impact of this initiative on the 
community and will forward a copy of this Re6OlUtiOn and smoking 
ordinances to the Chief Executive Officer of Phillip Morris: Mr. 
Michael Miles, Phillip Morris Companies, Inc., 120 Park Avenue, Flew 
York. New York 10017. 

Dated: April 6, 1994 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 94-34 was passed and adopted 
by the Lodi City Council in a regular meeting held April 6, 1994 by the 
following vote: 

Aye8 : Council Members - 
Noes : Council Members - 
Absent: Council Members - 

Jennifer M. Perrin 
City Clerk 

94 - 3 4  



March 30, 1994 

To: Jennifer Perrin 

From: Randy Snider 

Re: Attached Resolution 

If possible, I would like to scc this rcsolntion on the Council 
agenda for April 6th. The only other "WHFRRAS" I can see in 
addition to the others is one that would refer to the fact that on 
November ?, 1990 the voters of the City of Lodi passed its own 
otdi n an c t . 

You might NSI this by Tom fw his input 8s well. You may eve11 
want to remove some of the "WHEREAS'S". 

Thanks 

F' . u1 



- . 

WHEREAS, tobacco use is qmnslble for the death of over r00,OOO people evev 
year and Is the number a m  cause of death In the United Stales; 

WHEREAS, Envimmentd Tobacco Smoke [ETS) has been cattgorizcd as a cancer 
causlng substan- by the Envlronmental Protection Agency; and expoPlra b 
ridestream w second hand smoke kills an estimated 40,000 persons swny year; 

WHEREAS, the State of Caltfomla 3s well as many counties mnd municipalities 
conduct aggrcssJvc public education carnplgns :o discourage tobacco use, 
particularly among chlldren; 

W E R E A S ,  (Name of City) passed a smoking control ordlnancc in (dab) which 
banr,smoking in tckxribc impacl of ordinance) In order to protect peopfe againu 
exposure to ETS; 

WHERFa, an inltlative is belng circulated mistitled the Callfomia Uniform 
Tdwcco Control Ad which wwld repeal the local smoking control ordinance 
passed in (Name of City) and replace It with a state wide law which coutd permit 
smoking in wery mtaurant and workplace In the State: 

WHEREAS, thls initiative Is belng sponmed by Philip Morris, the largest clgarettc 
manufacturing company In the world, and they do not deny it; 

WHEREAS, the lnltlative prohlblts local govemrnen? from ever passing any tobacco 
control lqislation in the future, and prohibits any organization, excepl local law 
enforcement, from monitoring the illegal sale of cigarettes to minors through Youth 
Tobacco Purchase Surveys or "sting" operations utilizing minors attempting to 
purchase tobacco; 

WHEREAS, the ventilation standards adopted In the inltlative for appliration to 
indoor smoking will remove thc odor of smoke from the ah, bat they will not 
eliminate the cancer caiislng substances which pose the threat to puMlc health; 

WHEREAS, the initiative has not yet quaiifled for the bailot, and widespread public 
exposure of the tobaccu industry's tactics and intentions may serve to discourage 
registered voters from signlng the petitlon; 

NOW THEREFORE UE IT RESOLVED that the (Name of City, County or 
organization) opposes this inltlatlve and urgus residents not to sign the petition: 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the (Name of Clty, County or organlzation) will 
take immediate steps to inform the restdents of the Impact of this inltlatlve on the 
community and wlll foward a copy of this Resolution and smoking ordinances to 
the Chid Execuilve OKcer of Phillip Morris: Mr. Michael Miles, Phlilip Morris 
Companies, Inc., 120 Park Avenue, New York, New York 1001 7. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 94-34 
~ ~ ~ S S ~ I ~ ~ ~ S P l t l P P P ~ P  

A RESOLUTION OF THE M D I  CITY COUNCIL 
IN OPPOSITXON TO THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM 

TOBACCO COKTROL ACT INITIATIVE 

WHSRUS, 
people every 
States; and 

WHHRgAS, 
a8 a cancer 
and exposure 
40,000 pereons 

tobacco use is responsible for the death of over 400,000 
year and is the number one cause of death in the United 

