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MY mke i s  W o n  leichtmn and I m President of Citizen's Against lbbaca, Smke. 

~ ' m  also an irdepedent mtion picture producer and writer h has been involved 

kl the national m m k e r s '  rights mvemnt for m r e  than 18 years. Three years 

ago I fouraled a local groq in C i n c h t i ,  Ohio, where w w e  able to secure 

one of the nost q r e h e n s i v e  mnsnoker protection laws in tl-ie nation which was 

dso the f i r s t  law of its kind in the mid-west. It took us ten mnths to get 

the law during which tim we grew fran a handful of volunteers to over fivehundred 

strong. Ije were able to secure legislation despite a oonstant battle being waged 

against us by a very rich and p e ~ f u l  tobacm industry which said i f  the c i ty  

of CL-,cbrlndti e r a e d  *E l q i s l a t ion  bsi_l?esses wuld mve out of the city into 

the WDS. But just the oppsi te  happened. People are flocking into the  c i t y  

to dine because nonsrokers are afforded. protection £ran tobacco m k e  they can 

only f i rd  in less  than 309 of the suburban restaurants. Ibst  of the city 's  restaur- 

ants rn seat tm-thirds to three-quarters of all patrons in the mnsnoking section 

becaw the c i ty  f e l t  the seating preferences should be based p n  the law of 

supply and d e d  and rat on a fix& percentage. mt's an extremely significant p i n t  

and 1'11 draw an andlogy with the airlines in a m t .  The Ebard of Health of 

the c i t y  of Cincinnati said it wanted an even-handed law that was fair to a l l  so 

it mde the law applicable to every restaurant and errployer large and sirdl -- 
rot just those with 50 seats or mre, or m r k  places b5Lh 5 enployees or mre.  

Cincinnati's very strong wrk place regulations of m k h g  as wll L as the restaurant 

section was aught  with one crmron goal in mind -- people who &ZSE mt to sroke 

should mt be forced-to do so. Would the sam pkii:osphical approach and the saw 

carrpaign wrk for mth ing  that reeds fixing a t  the f&rd level like 

sroking on a l l  dcxnestic flights? 



In OctDber of 1985 had the opportunity to fird out. . Action on Snaking ard 

Health spnsored the First  Wsrld Cbnfer~ce on Nomkers Rights in Washington, 

D.C. aid M e d s  of t k  nations m w k e r s '  rights a d  anti-mking activists  

gathered to learn fran Prof. John -ha£ just how far we k d  axre and and far  

w have to go in order to achieve what Surgeon Gexral Kmp calls a Smkefree 

Society by the year 2000. Activists like myself spelled out plans for  a National 

A g e d  and focused on mthods for cmprat ive  action. We discovered that m y  

groups had mmon goals in inind a d  were willing to netmrk and share in fomt ion  on 

several projects. Citizens Against Tb'mccn Sroke was f o d  in W k e r  of 1985 after 

six mnths of pre-planning. O x  f i r s t  m j o r  project was to secure a total mkiq 

ban on all drrrestic flights. I resigned my local p s i t i o n  to k a d  the new national 

anti-mking group called W, which m a n  as a ratio* mali t ion of activists 

and groups which reoently broadened its 'base to include the public in its 

constituency. air primary project for ' 87 and ' 88 is our SQDKETREE S i E S  WPAIGi 

to ban mking on all a s t i c  f l i g h t s  and in airline t e r m h a l s .  Our aff i l ia tes  mrk 

with the news mdia to help generate coverage a b u t  the isrx of airline m k i n g .  

Cit izev wainst Tobacco Smke also serves as a resource ad clearinghouse on the 

airline m k i n g  issue for any entity which seeks i n fomt ion  on the topic. In 

addition to our affi l iates,  we provide b i a n t e r s  of Congress, the kpartrrent of R'ans- 

p r t a t ion  (DL1T/FM) , the National hanspr ta t ion  Safety E o z d ,  the Aviation =ety 

~ s s i o n ,  and the airlines with in fomt ion  that can lead to a t o t l l  ban on all 

airline m'hing. Ke have team one of the fastest yrwing anti--king organizatior 

in the nation in prt -use w're ancentrating oil o~ issue that people feel very 

strongly abut -- &line w k i n g  . Citizens Against Tbbacm Snoke i s  one of many 

n a t i o d  organizations which endorses a total ban on airline smiting. For the 
cn o 

p s t  24 mnths I have mrked aLmst exclusively with the a i r l k  smking issue. g 



past 'two years dealing w i t h  this issue. 

