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(i) established a state smoking prohibition to constitute a 
uniform statewide standard for regulating smoking of 
tobacco products in enclosed places of employment. The 
law supersedes and renders unnecessary local enactment or 
enforcement of local ordinances regulating tobacco. The 
practical effect of the state law was to eliminate the need 
for local governments to enact enclosed workplace 
smoking restrictions. However, the enactment of local 
regulations is to be suspended only for as long as and to the 
extent that the state law remains in effect. If the state law is 
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ents to adopt more restrictive laws that the state 

Louisiana Revised Statutes, Section 40:1300:26 and 46 
provides that no state agency, parish, municipality or other 
political subdivision may impose ordinances or regulations 
relating to smoking in an office workplace or public place 
that are more restrictive than state law. Louisiana Revised 
States Section 40:300:27 and 40: 1300:47, however, 
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MASSACHUSETTS 

Michigan Statutes preempts localities From adopting more 
restrictive restaumnt smoking laws. [This information is 
taken from the State Tobacco Control Highlights - 1996 
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Preemption has not been addressed in the laws of New 
Mexico. 

New York Public Health Section Chapter 45, ARticle 13- 
E, 1399-r provides that nothing in the state smokiing laws is 
to be consuued to restrict localities 60m adoption and 
enforcement of additional local ordinances which comply 
with at least minimum applicable standards. 

North Carolina Statutes, Chapter 143, Article 64, Section 
143-601 shall not supersede nor prohibit the enactment or  
enforcement of any otherwise valid local law enacted prior 
to October 15, 1993. Laws enacted after October 15, 1993 
may not contain restrictions regulations smoking that 
exceed the state law, and local ordinances may only restrict 
smokiing in accordance with the state law in buildings 
owned, leased or occupied by local government, a public 
meeting, indoor space of an auditorium, a library or 
museum, or on public transportation owned or leased by 
local government. 

Preemption has not been addressed in the laws of North 
Dakota. 

Preemption has not been addressed in the laws of Ohio. 

Oklahoma Statutes Annotated, Title 63, Chapter I, Article 
15 Section 1-1527 provides that the State Legislature, by 
adopted the state smoking laws, intends to preempt any 
other regulation promulgated to control smoking in public 
places and to standardize laws that governmental 
subdivisions may adopt to control smoking. 

Preemption has not been addressed in the laws of Oregon. 

Pennsylvania Statutes, Title 35, Chapter 12, Section 1235.1 
preempts and supersedes any local ordinance or rule 
concerning the subject matter of the act relating to smoking 
provisions. 
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General Laws of Rhode Island, Title 23, Chapter 20.9-1 1 
provides that nothing contained in the state smoking laws 
shall be conshued to restrict the power or authority of any 
Rhode Island locality from adoption and enforcement of 
additional local laws that comply with at least the minimal 
applicable standards to establish smoke-free schools. 

An anomey generals opinion was issued on December 5, 
1990, Opinion No. 90-69, indicating that the General 
Assembly intended the South Carolina Clean Indoor Air 
Act of 1990 to be of statewide applicability and except for 
health care facilities, to preempt local political subdivisions 
from further regulation of smoking in public indoor areas. 

South Dakota States Section 10-50-64 provides that the 
state Legislature is the exclusive regulator of tobacco 
products, but a person or public entity may voluntary 
regulate the use of tobacco products on the person or 
entity's propeq. 

Tennessee Statutes Section 39-17-1551 provides that state 
law occupies and preempts legislation regulating tobacco 
products, except that cities and counties may regulate 
tobacco product use in buildings owned or leased by such 
political subdivisions: airport authorities; utility districts 
and special school districts. 

A prior provision that allowed localities to adopt more 
stringent laws than the state smoking law was removed 
from the state statute with 1994 amendments to the law. 

Utah Statutes Title 26, Chapter 38, Section 26-38-6 
supersedes any ordnance by a political subdivision that 
reshicts smoking and is not essentially identical to the state 
law. 

Vermont Statutes Chapter 18, Section 1428 provides that 
nothing in the state statutes shall be construed to supersede 
or in any manner affect a municipal smoking ordinance, the 
provisions of which are at least as protective of the r i b t s  of 
nonsmokers. 
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WASHINGTON 

state smoking laws does not limit the authority of the 
county, city, village or town to enact ordinances or of any 
school disaict to adopt policies in compliance with the 

ose of the section that protect the health and comfort of 