Environmental Tobacco Smoke (BTS) has been categorized 
causing substance by the Bnvironmental Protection Agency; 
to sidestream or second hand smoke kills an estimated 
every year; and 

WHEREAS, 
municipalities 

the State of California as well as many counties an 
conduct aggressive public education campaigns to 

discourage tobacco use, particularly among children; and 

WHEREAS, the citizens of the City of Lodi passed a smoking 
control ordinance in 1990 which bans smoking in mosc indoor public 
places in order to protect people against exposure to ETS; and 

WHEREAS, an Initiative is being circulated mistitled the 
California Uniform Tobacco Control Act which would repeal the local 
smoking control ordinance passed in the City of Lodi and replace it 
with a fitate wide law which would could permit smoking in every 
restaurant and workplace in the State; and 

WHEREhS, this Initiative is being sponsored by Philip Morris, the 
largest cigarette manufacturing company in the world, and they do not 
deny it; and 

WHER&AS, the Initiative prohibits local government from ever 
pcssing any tobacco control legislation in the future, and prohibits 
any organization, except local law enforcement, from monitoring the 
illegal sale of cigarettes to minors through Youth Tobacco Purchase 
Surveys or 'sting" operations utilizing minors attempting to purchase 
tobacco; and 

WHEREAS, the ventilation standards adopted in the Initiative for 
applichtion to indoor smoking will remove the odor of smoke from the 
air, but they will not eliminate the cancer causing swstances which 
pobe the threat to public health; and 

WHEREAS, the Initiative has not yet qualified for the ballot, and 
widespread public exposure of the tobacco industry's tactics and 
intentions may serve to discourage registered voters from signing the 
petition; and 



WHEREAS, NOW THEREFORE BE IT RgSOLvgD that the City Council of 
the City of Lodi opposes this Initiative; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of totti will take immediate 
steps to inform the residents of the impact of this initiative on the 
community and will forward a copy of this Resolution and smoking 
ordinances to the Chief Executive Officer of Phillip Morris: Mr. 
Michael Miles, Phillip Morris Companiee, Inc., 120 Park Avenue, New 
York, New York 10017. 

Dated: April 6, 1994 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 94-34 was passed and adopted 
by the Lodi City Council in a regular meeting held April 6, 1994 by the 
following vote: 

Ay08: Council Members - Davenport, Mann, Pennino, Snider 
and Sieglock (Mayor) 

NO88 : Council Members - None 

Absent: Council Members - None 

9 4 - 3 4  



CITY O F  LODI  

April 8,1994 

Mr. Michael Miles 
Chief Executive Officer 
Phillip Morris Companies, Inc. 
120 Park Avenue 
New York. NY 10017 

Re: California Uniform Tobacco Control Act Initiative 

Dear Mr. Miles: 

Enclosed please find certified copy of Resolution No. 94-34 entitled. “A Resolution of the Lodi 
City Council in Opposition to the California Uniform Tobacco Control Act Initiative“ which was 
adopted at the City Council meeting of April 6, 1994. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter. please do not hesitate to give me a call 

Sincerely, 

@nifer 31/‘Peirin 
Cily Clerk 

JMP 

Enclosure 
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A RESOLUTION OF THE LODX CITY COUNCIL 
IN OPPOSITION "0 THE CALIFORNIA UNIFOKM 

TOBACCO CONTROL ACT INITIATIVE 

WHEREAS, tobacco use is responsible for the death of over 400,000 
people every year and is the iiumber one cause of death in the United 
States; and 

WHEREAS, Bnvironmental Tobacco Smoke ( 5 3 5 )  has been categorized 
as a cancer causing substance by the Environmental Protection Agency; 
and exposure to sidestream or second hand smoke kills an estimated 
40,000 persons every year; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California as well as many counties an 
municipalities conduct aggreesive public education campaigns to 
discourage tobacco u88, particularly among children; and 

