
File No. ___ 1.:..::3'""'"1=20.::....:8:;....._ __ _ Committee Item No. 4 
Board Item No. ___ __,f~---

COMMITTEE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST 

Committee: ~R=u=le=-s _____ _;__. __ _ Date March 6. 2014 

Board of Supervisors Meeting Date 8/ :J..5/ t 1 
Cmte Board 
D D Motion 

i Resolution 
Ordinance . 
Legislative Digest 

D D Budget and Legislative Analyst Repo~ 

i i Youth Commission Report 
Introduction Form 

· Department/Agency Cover Letter and/or Report 
D D MOU 
D D Grant Information Form 
D D Grant Budget 
D D Subcontract Budget 
D D Contract/Agreement 
D D Form 126 - Ethics Commission 
D D Award Letter 
D 0 Application 
!Kl !Kl Public Correspondence 

OTHER (Use back side if additional :space is needed) 

~ ~ 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 

Completed by:--'-'A=lis=a:....:.M=i=lle::;_:_r ______ .Date February 28, 2014 
Completed by: AnSQ Miller Date Moirch 1~ ,'()14 

127 



FILE NO. 131208 ORDINANCl .• O. 

1 [Health Code - Restrictions on Sale and Use of Electronic Cigarettes] 

2 

3 Ordinance amending the Health Code to prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes where 

4 smoking is otherwise prohibited; require a tobacco permit for the sale of electronic 

5 cigarettes; prohibit the sale of electronic cigarettes where the sale of tobacco products 

6 is otherwise prohibited; and making environmental findings. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

NOTE: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman; 
deletions are strikf! through italics Times }kw Ro'man. 
Board amendment additions are double-underlined; 

·Board amendment deletions are strikethrough normal. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:· 

13 Section 1. The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in 

14 this ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public 

15 Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on .file with the Clerk of the 

16 Board of SupeNisors in File No. 131208 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

17 

18 Section 2. The San Francisco Health Code is hereby amended by adding Article 19N, 

19 Sections 19N.1 - 19N.9, to read as follows: 

· 20 SEC. 19N.1 FINDINGS AND STATEMENT OF PURPOSE. 

21 (a) Electronic smoki.ng devices. commonly referred to as electronic cigarettes or e-cigarettes. 

22 are battery-operated devices that may resemble cigarettes, although they do not contain tobacco leaf 

23 People who use electronic smoki.ng devices inhale vaporized liquid nicotine extracted tram tobacco, or 

24 inhale other vaporized liquids, created by heat through an electronic ignition svstem, and exhale the 

25 vapor in a wqy that mimics smoki.ng. 
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1 {k) Electronic cigarettes are presently available for purchase and use in San Francisco. 

2 (c) The FDA 1s Center (or Drug Evaluation and Research, Office of Compliance purchased two 

3 . samples of electronic cigarettes and components from two leading brands. These samples included 18 

4 o(the various flavored. nicotine, and no-nicotine cartridges offered for use with these products. These 

5 cartridges were obtained to test some of the ingredients contained in them and inhaled by users of 

6 electronic cigarettes. The FDA 's Center {Or Drug Evaluation and Research, Division o[ 

7 Pharmaceutical Analysis (DPA) analyzed the cartridges ftom these electronic cigarettes for nicotine 

8 content and {Or the presence of other tobacco constituents. some of which are kn.own to be harmful to 

9 humans. including those that are potentially carcinogenic or mutagenic. The DP A 1s analvsis of the 

10 electronic cigarette samples showed: 

11 a) The products contained detectable levels of known carcinogens and toxic chemicals to 

12 which users could be exposed 

13 (2) Quality control processes used to manufacture these products are inconsistent or non-

14 . existent. 

15 (3) Tobacco-specific impurities suspected ofbeingharmfUl to humans-anabasine. myosmine, 

16 and 8-nicotyrine-were detected in a majority o(the samples tested. 

17 (4) Three different electronic cigarette cartridges with the same label were tested and each 

18 cartridge emitted a markedly different amount of nicotine with each pu'ff The nicotine levels per puff 

19 ranged ftom 26. 8 to 43.2 mcg nicotine/I 00 mL puff 

20 (d) The Surgeon General has {Ound that the chemical nicotine is a powerful pharmacologic 

21 agent that acts in the brain and throughout the body and is highly addictive. The United States 

22 Department of Health and Human Services has concluded that nicotine is as addictive as cocaine or 

23 heroin and is a highly toxic substance. Use of nicotine in any form may cause or contribute to 

24 , cardiovascular disease. complications of hypertension. reproductive disorders, cancers ofmanv types. 

25 and gastrointestinal disorders. including peptic ulcer disease and gastro esophageal reflux. 
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1 . (e) ThePDA has raised concerns that electronic cigarettes, including but not limited to 

2 .flavored electronic cigarettes, can increase nicotine addiction among young people and may lead youth 

3 to try conventional tobacco products. A CDC study showed that in 2011 4. 7% of all high schoolers had 

4 tried e-cigarettes and that in 2012 that number increased to 10. 0% of all high schoolers. Electronic 

5 cigarettes may not be legally sold to minors in California. Electronic smoking devices and other 

6 unapproved nicotine delivery products have a high appeal to youth due to their high tech design and 

7 availability in child-f'riendly flavors like cotton candy, bubble gum. chocolate chip cookie dough and 
' 

8 cookies and cream milkshake. 

9 . (j) Health authorities have also expressed concerns that the vapors released into the air 

10 through the use of an electronic cigarette present a danger to others who breathe them. 

11 {g) The use of an electronic cigarette in public is often indistingu,ishable -from the use of I 

12 traditional tobacco products, prompting confusion among members of the public wherever smoking is 

13 prohibited Consequentlv. persons who smoke traditional tobacco products may be induced to do so in 1 

14 areas where smoking is illegal under the mistaken belief that smoking is legal in such areas. or that the 

15 ban on smoking in such areas is not being enforced 
I 

16 (h) Owners of establishments such as office buildings and restaurants encounter similar 

17 obstacles seeking to comply with the laws prohibiting smoking in certain locations. An owner may 

18 request that ci patr.on stop smoking cigarettes in a restaurant only to have the patron demonstrate that it 

19 is an electronic cigarette. The Owner may also be placed in the position ofhavinglo confront and 

20 examine the cigarettes of any number of customers absent a prohibition on the use of electronic 

21 cigarettes where traditional cigarettes are banned 

22 (i) The agencies charged with enforcing compliance in enclosed and unenclosed spaces will 

23 similarly have to devote considerable time and resources determining the individuals smoking 

24 electronic cigarettes versus traditional cigarettes. 

25 

I 

I 
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1 al Some agencies in San Francisco have already adopted restrictions on e-cigarette usage 

2 including San Fran_cisco General Hospital, Lag1ma Honda Hospital, AT &TBallpark, University of 

3 California-San Francisco, San Francisco Department of Public Health and the San Francisco 

4 International Airport. 

5 SEC. l 9N. 2 DEFINITIONS. 

6. (a) "Director" means the Director o(Public Health or his or her designee. 

7 (b) "Electronic Cigarette" or "E-cigarette" means anv device with a heating element. a 

8 batterv. or an electronic circuit that provides nicotine or other vaporized liquids to the user in a 

9 manner that simulates smoking tobacco. 

1 O (c) "Establishment" means any store, stand booth, concession or other enterprise that engages . 

11 in the retail sales o(tobacco products and/or electronic cigarettes. 

12 SEC. 19N.3 TOBACCO SALES PERMIT REOUIRED. 

I 3 (a) An establishment must have a valid tobacco sales permit obtained pursuant to Health Code 

14 Section I 009. 5 2 to sell electronic cigarettes. 

15 (b) The Director mqy enforce this section pursuant to Articles 19 et seq. o[the Health Code 

16 including but not limited to Article l 9H 

17 SEC. 19N.4 PROHIBITING THE USE OF ELECTRONIC CIGARETTES WHEREVER 

18 SMOKING OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS IS BANNED. 

19 (a) The use of electronic cigarettes is prohibited wherever smoking of tobacco products is 

20 prohibited by law includingArticles 19 et seq. ofthe Health Code. 

21 (b) The Director mqy enforce this section pursuant to Articles 19 et seq. ofthe Health Code 

22 including but not limited to the Articles prohibiting smoking in certain spaces or areas. 

23 SEC. 19N.5 PROHIBITING THE SALE OF ELECTRONIC CIGARETTES WHEREVER 

24 THE SALE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS IS PROHIBITED. 

25 
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1 a) The sale of electronic cigarettes is prohibited wherever the sale o(tobacco products is 

2 prohibited by law, including as prohibited in Articles 19 et seq. of the Health Code. 

3 b) The-Director may enforce this section pursuant to Articles 19 et seq. oft he Health Code 

4 including but not limited to Article 19J 

5 SEC. 19N.6 CITY UNDERTAKING LIMITED TO PROMOTION OF GENERAL 

6 WELFARE. 

7 - In enacting and implemenJing this ordinance, the City is assuming an undertaking only to 

8 promote the general welfare. It is not assuming, nor is itimposing on its officers and employees. an 

9 obligation for breach of which it is liable in money damages to any person who claims that such breach 

10 proximately caused injury. -

11 SEC.19N.7 RULESANDREGULATIONS. 

12 The Director. after a noticed public hearing. may adopt rules and regulations to carry out the 

13 provisions of this Article. Such rules and regulations shall take effect 15 days after the public hearing. 
1 

14 Violation of any such rule or regu1ation may be grounds for administrative or civil action against the 

15- permittee pursuant to this Article. 

16 SEC.19N.8 PREEMPTION. 

17 (a) Nothing in this Article shall be interpreted or applied so as to create any power. duty or 

18 obligation in conflict with. or preempted by. any Federal or State law. Even if not preempted by 

19 Federal or State law. the provisions of this Article shall no{apply i(the Federal or State law is more 

20 restrictive. 

21 II 

22 II 

23 II 

24 II 

25 
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1 (b) This Article shall not apply to any FDA-approved product marketed for therapeutiC 

2 purposes. 

3 (c) This Article shall not affect any laws or regulations regarding medical cannabis. 

4 SEC.19N.9 SEVERABILITY. 

5 Jfany section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase in this Article or 

6 any partthereo(is (or any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or ineffective by any court of 

7 competent ;urisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the remaining 

8 portions oftMs Article or any part thereof The Board of Supervisors hereby declares that it would 

9 have passed each section, subsection. subdivision. paragraph, sentence. clause. or phrase thereof 

1 0 irrespective o(the fact that any one or more subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs. sentences, clauses. 

11 or phrases be declared unconstitutional, or invalid, or ineffective. 

12 

13 Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days aner 

14 enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 

15 ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board 

16 of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance. 

17 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

18 DENNIS J. 'HERRERA, City Attorney 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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FILE NO. 131208 

. LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 

[Health Code - Restrictions on Sale and Use of Electronic Cigarettes] 

Ordinance amending the Health Code to prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes where 
smoking is otherwise prohibited; require a tobacco permit for the sale of electronic 
cigarettes; prohibit the sale of electronic cigarettes where the sale of tobacco products 
is otherwise prohibited; and making environmental findings. 

Existing Law 

The Health Code currently bans smoking in a variety of settings, both enclosed and 
unenclosed spaces. The Health Department enforces the prohibitions through inspections and 
a hearing process. The Board of Appeals hears any appeals from enforcement action taken 
by the Health Department. 

The Health Department also permits tobacco retail stores. Tobacco sales are 
prohibited in certain settings, including pharmacies and stores containing pharmacies. 

Amendments to Current Law 

The proposed ordinance amends the San Francisco Health Code by adding Article 19N 
(Sections 19N.1 - 19N.9) to prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes where smoking is 
otherwise prohibited; require a tobacco permit for the sale of electronic cigarettes; and 'prohibit 
the sale of electronic cigarettes where the sale of tobacco products is otherwise prohibited. 

Background Information 

The FDA has raised concerns that electronic cigarettes, including but not limited to flavored 
electronic cigarettes, can increase nicotine addiction among young people and may lead 
youth to try conventional tobacco products. A .CDC study showed that in 2011 4~ 7% of all 
high schoolers had tried e-cigarettes and that ih 2012 that number increased to 10.0% of all 
high schoolers. Electronic cigarettes may not be legally sold to minors in California. 
Electronic smoking c;fevices and other unapproved nicotine delivery products have a high 
appeal to youth due to their high tech design and availability in child-friendly flavors like 
chocolate and strawberry. 

Health authorities have also expressed concerns that the vapors released into the air through 
the use of an electronic cigarette present a danger to others who breathe them. 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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FILE NO. 131208 

The use of an electronic cigarette in public is often indistinguishable from the use of traditional 
tobacco products, prompting confusion among members of the public wherever smoking is 
prohibited. Consequently, persons who smoke traditional tobacco products may be induced 
to do so in areas where smoking is illegal under the mistaken belief that smoking is legal in 
such areas, or that the ban on smoking in such areas is not being enforced. 

Owners of establishments such as office buildings and restaurants ~ncounter similar 
obstacles seeking to comply with the laws prohibiting smoking in certain locations. An owner 
may request that a patron stop smoking cigarettes in a restaurant only to have the patron 
demonstrate that it is an electronic cigarett~. The Owner may also be placed in the position of 
having to confront and examine the cigarettes of any number of customers absent a 
prohibition on the use of electronic cigarettes where traditional cigarettes are banned. 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

February 28, 2014 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 131208 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer. 
Planning Department 

· 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Wycko: 

On December 17, 2013, Supervisor Mar introduced the following proposed legislation: 

File No. 131208 

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Health Code, by adding Article 11A, 
requiring: 1) the Department o_f Public Health (DPH) to provide written information 
outlining the rights and responsibilities of tenants, property owners, and Pest 
Control Operators regarding the prevention and treatment of bed bug 
infestations; 2) DPH to develop a training curriculum on bed bug abatement; 3) 
owners to respond to bed bug infestation complaints; 4) property owners to 
disclose bed bug infestation history for the previous two years; 5) DPH to collect 
and publish bed bug data on a quarterly basis; 6) establishing enforcement 
procedures; and 7) making environmental findings. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

Q(JW;~ 
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk 

Rules Committee 

Attachment /lt,f ~/~_cjc.I under (EO/i. 

c: Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning 
Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning 

136 

~·~ lines cfec.<t#Jts /5dbO{c) 
~d 15373' heco.-U~ Mel?? 
is /to d't/'ec. r or ;-,,cl,~ 
ph.y5;cd chLUt.fe in U 
enV::;;;e~~ 
~- .2~.Z.01~ 



Miller, Alisa 

, From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi, Alisa, 

Carpenter, Adele 
Monday, March 17, 2014 8:22 PM 
Miller, Alisa 
Truong, Phimy (BOS); Lauterborn, Peter (BOS) 
YC Referral Response File No. 131208 
YC Referral Response 131208.pdf 

At their regularly scheduled full commission meeting tonight, youth commissioners unanimously voted to support File 
No. 131208, the electronic cigarette legislation sponsored by Supervisor Mar. I've attached a copy of their referral 
re!!ponse to this email. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. 

