enticed inte having sex with women whb are much older. The
eriencss have been psycholeogically damaging for ths bovs.
ThEy have logt their innocence. . They can’t relzte to girls their
cwnsage. They tena to think pHat they are adults. They suffer
from depression anc are :ighd&:wn. These boys weren’'t protectad
by the\statutory rcape la
2 The U.3) Suprema Court kas ruled that it is constitutional for
states to protect giris and not boys under statutory rape _
ly women may become pregnant, and they suffer

statutes | . ‘
disproporti the profound physical emotlonal and
psychological eonsequences of sexual activity."  However, it is

unkrown whepdiar the Court would decide this issue in the same way

Assembly Hepublican Committee vote
Fublic Sefety —- 471393

(5-¢) Ayes: Rll Republicans
Wa¥s & Means -- 4/28/93

{(15~9) Ayes: AL Republicans
Consultant: Erika Lorenz
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<;%*EEFE NUMBER zsziﬁi FILE NUMBER 282
AB 13 (7. Friedman) -- OCCUBATIONAL SAFETY AND MERLTH: TOBAZCO PRODUCTS
version: 5/24/83 Lead Repgblican: Nao Takasugi
analyzed: §/26/83 vote: Majorlty

Recommendation: Oppose

STMARY:  Prokibits the smokirg of tobacco preducts in encloged
workplaces. Emplovers must take reasohable steps £o prevent non-
emplovees from smoking at a place of business. Vielation of this
provisicn would be an infraction subiect to a fine. This ast
would pre-empt all local ordinances, FISCAL FFRECT: Unknown
regulaticn and enforcement costs. Loss of revenue for businesses
wWho currantly allow smoking in designated areas.

POTENTIAL EFYFECTS: Imposes another mandate on businesses and restricts
an employer’s right to control his workplace. The author argues
that this ban weuld improve the health of workers and patrons.

SUBDORT: Californim Rastavrant association (yet 7% of the members cf
thiz association oppoge this position.), CA Medical Agsoc.,
AFL-CIO, Rmarican Heart Assoc., Mervyn’s, Soreasen’s Rasort,
American Lung Assoc. oI CA, (R Nurses Assog., SEIY, Chijdren’s
Advocacy Ins*itute .

OPSOSITION: Americans for Nonsmewer's Rights, Thae Ci*y and County of
San Franeisco, Californmia detel & Motel Assog., Hotel Dal-pir,
Ck Agsoc. of Hogpitals and Zealih Systems, Numerous obther
iadividuals. ‘

GOVIRNCR’S POSITION: Unknown
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COMMENTS:

¢ This bill is based on last year's AB 2557 (T. Friedman) which was
killed in committes.

o The California Manufacturers Association peints out, *employers
prefer to deal with workplace issues through company policles and

rocedures that are flexible end teilored to the particular
conditlons and circumstances of the workplace."

o This bill discriminates against smokers. The individual liberty
af those whe smoke and those whio are around smoke but do net
object will be violated. Smokers and non-smokers know of the
mlieged risks and do not need 4 paternalistic state to protect
them from themselves.

o This bill prokibits an employer from smoking in his own
building--even if all of the employees also smoke. Similarly,

a self-employed person with no employees would be prohibized from
smoking.

g This bill would alsc ban smoking ic bars, bowling alleys, etc.

o The EPA has recently released = report on the dangars of sacond
thand smoke. This report, while important, has been criticized as
unscientific and pnlitical.

¢ The Governor has signad an execu:ive order banning smoking in
public buildings. 7Thls declsion is consistent with this analysis
since it is an epplgver based decision.

¢ The California Restaurant Assorlation supports this bill because
it will treat restaurants in all counties equally. Currently,
goma counties (e.g. Sacramento) have smoking baas and patrons are
dining in other cities where they can smoke. This has caused
financial hardship to restaurants in the few counties fhat have
stricter anti-smoking ordinances,

o This bill would prchibit smeking in hotel lobbies and bhallroems.
There was testimeny in policy committee that this may deter
conventions from being located in california. Tourism is one of
California’s main businesses and thersfore the impact of this
bill may have a significant adverse eccnomic eifect on the state.

Assarnbly Republican Committee vete
Labor —— 3/3/93
{7-1} Ayes: Andal
Noes: Takasugil
Abs,/N.V.: Goldsmith, Hoge
Ways & Means —— 5/19/93
{11-7) Ayas: Nolan
Noes: All other Republicanms axcept
Abs.. Allen, Woodruff
Consultants: John Trommald/Bill Cardoza

FILE 283 - FILE NUMBER 283

AB 601 T AND PROSTATE CANCER: POSTING OF NOTICE

. Lead Republican: Paul Woodruff
/83 Vote: Mejority
Reconmendatdicn: Oppose
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