WHEREAS, the citizens of the City of Lodi passed a smoking 
control ordinance in 1990 which bans smoking in most indoor public 
places in order to protect people against exposure to ETS; and 

WHEREAS, an Initiative is being circulated mistitled the 
California Uniform Tobacco Control Act which would repeal the local 
smoking concrol ordinance passed in the City of Lodi and replace it 
with a state wide law which would could permit smoking in every 
restaurant and workplace in the State; and 

WHEREAS, thi6 Initiative is being sponsored by Philip Morris, the 
largest cigarette manufacturing canpany in the world, and they do not 
deny it; and 

W H E R W ,  the Initiative prohibits local government from ever 
passing any tobacco control legislation in the future, and prohibits 
any organization, except local law enforcement, from monitoring the 
illegal sale of cigarettes to minors through Youth Tobacco Purchase 
Surveys or "sting" operations utilizing minors attempting to purchase 
tobacco; and 

WHEREAS, the ventilation etandarde adopted in the Initiative for 
application to indoor smoking will remove the odor of smoke from the 
air, but they will not eliminate che cancer causing oubstances which 
pose the threat to public health; and 

WHEREAS, the Initiative has not yet qualified for the ballot, and 
widespread public exposure of the tobacco industry's tactics and 
intentions may serve to discourage registered voters from signing the 
petition; and 
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WHEREAS, NCW THEREFORE BB IT RESOLVED that the City Council of 
the City of Lodi opposes this Initiative; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Lodi will take immediate 
steps to inform the residents of the impact of this initiative on the 
community and will forward a copy of this Resolution and smoking 
ordinances to the C..&ef Executive Officer of Phillip Morrie: Mr. 
Michael Miles, Phillip Morrie Companies, Xnc., 120 Park Avenue, New 
York, New York 10017. 

Dated: April 6, 1994 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 94-34 was passed and adopted 
by the Lodi City Council in a regular meeting held April 6, 1994 by the 
following vote: 

Aye8 : Council Members - Davenport, Mann, Pennino, Snider 
and Sieglock (Mayor) 

bloee : Council Members - None 
Absent: Council Members - None 

y Cler 

9 4 - 3 4  

The Foregoing Document Is Certibelf 
To B e  A Cor-ect Copy Of The Original 
On File In This Office. 

Jacqueline L. tiodson 



. 

Statement by Mayor Sieglock opposing the Philip Morris Initiative: 

At tached  please find certified copy of Reso’ :tion No. 94-34 en t i t l ed ,  
“A Resolution of the L c d i  City Council In  Opposition to the California 
Uniform Wxtcco Control A c t  Initiative” which was adopted by the lrodi 
City Council at its April 6, 1994 regular City Council meeting (a copy 
of which was mailed to the Ph i l l i p  Morris Ccmpanies, Inc.) . 

ssion to use this statement in its 
blic regarding the Fhilip Morris initiative. 

Date - 1 2 . 9 4  
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A RESOLUI'ION 3P THB LQDI CITY COUNCIL 
I K  OPPOSITION TO THE CALIFORNIA UNIFORM 

TOBACCO COKTROL ACT INITIATIVE 

WHBRBAS. tobacco use ie reeponeible for the death of over 400,000 
people every year and is tile number one cause of death in the United 
States; and 

WHEREAS. Bnvironmental Tobacco Smoke (6TS) has been categorized 
as a cancer causing substance by the Environmental protection Agency; 
and exposure t o  sidestream or second hand smoke kills an estimated 
40,000 persons every year; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California as well as many counties an 
municipalitiee conduct aggressive public education campaigns to 
discourage tobacco use, particularly among children; and 

WHEREAS, rhe citizens of the City of Lodi paeeed a emoking 
control ordinance in 1990 which bans smoking in most indoor public 
places in order to protect people against exposure to PTS; and 

WHEREAS, an Initiative io being circulated mistitled the 
California Uniform Tobacco Control Act which would repeal the local 
smoking control ordinance passed in the City of Lodi and replace it 
rith a state wide law which would could permit smoking in every 
restaurant and workplace in the State; and 