Fa re  real protection fmn eqmsure t o  tobacco m k e  in the airliner cabin is medd 
t 

for the 450 million people w b  are e x p c t d  to travel by air this year. The nation's 

90,000 fl ight  atterdants suffer mst of a l l .  Many have had to leave their jobs dw to 

debilitating illnesses caused by breathing other people's m k e .  Itbe legislation 

you are considerirg today w i l l  resolve the matter. It bans sroking on a l l  dcn-estic 

flights. That's what the Nationdl Acaw of Science 18 m n t h  long study re leasd  

1 4  mnths aqo a t  a mst of $500,000 to the nation's taxpayers d l &  for - a total bzn 

on m k i n g  on all dcrrestic flights. Three federal reports on involuntary mking  

issued w i t h i n  a f ive-mnth period l a s t  year prcs~ed 'beyond the s h a h  of a doubt 

that it is dangerous to passively breathe a s r o k a '  s m k e .  #en you consider the 

fact that nize out of ten srokers say &y want to  quit ard an overwhelming majority 

of people w k ~  m k e  b s e  to sit in a m m k i n g  section on arr airplane, you 

win to see why banning mking in-flight not only protects m m k e r s  and supports 

that National Academy of Science recu-rmndation on a  bar^ made 1 4  mnths ago, but it 

i s  also supprtive of the sroker's decision to cut. down or quit. 

The current fedEral policy which permits passengers to m k e  cigarettes in-flight is 

obsoleb, unfair, unhealthy, and poses a seve-re threat to the &ety, health, comfort, 

and well-being of all passengers who chDose to travel by air. Tfie air l iner  cabin 

is also the mrk pla& for over 90,000 f l ight  atterdants. A l l  anployers have 

an obligation to provide a wrk  place free of harmful a n  taminants. The airlines have 

rat done that for f l ight  attendants. G o v e m n t  has  the right ard the obligation to 

protect the health of i ts citizens. Smking b u l d  be banned on all ca;rr;rercial 

flights. 



Any exanhation on whetkr or mt to ban in-flight sroking m s t  keep in mind a 
cn 

basic reality. Srroking is an W i o d  behavior; breathing i sn ' t .  Khile m k e r s  
CD o, 0 

can chxse to refrain fmn sroking, mmkers  m t  choose to refrain £ran P 

cn 
breathing, i-or can they b s e  to te unaffected by m k e .  cn 

CD 
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'lbbam interests muld have us bl ieve  ='re destroying precious freedcms i f  we 

ban in-flight noking. But t h i s  philosophical tug of war is rn as L+F can 

see fran a similar controversy in the past. 

In 1905, Govermr Sarmel Pennypcker of Pennsylvania vetoed prcpsed restrictions 

Gn p&lic q i t t k g  of tobaccz, and declzred, "It is a g e n t l m '  s right to 

expectorate. " Today we .a l l  agree public spitting of tobacco is unacceptable. We 

don' t have spitting or mn-spitting sections on an airplm. Wly then should 

mking, a self -destructive and publicly obmxious act, be penitted to hKm 

air l ine  passencjers and crew? Why should 85% of the passergers seated in a n o m k i n g  

section h f o r d  to breathe the 3800 harmful M c a l s  -- including 81 knmn 

carcwens -- mntained in ambient tobaca, m k e ?  

Our s x i e t y  lives by the principle of restricting behaviors which denonstrablp 
I 

jwpardize mre irrportant freehns. ihus, Congress should take steps to ban m k i n g  

in-flight and protect the ovenhelming mjori ty of airline passengers and crew who 
% 

mrk in the a i r1h . r  cabin. 
. . 