Best, 

Adele Carpenter 
Coordinator of Youth Development and Administration 
San Francisco Youth Commission 
Office: (415)554-6464 I Fax: (415) 554-6140 

Visit the official Youth Commission site and YC facebook page. 
Sign up for our newsletter. 

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Satisfaction form. 
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(415) 554-6446 Youth Commission 
City Hall ~ Room 345 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4532 

(415) 554-6140 FAX 
www.sfgov.org/youth_commission 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

YOUfH COMMISSION 

MEMORANDUM 

Alisa Miller, Clerk, Rules Committee 

Youth Commission 

March 17, 2014 

Referral response to BOS File No. 131208 

At our regular meeting of March 17, 2014 the Youth Commission voted unanimously to 
support the following motion: 

To support BOS File No. 131208, Ordinance amending the Health Code to prohibit 
the use of electronic cigarettes where smoking is otherwise prohibited; require a tobacco 
permit for the sale of electronic cigarettes; prohibit the sale of electronic cigarettes 
where the sale of tobacco products is otherwise prohibited; and making environmental 
findings. 

*** 

During discussion on this item, the Youth Commission proposed and 
unanimously approved the following comment and recommendations regarding this 
legislation: 

The Youth Commission urges the Board of Supervisors to request the Department of Public 
Health to conduct a study on how .electronic cigarette products affect nicotine consumption rates 
among young people and how this type of legislation can prevent nicotine addiction among 
young people. 

*** 

We would like to provide some context for the position expressed above: 

During their discussion on this item, Youth Commissioners expressed concern that e-cigarettes 
are good in theory and harmful in practice, as they are a gateway to nicotine addiction. They are 
manufactured to emulate the act of smoking in look and feel, which undermines the work done 
by youth advocat.es and young people themselves to curb smoking consumption among, and 
tobacco marketing toward, young people. 

1 
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Please inform us of forward movement on this item. 

If you have any questions about these recommendations or anything related to the Youth 
Commission, please don't hesitate to contact our office at (415) 554-6446. 

Chair, Nicholas Persky 
2013-2014 San Francisco Youth Commission 
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,03/15/2014 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Attention: Alisa Miller Clerk of Rules Committee 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco Ca 94102 

Dear Board Of Supervisors, 

-: :-, , ) '' ~ "' I 0 P 'H' 2. <::· l • i' ! -· t ! •· • • 1 ;'< I I • ,J f ... !..; l ••••• u 

My name is Janet Garcia, I am a medical cannabis patient and California statres resident. 
I am writing you today regarding vaporizers in the city of San Francisco. Studies have 
shown that vaporizers effectively remove the noxious toxins from cannabis smoke, 
delivering an effectively pure stream of medically active caruiab_ip.oid vapor. While there 
is evidence that some nicotine e-cigs emit trace levels of certain non-pyrolyti~,t~~ip,s, ,the·· ·· · 
amounts observed are well below established safety thr~s}lolds and present rio credible 
risk to bystanders. The proponent, Eric Mar, has ified fo pretend that the bill doesn't 
affect medical cannabis patients by including a clause saying it doesn't affect "any laws 
or regulations regarding medical cannabis." In fact, the bill defines e-cigs broadly to 
include any vaporization device, and there is NO law or regulation protecting access to 
medical cannabis vaporizers except a provision allowing on-site consumption at certain 
dispensaries. Of course, this won't protect patients in public housing, the parks, or in 
businesses or public accommodations, etc. In practice, the outlawing of nicotine e-cigs 
would prompt police to arrest anyone with any device resembling an e-cig in their mouth, 
regardless of whether it had nicotine, cannabis or peppermint - it's virtually impossible to 
tell the difference without inhaling on them. Proof of how far amok SF's anti-smoking 
law has gone amok was evident at the INTCHE cannabis rally at City Hall Plaza last 
year, where a delegation of park police were on hand to bust attendees for smoking in the . 
park. Before the park smoking ban, this event went off trouble-free with minimal police 
presence. If this ordinance passes, look for the City to wast~ even more police time on 
nanny-state health crimes. What ever happened to San Francisco's reputation for 
tolerance? Please consider the right and medical health options medical cannabis patients 
in San Francisco and support the medical cannabis community. Thank you for your time 
and· consideration towards these important matter. 

Sincerely and respectfully, 

Janet Gracia 
1098 Foxchase Dr. 
San Jose C a95124 
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03/15/2014 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Attention: Alisa Miller Clerk of Rules Committee 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco Ca-94102 

Dear Board Of Supervisors, 

My name is Fernando Ruiz; I am a medical cannabis patient and California statres 
resident. I am writing you today regarding vaporizers in the city of San Francisco. Studies 
have shown that vaporizers effectively remove the noxious toxins from cannabis smoke, 
delivering an effectively pure stream of medically active cannabinoid vapor. While there 
is evidence that some nicotine e-cigs emit trace levels of certain non-pyrolytic toxins, the 
amounts observed are well below established safety thresholds and present no credible 
risk to bystanders. The proponent, Eric Mar, has tried to pretend that the bill doesn't 
affect medical cannabis patients by including a clause saying it doesn't affect "any laws 
or regulations regarding medical cannabis." In fact, the bill defines e-cigs broadly to 
include any vaporization device, and there is NO law or regulation protecting access to 
medical cannabis vaporizers except a provision allowing on-site consumption at certain 
dispensaries. Of course, this won't protect patients in public housing, the parks, or in 
businesses or public accommodations, etc. In practice, the outlawing of nicotine e-cigs 
would prompt police to arrest anyone with any device resembling an e-cig in their mouth, 
regardless of whether it had nicotine, cannabis or peppermint - it's virtually impossible to 
tell the difference without inhaling on them. Proof of how far amok SF's anti-smoking 
law has gone amok was evident at the INTCHE cannabis rally at City Hall Plaza last 
year, where a delegation of park police were on hand to bust attendees for smoking in the 
park. Before the park smoking ban, this event went off trouble-free with minimal police 
presence. If this ordinance passes, look for the City to waste even more police time on 
nanny-state health crimes. What ever happened to San Francisco's reputation for 
tolerance? Please consider the right and medical health options medical cannabis patients 
in San Francisco and support the medical cannabis community. Thank you for your time 
and consideration towards these important matter. 

Sincerely and respectfully, 

Fernando Ruiz 
1098 Foxchase Dr. 
San Jose C a95124 
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Marijuana/Cannabis clubs/ E ctga':Fettaeg: 30 

"--"-~~·.,~.............,~, •--·---.-,_~r-·•- ,, 

Marijuana has been illegally circulated on California Streets for decades. 

Now it's deemed A Legal Medication Prescribed by Physicians to provide comfort 

for those living in pain. Unfortunately, our youths have access to this drug. 

They simply forge a relationship with someone whom possesses A Cannabis 

Club Card. And have them purchase the marijuana for them. They buyer pockets 

the mark up. As we know possession of marijuana is illegal in Sa Francisco. Only 

those individuals in possession of a Cannabis Club Card are exempt. For Long as I 

can remember, any person under the influence of any medication/ Narcotics, that 

induces drowsiness or otherwise might impair judgment, is strongly cautioned not 

to operate Heavy machinery: Heavy machinery includes vehicles, too. I might add. 

In my opinion, it should be mandated that the Physician prescribing marijuana to 

a patient, be required to submit that patient's contact information, to the 

department of motor vehicle. The Department of Motor Vehicle would then 

suspend the individual's driving privileges. Until such time they are no longer in 

need of having to use Marijuana for their medical condition. Recently I made a 

startling discovery. Many young adults are taking the wax from marijuana plants 

and placing resin in E-cigarettes. Apparently, the effect of smoking the resin in the 

E-cigarette produces a 11super High". Individuals smoking this marijuana resin in 

this manner are kin to a semi truck rolling down the highway at excessive speed, 

with no brakes. These smokers absolutely lose all control of their judgment. To 

exacerbate this problem. Individuals can easily walk through metal detectors and 

pass pat down searches. Carrying Illegal waxy substances, women can easily carry 

this substance in their purse withoufdetection. This call to action. I submit to you 

that we must work together to enact laws banning the sale of E-cigarettes in San 

Francisco. We must protect our greatest assets. The lives of our youth and 

countless citizens whom might fall prey to violence committed by youth who's 

judgment has been rendered useless, while on a "super high". 

Sincerely 

Thevoice.Fitch3@gmail.com 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Steve Heilig [heilig@sfms.org] 
Monday, March 17, 2014 4:10 PM 
Board of Supervisors; Chiu Intern; Chiu, David (BOS); Campos, David (BOS); Breed, London 
(BOS); Avalos, John (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Mar, 
Eric (BOS); Wiener, Scott; Tang, Katy (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Miller, Alisa 
Re: Electronic Cigarettes: Regulations needed (Ordinance No. 131208) 

TO: San Francisco Board of Supervisors , 
RE: Electronic cigarettes: Proposed regulations 

We write again to reiterate our support for item #21 on your Tuesday agenda, regarding regulation of electronic 
cigarettes. Our original letter to the Rules Committee is below. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Greetings: 

Please see our San Francisco Medical Society letter from today's San Francisco Examiner in support of the 
proposed regulations on "e-cigs" 

Appended below that is the California Medical Association policy on this we frrst drafted; it mirrors the San 
Francisco Health Commission policy on this topic as well. 

Note also that Los Angeles approved such regulations this week. 

No doubt you will also receive much input in opposition to these regulations and, as with previous healthy 
policies such as banning smoking in restaurants and workplaces, it might well be interesting to request that 
anybody" testifying disclose any financial or other ties they might have to the e-cig and/or tobacco industries. 

. Thank you for your leadership! 

Steve Heilig 
STEVE HEILIG, MPH 
( 415)561-0850x270 
San Francisco Medical Society 
http://www.sfms.org 

*** 

Lead letter in today's SF Examiner: 

http ://www.sfexaminer.com/sanfrancisco/letters-regulate-e-cigarettes/Content? oid=2 72125 0 

Letters: Regulate e-cigarettes 
RE: "E-cigarette rules proposed," The City, Monday . 

Regulate e-cigarettes 

Electronic cigarettes are very much in need of more regulations, in order to minimize marketing and access to 
them by kids and to reduce exposure to their vapors for everybody. 

\43 



The San Francisco Medical Society has had a policy supporting such regu1u.Lions for years, and a growing 
number of other medical and health organizations - and cities - are agreeing that e-cigarettes can pose 
health risks. Contrary to heavy lobbying by e-cig and tobacco interests, the proposed San Francisco regulatio_ns 
pose no burden to those who might actually use e.:.cigs to help quit tobacco smoking, and we commend the San 
Francisco supervisors who are proposing stricter, healthier regulations. 

Dr. Lawrence Cheung 

President, San Francisco Medical Society 

San Francisco 

*** 
CALIFORNIA MEDICAL ASSOCIATION (2011) 

TITLE: Regulation of Electronic Cigarettes 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes, also called e-cigarettes, are increasingly-sold devices for delivering nicotine 
in virtually-smokeless form and are not regulated by the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
and are available for purchase widely; and 

WHEREAS electronic cigarette manufacturers and retailers are making unproven health claims about their 
products by asserting that they are safe or safer than traditional cigarettes and that they can be used as an aid to 
smoking cessation; and 

WHEREAS the FDA has warned the public about the potential health risks of using e cigarettes and initial 
FDA studies found that e-cigarettes contain known carcinogens and intends to propose a regulation tp.at would 
extend the Agency's "tobacco product" authority to E-cigarettes that contain nicotine "made or derived from 
tobaccq" and . · 

WHEREAS e-cigarette packages do not supply warnings about possible adverse effects on health comparable 
to FDA-approved nicotine replacement products or conventional cigarettesfil; and 

WHEREAS there is no scientific evidence that e-cigarettes can help smokers quit smoking and the World 
Health Association does not consider e-cigarettes to be a legitimate therapy for smokers trying to quit tobacco 
and FDA studies found that certain e cigarettes misrepresent nicotine content on their labels and sometimes 
contain far more nicotine than FDA-approved smoking cessation products; and 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes may not be legally sold to minors in California but electronic cigarette 
producers market.their product to children by flavoring their products with candy, fruit, and other flavors and 
the FDA has raised concerns that electronic cigarettes can increase nicotine addiction among young people and 
may lead youth to try conventional tobacco products@; and . . 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes' resemblance to conventional cigarettes increases the likelihood that people 
will break the law by lighting up cigarettes because they see what appears to be someone smoking, 
undermining compliance with existing smoking regulations and prompting confusion regarding laws 
prohibiting smoking in certain locations; and 
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WHEREAS the Department of11uflsportation has banned the use of electr\.nric cigarettes on U.S. carrier and 
foreign carrier flights, and the San Francisco Airport Commission bans electronic cigarettes, and electronic 
cigarettes have been banned in indoor public places and workplaces by King County (Seattle), Washington, 
New Jersey and Suffolk County, New York while electronic cigarette sales have been banned throughout 

· Canada, and 

WHEREAS the American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network, American Heart Association, and 
American Lung Association support including e cigarettes in smoke-free laws.[iii] 

RESOLVED, that the CMA will support policies that prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes and other 
nicotine delivery devices not approved by the FDA as smoking cessation aids in those places where smoking is 
prohibited by law, and that will require a tobacco permit for the sale or furnishing of electronic cigarettes and 
other nicotine delivery devices not approved by the FDA as smoking cessation aids. 



Miller, Alisa 

Board of Supervisors From: 
sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, March 18, 2014 4:20 PM 
Miller, Alisa 

Subject: FWile 131208: please vote YES one-cigarettes regulation 

-----Original Message-----
From: jpk@rawbw.com [mailto:jpk@rawbw.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 4:57 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: please vote YES on e-cigarettes regulation 

I am writing to urge you to vote YES to put the same restrictions-one-cigarettes as on 
cigarettes. 

The secondhand aerosol from e-cigarettes includes heavy metals, known carcinogens that are 
unsafe at any level, and ultrafine particles that lodge deep in the lung. 

There is no reason anyone should have to to breathe that. 

There is no reason otherwise smok~free spaces should be exposing people to that. 

San Francisco has been a leader in protecting health on the job and in public places. We 
don't need to take a step backward. 

That's why I urge you to· vote YES on e-cigarette regulation. 

Thank you, 

Jon Krueger 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, March 19, 2014 2:30 PM 
Miller, Alisa; BOS-Supervisors 

Subject: File 131208: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

___ , _______ ,,. _____ ,. ________ •••·----••,._._._ ... ____ w _ _. ______ _ 

From: Amanda Baber [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 10:47 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Amanda Baber Los Angeles, California 

There are now 45 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801f .. 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Dear Sir/Madame, 

Tony Milosz [tony.milosz@gmail.com] 
Thursday, March 13, 2014 9:46 PM 
Lee, Mayor (MYR); Avalos, John (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Chiu, David (BOS); Cohen, 
Malia (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Wiener, Scott; 
Campos, David (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek; Board of 
Supervisors; Miller, Alisa · 
Ordinance No. 131208 - Testimony against 
SFSupervisors20140313i.pdf · 

I am a Bay Area resident, a Pharmacologist-Toxicologist by training, retired. Please consider the attached 
testimony in opposition to proposed Ordinance No. 131208 that w_ould widely restrict electronic 
cigarette use. · 

This would be a mistake with negative public health consequences. Please let me know 
your thoughts. 