WHEREAS, this Initiative fe being sponsored by Philip Morris, the 
largest cigarette manufacturing company in the world, and they do not 
deny it; and 

WHXREAS, the Initiative prohibite local government from ever 
passing any tobacco control legislation in the futurr;, and prohibite 
any organization, except local law enforcemznt, from monitoring the 
illegal sale of cigarettes to minore through Youth Tobacco Purchase 
Surveys or operations utilizing minors attempting to purchase 
tobacco; and 

WHEREAS, the ventilation standard8 adopted in the Initiative for 
application to indoor smoking will renrove the odor of smoke from the 
air, but they will not eliminate the cancer caueing substances which 
pose the threat to public health; and 

WHEREAS, the Initiative hae not yet qualified for the ballot, and 
wideepread public exposure of the tobacco industry's tactics and 
intentions may serve to diecourage registered voters from signing the 
petitioii; and 



WHEREAS, NOW THERBPORP BI IT RESOLVXD that the City Council of 
the City of &di oppoees this Initiative; and 

BE IT PURTHKR RBSOLVED that the City of Lodi will take inmediate 
steps to inform the resident8 of the impact of this initiative on the 
conrmunity and will forward a copy of this Resolution and smoking 
ordinances to the Chief Executive Officer of Phillip Morris: Mr. 
Michael Miles, Phillip Morrie Companies, Inc., 120 Park Avenue, New 
York, New York 10017. 

Datedt April 6 ,  1994 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 94-34 waa paeeed and adopted 
by the Lodi City Council in a regular meeting held April 6, 1994 by the 
following vote: 

Ayee I Council Members - Davenport, Mann, Pennino, Snider 
and Sieglock (Mayor) 

NO06 t Council Membera - None 
Absent: Council Members - None 

94 - 3 4  



Coalition for a Healthy iJ/ i fornia 

I A/- W I I  / The Honorable Jack A. Sieglock 
City of Lodi 
P.O. Box 3006 
Lodi, CA 95241 -1 91 0 

Dear Mayor Siegloc k: C/L'I (L,) 

The tobacco industry i s  at it again. This time the Philip Morris company, manufactmer of 
Marlboro cigarettes, is  trying to qualify a statewide initiative that would repeal focal anti- 
smoking laws and preempt local control. If the initiative qualifies for the ballot and 
passes, the smokefree ordinance in Lodi will be repealed and replaced with a weak 
statewide law that would permit smoking in nearly every restaurant and work place. 

That's why the League of California cities has taken the unusual step of opposing the 
Philip Morris proposal b e f ~ ~  i t  qualifies for the ballot. (please see enclosed League 
statement) 

We need your help to expose the tobacco industry's agenda and inoculate the public 
against their deceptive tactics in soliciting signatures. Would you please issue a statement 
on the enclosed form that we could use in our efforts to keep the Philip Morris initiative 
offthe ballot. Your statement would be used in our public information packets and press 
materials over the next month, as we educate the public about the initiative. 

Also enclosed is  the first mailer from the tobacco industry front group, "Californians for 
Statewide Smoking Restrictions." This deceptive and misleading material i s  an affront to 
local governments which have conscientiously attempted to protect the health of their 
residents through responsible smokefree ordinances. 

Please pen a strong and determined statement opposing the Philip Morris initiative and 
allow us to use i t  in our statewide efforts. We would hope you could find the opportunity 
to oppose the initiative in cooperation with your Council as well and have included a 
sample resolution and other background material for your consideration. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

Carolyn Martin, Chair 
Coalition for cl Healthy California 

Sponsoring Organizations 
kncoun G n w  Smety, Glifomu Dimion. mnt kntnon tiean krocirlkn, Wdomu & Cmiw lor Angtbs Aftiitlute 

knncn lung huoCi+ci~ d GldWtr Wtfanu -tion 01 Hosplulr and Hsrhh Sptems 
Glifomo Dead h u o o a t m  Plnning rid Comervrmn League 

