
Role Of Tobacco Companies Disiurted 
L L L <  - To tlrr Edrtor: 1 1  

Or. Ole R. lfolsti's latest usc of the press was no1 l l i ~  f~rq l  ',"lie Mori r i t lq  llertiiti r r . c ~ ~ t ~ c ~ r r ~ e s  l r l f r  :-:. 7.1 

ocrasiun on which hc has altarked the tubacco indlrstry 111 rcirtor. .!,cttrra rrlltsl b c p  .< '<;~ l ' d ,  ~ J L I L . ? ~  ( , r i l l r  1 1 ;  
I ' 

1!l7R, erJilic,n of tilt 
since rn~otions with rcsl~cct lo the California nialter liave ,y,,ll 1101 iJr l l l ~ ~ ) / ; ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r /  111,;j-e o / t [ ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ ~ f l t r  O I I ~  1 -, . 
tended to subside, it is now possii~le to dlscuss lhc  real issue ,,,,,,, , I ,  . ,  . 
with objectivity. 

In my view, tllc w t c r s  in California 1ast.ycar wcrtl no1 
primarily faced with possibly ct)nflictingentitlements ikb0ul 
where and when one person might smokc tobacco and anoth- 
e r  person might be free of ambient tobacc? smokc. Instead. 
they were confronted with a possiblo decis~on in t l ~ c s e  mat- 
ters by the state, in which social behanor, tlistastcful In 
some persons. wo111d he lransforrned inlo criminal behavinr 
Thr  facts mised the question of whether t h e  remedy nccdrtl 
to be su drastic, particularly when one contemplates largely 
untried alternat~ves. 

While I am personi~lly pleascd Illat tllc c i t i ~ r n s  of C~III .  
fornia did not ;ltlopt t h r  proposed state conlrol of 11crsor1:11 
brhnvior. Ihc irritiativc process, a denlocratic process. itself 
raisetl morr  reval ale lit consciousness of such nlternativus 

One of thcse is the element of personal courtesy ~ r ~ h i c h  
e;rch of us 111)scrves ill countless ways in  social enco~lntcrs. 
If Inore sn ioker~  have become aware of tlleir nppnrtunilics 
to ohserve such courtesies, so much the better for all wncer- 
nrd. 

Allother alternalivc is  more spec.ilic. I t  is lor  the rnarlag. 
'rs of the Inany kinds of ylaccs in which smoking behavrclr 
~rligllt have been controlletl and policed by t h e  state. to  con- 
sidrr  the t i~nlfort  oF.all their  patrons, and t o  proride for 
1l1t.m accortlinglg. As a n  example, we a re  not  surprised a1 
sumr premises w l ~ i c l ~  r ~ q r ~ i r o  that  shoes bc worn o r  that  
~l 'nt lcrnen wear coats. Thus  we should not be surprised by 

, r , u r r , <  s , ,  -- ' -Mr. John F. Henning, exccutlve secretary-treasurer i l l  

I l ~ e  Californ~a Labor Fcderatian (AFLCIO), a fornwr 
:Un~ted Stales rrndcrsCcretary of lahor. a former Unltcd 
SLates ambassador to  New Zealand, a current  regent of the 
University of California. an aclive Dernocral, and a non- 

' smoker. 
-Dr. I io t l s to~~ I. Flourrioy. vice presidcllt of thc  UIII- 

'versity of S o u t h ~ r n  California, the 1974 Republican 
nonrinee for governor of California, for two terms state 
controller of California, and a former member of t h e  state 
legislature. 

-&lrs. K;~thrrlne 1i. L)urll;rl,, cllil~rnlari of the Cal~forni. 
sns for E~lvironlnental and Eronon~ic! B;tlancc, a clircctor of 
tlre BIetropolitan Watcr District of Souther11 California, a 

, former Los Angeles area president of the Lcagueof Women 
Votcrs. a noted conscrvationlst and civic Icader, and a non- 
smoker. 

Dr. fIolsll clallned that the cigarclle companies, through 
Californians for (.'omnlon Sense, "gulled" California voters 
: llito rejecting what he describes as "an initiative to provide 1 : non-rmnking arras in somepulilic plrccs." 

This is clearly wrong and an affront lo C'alrfornia vutc~rs 
who hat1 the opportunity lo review all Issues alfcclrng Prop- 

,-,osit iOn.5.. 
'Californrans ~, t*jrctrd I l i t a  prol)~isctl tlcw statc~ law 

' ' I)ccausc it would have donta nlucti more than rnerelv " ~ ~ r o v i -  
ln l i l a r  ~ C ~ I I ~ ~ C ~ I C ~ ~ S  tha t  patrons refrain from smoking. I t  . de non.smoking arcas in some public placps." .Uor r>ian;l>[e. 
IS also customary for  nlanv cmploycrs to provide coffee 
I ~ r r a k s  and to discourage snacking of food on t h e  job. T h ~ r e  --It would have proi~~bilecl nearly all o ~ ~ - t h ~ - ~ o b  s r n o k ~ r l ~  
Is ,lothing to such employers from invoking pollclcs ~ f ~ l ~ s s  employers spent significant sunis of money lo 
w ~ t h  rcspect to srnokil~g. c ,~~ns l rur t  smokeproof walls to segregate smoking and now. 