Thank You, 
Anthony Milosz 
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Anthony Milosz 
5 825 Chelton Drive 
Oakland CA 94611 
(510) 499-0263, tony.milosz@gmail.com 

to: San Francisco Mayor & Board of Supervisors 
March 13, 2014 

re: Ordinance No. 131208 - Proposed ban on use of electronic cigarettes in no-smoking areas. 

To whom it may concern, 

I'm a Bay Area resident, a pharmacologist-toxicologist by training, retired. I am writing to 
oppose restrictions on the use/sale of.personal vaporizers, or so-called "electronic cigarettes". 
There is now considerable public awareness of the dangers of smoking. The.trend is unmistakable, 
and visible at every turn. Smoking is gradually on the way out in America. The personal 
vaporizer is emerging as one of the most practical and effective ways to combat smoking. 

Electronic cigarettes are not smoking. They are substitutes for people who don't want to smoke. 
They provide some oral satisfaction. The vapor they produce superficially resembles smoke, and 
thus helps ex-smokers adjust. That vapor is like the approved, widely used, theatrical "fake smoke" 
that very quickly dissipates, and consists of steam, USP Glycerin and/or USP Propylene Glycol. 
Without flavorings it would be undetectable. FDA-Approved flavorings give it a pleasant and short 
lasting scent. Unlike tobacco smoke, it contains no carcinogens, and is neither irritating nor toxic. 
All the carriers and flavorings in e-cigarette liquids have passed toxicological scrutiny to at 
least the FDA "Generally Regarded as Safe" level, and are widely used in foods and medicines. 

Ironically nicotine, which is present in some, though not all, electronic cigarette vapor, is not the 
harmful element in tobacco smoke. The last Surgeon General's Report I studied reports that ex­
smokers on Nicotine Replacement (patches and gum) even show the same improvement in 
cardiovascular health as those who quit tobacco entirely. Serious research is now showing that 
nicotine may in addition be beneficial as we age by improving memory and neurological function, 
protecting against Alzheimer's and Parkinsonism, and mitigating mental illness(!). Many of us 
may have nicotine therapy in our future. Electronic cigarettes can directly deliver measured 
amounts of nicotine without the carcinogens in. tobacco smoke, and without exposing bystanders. 

What science is driving this misguided initiative? An.dare you really deluged with complaints 

that the rapidly dissipating vapor is bothering, or is even detected by, anyone around the user who 

inhales it? I sometimes "vape" in public and_ nobody pays any attention. Only once a woman 

noticed "a nice smell". A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel 

University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst 
case" assumptions about exposure. More information is available at http://www.casaa.org. 

E-cigarettes most resemble FDA approved nicotine inhalers, with the addition of flavorings 
that are approved for food use, and glycerin to make fake smoke. A significant percentage of 

Page I 1 of2. Testimony Against E-Cigarette Ordinance No. 131208 
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smokers has quit smoking entirely when they discovered electronic cigarettes. What reasoning 
would lead any legislative body to ignore the (at least) thousands of lives that, statistically, would 
be saved by embracing e-cigarettes as harm reduction, or at least not attacking them? 

Inclusion of electronic cigarette products in anti-smoking campaigns and regulations would 
be dising~nuous and counterproductive. Disingenuous, as no objective review supports the 

thesis that electronic cigarettes are harmful like tobacco smoke. Counterproductive, in that users of 

electronic cigarettes are almost all individuals who are stopping, or seeking, to stop, their harmful 

smoking habit, many after :repeatedly failing to quit in other ways. I am one of them. 

I quit smoking thanks to electronic cigarettes. Since I discovered e-cigarettes, I haven't smoked 
. in over 4 years. I feel much better than when I smoked. My blood pressure has even dropped. 

Like many other users, I know exadly what is in the e-liquids I mix for my own use: Glycerin 
USP (95% ), distilled water, FDA approved food flavorings, and sometimes a few drops of a 10% 
solution of Nicotine in USP Glycerin. And, by the way, the flavorings include sweet fruits, vanilla, 
maple, etc, though I am hardly a youngster. 

Regulations that teach that electronic cigarettes are just like smoking will likely drive some 
"on the fence" e-d.garette users back to smoking cigarettes - if they say there's no difference. 
Others will simply ignore the law, creating one more area for arbitrary enforcement. But e­
cigarettes are not smoking. Why confuse the public? Driving e-cigarette users back to smoking is a 
public health consequence that is undesirable, and unacceptable. Why? What for? 

If e-cigarettes are equated with smoking, such a mislabeling will benefit nobody but the 
cigarette makers, and it will injure a developing technology that is reducing smoking and 
improving public health. Electronic cigarettes are not the enemy. They offer a chance to loosen the 
grip of cigarette addiction. Let's not get confused and throw this promising baby out with the bath. 

Sincerely, 
Anthony Milosz 

(1) Some reports on beneficial effects of nicotine. 

http://www.nytimes.comJl 997101/14/science/researchers-investigate-horrors-nicotine-s-potential­

benefits.htrn.l ?pagewanted=all&src=pm 

In Neurological Degeneration 

http://www.a:an.comJelibrary/neurologytoday/?event=h.ome.showArticle&id=ovid.com:/bib/ovftdb/00132985-
201201190-00008 

In Parkinsonism 

http:/ /www.naturalnews.com/033344 _nicotine _Parkinsons_ disease.htrn.l 

In Mental Illness 
http://www.cosmosmagazine.com/news/nicotine-improves-brain-function-schizophrenics/ 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, March 11, 20141:36 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 

Subject: File 131208: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

From: Garry Lough [mailto:mail@chanqemail.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 5:12 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Frandsco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning. e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr .. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who. switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/ call-to-action-san-:francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Garry Lough Wylie, Texas 

There are now 44 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
rancisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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Miller, Alisa (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Greetings, 

crownofsprats@gmail.com on behalf of Dmitri Sled [dmitrisled@gmail.com] 
Friday, March 07, 2014 3:01 PM 
Yee, Norman (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Campos, David (BOS) 
Miller, Alisa 
Proposed E-Cigarette ban 

I am a concerned citizen, who only learned of the proposed action to severely restrict the use and sale ofE­
Cigarettes and similar/related products. 

I would have liked to attend the meeting yesterday, but I only learned about the proposed action this afternoon -
more to the point, I would have never suspected that an otherwise liberal and hedonism-loving city like SF 
would take such a drastic and unnecessary step, so this was never even on my radar. 

Regarding the sale of these products, it only makes sense that anyone buying them is asked for their ID to verify· 
age - as it is customary to do with all pleasure-inducing, mind-altering substances. That part only the industry 
lobby groups would have a problem with. 

However, you have crossed the line by proposing to treat the use of these products the same way as we treat 
cigarette smoke. As far as I am aware, there is nothing out there that shows E-Cigarette vapor to be as harmful 
and as carcinogenic as second-hand smoke. I mean, go look outside - how much is billowing forth from a 
regular smoker, and how much is coming out of an E-Cigarette smoker's lungs? Sure, it's an aerosol, and some 
bystanders may get trace amounts of this stuff into their lungs - you know, along with all the industrial 
pollutants, exhaust fumes, and everything else we compromise on because we are told it is necessary for the 
continuation of the American way of life. So clearly that can't be the reason. Ifit is, then where are the studies 
and their results?? 

The main - and only - rationale you have put forward is: "can't smoke them everywhere you go because kids 
might see you doing it." In other words, you are falling back on the tired "think of the children!" cliche in 
politics. Why? Because 20% of all teen smokers have used these devices before trying the combustible version? 
Isn't that a win for non-smoking?! I mean, if you assume that each and every one of those kids will have 
experimented with nicotine in one form or another - then isn't having 20% of that group smoking a less harmful 
version of the stuff a win?? 

Oh, because you don't assume that. Because you assume that all teens can be folded and molded into some 
boring square version of themselves that won't disobey authority, that won't engage in risky and harmful 
behavior, and that will listen to whatever seemingly-rational arguments you throw at them. So clearly, it's the 
cigarettes and the E-cigarettes and all this external stuff that compels them to engage in negative behavior, and 
if those things simply didn't exist, we wouldn't have teen smoking problems. 

Or maybe it's not about any of that at all. Surely you can't be that naive. So maybe you just don't want the city's 
employees getting high at work. Maybe you don't want people vaping everywhere because most of the time the 
cops can't actually tell if their quarry is vaping tobacco or something stronger and more potent. That must really 
bother some of you, not being able to tell and all. .. 

Even though I am only a1i individual and I know this will most likely come to pass without anyone opposing it 
(especially with the new demographic realities of this city and all), I will do my patriotic duty and write to every 
address I have, complaining of this hamfisted injustice. 
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Have a nice day, 

-D. Sled, a voter (94110, if you are curious) 



California Chapter of the National Organization for the Reform of Marijuana Laws 
2261 Market St. #278A, San Francisco CA 94114 - www.canorml.org - (415) 563-5858 I (510) 540-1066 

S.F: Board of Supervisors 
1 Carlton Goodlet PL 
San Francisco CA 94102 

To the Board of Supervisors: 

Mar 10th, 2014 

On behalf of the city's many consumers who find e-cigarettes and 
vaporizers a valuable "harm reduction" substitute for smoking, we wish to 
express our objections to the proposed ban on use of e-cigarettes in all non­
smoking areas (file #131208). 

Cal NORML is particularly concerned that the proposed ban would be 
harmful to medical marijuana patients, many of whom must rely on vaporizers 
to medicate due to current anti-smoking restrictions. By wrongly confuting 
smokeless e-cig use with smoking, the proposed ord:in:ance will invite 
discrimination against patients who use e-cigs, even though they pose no evident 
health hazard to bystanders. 

While we appreciate that the ordinance says it does "not affect existing laws 
or regulations regarding medical cannabis," there exist no laws to protect the 
right of seriously ill patients to vaporize in the first place. The ordinance defui.es 
e-cigarettes broadly to include "any device with a heating element, a battery, or 
an electronic circuit that provides nicotine or other vaporized liquids to the user in a 
manner that simulates smoking tobacco" (emphasis added). The inclusion of "other 
vaporized liquids," clearly applies to cannabis extracts as well as other harmless 
substances and medications. The provision "in a manner that simulates 
smoking tobacco" is less clear, raising problems of interpretation and 
enforcement. In practice, nicotine and cannabis e-cigs are hard to distinguish, as 
they use the same hardware with different cartridges. Speaking at the Rules 
Committee, Sup. Mar stated that the intended target is e.,-cigs that look like 
cigarettes, as distinct from bulkier vaporizers more commonly used for cannabis. 
It remains vague where this line is to be drawn as to what resembles cigarettes. 
The ordinance further muddies the waters by exempting FDA-approved devices, 
which, should they come to market, may well prove to be visually 
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indistinguishable from others. 

Scientific studies have shown that vaporizers eliminate noxious smoke 
toxins from marijuana vapor, delivering an effectively pure stream of medically 
active ingredients.1 The effectiveness of vaporization has been validated by 
California's Center for Medicinal Cannabis Research2, which found it to be a 
"safe and effective" delivery system for admillistering medical marijuana. As 
for nicotine e-cigs, studies consistently show that they dramatic<!-1ly reduce users' 
exposure to harmful smoke toxins to levels within commonly accepted · 
workplace safety thresholds.3 More importantly, such trace emissions as do 
occur pose no significant health risk to bystanders, any more so than common 
odors from garden plants, kitchen grills, detergents, incense, etc. 4 

We appreciate the public concern about promoting nicotine addiction to 
children and have no objection to banning e-cig use around schools and 
similar public facilities. However, we strongly believe that private property 
owners, businesses and landlords should be free to decide to allow e-cigs in 
accordance with the demand of their clients, employees and tenants. As . 
currently written, the ordinance effectively denies "vapers" the fundamental 
human right of freedom of association by making it impossible for them to 
socialize or share their wares in any private commercial facility. 

. . . 

We are especially concerned that this ordinance will adversely impact 
patients living in rental housing, many of whom are already unable to smoke 
their medicine due to anti-smoking rules. By wrongly !limping e-cigs in the 
same basket as smoking, the ordinance will encourage landlords to discriminate 
against vaporization of all kinds. Medical marijuana patients should not be 
forced to go outside to take their medicine when they can vaporize safely 
indoors. 

-In recent years, it has become increasingly difficult for cannabis users to 
socialize in San Francisco due to the stringency of anti-smoking regulations. Our 
national office has given up trying to book conferences in San Francisco due to 
the difficulty of finding hotels that can allow medical marijuana use. Last 
summer, the city deployed police to cite attendees for smoking at an otherwise 
trouble-free cannabis rally at Civic Center Plaza. It is sad to see how a city that 
used to be renowned for tolerance has become obsessed with enforcing.petty 
new health crimes. We urge the Board to reconsider the implementation of this 
unnecessarily intrusive ordinance. 

Sincerely, 

~1,_.0 
Dale Gieringer, Ph.D. 
Director, California NORML 
2261 Market St. #278A, San Francisco 94114 
www.canorml.org- (415) 563-5858 
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2014 

Fde No. 131:i.os j/ v/IL/ f?-e.reived ;,., Comm dtee 

Bay Area Cities - Smokefree Air Regulations Include Electronic Smoking Devices 

Covering at least Places of Employment 

2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 
Fremont Walnut Creek Daly City Tiburon Santa Clara Martinez Novato Belmont Emeryville 

County 
(unincorp) 

Richmond Contra Costa Mill Valley Fairfax Union City 
County 

(unincorp) 
Petaluma Marin County Concord Menlo Parl< 

(unincorp) 
Mountain Los Altos Saratoga 

View 
Morgan Hill Sebastopol 

~ Ordinances on this list that were adopted in 2012 and prior included in the definition of tobacco product a description of products 

that would be inclusive of electronic smoking devices. 

"Tobacco product" means: (1) any substance containing tobacco leaf, including but not limited to cigarettes, cigars, pipe 
tobacco, snuff, chewing tobacco, dipping tobacco, bidis, hookah tobacco, or any other preparation of tobacco; and (2) any 

product or formulation of matter containing biologically active amounts of nicotine that is manufactured, sold, offered for 
sale, or otherwise distributed with the expectation that the product or matter will be introduced into the human body but 
does not include any product specifically approved by the Federal Food and Drug Administration for use in treating nicotine 

or tobacco product dependence. 

List compiled from the Center for Tobacco Policy and Organizing, "Local Policies on the Use of Electronic Cigarettes, November 2013." 
http://center4tobaccopolicy.org 



Dear Supervisor Mar, 

Fi"le No. f.3 f208 
-3/'-'/ll/- I~aceivecl 

i11 CommiHee 
February 14, 2014 

Our names are Aidan LisR~r!~nd Julian Holmes. We are currently students at 

Lick-Wilmerding High School, located five minutes from the Excelsior. We are apart of an 

internship at the Excelsior Action Group located in the heart of District 11. 

ln the last tV,.ro years an Increase ln secondlland smoke and e-c1garettes llas fisen "from 
' 

4. 7% to 1 0% along the Mission corridor. E-cigarettes are refillable, smoking devices that have 

become popular among celebrities as well as teenagers and children. E-cigarettes are nicotine 

containing solutions that, to a child, are 16 to 83 times more dangerous than the average 

cigarette. In addition, one solution used in E-cigarettes contains as much nic,otine as three packs 

of cigarettes. With different flavors avail~ple (such as cotton candy, bubblegum, mint, etc.) these 

-
E-cigarettes are marketed specificarry towards the younger generations. 