5750 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 561 / Los Angeles, California 90036 / Telephone (213)937-5706 Facsimile (213)937-9613 



SAMPLE RESOLUTION 
(City Council, Board of Supervisors,Board of Education or other use) 

WHEREAS, tobacco use is  responsible for the death of over .iOO,OOO people every 
year and i s  the number one cause of death in the United States; e 

WHEREAS, Environmental Tobacco Smoke ( U S )  has been c;;tegorized as a cancer 
causing substance by the Environmental Protection Agency; and exposure to 
sidestream or second hand smoke kills an estimated 40,000 persons every year; 

WHEREAS, the State of California as well as many counties and municipalities 
conduct aggressive public education campaigns to discourage tobacco use, 
particularly among children; 

WHEREAS, (Name of City) passed a smoking control ordinance in (date) which 
bans smoking in (describe impact of ordinance) in order to protect people against 
exposure to ETS; 

WHEREAS, an initiative i s  being circulated mistitled the California Uniform 
Tobacco Control Act which would repeal the local smoking control ordinance 
passed in (Name of City) and replace i t  with a state wide law which could permit 
smoking in every restaurant and workplace in the State; 

WHEREAS, this initiative is  being sponsored by Philip Morris, the largest cigarette 
manufacturing company in the world, and they do not deny it; 

WHERFAS, the initiative prohibits local government from ever passing any tobacco 
control legislation in the future, and prohibits any organization, except focal law 
enforcement, from monitoring the illegal sale of cigarettes to minors through Youth 
Tobacco Purchase Surveys or )'sting'' operations utilizing minors attempting to 
purchase tobacco; 

WHEREAS, the ventilation standards adopted in the initiative for application to 
indoor smoking will remove the odor of smoke from the air, but they will not 
eliminate the cancer causing substances which pose the threat to public health; 

WHEREAS, the initiative has not yet qualified for the ballot. and widespread public 
exposure of the tobacco industry's tactics and intentions may xrve to discourage 
registered voters from signing the petition; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the (Name of City, County or 
organization) opposes this initiative and urges residents not to sign the petition; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the (Name of City, County or organization) will 
take immediate steps to inform the residents of the impact of this initiative on the 
community and will forward a copy of this Resolution and smoking ordinsnces to 
the Chief Executive Officer of Phillip Morris: Mr. Michael Mites, Phillip Morri\ 
Companies, inc., 120 Park Avenue, New York, New York 1001 7. 



1. PENDING/OPPOSE 

. ' me tobacco industry rucceeded in pladug hostils &meadmeats into thls week in tho Scnatc 
J U ~ ~ W  Committee tbat would prccmpt guvornments from enacting IOCJ ordinance$ in tbc 
future that arc svongcr than the standard cbtablished by m. According to thc bilh author, 

. Assembly Member Terry Ftiedman, 'preemption of local ordinancar ir the tobacco industry 
droruh" H e  continues, 'The rmendmantr deliberately sabotage the coalition,' which 
indudes local government, tho health commudty, tho Califomla Restaurant Association and the 
Calirorda Hotel Motcl Assodation The rallying cry of the rupportcrs of and the message 
dtics should convey to the Senate and the medta i s  "Give us back our bullm 

. 

Friar to the amendment to preempt future ordimcea, which was proposed by Senator Charfa 
Calderon, would have prohibited smoking in virtually all cndoocd places of employment. 
Those p l a w  of employmtut not included in the bill could be regulated by local govemment. 
Those include: 

... 