Scm people mnsider it an admission of failure whenever an arm of g o v m t  thinks it 

n e s s a r y  to make an inrlustry do what it ought to do out of ordinary courtesy and 

consideration. Airline regulation of in-flight mking is a  a s z  in pint. C o p r a t e  

failure t o  act rrspsnsibly has caused us to be at this pint. The airl ines and their 

tra& assxiation s b u l d  have dealt with this issue long ago. &lines have said 



they &e waiting for gwerrrrent regulation. !hey fully 'expect it. Until m, the 

airl ines appear to be supprting the position that m k e r s  have scm inherent 

privilege to assault others with the harmful a d  toxic chdcals which are the 

baste prcducts of an addiction, and to f i l l  an airplane -- including the lungs of a l l  

its pssengers -- with disease-causing pl lutants .  

I f  sarreone cam a b a r d  a p l m  and pinched or slapped a f l igh t  atterdant or spat 

p n  her, the prson muld be rmmed from the plane and probably arrested. If 

sa tmr~  brought a canister of the very m chemicals contained in ambient tobacco 

m k e  on a plane, and spray& *?I onto a flight attendant, they wuld be chcirged 

with assault and battery and arresL&. 

It is unfortunate that f o m r  Secretary of Transportation, Elizabeth Dole, took xlo 

positive steps on t h i s  issue nor did she even encourage the a i r lks  to voluntarily & 

sinking,  as  the  Ginadian Air Min is te r  did. His -bent in Canada i s  an over- 

b h e h i q  success with a 96% approval rating. Canada even reported a 10% business 

increase for its lbntreal and lbronto m m k e r s  . Air Canada i s  just campleting a 

28 day trid m* ban on all its 66 routes. Canada i s  expected to  ban all in- 

fl ight  mm, pss ib ly  by the end. of the year. 
cn 
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Ek-Secretary of Transportation, Elizabeth Dole, read the US Eiirliner rsport ad 
.. - .  cn 

rn 
six mnths later, finally made her recamadation to  Congress m t  to ban mking a 

in f l i g h t .  She was not mnvinced thzt tdmcm sroke harrred anyone on the airliner. -. 
S k  f e l t  the scientific proof wasn't there and ' k r e  study is reeded," However, she 

failed to include t m  major studies that w e  available to her a t  the time she was 



reading the reps& a d  drafting her reomrendations. Ihe first was i s d  by 

National Pra- of Sciences i n  mid-Novaber of 1986 titled E3- 

WG: MEAsURING FXWJFES ASD ASSESSING HEXLTH EFFlCE. %e secord 

r e p r t ,  the 1986 Surgeon Gemral ' s Reprt on DWOLUNTMU SMIKIS, was the mrk of 

m r e  than 60 scientists  £ran the UniM States ard abroad, re~resenting a variety 

of d i r i p l i r e s  . !he overdl 1 evidence justified the conclusion that m n g  other 

places, sroLing should definitely be bmned on all dcmstic flights. reprt 

confinred k i a t  the other r e p r t s  contend: Due to the rapid diffusion of tobarn m k e ,  

t k  moke on an a k p l m e  h s n ' t  krow whsre the smking section ends and the mn- 

m k i n g  section begins. Airline personnel are f o r d  t o  w r k  in the mking 

section eve? though i t ' s  like m k i n g  four c igze t t e s  a day for than. Passive 

m k e  can =use disease in healthy m m k e r s .  

Ever since t k  f i r s t  Surgeon General's r e p r t  on m k i n g  in 1961,  e have kncm 

sroking to h a ki l ler .  Until the 18th r e p r t ,  issded l a s t  year -- the nation's first 

on t3-e kalLh effects resulting f m n  nonmker w p s u r e  to  e n - c k a m t a l  tobacco 

m k e  -- R didn't  really have the extensive M y  of evidence reeded for the profound 

darges  in public p l i c y  that are forthcunjng . B a d  on the 1986 Surgeon General' s 

kprt , the j u d p n t  can n o w  bS mde -that q o n u e -  to-e r tv i romta l  tobacco mDke 

can cause diseax, including lung cancer. It i s  alss clear eat swle separation 

of srokers and mnsmkers within the saxe airspace may reduce but cannot eliminate 

nonnoker e.sFsure t o  E?S which contains over 3800 c h e i d s  including 84 k m  

carcinqens. The nation's 90,000 flight attendants need protection £ran tobacco 
o 
a, 

m k e  mst of all. They w r k  an average of 900 burs per year in the airliner 03 
c. -. 