E-cigarettes present many concerns to the Excelsior district and greater community. 

E-cigarettes are more dangerous than the average cigarette, and thus increase the danger of 

second-hand smoke. In addition, with the spike of popularity and use among teenagers, the rates 

of nicotine poisoning and addiction are rising exponentially. 

In order to cut down the consumption and selling of E-cigarettes in the Excelsior 

neighborhQod, we propose that groups in the area start educating people on the effects of these 

devices. Because E-cigarettes are a relatively new item on the market, their effects are not as 

well know to the general public. Education can provide the foundation to the banning of 

E-cigarettes. Ultimately, we want them off of the streets and not sold in stores, and we hope that 

the process of restricting, and eventually banning e-cigarettes begin with this letter. We feel 

passionately about this issue and hope you share our concerns. 

As individuals who live and work in this neighborhood we see everyday people smoking 
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on the street from Silver to Geneva. Given these e-cigarettes statistics, we are concerned that 

the second hand smoke from these devices, will have an even mqre dangerous effect on our 

community. We need to stifle ltiis new wave of smoking at the early stages. We hope our 

suggestions can be the start of a proposed educational bill to create awareness of the serious 

effects of E-cigarettes. 

Sincerely; Aidan Li~ and Jt,Jttan Holmes 
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Miller, Alisa (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

FYI 

Evans, Derek (BOS) 
Thursday, March 06, 2014 1 :30 PM 
Miller, Alisa (BOS) 
Smitli, Derek (DPH); Nevin, Peggy (BOS) 
FW: Ordinance #131208 

From: uma <uma4rom@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 6, 2014 1:12 PM 
To: Lee, Mayor (MYR); Avalos, John (BOS}; Breed, London (BOS); Chiu, David (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Farrell, Mark 
(BOS}; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Wiener, Scott (BOS); Campos, David (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (B,OS); 
Evans, Derek (BOS); Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Ordinance #131208 

Dear Board of Supervisors & Neighborhood Services & Safety Committee, 

I urge you to OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. ECigarettes are normalizing NOT 

smoking. They produce vapor, not smoke. They are a far safer, magnitudes safer, alternative to real 

:cigarettes. Smokers who cannot quit smoking the real cigarettes, are discovering that the eCig simulates 

smoking to the point they actually forget to light up a real cigarette! This is the beauty of the product, it helps 

people to accidentally quit smoking. 

Smoking is said to kill millions of smokers globally, every year. That is a lot of tax money going down the 

tubes. The eCigs, on the other hand, are not known killers of taxpayers. In fact, all genuine studies have 

shown that eCigs are 98% safer than real smokes, not only for the user, but for the passerbys and environment 

as well. They are not a tobacco product, because, they do NOT contain tobacco. They contain nicotine, to 

help smokers transition from smoking to not smoking comfortably and happily. Nicotine in its unadul,terated 

state, as used ·in eCigs, is just a notch more addicting than caffeine. The eCig users easily dilute their nicotine 

strengths as their bodies adjust to a life without real smokes. Real smokes, by contrast, are ridiculously 

addictive. Smokers smoke because they enjoy the habit & the nicotine, but they die from the tar, carcenogens, 

and toxins.· The eCigs only have the nicotine! Unadulturated nicotine at that, which is not as addictive.as· 

cigarettes nicotine is. 

Banning ex smokers from using the only method that has ever worked for them to not smoke, will toss them 

back into the life of being a smoker. Forcing them to go without their method of not smoking, then forcing 

them to stand with smokers, will be detrimental. It is setting ex smokers up to fail. This makes MSA happy, 

yes, especia.lly those whose jobs will be lost if everyone quits smoking cigarettes. The ALA, ACS, TFK, etc all 

rely on TSET/MSA which is why they campaign so hard against eCigs. 

Ex smokers are fighting for their lives. 

I recommend an ordinance that declares "no clouds, but vaping just fine" wherever appropriate. Vapor 

dissipates within seconds. Stealth vaping means no vapor is exhaled, but instead held until dissipated. It's 

easy to do, and believe it or not, ex smokers have been doing this for over 6 years right next to you without· 

your awareness. It's not a nuisance. Vaping a vapor product, to keep from smoking, should be celebrated. 

Anything that keeps a smoker from lighting up tar and toxins should be celebrate·d. 

Thank you for listening, 

Uma 

162 
1 



Miller, Alisa (BOS) 

From: Evans, Derek (BOS) 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, March 06, 2014 1:36 PM 
Miller, Alisa (BOS) 

Cc: Smith, Derek (DPH); Nevin, Peggy (BOS) 
Subject: FW: File 131208: E-cigarette prohibition #131208 

From: Board of Supervisors 
· Sent: Thursday, March 6, 201411:45 AM 
To: BOS-Supervisors; Evans, Derek (BOS) 
Subject: File 131208: E-cigarette prohibition #131208 

From: Nicholas Wellington [mailto:nickwell@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 5:59 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: E-cigarette prohibition #131208 

As a frequent visitor to the City, for business and pleasure, I urge you to enact the proposed ordinance to prohibit use of 
e-cigarettes, e-hookah and vapor pens in exactly the same way that regular cigarettes are regulated. 

·Thank you, 
Nicholas Wellington 
r<ensington, CA 94707 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Supervisor Mar: 

Kenneth Koehn [kmkoehn@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 9:52 AM 
Mar, Eric (BOS) 
Miller, Alisa 
Protect medical cannabis patients' access to smokeless vaporizers 

As a medical cannabis patient in S.F. I am asking you not to ban the use of e-cigarettes and 
smokeless vaporizers in places where tobacco smoking is prohibited. 

I do not feel that I as a medical cannabis patient I should have to vaporize outside with the 
tobacco smokers. My use of smokeless vaporizers and cannabis-infused vapor pens helps protect 
others and myself by cutting back on exposure to smoke. 

How would law enforcement know the difference between vaporizing nicotine from vaporizing 
cannabis when they are obliged to enforce the law? 

Please reject the proposed ban on e-cigarettes. We do not have a problem here. Vaporizer have 
been shown to be safe and effective. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth M. Koehn 

246 Sanchez St~ Apt. B 

San Francisco, CA. 94114 

kmkoehn@gmail.com 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

·Subject: 

eric@juiceboxvaporshop.com 
Thursday, March 06, 2014 12:27 PM 
Tang, Katy (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Campos, David (BOS) 
Miller, Alisa (BOS) 
Ordinance No. 131208 

Dear City Supervisors and all concerned parties, 

My name is Eric Wu and I am writing on behalf of Juicebox Vapor @ 907 Taraval Street. 

I am a lifelong San Francisco resident, and I urge you to oppose this ordinance banning e­
cigarette where smoking is banned or to reconsider different limitations and/or restrictions 
on e-cigarettes. 

The e-cigarette movement is an extremely positive one, focused on healthier lifestyle choices 
and helping people quit smoking tobacco. 

Regards, 

Eric Wu 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lili Peck [pocha@aol.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 8:39 PM 
Miller, .Alisa 
Proposed Restrictions on Electronic Cigarettes/Ordinance No. 131208 

Dear Supervisors and Mayor, 

I am a resident of the city of Brisbane but I spend much of my time and·money in San 
Francisco. I am writing you regarding the pending proposed restrictions on electronic 
cigarettes (personal vaporizers). I was a 15-year pack a day smoker until last August when I 
quit completely with the help of electronic cigarettes and have since helped several of my 
friends quit as well. I firmly believe I would not have been able to quit without electronic 
cigarettes and while I support banning sales of e-cigarettes to minors, I OPPOSE banning e­
cigarette use where smoking is banned or any restrictions that would make it more difficult 
for adults to access and purchase electronic cigarettes. It is simply terrible public policy 
that verges on public health MALPRACTICE to discourage the use of electronic cigarettes by 
adults who want and NEED to stop smoking. 

·* Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but 
e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date 
shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other 
smokeless nicotine products. 
* The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston 
University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell 
Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Bu.rstyn of Drexel 
University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to 
find harmful levels of carcinogens or.toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. 
* A comprehensive review <http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract> 
conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 
9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions_about exposure. 

* Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a 
cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally 
any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e­
cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little 
evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

* The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public 
health by inspiring other smokers to switch; Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the 
majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their.health risks by an estimated 99%. 

I urge you to review the research on this matter and not make your decision based on the 
current puritanical hysteria that currently surrounds this issue. 
Please visit the Electronic Cigarette Forum (http://www. e-cigarette-forum. com/forum/) where 
you will find a vibrant community of ex-smokerlpfuach member with their own success story of 
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quitting smoking with the heip of electronic cigarettes. And p1~dse visit the CASAA 
(http://casaa.org <http://casaa.org/> ) for all the latest research and information on 
electronic cigarettes. 

Thank you for your time and I trust you will give this matter the serious attention it 
deserves. 

Lili Peck 
693 San Bruno Ave. #7. 
Brisbane CA 94005 
415/497-5481 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

moarxenu@gmail.com on behalf of Michael Barger [mrbarger1610@gmail.com] 
Thursday, March 06, 2014 11:13 AM 
Campos, David (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Miller, Alisa (BOS); Ronen, 
Hillary (BOS); Lane, Laura (BOS); Goossen, Carolyn; Dale Gieringer; Summers, Ashley 
(BOS); Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Mo, Carol (BOS); Mormino, Matthias (BOS); Scanlon, Olivia 
(BOS); Low, Jen (BOS) . 
Rules Committee: Electronic cigarette ordinance is flawed in its drafting, rationale, and 
enforcement and is not to be recommended to the full Board of Supevisors 

Dear Supervisors Tang, Campos, and Yee, 

I am writing you with deep concern about proposed electronic vaporizer (e-cigarette) ordinance 131208, which 
you will be discussing in a regular meeting of the Rules Committee on Thursda,y afternoon. 

The proposed ordinance is deeply flawed in its drafting, flawed as sound public health policy, and needs to be 
thoroughly revised to be in shape for serious consideration for the full Board of Supervisors. 

I urge you to vote not to recommend proposed ordinance 131208 to the Board of Supervisors. It is not ready for 
prime time. 

Flawed legislation: 

The proposed ordinance peI'Verts rationality and use of the English language when it defines battery-operated 
electro-mechanical vaporizers (defined as "electronic cigarettes") used by medical marijuana patients and 
former smokers as "smoking devices." 

Vaporizers are not "smoking devices". They are anti-smoking devices. Medical marijuana patients and former 
smokers use them precisely to avoid the many health dangers of smoking combustible marijuana and tobacco 
plant products. 

Moreover, vaporizers aie totally electro-mechanical devices made of steel, batteries, wires, and wicks that have 
nothing in common with the paper and organic tobacco leaves in cigarettes. 

It is repugnant to reason to put cigarettes ?llld vaporizers in the same category and to regulate them as if they are 
the same. 

131208 is flawed in its very definition of "electronic cigarettes", which includes not only vaporizers that look 
like cigarettes in form (popularly known as "cig-a-likes") but all vaporizers whatever their shape. 

The definition also includes vaporizers not only used to vaporize nicotine liquids but "all vaporized liquids", 
which incl't1:des marijuana liquids and even liquids that do not contain any nicotine at all, which are used by 
many ex-smokers and aromatherapy adepts. 

Flawed public health policy 

The ordinance seeks to induce a moral panic in the public and the Supervisors by misleading citation of two 
studies, one a study on the contents of nicotine liquid done by the FDA five year ago and the other by the CDC 
on underage experimentation with vaporizers. ' 
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Far from confirming the dangers O.t die contents of these cartridges the FDA .Lound only traces of problematic 
chemicals which in any case are also found in FDA-approved nicotine inhalers. 

Evidence is mounting in study after study that use of vaporizers is orders of magnitude less harmful than 
smoking and presents minimal risk to the person using a vaporizer and those standing nearby. See for example: 
Dr. Igor Burstyn's Peering Through The Mist. 

The CDC study noted an increase in underagers experimenting with vaporizers, but the ordinance suppresses 
the important information that 99% of these teenagers were already smokers. There is no evidence that there is 
an epidemic of non-smoking teenagers taking up vaping. 

But the proper remedy for controlling teenage vaping lies with parents and schools imposing and enforcing 
appropriate restrictions and not by imposing draconian prohibitions on medical marijuana patients and adult ex­
smokers who_se health is being saved by the use of vaporizers. 

Moreover, the ordinance provides absolutely no data whatsoever on underage vaporizers that is specific to San 
Francisco. 

The Rules Committee ought not to approve the ordinance to the full Board of Supervisors without such data to 
provide evidence about what the situation actually is before. deciding what to do about it.. 

Confusion in the stated intent of the ordinance 

The two other major reasons offered for the urgent necessity of imposing draconian regulations are the 
"obstacles" business owners and San Francisco police in distinguishing between lighted cigarettes and 
3lectronic vaporizers that resemble cigarettes in form that are popularly known as "cig-a-likes". 

The authors of the ordinance evidently believe that businessmen and policemen are of such low intelligence that 
they cannot distinguish between a lighted cigarette you can smell from twenty feet away and a cig-a-like whose 
tip may be a purple, blue, or green glowing LED light. 

Neither of the two reasons adduced are sufficient to justify imposition of the ordinance. 

Moreover, in a telephone conversation on Friday, February 20, 2014, a legislative aide in the office of 
Supervisor Eric Mar assured me that the ordinance was not intended to apply to vaporizers that do not resemble 
cigarettes in form. 

Without revision of the ordinance to clearly exempt vaporizers that do not resemble cigarettes, it should not be 
recommended for consideration by the full Board. 

The ordinance contains a provision that states it "shall not affect laws or regulations regarding medical 
cannabis". · 

However there are no laws or regulations giving medical marijuana patients the right to vaporize, and thus 
medical marijuana patients and their vaporizers fall under the full force of the ordinance. 

Until this is addressed the ordinance is not in shape for recommendation to. the Board. 

Unintended consequences 

Health Code contains no fewer than 16 separate articles regarding smoking, and the proposed ordinance would 
be the 17th. 
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The ordinance raises questions that it does not answer and which are critical to the health and financial well­
being of medical marijuana patients and ex-smoker vapers alike. 

Will medical marijuana patients and other vaporizer users be. forced by law and against all reason to declare 
themselves "smokers" in regard to obtaining-public or rental housing? 

Will medical marijuana patients be susceptible to fines and eviction from public housing and rental properties 
for not declaring themselves to be smokers? 

Will landlords be compelled to refuse to rent apartments designated non-smoking to marijuana patients and ex­
smokers who use vaporizers? 

Until consequences of the proposed amendment are fully understood and its text revised to reflect them, the 
proposed amendment is unfit to be recommended to the full Board of Supervisors. 

There are now after a mere five years 500,000 Californians using vaporizers, most of them grateful ex-smokers 
who continue to evangelize and help smokers to quit smoking by use of vaporizers. 

They deserve to be supported not punished. If the Supervisors cannot bring themselves tq support them that can 
at least as the Hippocratic Oath states, "First, do no harm" and not punish them and put obstacles ill their way. 