I 
Ttlose individuals ill California wllo saw Ille need for  sn lnkin~  cm~@'ees custon1crs. 

slatc controlled action were perhaps unconsciously lnotival- -11 would have ~mposed ~nar tda toq  $50 f ~ n e ~  fur every 
t.11 by their disappointment over the  apparent lack of violation. 
p r ~ v a l e  accon~niodation ratlicr than in their  annoYant.os . -tt  would have substituted govc~rnment rcgulatlons ftrr 
ovrr  ambient tohaccosmokc per se. individual choice, and would have destroyed many property 

To return to Dr. IIolsti's ~ublishetl  letter. I won(lrI' , riphlq. (An owner of a one-man barber shop, for  insbncc,  
1 whclher his judgment of the charactcr of the  campai~l l  111 ct~uLd have been fincd$50forsmokinrrin his own s h o a e v r n  
I 1q1posiLion to Proposilion 5 niny be influenccd by the princ.1. 

pal sources of its funding o r  from his observation of tlle 
actual quality of the material put forth to  thevoters. 

I,ct Inc cite some facts - all of which are matters of 
public record that  can bc verified by Dr. FIolsti or any other ' 

person sufficiently interested inobtaining the trulll: 
Dr. Aolsli claimed that t h e  c i ~ a r e t t e  companies were 

"lurking" behind the label of "Californians for  Cornmoll 
S..,,%,> .. -......-. 

hlairlr linilncial contriliutions wrrt.  lade to Calilorni ,.:Y 

for Conirnon Sense by five cigarette manufacturing c ! l l > , v . , l  
nies. They did not "lurk" behind thc campaign organization 
Tlieir financial participatior~ was highly puhlidzed - ~ I I I  

.-only in required puhlic rcl~orts. hut by news releascs issurtl ' 
by Califor~r~ans for C'omnlon Sense to all news media in  lhe 
>t:~!r listing lhrir  rlames and the amountsof Chcir conlribu. 
tlons frorn trnle lo tilnt!. 

'rtiousands rrf Calkfornlans cnrolled in  tllc \ 'alifurn~ans 
fnr Comlnili~ Sense carnpaipn agiiinst Proposition 5 - holh 
as endorwrs and financial contributors. The  vast rnajorlly 
of thrse hat1 no conncclion with thetohacco industry. 

C'iilrfcrrn~ans for Common Sense is a California-corllor* 
lion formc.tl lor  the purpose o l  campaigning n ~ a l n s t  ilrclp- 
osition 5 .  Tlie co-chairmen of the  group were distinguishccl 
Californians with no present o r  past connectio~i whatrvc.r 

.with t h e  production. manufacture, o r  sale of tohacco 
: produots. Tllep wcre: 

. , 
though no  customers were present.) " 

-It would havo placed an undue burden on law enforce 
mcnt agencies - and for  taxpayer supporters - to carry 
out enforccrnent of t h e  act, particularly in responding to 
conlpla~nts of smoking law violations. 

After  careful scrutiny of t h e  propsl t lon and ~ t s  provl. 
siolls, a host of respected California organizations of diver. 
gent views and noals officially took action in o ~ ~ o s i t i o n  to -. 

. Fts passage. - 
; Afew examples: , ' 

The Democrat~c Stafe Central C u m m i ~ ~ e e ,  The Califor. 
nia Republican Assenibly, California Labor Federation 

, ( AFLCIO), International Longshoremen's and JVarehouse 
nicn'n Union. Inlcrnational Rratherhood ,of Tcanistcrs, 
Unttcd Auto K70rk€rs. Natlonal Fcderallon of lndcpenricnt 
Businebs, Cpllfornla State Chamber of Commerce, Cahfor. , . - - ----.- - --. 

t. 



nla hlanufaclurers Assuc~at~uti. Californ~a A~:,cr:ntio~~ .,' 
Re;llturs, California IIotel and 8101~1 Association, and Call  
fnrnia Restaurant Association. 

In addition, nearly 100 Ile!vsl)rl)ers - including e:.:.r 
major Californ~a daily - eriilnrialrred against Prnpositi(.-: 
5, as did most television and radio stations that nlahc erltl~ 
rial endorsements. 

Ilolsti clrarlg idenulletl I ~ l n l s ~ ~ l f  as the  cha~r~iiari  ![I, 
1)okc University Political Sri~.ncr# Department ,I hial.3 
respcctrd ac;~ti~rniu position of rcspons~bility. 113 s~rc! 
pos~tion, I would think he woulrl be committed 111 ;IT) P ~ I P  ., 
lional syslrm which seart.lies T I I ~  t he  trulh. It n~~111!1 h a ,  

been mtrrp ronstructlvc to both t h e  community atlri ( 9 1  t i t , (  

in t h e  tobacco intlustrv 11 he hat1 identified t h i >  a ivc i ! , .  
" l ~ l i ~ l a ~ ~ t  I~rs"  that  he accuses the 1rrl)acco i n d u s l ~  \ of 1~ 1111: 

r ~ l i l t y  of in rcfcrcnce to t l ieCai~f~)rnia issue. 
R D B K R T D .  SBlUE?.sl~l(. 'k ' f  I:i 
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