cabin. What Ex-Secretary Dsle seems to  kx saying to them, and to the 450 million (J) I 
people who are expected to  f ly  this year is "Let then eat moke." The Tbbacm 

(D 

Institute agrees. It claims an airliner smking ban is unwarranted and premature. 



Granted, all we have are epidemiolqical studies inclw mre than 600 papers in 

the scientific l i terature on passive m k e ,  scrre of than inferential, based on th 

analysis of s t a t i s t i c s  correlating passive mking  with an increased incidence of 

health problms. But hm much longer do he force f l ight  a t t e h t s  ard the fly* 

public to saxe  as c j u b a  pigs? Considering the evidence, an airliner ban should 

have gone into effect  years ago. hPIy it hasn't is t e s t h n y  to the p e r  and clout 

of the tobacw i d u s t r y .  Years ago it apparently f o n d  an unb ly  alliance with the 

airline industry which also oppo=s a mking  ban. 

nie A k  Trans;ort Assxiat ion (Am) asserts that the airlines have to accamDdate 

preferences, and it says one third of the public d m s e s  to smke. Not so, according 

to a recent study put out by the Center for Disease Control kkich lists the figure 

as 26.5% of adults. The ATA also fails to  takz into consideration that the wer- 

wtielrmng mjority of srokers dmse to sit in a m m k i n g  section on an airplane. 

The XiT hal5;0rt Association (ATA), the lobbjling arm for the nation's airlines, sunds  

like the Air Tobacco Association and asserts that m k e r s  have a r e d  to  m k e  in 

flight. It contends the airl ines muld lose business i f  m k e r s  were 2enied the 
cn 
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privilegz of in fl ight .  ~ e v c r ,  accordvlg to a FRE;WE?T F'LYEii POLL of w 

u? 
S?terrker '86,  only 1 2 %  of those? plied cbse to  sit in a s m b g  section. OIr 

0 

wn&s h m  many of these folks would change thzir rxde of travel t o  tl-~e train, - 
the bas, or Lye b a t  if they m d d n '  t m k e  in flight. \hen. people buy an airplane 

ticket they want to .go fran pint A to p i n t  B as rapidly and as safely as pssible.  

They are not buying a ticket 'mcause they're looking for  a place to sroke. I did 

a l i t t l e  chedcing and leKned fran Prof. John Whaf a t  Action on Wking and Health 

that t h e  legal respnsibi l i ty  of a ccmron carrier, according to m n  law goinq 

back t o  the days of stagecoaches, is that it must provide the highest p s s ib l e  s-6 



of safety a d  health for passengers. ?here is mthing in the comron law that requires 

it to permit anybody to m k e  or to drink or to burn incense or to chew or to  sp i t  

tobacco. Yet the PIPA t a l k s  in t m  of "preferences." Scxr&x they have to acamcdatt 

preferences. Yet the Civi l  Aeronautics Eoard held fran the beginning, and the U.S. 

Court of Appeals reaffirm3 -- and many airlines have damnstrated -- that t k r e  is m 

l q a l  right to m k e  a h z d  an airplane. A f k r  17 years of ccrrplaints, the airlines ha[ 

&I= virtually r r o t h q  to  solve the problem. They have mt expxirrented with other 

propsals l ike designating m f l ights mkefree .  They have rot ccme up with 

different ventilation or physical barriers or a barrier of p ? l e  who don't care htwe- 

the srokirq and n o m k i n g  sections. They do absolutely mthing a .  then when 

pmpsals are ra&, they say they c p p ~  L!m. Phy C?ES the ATA feel Lhdt ciqzrette 

m k e r s  are scmhw entitled t o  mre protection than pipe and cigar mker s?  Pipe and 

cigar m k i n g  i s  banned by mst carriers. Those w b  derive the m satisfaction 

f r m  chewing and spitting tobacco, or those who desire to burn incense, or to  do a 

vu ie ty  of other things, can't do sa aboard a plane. 