Ordinance 131208 needs to be soundly rejected for recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 

Respectfully, 

Michael Barger 
488 30th St. 
San Francisco, CA 94131 
mrbarger 161 O@gmail.com 
415-268-0735 

cc: 

Alisa Miller, Clerk of the Rules Committee 
Dale Gieringer, California NORML 
Legislative aides of Supervisors Tang, Yee, and Campos 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: boogabuns@aol.com 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 10:59 PM 
To: Norman.Yee@afgov.org; Katy.Tank@sfgov.org; Campos, David (BOS); Miller, Alisa 
Subject: Ordinance 131208 · 

Dear Elected Officials, 

I am asking you to rethink the passing of Ordinance 131208. I was a cigarette smoker for over 50 years and was finally 
able to kick the habit by vaping E-cigarettes. 

There has been no scientific or medical evidence that the vapor produced by e-cigarettes is harmful to the person vaping 
or anyone that is close enough to consider it as second harid vapor. E-cigarettes do not have an obnoxious smell, do no 
produce litter, and so far as anyone can tell do no harm. I would much prefer you do something about the ~·pot" smoking 
that is prevalent on the streets of San Francisco. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Rita Clunies-Ross 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Councilman Mar et al, 

Alex Clark [nybandago.alex@gmail.com] 
Thursday, March 06, 2014 7:23 AM . 
Lee, Mayor (MYR); Avalos, John (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Chiu, David (BOS); Cohen, 
Malia (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Wiener, Scott (BOS); 
Campos, David (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors 
Ordinance No. 131208 (Electronic Cigarette Indoor Use Prohibition) 

Although I am not a San Francisco Resident, I am employed by a San Francisco based company. I am 
concerned about the proposed ordinance to regulate indoor electronic cigarettes (and any "vapor product" for 
that matter). Electronic cigarettes have been a "miracle" :for me and millions of others. It would be a huge 
mistake for San Francisco to treat them the same as Combusted Tobacco products. 

A little over a year ago, I was in San Francisco for my company's annual management meeting/holiday dinner. 
During the meetings, our CEO strongly encouraged all staff to quit smoking. He shared links to a cessation 

aid/quit program and made it very clear that he was concerned for our health. 

Two months later, I discovered Electronic Cigarettes when I saw someone in New Jersey using them 
successfully to stop smoking. I was intrigued. February, I Ith, 2013 was the last time I had a Combusted 
Tobacco Cigarette and I'm confident that as long as electronic cigarettes are available and affordable I will 
remain Smoke Free. , 

As a result of my adopting electronic cigarettes to replace my deadly smoking habit, my staff in New Jersey 
quickly saw how effective the products were. Within six months three other smokers in my office had quit or 
significantly cut down their consumption of combusted tobacco. Almost a year later, my office remains almost 
95% smoke free (those that do smoke, consume 1 - 3 tobacco cigarettes on any given day). This is in stark 
contrast to our main office in San Francisco which has not seen ECigs used in the workpiace and continues to 
have the same amount of staff that smokes. 

The benefits of seeing former smokers use and enjoy electronic cigarettes is clear. On the other hand,, the harm 
that will be caused by this ordinance· is not so easily explained, however, it is significant. By treating electronic 
cigarettes the same as combusted tobacco cigarettes the city will be sending the message to current smokers that 
they are equally as harmful. The net res.ult will be to discourage recalcitrant smokers from·switching to a 
reduced harm, smoke free alternative. 

The city supervisors would be better serving their constituents by passing an ordinance supporting local. 
businesses who choose to prohibit "vaping", Please take care with ECig regulations, as this could be a profound 
turning point in the effort to reduce smoking rates. Also, take note - Electronic Cigarettes (or "electronic 
smoking devices") were added to the NJ SmokeFree Air Act in 2010. Since then, smoking rates have remained 
stagnant and by some accounts even ticked up. The law is relatively unenforceable and has only served to 
protect the Combusted Tobacco market. 

Please Reject Ordinance No. 131208 

Thank You for your time and Attention, 
-Alex Clark 
(New Jersey) 
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Alex Clark 
New York Region Fleet Manager 
415.401.7659 ext. 2523 
415.401.7347 fax 

Please Note: 
For General Bandage correspondence, please CC info@bandago.com for quickest response time. 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hello, 

Tari [tcsdboys@hotmail.com] 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 8:50 PM 
Campos, David (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors 
Ordinance No. 131208 

My name is Tari Wood, I live in Big Bear Lake, CA and order some of my products from vendors in the San 
Francisco area. I was a cigarette smoker for 17 years~ I starting using e-cigs (vaping) a year and a half ago and 
have not had a cigarette since. I have always been respectful of non-smokers and avoided smoking around 
them. The same is true with vaping. I understand that not everyone shows this level of respect to the public 
so people feel the need exists to put restrictions on the use of e-cigs. With the number of people who have 
switched from traditional cigarettes to vaping it's only a matter oftime before the government puts some 
prohibition on it. However, to label e-cigs as tobacco and requiring vendors to have tobacco licenses to sell 
vap.ing products is absurd. There is absolutely no tobacco being used in these products and it is an effective 
way for people who have been struggling for years to quit smoking cigarettes to finally be able to quit. I 

. strongly urge you all to vote NOT to recommend Ordinance 131208. 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, 
but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence 
to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to 
other smokeless nicotine products. 
• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston 
University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, 
failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. 
• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igqr Burstyn of Drexel University School of 
Public Health based on over 9,000 o~servations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no 
apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. 
• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smo.king. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real .cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights 
a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and 
generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like 
smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor 
("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic 
cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public 
health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that 
the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the 
electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99°/o. 
• By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
Tari Wood 174 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 4:37 PM 
Evans, Derek (BOS) 
File 131208: cigarette butt epidemic 

-----Original Message-----
From: Wil James [mailto:duca2@me.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 10:38 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors; Wiener, Scott; Mar, Eric (BOS); Kim, Jane; Tang, Katy; Yee, Norman 
(BOS); Chiu, David; Campos, David; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark 
Subject: cigarette butt epidemic . 

Dear Supervisors: 

Is our.city doing anything about controlling the disposal of cigarette butts, particularly in 
front of bars, where they are tossed into the gutter, and then washed into the sewer system, 
and then into the bay? 

A few bars have cigarette receptacles outside of their establishments, which are great, and 
some have people sweep up the butts as well. But many don't do anything. Can we as a city 
do something about this or have we already and it's just not being enforced, like no smoking 
in parks? 

Thank you, 

~il James 
North Beach resident 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Steve Heilig [heilig@sfms.org] 
Thursday, March 06, 2014 8:41 AM 
Board of Supervisors; Chiu Intern; Chiu, David (BOS); Campos, David (BOS); Breed, London 
(BOS); Avalos, John (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Cohen, Mafia (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Mar, 
Eric (BOS); Wiener, Scott (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Miller, Alisa (BOS); 
Evans, Derek (BOS) 
Lawrence Cheung 
E-Cigarettes: Gateway to Nicotine Addiction for U.S. Teens, Says UCSF Study (re: Ordinance 
No. 131208) 

Please consider this additional input re the proposed e-cig regulations; thank you.· 

Steve Heilig 
San Francisco Medical Society 

*** 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
THURSDAY, MARCH 6, 2014 
TO COINCIDE WITH PUBLICATION IN JAMA PEDIATRICS 

E-Cigarettes: Gateway to Nicotine Addiction for U.S. Teens, Says UCSF Study 
First National Analysis Strongly Associat~s E-Cigarettes with Smoking for Many Adolescents 

E-cigarettes, promoted as a way to quit regular cigarettes, may actually be a new route to conventional smoking 
and nicotine addiction for teenagers, according to a new UC San Francisco study. 

In the first analysis of the relationship between e-cigarette use and smoking among adolescents in the United 
States, UCSF researchers found that adolescents who used the devices were more likely to smoke cigarettes and 
less likely to quit smoking. The study of nearly 40,000 youth around the country also found that e-cigarette use 
among middle and ~gh school students doubled between 2011 and 2012, from 3.1 percent to 6.5 percent. 

"Despite claims that e-cigarettes are helping people quit smoking, we found that e-cigarettes were associated 
with more, not less, cigarette smoking among adolescents," said lead author Lauren Dutra, a postdoctoral fellow 
at theUCSF Center for Tobacco Control Research and Education. 

"E-cigarettes are likely to be gateway devices for nicotine addiction among youth, opening up a whole new 
market for tobacco," she said. 

The study will be published online on March 6 in JAMA Pediatrics. 

E-cigarettes are battery-powered devices that look like cigarettes and deliver an aerosol of nicotine and other 
chemicals. Promoted as safer alternatives to cigarettes and smoking cessation aids, the devices are rapidly 
gaining popularity among adults and youth in the U.S. and around the world. Unregulated by the U.S. Food and 
Drug Administration, e-cigarettes have been widely promoted by their manufacturers as a way for people to quit 
smoking conventional cigarettes. They are sold in flavors such as chocolate and strawberry that are banned in 
conventional cigarettes because of their appeal to youth. 

In the new UCSF study, the researchers examined survey data from middle and high school students who 
completed the National Youth Tobacco Survey in 2011 and 2012. 

The authors found that the devices were associated withiJ1gher odds of progression from experimenting with 
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cigarettes to becoming establishea i.Agarette smokers. Additionally, adolesce;urs who smoked both conventional 
cigarettes and e-cigarettes smoked more cigarettes per day than non-e-cigarette users. 

Contrary to advertiser claims that e-cigarettes can help consumers· stop smoking conventional cigarettes, 
teenagers who used e-cigarettes and conventional cigarettes were much less likely to have.abstained from 
cigarettes in the past 30 days, 6 months, or year. At the same time, they were more likely to be planning to quit 
smoking in the next year than smokers who did not use e-cigarettes. · 

The study's cross-sectional nature didn't allow the researchers to identify whether most youths initiated with 
conventional cigarettes or e-cigarettes. But the authors noted that about 20 percent of middle school students 

. . 

and about 7 percent of high school students who had ever used e-cigarettes had never smoked regular cigarettes 
- meaning that some kids are introduced to the addictive drug nicotine through e-cigarettes, the authors said. 

"It looks to me like the wild west marketing. of e-cigarettes is not only encouraging youth to smoke them, but 
also it is promoting regular cigarette smoking among youth," said senior author Stanton A. Glantz, PhD, UCSF 
professor of medicine and director of the Center for Tobacco Control Research and Education. 

The new results are consistent with a similar study of 75,000 Korean adolescents published last year by UCSF 
researchers, which also found that adolescents who used e-cigarettes were less likely to have stopped smoking 
conventional cigarettes (visit bit.ly/lfFNWbc to learn more). 

In combination, the two studies suggest that "e-cigarettes may contribute to nicotine addiction and are unlikely 
to discourage conventional cigarette smoking among youths," said the scientists. 

The federal Centers for Disease Control and Prevention reported last year that the majority of adolescents who 
'1ave ever smoked e-cigarettes also have smoked regular cigarettes. An estimated 1.78 million U.S. students 
have used the devices as of2012, the CDC reported. 

The research was funded by the National Cancer Institute (grants CA-113710 and CA-060121}. 

The Center for Tobacco Control Research and Education specializes in tobacco control researchfocused on 
policy change, smoking cessation, nicotine addiction, health disparities in smoking, novel tobacco devices and 
tobacco marketing. It also houses the Legacy Tobacco Documents Library, a rich resource of previously 

. . 
confidential tobacco industry documents. 

UCSF is a·feading university dedicated to promoting health worldwide through advanced biomedical research . , 
graduate-level education in the life sciences and health professions, and excellence in patient care . .ft includes . 
top-ranked graduate schools of dentistry, medicine, nursing and pharmacy, a graduate division with nationally 
renowned programs in basic biomedical, translational and population sciences, as well as a preeminent 
biomedical research enterprise and two top-ranked hospitals, UCSF Medical Center and UCSF Benioff Children's 
Hospital. 



Miller, Alisa 

From:· 
Sent: 
To: 

Liz Williams [liz.williams@no-smoke.org] 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:38 PM 
Miller, Alisa 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

letter of support fore-cigarette proposal 
Letter to San Francisco BOS_02.28.14.pdf 

Hello Alisa, 

Last week, Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights submitted the attached letter of support for San Francisco's· 
proposal to prohibit the use of e-cigarettes in smokefree spaces. We sent it to the Clerk of the Neighborhood 
Services committee, and as the proposal will now be heard in the Rules Committee tomorrow, I wanted to 
ensure that you have it too. 

We also included the following two documents: 

Electroni.c Cigarettes and Secondhand Aerosol 
http ://www.no-smoke.org/pdf/ ecigarette-secondhand-aerosol. pdf 

U.S. State and Local Laws Regulating Use of Electronic.Cigarettes 
http ://www.no-smoke.org/pd£1 ecigslaws. pdf 

Thank you, 
Liz Williams 

Liz Williams 
Project Manager 
Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights 
American Nonsmokers' Rights Foundation 
2530 San Pablo Ave, Suite J 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
Phone: 510-841-3032 x314 
Fax: 510-841-3071 
liz.williams@no-smoke.org 
www.no-smoke.org 

********************** 
Are you a member of ANR? Our work depends on the support of our members. Please click here to view our 
membership options. We would love to have you join us! · 

Show your support for smokefree air by putting a static-cling decal in your window at work, home, or the car. 
To purchase, visit: http://www.no-smoke.org/aboutus.php?id=440. 

l.78 
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lmD AMERICANS FOR NONSMOKtRS' RIGHTS 
Defending your right to breathe smokefree air since_1976 

February 28, 2014 

Supervisor Eric Mar 
Vice-Chair of Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee 
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

cc: Honorable Mayor Ed Lee and Supervisors 

Dear Supervisor Mar, . 

On behalf of our members in San Francisco, Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights encourages the San 
Francisco Board of Supervisors to prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes (ore-cigarettes) and other 
electronic nicotine delivery devices in smokefree venues, where workers and patron will be exposed to 
t_he secondhand aerosol they emit. 

E-cigarette companies and proponents claim that the aerosol emitted is completely harmless and only 
contains "water vapor." However, recent research on the constituents of e-cigarettes shows that the 
aerosol emitted into the air contains lead, chromium, nickel, and other metals, as well as silicate particles 
and nicotine, so while some may believe the product is "safer," use of the product certainly isn't harmless 
or risk-free (see attached fact sheet). Although e-cigarettes contribute less to indoor air pollution than 
toba.cco cigarettes, they are not emission-free. 

San Francisco would be in good company in prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in enclosed public places 
and workplaces, including restaurants and bars. Currently, more than 100 municipalities and three states 
include e-cigarettes as products prohibited for use in smokefree environments, and New York City and 

. Chicago will implement similar laws at the end of April. We would love to add San Francisco to that list. 
Other California cities are now or will soon consider this same issue, including Los Angeles and San 
Diego. ·. . 

Electronic nicotine delivery devices heat and vaporize a solution containing nicotine and are often 
designed to mimic the look and feel of a real cigarette. They come in a variety of flavors and nicotine 
levels, all claiming to be a safer alternative to smoking cigarettes. 