.I 

S k t y . 5 ~  percent of motcl/bottl p a t  rooms; 
Spadao parts of hotel/motol lobbies: 
Mcdng or banquet room except during exhiblt h o w  or when food/bcvarago Qundoru 

Warchousa facilities with 1- than 100,OOO sq.ft. and fewer than 20 employees; 
Tobacco Sbop~ and any attached "private rmokers' lounge"; 
Designated breakrooms which meet 8jmifiad OSHA vendlation rtandards: 
Cabs of trucks when Don-smokon aro not present: 
Medical rctearch and treatment; 
Theatrical roductions where unoldng is 8n integral part of the production; 
Private r csp dences, except when home is used as CI child awe faduty; 
aaming club8 end bars in a tavern, hotel or restaurant that meet o p c s t e d  ventilatfon 
standards promulgated by Cal-OSHA or fcderal EPA if the rtsndard fi; adopted by 
1937. Such facilities would have wo'years to insraU the system. 

ate taking PlaCa; 

' 

In addition to the hostile preemption amendment, was nmended to allow smoking in 
portions of restaurants that elect to mcct a yet to bo determined ventilation rtandard cstabUshcd 
by Cal-OSHA 



Ar amended, the bill passed the Senate 3udiciary Committee and is now w g  in the Senaft: 
Appropriations Com'ttee where its future hi uncertsln, Atbough the Lssguo h a  no position on 
the restBurat amendment, the roposed amendment by Scnetor Art Tones, combined with the 

bas removed its S U P P O ~ ~  from After revicwiw the preemption hguut, we antidpate 
opposing the bUu However, Amembly Member Friedman, joinad by the coalition rupportfng tho 
bW, are rttompting to knamond" the amcndments. ALL CITI&S, % 
l2lsmaL- N. SHOWLD THE MEMBERS O F m  J U D D  EXpRESS STRONG 

preemption a o d m e o t ,  makes P t b Clear that Is h sedoug trouble. At this t h e ,  the Laague 

OPPOSI[TION TO THE PREEMPTION LANGUAGE INSWmD IN =,- a ISQ 

advertising. It also would a r o n t  and future local. ordiaances. Even 4th the 
proeolption of future rtronger ordinances, represents a very strong smoking 8taadard when 
compared with a very weak standard included in the tobacco industry sponsored inidativ~. 

Tho teaguc traditionally does not taka podtiom on lnitlatfver util they qualify, However, in li@t 
of tbe total preemption provisions of the fnitiatfve, the lt(esgua'r Administrative Servicw Policy 
Committee bas recommended tbat the League opyose the tobacco fnitiative before it qualifies. 
This recommendation will be rcvicwtd by the Leagua'r Board of Directors In eWly April. 
However, in the meantime, wc recommend that dty offidals take action at the local leva1 to oppose 
the tobacco initiative. In doing ao, it Ia important to work with your Ioca medical cOmt~3Unlv, as 
well 8s representatives from local hcart, lung an3 cancer associations. Be swe and let the press 
know of your opposition. The tobscco industry bas until April 22 to collect cnougb signawes to 
qualify the initiative. Because of the tight timcframe, it may bo possibk to thwart tbeb efforts. 
Good luck1 (Rcforred to previously In Bulletins Y2-1994, 9-1994, and 1101994.) 



- 
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This initiiative features the following strict regulations: 
Doubles tlie fuie for selling 

tobacco to nlinors. 

yd Severely limits vending 
madunes in mas accessible to 
minOrS. 

Completely prohibits smoking 
in restaurants and workpfam 
unless strict ventilation standards 
are met. 

!/” B a r s  billboard advertisement 
of tobacco products withhi 500 feet 
of all K-12 schoois. 

Y’ R ~ W  retaiiers to p t  signs 
indicating safe of tobacco products 
to minors is illegal. 

Mandates that at least 75% of 
all seats in restawants be in desig- 
nated no smoking areas. 

\ 

d I/’  poses tough smoking restric- 
tions in more than 2OO kdities tiut 
m n t l y  have no regulations at all. 

t.”’ Replaces the ~ a z y  patchwork 
quilt of some 270 l d  ordinmw 
with a single, tough, d u r n  state 
wide law. 

V stricter than 9001/0 of the 
ordinances currently on the books. 