The & m n t  of Transportation h s  kept track of public opinion rendered to it 

regarding the NAS Airliner recmmrdation on a total- woking-ban. F'rcrn August 1 4 ,  1986, 

tc, December 23,  1986, 412 l e t te rs  fav~xed a h, a d  only 6 were opposed. That gives 

you an indication of public opinion sent to D.O. T. 

L 

In addition to the passive-mking issae, there are other reasons why in-flight 
cn 
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mkirIg s b u l d  te banned. The accumletion of tobaccn m k e  also affects delicate 8 
airplane e q u i l m t .  Safety, therefore, becarres an issue. &ports m e  docunrented 

m 
a t  a EHIS conference held in South Florida on July 12, 1987, that the following 

-J 
+b 

incidents have occurred and continue to occur in the a i r l iner  cabin: oxygen masks 



have failed to d i p  in growl, tests due to their mtt ing  surfaces being glued shut by 

tobacco tars; congealed tar ard nicotine beams frozen to fl ight  control cables; 

outflow valves mdlfunction; in-flight fires occur; clothing and hands are burrrsd 

caused by caieless &oking; captains have to leave the axkp i t  to referee disputes 

wer sroking or to &lp fl ight  attendants ld. for dropped cigarettes htween 

and beneath seats. 

The p t e n t i a l  for in-flight f i res  i s  a primary concern i f  m k i n g  i s  permitted in 

th air l iner  cabin. The rear of any airplane now can be ansidered a sort of mking 

salon. The transition into the lavatory with a passenger carrying a cigarette is not 

an u n m n  sight, despite a rule against lavatory m k i q .  Although m k e  alarms 

are nmdatory, many have chinel ike  sounds, and it b e m s  very confusing to fl ight  

attendants because the ring sounds just like the ca l l  button noise. Smke a l m  

can be ma& tanper-prmf and equipped with loud alarms, and that s b u l d  be done 

M a t e l y .  The Assmiation of Flight Attendants has remmended criminal -ties 

as a way to  deal with anyone caught smking in a lavatory. Mhen you stop to mnsider 

that such srm)Un4 jeopardizes the safety of everyone on the plane, violators should h 

firmly 'dealt with, ard harsh penalties can serve that purpose. 

Lavatory nolung is a major scare tactic currently king used by m to  convince 

-4 
Congress and the public that an in-flight mk ing  ban m d d  te a bad thing. That' N 

a r m n t ,  howver ,  f a i l s  to  take into consideration the r e a ~ n s i b l e  nature of mst 

mom passengers and tte fact  that they are not going to run ard hide out to have 

a cigarette. 
h 

The proper k u d  of sroke alarm and penalties can deal effectively wit5 

violators. Wren smking in-flight is banned under the new rules, those 

passengers w b  currently m k e  in fl ight  w i l l  be randanly s c a t t a d  throughout the 

air l iner cabin, seated next b other m m k i n g  passengers. Peer pressure alone 



will -# to'dedeter m k i n g .  Smkers m n f t  see anyone l ight  up, an3 it w i l l  

therefore be easier for them mt to m1ke. F i d l y ,  those w b  are severely addicted 

to nicntine can get a prescription fran their doctor. There are severdl ways to get 

n imt i re  other than :-king tobacco. W v e r ,  if people need to m k e  that badly, they 

can break q their trip a d  mke i n  a cksignated area inside the aiqort tembd. 

Hcrever, the mkers' addiction, and M u l  waste products fran the addiction, 

s b u l d  mt be permitted to rule in the &liner cabin m r  should the harmful 

Kd toxic chmicals ' inf l ic t  harm on the rest of the passengers ard crew. 

U1 
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111. >IUCH OF THE 0 3 h W a  OVER BAI?NEG S'OKEG IN-FLIGHT BEGINS AT THE ?OFLK:CO 
4 o 

m s r m .  