Electronic nicotine delivery devices are currently unregulated, which leaves a great deal of unknowns not 
only about potential health risks to the user (and non-user exposed to the secondhand aerosol), but also 
about product manufacturing quality and safety. The burden of proof should rest on the manufacturers to 
demonstrate that their products are safe. While the FDA can and should regulate the production of e­
cigarettes, cities and states can and are enacting laws that regulate when and where e-cigarettes can be 
used, along with laws that regulate sales to minors and where the product can be sold. 

While research shows that the !evels of toxins in e-cigarette aerosol are lower than in tobacco smoke, the 
levels are higher than what are found in FDA-approved nicotine inhalers, and there is evidence that at 
least 10 chemicals identified in the aerosol are on the California Prop 65 list of dangerous carcinogens 
and reproductive toxins, including Acetaldehyde, Benzene, Cadmium, Formaldehyde, lsoprene, Lead, 
Nickel, Nicotine, N-Nitrosonornicotine, and Toluene. 

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite J • Berkeley, California 94 702 • (510) 841-3032 / FAX (510) 841-3071 
www.no-smoke.org • anr@no-smoke.org 
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E-cigarette proponents argue that e-cigarettes are safer, healthier, and help people quit tobacco 
smoking. It may be true that e-cigarettes, in general, are less polluting than tobacco cigarettes, but e­
cigarette still emit pollutants and toxins into the air. Given the current science base, we should take the 
precautionary approach and ensure individuals are not exposed to the secondhand aerosol in smokefree 
environments. -

E-cigarette manufacturers and proponents are using unrestrained marketing tactics, especially aimed at 
young adults via online media, to normalize product use and to promote e-cigarettes as a "safe" 
alternative to smoking and as an easy way to quit smoking. There is also a concerted effort bye­
cigarette companies and proponents to prevent regulation of the product, and now that the three major 
U.S. tobacco companies-Altria, RJ Reynolds, and Lorillard-have bought or developed e-cigarette 
brands, we expect to see even more aggressive and deceptive marketing and lobbying. For instance, 
Los Angeles radio stations are airing ads by Blu E-cigarettes, owned by Lorillard Tobacco Company, and 
Vuse E-cigarettes, an RJ Reynolds product, asking people to attend their City Council hearing to oppose 
the proposed ordinance. 

The City of San Francisco has the opportunity to protect public health from exposure to secondhand 
aerosol. We have enough science to make an intelligent decision that secondhand aerosol is not 
harmless, and that it is a new source of air pollution that contains ultrafine particles, toxicants, and 
carcinogens. 

Given these facts, Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights urges the San Francisco Board of Supervisors to 
prohibit the use of e-cigarettes and other electronic nicotine delivery devices in all smokefree places and 
workplaces, at all times, without exception. 

Thank you for your leadership and desire to make San Francisco the best place to live, work, and visit. 
Please feel free to contact me-at 510-841-3045 if you have any questions, comments, or feedback. 

Sincerely, 

~~· 
Cynthia Hallett, MPH 
Executive Director 

Attachments: Electronic Cigarettes and Secondhand Aerosol fact sheet 
List of Cities and States with e-cigarette laws 

Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights is a national, member-based, not-for-profit organization based in 
Berkeley, CA that is dedicated to helpif!g nonsmokers breathe smokefree air since 1976. 
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11I9 AMERILANS FOR NONSMOktRS 1 RIGHTS 
Defending your right lo breathe smokefree air since 1976 

Electronic (e-) Cigarettes and Secondhand Aerosol 

"If you are around somebody who is using e-cigarettes, you are breathing an aerosol of exhaled 
nicotine, ultra-fine particles, volatile organic compounds, and other toxins," Dr. Stanton Glantz, 
Director for the Center for Tobacco Control Research and Education at the University of California, 
San Francisco. 

Current Legislative Landscape 

• As of January 2, 2014, 108 municipalities and three states include e-cigarettes as 
products that are prohibited from use in smokefree environments. 

Constituents of Secondhand Aerosol 

E-cigarettes do not just emit "harmless water vapor." Secondhand e-cigarette aerosol (incorrectly 
called vapor by the industry) contains nicotine, ultrafine particles and low fevers of toxins that · 
are known to cause cancer. 

• E-cigarette aerosol is made up of a high concentration of ultrafine particles, and the particle 
concentration is higher than in conventional tobacco cigarette smoke.1 

•. Exposure to fine and ultrafine particles may exacerbate respiratory ailments like asthma, and 
constrict arteries which could trigger a heart attack.2 

· 

• At least 10 chemicals identified in e-cigarette aerosol are on California's Proposition 65 list of 
carcinogens and reproductive toxins, also known as the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic 
Enforcement Act of 1986. The compounds that have already been identified in mainstream 
(MS) or secondhand (SS) e-cigarette aerosol inclu.de: Acetaldehyde (MS), Benzene (SS), 
Cadmium (MS), Formaldehyde (MS,SS), fsoprene (SS), Lead (MS), Nickel (MS), Nicotine 
(MS, SS), N-Nitrosonornicotine (MS, SS), Toluene (MS, SS).3

•
4 

_ 

• E-cigarettes contain and emit propylene glycol, a chemical that is used as a base in e­
cigarette solution and is one of the primary components in the aerosol emitted by e-cigarettes. 

o Short term exposure causes eye, throat, and airway irritation.5 

o Long term inhalation exposure can result in children developing asthma.6 

• Even though propylene glycol is FDA approved for use in some products, the inhalation of 
vaporized nicotine in propylene glycol is not. Some studies show that heating propylene glycol 
changes its chemical composition, producing small amounts of propylene oxide, a known 
carcinogen.7 

· · 

• . There are metals in e-cigarette aerosol, including chromium, nickel, and tin 
nano particles. 8 

• FDA scientists found detectable levels of carcinogenic tobacco-specific nitrosamines in e­
cigarette aerosol.9 

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite J • Berkeley, California 94702 • (510) 841-3032 I FAX (510) 841-3071 
.www.no-smoke.org • anr@no-smoke.org 
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• People exposed toe-cigarette ae?rosol absorb nicotine (measured as cotinine), with one study 
showing levels comparable to passiv_e smokers.10 

· 

• Diethylene Glycol, a poisonous organic compound, was also detected in e-cigarette 
aerosol.11 

• Exhaled e-cigarette aerosol contained propylene glycol, glycerol, flavorings, and 
nicotine, along with acetone, formaldehyde, acetaldehyde, propanal, diacetin, and 
triaciti ne.12 . · 

• Many of the elements identified in the aerosol are known to cause respiratory distress and 
disease. The aerosol contained particles >1 µm comprised of tin, silver, iron, nickel, 
aluminum, and silicate and nanoparticles (<100 nm) of tin, chromium and nickel. The 
concentrations of nine of eleven elements in e-cigarette aerosol were higher than or equal to 
the corresponding concentrations in conventional cigarette smoke. 13 

• E-cigarettes cause exposure to different chemicals than found in conventional cigarettes and 
there is a need for risk evaluation for both primary and passive exposure to the aerosol in 
smokers and nonsmokers.14 

• Short term use of e-cigarettes has been shown to increase respiratory resistance and 
impair lung function, which may result in difficulty breathing.15 

• Overall, e-cigarettes are a new source of Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) and 
ultrafineffine particles in the indoor environment, thus resulting in "passive vaping."16 

E-cigarette aerosol is a new source of pollution and toxins being emitted into the environment. We do 
not know the long-term health effects of e-cigarette use and although the industry marketing of the 
product implies that these products are harmless, the aerosol that e-cigarettes emit is not purely water 
vapor. 

May be reprinted with appropriate attribution to Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights,© 2014 
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tj§!t1j A/vtERIC.AN NONSJ\10KERS 1 RIGHTS FOUNDATION 
Defending your right lo breatj1e smokefree air since 1976 

U.S. State and Local Laws Regulating Use of Electronic Cigarettes 
As of January 2, 2014 

The following list includes states and municipalities that have enacted laws regulating where electronic cigarette 
use (e-cigarettes) is prohibited. E-cigarettes are battery-powered devices that are designed to mimic cigarettes by 
vaporizing a nicotine-laced liquid that is inhaled by the user. The use of e-cigarettes in workplaces and public 
places is a significant public health concern, not only because of their unregulated constituents and the potential 
health impact of the vapor on users and bystanders, but also because e-cigarette use causes public confusion as 
to where smoking is allowed, resulting in compliance problems with smokefree laws. 

Most local and state smokefree laws were enacted before e-cigarettes were on the market, so while such laws do 
not explicitly mention e·-cigarettes, it should not be assumed that their use is permitted. Existing smokefree laws 
are often interpreted to prohibit e-cigarette use in their smokefree provisions. 

NOTE: In the 100% Smokefree Venues column, the following abbreviations are used: W=non-hospitality 
workplaces; R=restaurants; B=bars; G=gambling facilities. 

For more information, please visit AN R's e-cigarettes page. 

State Laws Regulating Use of E-cigarettes 

State Laws Restricting E-cigarette Use in 100% Smokefree Venues 
Other state I aws that do not explicitly address e-cigarettes might be interpreted as prohibiting the use of 

e-cigarettes in existing smokefree provisions . 

. ·use-ofE-

. ·_st~f~ ,cigareties . 
···.; " - > _1f·'. ~"ef6hibjt~d 

:_-::_:,=.:-:· --· __ .;..:~';/ . 

• • : - -<"-

' ~ ·. ~:;·':· ,_·-· _: . : 

u5eot E~cigadihes 
~ :~_ •·. s~ecific·affy · .· 

'}!~%-~ji:~-~~»: '{'.:- -Perm'ih~ci -., :; _i , 

.. : ·.-· 
. ··-

-. P~rmitted .In: 

j2.-- New Jersey . Ives ]wRB _ jNo j 
_13_.~U_t~ah_· _· · __ · -~~lv_e_s __ ~~-~Jw_R~B~_· -~~-~-~jv_e_s~-- jRetailers that sell e-cigarettes, until" 7 /~{17 J 

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite J • Berkeley, California 94702 • (510) 841-3032 I FAX (510) 841-3071 
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1. Arkansas 

2. Colorado 

3. Delaware 

4. Kansas 

5. Maryland 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

6. New Yes 
Hampshire 

7. Oklahoma Yes 

8. Oregon Yes 

State Laws Regulating E-cigarette Use in Other Venues 

Use of e-cigarettes prohibited on · No 
school district property. 

Definition of tobacco product for No 
purposes of prohibition of use on 
school property amended to include 
e-:cigarettes, unless approved by 
FDA as cessation devices. 

Tobacco use, including use of e- No 
cigarettes and hookahs, prohibited 
in all State workplaces, including all 
buildings, facilities, indoor and 
outdoor spaces and surrounding 
grounds, as well as parking lots and 
state vehicles operated on State 
workplace property. 

Tobacco use, including use of e- Partial 
cigarettes, prohibited on all Dept. of 
Corrections property and grounds, 
by both employees and inmates. Per 
opinion of Attorney General, Indoor 
Clean Air Act of 2010 does not apply 
to e-cigarettes. 

Smoking, including use of e- No 
cigarettes prohibited on MARC 
commuter r;:iil system trains. 

Use of e-cigarettes prohibited in No 
public educational facilities and on 
grounds thereof. 

Tobacco use, including use of e- ' No 
cigarettes, prohibited in all Dept. of 
Correction·s facilities, including 
vehicles and grounds. 

State agency e.mployees prohibited No 
from using tobacco products, 
including e-cigarettes, in State 
agency buildings and on State 
agency grounds adjacent to 
buildings . 

. . ---· - ------. 
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All places where smoking is ! 
prohibited per 3/12/10 law, J 

including workplaces, , 
I 

restaurants, bars, gambling j 
facilities, and public places 1 

l 
generally. I 



9. South 
Dakota 

Yes Tobacco use, including use of e­
cigarettes, prohibited in Dept. of 
Corrections facilities and on grounds 
thereof, by both employees and 
inmates. 

No 

I 
! 

i 
-~-~-----------------------------'---·--------------------------_] 

Local Laws Regulating Use of E-cigarettes 

Laws Restricting E-cigarette Use in 100% Smokefree Venues 

Note: The jurisdiction{s) affected by county-level laws vary widely. Look for a plus symbol () next to each 
county with a law that includes both incorporated and unincorporated areas. A county without a symbol 

means that the county law covers unincorporated areas only. 

1. AK Palmer Yes WRB No 

j2. AL 

j3. - AL -Jsessemer 

jAnniston jves J jwRBG jNo 

jves J jwRG _ - jNo 

,4. _AL jclay Jves _ J jwRBG jNo 

I - I 1 
5. AL Crea a Yes WRBG .No l I 
6. AL ]Fultondale Yes l WRBG No I 

7. AL jMidfield Yes l WRBG No 

js. AL JMonroeville jves jWRBG jNo 
••"• --- - --···--

jg: -- AL 
---

___ !Troy_ Ives l jWRBG ]No I 
10. AL Vestavia Hills Yes WRBG No 

... ···--. --
11. CA Arcata Yes WRB No 

- . ·- --
12. CA Campbell Yes RBG No 

·-··-·····-· ..... 

I 
j 
I 
I_ 

I 
I 

]13. CA jEureka jYes jwRBG jNo l 
rj1-4.~_-_-C-A~~TjF-a-·1rr~ax--~~-==jY_e_s~~--r----~~----iJ~wR-BG----+jN-o----;---=----_-_-_~_J 



15. CA Marin County Partial 

/ves 

17. CA Morgan Hill Yes 

18. CA Mountain View Yes 

19. CA Petaluma Yes 

20. CA Santa Clara Yes 
County 

21. CA Sebastopol Yes 

22. CA Tiburon Yes 

j23. CA . ,Union City jves 

24. CA Walnut Creek Yes 
···- -

25. FL Clay County · :Yes 

j26. GA !chatham County jves 

27. GA DeKalb County Yes 

28. GA Savannah Yes 

29. ID Ketchum Yes 

30. IN Indianapolis/Mari Yes 
on County+ 
(except the cities 
of Beech Grove, 
Lawrence, 
Southport, and 
Speedway) 

31. KY Bardstown Yes 

32. KY Glasgow Yes 

33. KY Kenton County+ Yes 

34. KY Madison County+ Yes 

35. KY Manchester Yes 

36. LA Monroe Yes· 

37. LA Ouachita Parish ~es 

l 

Use of e-cigarettes WRB 
prohibited 
everywhere that 
smoking is 
prohibited, except in 
individual apartment 
units in multi.-unit 
residences. 
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jWRB. 

WRB 

WRB 

w 
WRB 

WRBG 

WRB 

lWRB 

RBG 

WR 

jWRBG 

w 
WRBG 

WRBG 

WRB 

WRBG 

RBG 

w 
WRBG 

WRBG 

WRBG 

WRBG 

Partial 

. jNo 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

NQ 

No 

No 

jNo 

No 

-No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Individual 
apartment units 
in multi-unit 
residences. 

l 
I 
I 



' ··, - ·.> .· ~ ' :t ; 
' .. ,. 

";state.· ·· ··, 
... -~-:-.:,: {_.:-., __ , 

- --/ -' -:-_--.\.-:_~- < . 