INlTlATlVIS MEAS11Kti TO BE SUIJMITED D1KECI’I.Y 1’0 TliE VCXERS 
T b  A~tontcy General or Cdifoniir t m  prquird d r  followuy title Uwt SUIIUI~PI~ nl thc chwf pu~pne Uud pint s  of‘lhe propmcd m c r ~ ~ r :  

SMOKLNG AND TOBACCO 1~KClI)UCTS. STATEWIDE REGULATION. 1NITIATlVE STATUTE. Btab- 
lishcs statcwidt smoking and tobacco Icgulations. Repcals California Indoor Clcnn Air Act of 1976. Rcpcals 
and preempts local smoking m d  tobacco regulations. Bans public smoking with significant cxccptions. P d t s  
smoking sections in rcstaurants and employcc cafcterirrs. Bars not rcgularcd. Permits smoking in phvotc offcts. 
and business conference rooins with w-cupants’ conscnt. Excriipts from smoking rcguletions gaming clubs, 
bingo cstablishmcnts. racclrrrcks. sporls facility privatc boxcs and smoking loiingcs. Regulatcs location of 
tobacco vending machines and b i l lh~ i~ rd~ .  lacreases pcnaltics for tobacco purchaux by minors. Permits mcnd-  
ment of tobacco regulations by two-thirds votc of Lcgislaturc. Sutniirary ol’cstinuitc by Lcgislalive Analyst and 
Director of Finance of fiscal in>pitcI on slntc and I c x d  govcrnlncnts: Unknown cliccts on public-sector heatth 
a r c  costs and state tobacco tax rcvcnocs. dcpcnding on the cxtcnt lhcm arc chilngcs in the consumption of 
tobacco products and/or cxposurc t o  wcontl-hand smokc. Statc costs to cnfwcc the nie(Lsurc would be around $1 
million annually; locd enforccmcnl costs would probably not bc signific;rnt. 

NOTICE TO Ttll:. PUBI-IC: THIS PtTlTlON MAY Rft ClKCULA?’EI> BY A PAID 
SIGNATURE GAl*!lEl<!il< OK A VOLUNI‘EER. YOU lIAV1: 1’HE RIGHT TO ASK. 

SQnotr d this pctitlon m w  be reJQuteW h . ~ ___ __ - __ - 2 catncy. 
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IMPORTANT - INSTRUCTIONS - PLEASE READ - U.8 

1. Please mrnplele the petltlon in all 01 tho yellow shaded 8reI1S. 

2. Be sum to open the petition to page two and write in !he name 
3. Get other reglslered voters In your hou8ehdd lo a@ 88 well but 

mturn the potltkm tight away. 8(nn if youn is the Onty 8 ~ M t u r O .  

4.Mall your slQned petliion Ln the postage-pdd envelope TODAY1 of your county In the shaded area 



Date: March 9,1994 
File No: s A 9 4 m 3  

The Attorney General of (hlifornh has prepared the following titk and summary of 
the chief purpose and points of the proposed measure: 

SMOKLNG AND TOBACCO PRODUL-. STATEWIDE REGULATION. 

INITIATE STATUTE. Establishes statewide smoking and tobacco regulations. 

Repeals California Indoor Clean Air Act of 1976. Repeals and preempts local smoking 

,and tobacco regulations. Bans public smoking with significant exceptions. Permits 

smoking sections in restaurants and employee cafeterias. Bars not regulated. Permits 

smokhg in private offices, and business conference rooms with occupants’ consent. 

Exempts from smoking regulations gaming clubs, bingo establishments, racetracks, 

sports facility private boxes and smoking lounges. Regulates location of tobacco 

vending machines and billboards. Increases penalties for tobacco purchases by minors. 

Permits amendment of tobacco regulations by two-thirds vote of Legislature. Summary 

of estimate by LeSislative Analyst and Director of Finance of fiscal impact on state and 

local governments: Unknown effects on public-sector health care costs and state 

tobacco tax revenues, depending on the extent there are changes in the consumption of 

tobacco products and/or exposure to second-hand smoke. State costs to enforce the 

measure would be around $1 million annually; local enforcement costs would probably 

not be significant. 