Ivbst Vnited States Cong-resmen realize by m that the "institute" has l i t t l e  i f  my 

credibility. It is  naive to suggest thzt an industry that  produces an addictive 

prduc t  that kills nearly half a mi l l ion  Airericans every year muld ke truthful 

about any hann associated with tobacco use. For example, the "institute" says rn cf 

i ts  "research" indicates that m r e  than 3800 c h a i c d l s  contained in tobacco m k e ,  

i i i 1ub t -g  84 kmwn carckcjens, aren't 25 harmful as health authorities have in2icaM. 

Eelieviq that could be hazardous to your health. The Tobaca, Institute is  a non- 

scientific lobby sinilzr  to the Flat Earth Society which oontir,ues to deny that 
' 

kbacrn smke  i s  harmful to  anyone, m b r s  or nomokers, and evists partly to 

enable the tobacco i nd~s t ry  to justify the misrepresentation of factual infarmti;n 

- to  rake it a p m  thst the mntroverj over mok* an2 health rerains an opzn one. 

llhile it is recognized that e have only scratched the surface in detexxhhg all 

of the adverse health effects of involuntary m k i n g ,  what we do know precludes ar.y 

denial that a p s u r e  to  second-hard m k e  can be harmful. mere is  growing public 

acceptance of restrictions on smking in public places. The benefits of a moke-free 

enviromnt are beaming increasingly apparent as the federal governrent, the 



military, nost stdtes, and many of nation' s top mrpanies have limited 

in various .locations. Sore have even banned it altogether. ?he airlines are 

in line and they are resisting it because they h v e  duped into believing 

the unklievable. . 

1 

The 'Ibbaccn Institute has cited an Airline P i l o t s  Association Poll that purp-y d m  

that 87% of pi lots  favor the cumcent sesepation plicy. NO SUCH RlLL W S  EVER TAKES 

of a l l  air l ine pilots. In November, 1986, ALPA @led its airl ine pilot chaimwq 

(&legates) on a u k p i t  srokmg and they &ceded on a voluntary ban in the 

m.it. AtPA dich't ask- pilots airout a total baq, 3-bur ban, 2 - b u t  ban, or & 

current pliq- that exis ts  in the airliner cabin. ~ ~ l e  individual pilots o v & w :  

favor a total noking ban, ALPA, in fact,  oppses the propsed legislation on'the 

grounds of safety--apparently believing the t o h c m  lobby which says s m  m k e r s  

muld te apt to sneak into tte lavatory to l ight  w. I f  the prduct i s  that addictive, 

what we need is an addiction warning on the lake1 and nimtine substitutes for peo~le 

who need it when they fly. If addicted m k e r s  can cause f i r e s  in lavatories, 

l e t '  s ban airline mking altogether, install tanpar-proof noke detectors w i t h  loud 

alarms, and proggse-criminal penalties to d e a l  with offenders who mild dare to 

jeopardize the health and safety of all passengers a d  crews. 

As the situation mw stands, a significant s q r e n t  of the f lying public suffers 
' 

disccmiort and illness in o?& to avail themselves of the mst convenient a d  rapii 

form of intercity public transprtation, and a d l e r  seg;ent of the ppulztion-- 

- 

.. 
p p l e  w i t h  cardiovascular disease, respiratory disease, and allergies-- is denid 

access altogether because of a l i f e  threatening or a debilitating andit ion.  For g cn 

a, 
w 

ul 
cn 
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these people, and #for the 450 million people who are eqectd to travel by air 

in 1987, a.total ban is c e r t a h l y  warranted and publicopinion says that's the 

k i d  of ban it wants. The tw.Anur axnpranise prop~sal  which soon goes to the 

Gemte floor - i s  a . :p l i t i ca l  anprainise. This legislation &!fore you solves the 

problw. The issue b i l s  down to M t h  and safety versus greed. 'Ihe health 
I 

ard safety of all passengers ard crew versus the greed of the cigarette i r d u s t q .  