- . .... -
38. LA West Monroe Yes WRBG No 

.39. MA Boston· Yes WRB No 

40. MA Bourne Yes WRB No 

4,1. MA Buckland Yes WRBG No 

42. MA Burlington Yes WRBG No 

MA 

MA 

. jFoxborough 
.. jGill . . 

jWRBG Jves I jNo 

jwRBG. Jves jNo 

ra on Iv es jWRBG 0 I 
46. MA Great Barrington Yes WRBG No 

j 

1 ·-
47. MA Hatfield Partial Use of e-cigarettes WRBG Partial Smoking bars 

r 

l 
prohibited and j 
everywhere that hotels/motels. 

l 

I 
smoking is 

prohibited, except 

for smoking bars and 

hotels/motels. l 
•' .. l 

--··· •... .. . J48 MA jHaverhill jYes JwRBG jNo i 

49. MA New Bedford Yes WRB No 

50. MA North Yes WRBG No l Attleborough 

!5'1. jN ortham pt on Jves I 
.. 

jWRB .. jNo I 
1 

MA 

52. MA Oxford Yes WRBG No 

53. MA Pittsfield Yes WRBG No I 
... -- . - ·- - J 

54. MA Salem Yes WRBG No 

55. MA Saugus Yes WRBG No 
---

56. MA Shelburne Yes WRB No 
- .. - ·- "' -
57. MA South Hadley Yes WRBG No 

j5s: · 
. ---- .. 

]Taunton jves l jWRBG MA No 
.. ··-·. . .. . 

59. MA Westminster Yes WRBG No 
j 

' .. ·····-· 

60. MA Westport Yes WRBG No l 
f61. , ... MA ]Westwood Yes WRBG No l 

jwhately jves jWRB JNo 
]Yes. jWRBG -·- jwinchester 

64. MN Duluth Yes ·WRBG No 

J6s.·· MN ._,Ely jves jWRBG ·l 
66. MN Hermantown Yes WRB 
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67. MO Creve Coeur Yes \NRB No 

jves j\NRBG jNo 

69. MO \Nashington Yes \NRBG No 
. ·-·---· .. 

70. MS Anguilla Yes \NRBG No 

71. MS Arcola Yes \NRBG No 

72. MS Baldwyn Yes - \NRBG No 

73. MS Bassfield Yes WRBG No 

74. MS Byram Yes \NRBG No 

75. MS Calhoun City Yes \NRBG No 

76. MS Centreville Yes \NRBG No 

77. MS Coahoma County Yes \NRB No 

78. MS Duncan Yes \NRBG No 

79. MS Durant Yes \NRBG No 

80. MS Flowood Yes \NRG No 

. 81. MS Forest Yes \NRBG No 

82. MS Georgetown Yes \NRBG No 

83. MS . Monticello Yes RBG No 

84. MS New Augusta Yes \NRBG NG 

85. MS Plantersville Yes \NRBG· No 

86. MS Prentiss Yes \NRBG No 

87. MS Rolling Fork Yes \NRBG No 

88. MS Sumner Yes· \NRBG No 

89. MS \Nesson Yes \NRBG No 

90. ND Bismarck Yes \NRB No 

91. ND \Nalhalla Yes \NRBG No 

92. NY Cattaraugus Yes RBG No 

County 

93. NY Suffolk County+ Yes \NRB No 

94. SC Estill Yes WRBG No 

95. SC Yemassee Yes \NRB No 

96. TX Lufkin Yes \NRBG No 

197~ TX 
.. -

Jsan Angelo Jves _ I j\NRB jNo 

98. \NA King County+ Y~s \NRBG No 

99. \NV Calhoun County+ Yes \NRBG No . .. 
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~ Gslot;E~\ '' -- . - '> y~;;;~fiL J=' 100% Smok'efree :;use of F ;<;' - . 
· cigare.tte'~ : If Partial, Prohibi_tf:?d Verfu~~_Yil \Afhich __ cigarettes ·=~ - If Partii:ii, 

- --. •. ' 1H:H=:f:_ "';_ - Use of E-Cigareth:!s Specifit:ally ;-P-~rmitte'dln: 
-- Pr~hi~~t~-~- ;;_-_c > -,~-) ,: .} - --: t>F6hibiteK· '° Pe~i:tiitted '>-

100. WV Greenbrier 
County+ 

Yes WRBG No 

101. WV Lewis County+ Yes WRBG 

j~q?· __ WV _!Marshall County+ Jves Jw 

1103. 

]104. 

-105. 

1106. 

107. 

jios. 

IWRBG _ WV tleasants tes 
County+ 

. --··- . 

WV jRitchie County+ Jves jWRBG 

WV Roane County+ Yes WRBG 

WV !Taylor County jves I jWRBG 

WV Wirt County+ Yes WRBG 

WV _ Jwood County+ Jves jWRBG 

+Law pertains to both incorporated and unincorporated areas of county. 

State Laws Restricting E-cigarette Use in 100% Smokefree Venues: 3 
State Laws Restricting E-cigarette Use in Other Venues: 9 
Local Laws Restricting E-cigarette Use in 100% Smokefree Venues: 108 

No 

jNo 

JNo 

jNo 

No 

jNo 

No 

jNo 

Copyright 1998 - 2014 American Nonsmokers' Rights Foundation. All rights reserved. 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Steve Heilig [heilig@sfms.org] 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 1:23 PM , 
Board of Supervisors; Chiu Intern; Chiu, David; Campos, David; Breed, London; Avalos, John; 
Farrell, Mark; Cohen, Malia; Kim, Jane; Mar, Eric (BOS); Wiener, Scott; Tang, Katy; Yee, · 
Norman (BOS); Miller, Alisa; Evans, Derek 
Electronic Cigarettes: Regulations needed (Ordinance No. 131208) 

TO: SF Board of Supervisors 
RE: Electronic cigarettes: Proposed regs 

Greetings: 

Please see our San Francisco Medical Society letter from today's San Francisco Examiner in support of the 
proposed regulations on ... e"cigs" . 

Appended below that is the California Medical Association policy on this we· first drafted; it mirrors· the San 
Francisco Health Commission policy on this topic as well .. 

Note also that Los Angeles approved such regulations this week. 

No doubt you will also receive much input in opposition to these regulations and, as with previous healthy 
policies such as banning smoking in restaurants and workplaces, it might well be interesting to request that 
anybody testifying disclose any financial or other ties they might have to the e-cig and/or tobacco industries. 

Thank you for your leadership! 

Steve Heilig 
STEVE HEILIG, MPH 
(415)561-0850x270 
San Francisco Medical Society 
http://www.sfms.org 

*** 

Lead letter in today's SF Examiner: 

http ://www.sfexaminer .corn/sanfrancisco/letters-regulate-e-cigarettes/Content?oid=2 72125 O · 

Letters: Regulate .e-cigarettes 
RE: "E-cigarette rules proposed," The City, Monday . 

Regulate e-cigarettes 

Electronic cigarette§ are very much in need of more regulations, in order to minimize marketing and access to 
them by kids and to reduce exp~sure to their vapors for everybody. 

The San Francisco Medical Society has had a policy supporting such regulations for years, and a growing 
number of other medical and health organizations -. ·and cities - are agreeing that e-cigarettes can pose health 
risks. Contrary to heavy lobbying by e-cig and tobacco interests, the proposed San Francisco regulations pose 
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no burden to those who might actuu.L1y use e-cigs to help quit tobacco smoh.5, and we commend the San 
·Francisco supervisors who are proposing stricter, healthier regulations. 

Dr. Lawrence Cheung 

President, San Francisco Medical Society 

San Francisco 

*** 
CALIFORNIA MEDICAL ASSOCIATION (2011) 

TITLE: Regulation of Electronic Cigarettes 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes, also called e-cigarettes~ are increasingly-sold devices for delivering nicotine 
in virtually smokeless form and are not regulated by the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

. and are available for purchase widely; and 

WHEREAS electronic cigarette manufacturers and retailers are making unproven health claims about their 
products by asserting that they are safe or safer than traditional cigarettes and that they can be used as an aid to 
smoking cessation; and 

WHEREAS the FDA has warned the public about the potential health risks of using e cigarettes and initial FDA 
studies found that e-cigarettes contain known carcinogens and intends to propose a regulation .that would extend 
the Agency's "tobacco product" authority to E-cigarettes that contain nicotine "made or derived from tobacco" 
and 

WHEREAS e-cigarette packages do not supply warnings about possible adverse effects on health comparable to 
FDA-approved nicotine replacement products or conventional cigarettesfil; and 

·WHEREAS there is no scientific evidence that e-cigarettes can help smokers quit smoking and the World 
Health Association does not consider e-cigarettes to be a legitimate therapy for smokers trying to quit tobacco 
and FDA studies found that certain e cigarettes misrepresent nicotine content on their labels and sometimes 
contain far more nicotine than FDA-approved smoking cessation products; and 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes may not be legally sold to minors in California but electronic cigarette 
producers market their product to children by flavoring their products with candy, fruit, and other flavors and 
the FDA has raised concerns that electronic cigarettes can increase nicotine addiction among young people and 
may lead youth to try conventional tobacco productsfill; and 

WHEREAS electronic cigarettes' resemblance to conventional cigarettes increases the likelihood that people 
will break the law by lighting up cigarettes because they see what appears to be someone smoking, undermining 
compliance with existing smoking regulations and prompting confusion regarding laws prohibiting smoking iri 
certain locations; and ' 

WHEREAS the Department of Transportation has banned the use of electronic cigarettes on U.S. carrier and 
foreign carrier flights, and the San Francisco Airport Commission bans electronic cigarettes, and electronic 
cigarettes have been banned in indoor public places anq w2rkplaces by King County (Seattle), Washington, 
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New Jersey and Suffolk County, ~ ... ,v-v York while electronic cigarette sales have been banned throughout 
Canada, and 

WHEREAS the American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network, American Heart Association, and American 
Lung Association support including e cigarettes in smoke-free laws.[iii] 

RESOLVED, that the CMA will support policies that prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes and other nicotine 
delivery devices not approved by the FDA as smoking cessation aids in those places where smoking is 
prohibited by law, and that will require a tobacco permit for the sale or furnishing of electronic cigarettes and 
other nicotine delivery devices not approved by the FDA as smoldng cessation aids. 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Cassie Ray [cassie.ray@cancer.org] 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 11 :29 AM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS}; Yee, Norman {BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 
Support of ordinance 131208 
San Francisco e-cigarettes.docx 

Dear Mayor Lee and Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

Attached you will find a letter from the American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network in 
support of ordinance 131208, which redefine smoking to include e-cigarettes and other 
electronic smoking devices, and would prohibit the use of e-cigarettes wherever smoking is 
prohibited, require a tobacco permit to sell e-cigarettes, and prohibit sales of cigarettes 
wherever tobacco is not permitted to be sold. We encourage you to pass the proposed 
ordinance for the protection of the health of the residents of San Francisco. 

Cassie Ray I Northern California Government Relations 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network, Inc_ 

980 9th Street Suite 2200 

Sacramento, CA 95814-2742 

Phone: 707.290.0003 I Mobile: 707.290.0003 I Fax: 916-447.6931 

acscan.org 

I} l-~£1 ~ 
,_.. 

~·jb• 
This message (including any attachments) is intended exclusively for the individual to whom if is addressed and may contain proprietary, protected, or confidential 
information_ If you are not the named addressee, you are not authorized to read, print, copy, or disseminate this message or any pait of it. If you have received this 
message in error, please notify the sender immediately. 
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March 4, 2014 

Mayor Edwin M. Lee 
City Hall, Room 200 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Mayor Lee and Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

• 
~'tancer Action mi Network· 

~-

The American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network is committed to protecting the health an·d 

well-being of the residents of San Francisco. As such we support ordinance 131208, which 

would amend the San Francisco Health Code, and redefine smoking to include e~cigarettes and 

other e:lectronic smoking devices, making them subject to. the same codes that currently cover 

smoking within the city. The proposed ordinance would prohibit the use of e-cigarettes 

wherever smoking is prohibited, require a tobacco permit to sell e-cigarettes, and prohibit sales 

of cigarettes wherever tobacco is not permitted to be sold. 

The health effects of e-cigarettes - especially the longer-term effects - are scientifically 

uncertain. Currently, only a limited number of studies have examined the contents of e­

cigarette vapor. Some of the studies have found the vapor to contain only propylene glycol; 

nicotine, and flavorings, and other studies found them to contain heavy metals, volatile organic 

compounds and tobacco~specific nitrosamines, among other ingredients. A 2009 study done by 

the FDA found cancer-causing substances in several of thee-cigarette samples tested. 

Additionally, Food and Drug Administration ·(FDA) tests found nicotine in some e-cigarettes that 

claimed to contain no nicotine. 

There is general agreement among scientists in the field that, in the short run, at least, e­

cigarettes are almost certainly less harmful than combusted cigarettes. But there are still 

·serious questions about the safety of inhaling the substances in some e-cigarette vapor. E­

cigarettes have not been subject to thorough, independent testing, so users cannot be sure of 

what they are actually inhaling. Some studies have shown that some e-cigarettes can cause 

.short-term lung changes and irritations and the long-term health effects, as noted above, are 

unknown. Additionally, the effects of secondhand vapor from e-cigarettes require further 

study, especially to determine differences among the many brands and types of e-cigarettes. In 

· American Cancer.Society Cancer Action Network 
980 g'h Street, Suite 2200 •Sacramento, CA 95814 • 707.290.0003 
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addition, allowing the use of electronic smoking devices in public places where smoking is 

otherwise prohibited can create confusion with enforcement issues as well, as there are 

concerns that they may create new tobacco users and reverse efforts that have made smoking 

socially unacceptable. 

The appeal of e-cigarettes to youth is a new and rapidly growing problem, as e-cigarettes are 

sold in an assortment of flavors that appeal to youth, and CDC data shows that the marketing of 

these products is enticing to this population. The CDC reported that the use of e-cigarettes by 

youth, among both high school and middle school students, doubled from 2011 to 2012. San 

Francisco has sought to reduce youth smoking by reducing youth access, and we encourage 

similar protections be implemented fore-cigarettes. The code currently restricts where 

cigarettes may be sold and requires that retailers purchase a permit; we ask that these same 

restrictions be applied toe-cigarettes. 

Other cities such as New York, Chicago, and most recently, Los Angeles, have chosen to protect 

their citizens,. by faking the important step of redefining smoking to include these electronic 

devices. The American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network encourages San Francisco to do 

the same with the adoption of this ordinance. 

Sincerely, 

Cassie Ray, 

Government Relations Director 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network 
980 9'h Street, Suite 2200 •Sacramento, CA 95814 • 707.290.0003 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Evans, Derek 
Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:02 AM 
Miller, Alisa 
FW: 

From: Andrew Makuch [mailto:andrewmakuch16@msn.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 6:41 PM . 
To: Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, 
Scott; campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 

Dear Representative, 

. As a California citizen and bay area resident, though currently living in Arizona, I support banning sales of 
e-cigarettes to minors, yet OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. 

Switching to e-cigarettes has changed my life tremendously, with enjoying better health for the first time 
in 40 years! 

Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes 
have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA 
testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chE::!mical in the vapor. · 

A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Puolic Health based 
on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble 
real cigarettes, mariy do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E­
cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells 
nothin9 like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. 

The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring 
other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands ·of users indicate that the majority of those who switch 
completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99%. 

