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Asse*:y/publican'Cs&ttee vote 

(5-01 Ayes: yl RepuSlicans 

( ~ 9 - 0 )   yes: ~ l h a e ~ t b l i c s n s  
Consill:.-nt: Erik Lurenz 

,,,-- -1 

FILE NUMBEX 282 / L FILE m E R  282 
h' 

Aa 13 (I. Friedman) -- OCrJEXTIOY>L SBAFlTY AND EEALTH: T3BACCO PROD'JCTS 
Version: 5 / 2 i / 9 3  Lead Republican: h'ao Takasugi 
miilyzed: 5/26/95 vote: mjority 
.?ecomnendation; oppose 

g W k i C Y :  Prohibits the smoking of tobacco products in enclosed 
workplaces. Employers mdst take reasonable steps t o  prevent nor.- 
employees :rom,smoking a t  a glace of bus iness .  ?lolation of this 
provisicn muld be an infrac:lon subject to a fine. ?his act 
would pre-enpt all local ordinances. FISCAL EBFSCT: t'nknown 
regciaEion and enforcement cos ts .  Loss of revenue for businesses 
who currently allow smok ix j  in designated areas. 

POTENTZAL EFFECTS: Imposes aPother mandate art busirtesses 2nd restricts 
an employer's right to control his workplace. The author arGues 
tha: tais hen would improve t.kc heu?th of workers azd 3tror.s. 

SUPPORT: Czlifomln Restaurant Associatior! (yet 67% of the minbers cf 
t h i s  cssaciation  nose t h i s  pcsition.), CA Medicai ALsoc., 
AFL-CIO,  American Heart Assoc., Keryyn's, Soreasen's Besort. 
mezican Lung Assoc, o: CR, Gi NUIS~S A S S O C . ,  SPI'J, ChiiLiren's 
Advocacy Tnsiitute 

g m ;  Americans for BonsmoZer's Rights, ?he City and Coumy Of 
9an Francisco, C a l i f ~ m i a  Hate: L Motel Assoc., Hotel Bel-Air, 
CA Assoc. af f l o s ~ i t a l s  and aealrh svstems. Aui%erwJS oMe: 



~o>xE>Ts : 
o This bill is based on lasc year's $4 2667 (T. Friedrral) which ms 

killed in committee. 
o Ihe California Manufacturers Association points out, *erc~loyera 

prefer to deal with workplace issues through company pollc~es and 
procedures that are flexible end tailored to the particular 
cooditivns apd cimunstan?es of t h e  workplace.' 

o This bill discriminates against smokers. The izdividual liberty 
of those vho smoke and those who are around smoke but ds not 
object will be violated. smokers and non-smokers know of t h e  
alleged risks and do not need a paternalistic state  to protect 
them from themselves. 

a This bill prohibi:~ an employer from smoking in his o n  
building--even if ali of the employees also smoke. SMlarly, 
s self-employed person with na employees would be prohibized from 
smoking. 

o This bill wuld also ban smoking in bars, bowling alley&, etc .  
o The EPA has re-enzly released a repon on the dangers of secanG 

hand smoke. This report, while importazt, has been criticized as 
unscientific and political. 

o The Gavernor has signed an execzzive arder banning smoking in 
public buildings. 'Xis decisior is consistent with this analysis 
since it is an based decision. 

o 1f.e California Restaurant Association supports t h i s  bill because 
it will treat restaurants IP all counties equally. Currently, 
some counties (e.g. SacranencD) have smoking bans and patrons are 
dining in other cities vhere they eiln smoke. "s has caused 
financial hardship to rrszaureats in the few counties that hsve 

1 cancer. stricter acti-smoking otd- 
o This bill w u l d  prahi5it smkinq in hatel lobbies and ba?lrooms. 

There was testimony in policy com.ittee that this may deter 
conventions from being lOCatc5 in califarnla. Tourism is one of 
celforniafs main businesses and therefore the impact of this 
bill nay have a significant adverse econorriic e:fect on the state. 

Aesenbly Republican Committee vote 
Labor -- 3 / 3 / 9 3  

(.7-1 ) Ayes: An&; 
Noes: TakesuSi 
s / V :  Golddth, Hoge 

Ways & ?leans -- 5/19/93 
(11-7) Ayes: Nolan 

Noes: All other Bepublicans except 
Abs.: Allen, Woodruff 

Cansultsnts: JoPJ ~romnaid/Bil? Cardoza 
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