Tke tobacm industry is the only irdustry in m i c a  that produes a product 

that is harmful when used as  intended. me cigarette i s  tk only wnnnier $ d u c t  

in the nation that mt only cases  harm to the user, but t o  the humcent bystander 

9-0- in f l i ah t  threat= everyone. Congress s b d d  take irmediate action to 

end it m. 



Last on the 'Friday after Thanksgiving, Citizens Against Tobacco Snoke 

announced its national S31EFEE SKIES CMPAICN to ban stoking on all darestic 

flights. One wek earlier the Amrican Cancern Society held its annual Great 
I 

h x i c a n  - h u t  Day. On the very day the Cancer Society m.s atte-pting to 

m u r a g e  people to try to q u i t  mking, the Philip Wrris ?bbacoo Ccmpany launch& 

its Great Prrerican Srroker's Caqdgn. One w e k  la ter ,  five mn traveling together 

in a US Air jetliner lit cigarettes ard refused to put than out when the f l ight  

atterCants asked then to Q so after the e n t i r e  aircraft was declared mn-=king. 

The five passengers wre  arrested a t  the a m  in &ston when the plane landed 

a d  they m e  charged w i t h  interference with a f l igh t  crew. It seems that one 

o f  the mcho guys mt to lavatory w i t h  a light& cigarette and set o f f  a 

m k e  a l m ,  and mther refused to fasten his seat belt  ard pushed a flight 

atteniant away in the process. The f l ight  captain l e f t  the -it on tw 

occasions to try to se t t l e  the disturbance and f inally radioed to the airprt to 

have state troopers there ta r r e t  the aircraft  . 

Tkre  i s  clear evidence against the tobaca, irdustry's claim that onrron courtesy is a 

solution. b people sirply are rnt  courtwus. 

In East Boston District Court on Nov. 28, 1906, the five mn paid $115 each i n  mcr, - 
m s t s  under a provision of bhss. state law that pennits f i r s t  offenders who pay ass b 

have their cases mntinued "without fmding" for three mn,ths, after khich rmrd is 

expunged if the defendant has had rn mre trouble w i t h  the law. 
cn 



The m pleaded "m contest", they wixe fined, and the airline chose rnt  to p r o m .  

~ v e r ,  tk s t ~ q  &sntt  end there. In what can probably be tenred tk 

quintessential definition of "chuupah" the mr~ w b  jeopardized the safety of 

e v w n e  on the aircraft have t u r d  around and are m Ning the air l ix  . 

In a ' l e t te r  to f o m  Secretary Ible. concerning the U.S. Air incident, I wrote: 

"The Cept. of hanspr ta t ion  has the r ight  and t k  obligation to prote3 the safety 

of citizens w b  travel by any form of public transportation. Both a safety and M t h  

i s se  crm into play wtw people are flying 35,000 feet  up in the air, and that  a l o ~  is  

a amgelling reason to ban m k i n g  entirely. Your D e p r t r t m t  has the a u t h r i t y  to 

act. lb passenger has the right to jeopardize the safety of other travelers. 

Airiine pilots must be l e f t  to properly perforin the dduties of their jobs. Tf;e 

e v i h c e  for banning mking in-flight is c l e z  a d  o v e m h e ~ .  Your imnediate 

atLkntion to this hprtant matter is requested." 

F o m  Secretary Dole ignored the l e t t e r  the s w  way she ignored the Surgeon 

General's r e p r t  of 1986 on Involuntary Smoking. She acted like it di6n' t exist. 

The incident prcmpted to write a guest editorial-which was published in the 

CXDJNX'I  WUEX on Feb. 19 ,  1987. The mwspaper ti'tled it "What 'Rights" 

For The Snoker" and it is  attached a t  the mnclusion of my testirony as is a 

second guest editorial published Sept.. 23, 1987 which synopsizes the m y  and vzrief 

reasons why a tOtdl b n  is necessary and who stands t o  k n e f i t  f ran sue! legislation. 

I un also suhit t ing'for the record the results of a survey done by the &sociation of 

Professiondl Flight Attendants, the union of f l ight  attendants wr)ung a t  cn 
0 
a Amrican Airlines. The study dccwents the harm t o  flight attendants caused by a, 
c. 