,y switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

For more information, please visit the CASAA.org website, as well as the CASAA Research Library. 
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Thank you. 

·Sincerely, 

Andrew Makuch 
1301 E. Mabel St . 

. Tucson; AZ 85719 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 2:35 PM 
To: BOS-Supervisors; Evans, Derek . 
Subject: File 131208: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

From: Jessica Holmes [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 11:55 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

. I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to ·bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej.L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite ofits press statement, failed to find hannful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from: actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigatette vapor is practically odorless, and generally ariy 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whetherto release any vapor (''discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to. a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the .way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, . 
Jessica Holmes Kensington, California. 

•. . 

There are now 41 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
1y clicking here: 

http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, March 04, 2014 2:40 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Evans, Derek 

Subject: File 131208: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

From: Joel Girard [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 12:23 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Super\Tisors, 

I just signed Jared. Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are en.acted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen·ofHealth New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes \Vith the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Joel Girard Charlestown, Rhode Island 

There are now 42 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m..:lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 

Pc;imela Brown [pamdemonium3@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 6:08 PM 

To: Miller, Alisa 
Subject: Fwd: E-Cig Regulations 

----------Forwarded message----------
From: Pamela Brown <pamdemonium3@gmail.com> 
pate: Tue, Mar 4, 2014 at 6:04 PM 
Subject: E-Cig Regulations 
To: David.Campos@sfgov.org 

Hi David, 
This is Pam Brown. My daughter Starr and I worked on your campaign with Linnette & Kim a few years ago. I 
just want you to know my views on "vaping". 
I quit smoking real cigarettes last October with the help of electronic cigarettes. I tried everything over a 20+ 
year span to quit and nothing worked until I visited Vapor Den(on Guerrero St) and started vaping. Within 9 
days I was completely finished. . 
I can understand the concerns with vaping indoors and around people who do not smoke. That is not the issue. 
The issue is treating vapor shops and electronic cigar(;!ttes like real tobacco products. They are not the same. 
There is no smoke or harmful chemicals. Please do not try to regulate them as tobacco products. They do not 
contain tobacco. 
I have purchased several kits (tax revenue for SF) and mailed them to friends and family back East to help them 
quit. If there are limited places to buy vaping supplies in San Francisco, I will go elsewhere (the Peninsula or 
the internet) to purchase them. I do not think a vapor store is the same thing as a "comer store" that sells liquor 
& cigarettes. They are classy, well run establishments, similar to a clinic or something. You should visit Vapor 
De:ri and see for yourself. 
I understand Big Tobacco & Big Pharma have a lot to loose when people quit smoking, as do various levels of 
government who can no longer collect the tax revenue from the use of tobacco. It is not fair to the small 
businessesNape shops .. :who are doing a public service .... to be punished and classified as "tobacco" and 
required to have licences for something they do not sell. 

I hope you get this email and I hope you are domg well. 

Sincerely, 
Pam Brown 

J 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: David LeClaire [djlec@pacbell.net] 
Wednesday, March 05; 2014 4:20 AM 
Miller, Alisa 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: Oppose - Ordinance 131208 (To The'Board of Supervisors) 

1. I work at the San Francisco Airport and I am a California citizen. I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is 
banned. ' · 

2. Have successfully been off of Cigarettes for 110 Days and you should Embrace this 
Technology rather than Punish it . · 

3. l wish to explain that: 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand 
smoke, but· e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In 
fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e­
cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston 
University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej t Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand 1 Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University1 and by the fact that the FDA testing 1 in spite of its 
press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels_ of any 

. chemical in the vapor. 
• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School 

of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor1 even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some 
e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when 
someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically 
odorless1 and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing 
like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any 
vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use 1 enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. · 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public 
health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco 
cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99°/o. 

• By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

4. I also wish to Direct you to the CASAA.org website, as well as the CASAA Research 
Library, for .more information. 

David J. Leclaire, 202 
1 



Union City, CA 
94587 

203 
2 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mo [phoebeandmo@sbcglobal.net] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 4:32 PM 
Miller, Alisa 
Fwd: E-cigarettes 

Hello, I would like for you to take into consideration the following before a vote 
is taken to ban th_e use of e-cigarettes: 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. 
Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. 
It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of 
smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable . odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like 
smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to 
release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of 
use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will 
actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to 
switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of 
those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the 
electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 
99%. 

• By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced 
your health risks. 

I have reduced the amount of regular cigarettes I used to smoke by@least 1/2. 
I have really enjoyed going to dinner with :friends&family,and staying at the table 
without running outside for a cigarette,I use my e-cig and no one seems to mind. 
No one has ever said a word to me about the e-cig. Again please take this into 
consideration. 

Sincerely 
Maureen 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
I Sent: 

To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Letitia Pepper [letitiapepper@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 1:47 PM 
Miller, Alisa; Mar, Eric (BOS); Campos, David; Tang, Katy 
David Goldman; Ryan Landers; Lanette Davies; Rory Murray; Martin Victor; Lavonne Victor; 
castrocastle@gmail.com; Lanny Swerdlow; SFBay Cannabis Community 
Proposed treatment of e-cigarettes and other portable vaporizers at this Thursday's meeting 

Dear Rules Committee Members and Ms. Miller: 
I would like to comment on the idea that someone has had that e-cigarettes and 

other portable vaporizers, which people can use to inhale medical marijuana vapor (or 
any other herbal vapor for that matter) should be banned. · 

I read a letter that David Goldman sent you on this topic, and I am in agreement with 
it: this looks like a solution in search of a (no-existent) problem. 

I am not a tobacco user, and I was thrilled when California adopted ah initiative to 
stop cigarette smoking in interior public places like bars and restaurants. People did 
still congregate and smoke in other areas, and did still become testy when they needed . 
to smoke but couldn't. So I was also thrilled when someone invented thee-cigarette, 
which removes the products of combustion and the threat of second-hand smoke, and 
also helps the public avoid run-ins with testy, nicotine addicts who'd lost the ability to 
take their calming cigarette breaks due to ·rules against smoking anywhere near a 
public building, even outside. 

No one else will probably think to mention this point, but I'm going to do so. If you've 
ever had to be around someone with a nicotine addiction who can't take a smoke 
break, then you'd understand that the e-cigarette is actually performing a public service 
for those of us who do not use tobacco. Reducing the level of anxiety in the general 
population should be a public health goal: another reason to not ban e-cigaerettes 

So why, in God's name, would a city try to ban the use of such devices? The only 
justifiable reason for _the government to ban cigarette smoking was the danger of 
second-hand smoke to the unwilling, nearby members of the public, E-cigarettes do 
not even create smoke! So please consider carefully: what is the public danger or 
health risk that justifies banning these devices? · 

Personally, I think the real impetus for this proposal is coming from people opposed 
to the legal use of medical marijuana. That is because people can, and do, also use 
these portable vaporizers to inhale marijuana vapor.· But merely someone desiring to 

· control and prevent people from legally using marijuana, legally using it, .is no 
justificationSome people really need to use cannabis on a regular and frequent basis, 
even when they are not at home. In fact, cannabis allows them to not be house-bound. 

I know quite a few of these people. They have HIV or AIDS, they have intractable 
pain and/or nausea, they have panic attacks, anxiety and PTSD, they have asthma, 

· and they have seizur~s. Instead of using prescription drugs (which do not actually 
,vork well, or without side effects for many people), they use cannabis. 

Vaporizers do not create secondary vapor problems for any members of the public. 
So what reasonable public concern can justify adopting a rule that would have a 

. significant impact on many people with hea.JHsproblerns, '-'.Vhile fulfilling ~o observable 
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public health concern? 
Of all city governments, San Francisco, home of "Brownie Mary" and Dennis Peron, 

the cradle of Prop. 215, should be the one city that does not blindly adopt a rule that 
appears to be directed at suppressing and "mini-criminalizing" the use of medical 
marijuana by banning portable vaporizers and e-cigarettes. 

This is a subject near and dear to my heart. For seven years, after fourteen years of 
being a guinea pig for the pharmceutical industry, I've been able to use only medical 
marijuana in place of the multiple prescription drugs that made me sick and that cost 
me $300 a month in co-pays: That's $300 I now can spend in my local communities. 
My disease? Multipl,e sclerosis .. Does my neurologist approve my switch to whole, 
herbal cannabis? Now that she's seen the results, she totally does. 

I fully believe that the pharmaceutical industries' lobbyists are at work all over this 
country, trying to inhibit and suppress the public's growing realization that cannabis is 
actually better medicine than many prescription drugs. So please, ask yourself this 
very relevant question: what public health hazard are we trying to solve by considering 
banning portable vaporizers? 

People still have a right to use tobacco and nicotine, so claiming that such a ban will 
reduce nicotine use is not a really good answer at all. Here's why: banning vaporizers 
will actually INCREASE health risks. 

If people can't vaporize nicotine in public, then they will simply do what my father 
did: they'll chew tobacco or use snuff. This is actually far WORSE for people's health 
than letting them vaporizing just enough nicotine to treat that addiction. 

First, it puts the cancer-causing substance right up against a small area in a 
concentrated form: this causes mouth, tongue, jaw and other horrible forms of cancer. 

Second, this delivers a far larger does of nicotine than does smoking or vaporizing 
tobacco. My father had a major heart attack. He always told my mother that the 
tobacco he chewed was just "harmless vegetable matter," and the cardiologist who 
spoke with her after the heart attack almost came out of his chair when he heard that. 

. He told us that chewin·g tobacco delivers five time the amount of nicotine that a person 
would have gotten out of smoking the same amount of "harmless vegetable matter." 

Third, people who chew tobacco or use snuff end up needing to spit. This is 
disgusting. (I once had a college roommate, a girl, who chewed tobacco, so I know.) 
So instead of unobjetionable vapor and e-cigarettes, we'll end up with people spitting 
tobacco-colored (and scented) saliva all over city streets. Ugh! 

Please, do not create a worse public health. problem by banning e-cigarettes and 
portable vaporizers. This isn't really a "solution looking for a problem," it's really a 
proposed solution looking for a way to create a problem. 

Sincerely, · 

Letitia E. Pepper, Director of Legal and Legislative Analysis for Crusaders for Patients' , 
Rights 
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Crusaders for Patients' ~1ghts is a nonprofit corporation u 1at provides support and 
education on issues of concern to people using medical marijuana. 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Rules Committee Members, 

Marty Johnson [mj5718@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 11:34AM 
Yee, Norman (BOS); Tang, Katy; Campos, David; Miller, Alisa 
Ordinance No. 131208 transferred to the Rules Committee 

Please consider this when acting on e-cig commerce. I was a life-long smoker of forty-plus years, when my son called 
and said he was sending me something in the mail. The package arrived a few days later containing some objects I 
wasn't familiar with. I believed they were an electronic cigarette (e-cig), but I didn't know how they worked, it looked 
complicated and so I dismissed it. Later that day my son called and explained that he and his girlfriend had completely 
quit smoking after many years when beginning use of the e-cigs and that I could too. I was very skeptical, I never 
believed I would quit after many times trying. But If he wanted me tci try, I would. That was on March 181

h of 2013 and I 
haven't smoked cigarettes since I began e-cigs. Thanks to the e-cig industry and thanks to my son, I have hope again to 
extend my life beyond all expectations. Please also consider the published information below: 

Sweanor, D., et al., Tobacco harm reduction: How rational public policy could transform a pandemic, International 
Journal of Drug Policy (2007), doi: 10.1016/j.drugpo.2006.11.013 

"Nicotine, at the dosage levels smokers seek, is a relatively innocuous drug commonly deliveted by a highly harmful 
device, cigarette smoke. An intensifying pandemic of disease caused or exacerbated by smoking demands more effective 
policy responses than the current one: demanding that nicotine users abstain. A pragmatic response to the smoking 
problem is blocked by moralistic campaigns masquerading as public health, by divisions within the community of 
opponents to present policy, and by the public-health professions antipathy to any tobacco-control endeavors other than 
smoking cessation. Yet, numerous alternative systems for nicotine delivery exist, many of them far safer than smoking. A 
pragmatic, public-health approach to tobacco control would recognize a continuum of risk and encourage nicotine users to 
move themselves down the risk spectrum by choosing safer alternatives to smoking??? without demanding abstinence." 
http://www.drugpolicy.org/docUploads/DRUPOL 633.pdf 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter 

Martin Johnson 

Home )209-892-5523 
Mobile)209-484-8873 
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California Chapter of the National Organization for the Reform of Marijuana Laws 
2261 Market St. #278A, San Francisco CA 94114 - www.canorml.org - (415) 563-5858 I (510) 540-1066 

Rules Cornmitte 
SF Board of Supervisors 
1 Carlton Goodlet Pl. 
San Francisco CA 94102 

Honorable Members of the Rules Committee: 

Mar 4th, 2014 

On behalf of the city's many residents who find e-cigarettes and 
vaporizers a beneficial L'harm reduction" substitute for smoking, we urge San 
Francisco to reject the proposed ordinance to ban use of e-cigarettes in non­
smoking areas (file # 131208). 

Cal NORML is particularly concerned that the proposed ban would be 
harmful to medical marijuana patients, many of whom rely on smokeless 
vaporizers to inhale the:IT medicine. The proposed ordinance defines e­
cigarettes to include "any device with a heating element, a battery, or an 
electronic circuit that provides nicotine or other vaporized liquids to the user" 
(emphasis added). This encompasses a wide variety of smokeless vaporizers that 
are also used to deliver medical cannabis concentrates. Although the bill has a 
clause saying it doesn't affect "any laws or regulations regarding medical 
cannabis," there exist no laws or regulations protecting access to medical 
cannabis vaporizers in the first plal:::e, except a provision allowing on-site 
consumption at certain dispensaries. Thus, the law will adversely impact 
patients using public housing, medical facilities, the parkS, businesses or public 
accommodations, many of whom must rely on vaporizers ·due to ci.rrrent anti­
smoking laws. Furthermore, nicotine and cannabis e-cigs are generally 
indistinguishable, being manufactured from identical components but with 
different liquid cartridges. Any attempt to ban e-cigs will therefore adversely 
affect medical marijuana patients, since police won't be able to differentiate 
nicotine from cannabis or other herbal vaporizers . 

. The scientific evidence is overwhelming that smokeless e-cigarettes and 
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vaporizers dramatically reduce the respiratory hazards of smoking. This is 
because they don't produce smoke in the first place. Studies have consistently . 

· found that e-cig emissions are far below accepted exposure thresholds and pose 
no second-hand risk to bystanders. By prohibiting vaporization like smoking, 
the proposed ordinance will adversely affect public health by discouraging the 

. substitution of e-cigs for far more dangerous, smoked alternatives. 

Scientific studies sponsored by California NORML have shown that 
vaporizers eliminate noxious smoke toxins from marijuana vapor, delivering a 
purified stream of medically active ingredients.1 In a study of the M-1 · 
Volatizer® (a crude vaporization device compared to newer models), 100% of 
the measurable gaseous toxins - benzene, naphthalene and toluene - were 
eliminated from marijuana vapor.2 In a follow-up study, another vaporizer, the 
Volcano®, completely eliminated over 100 solid-state tars and particulates from 
the vapor, delivering an effectively pure stream of selected, medically active 
ingredients (THC and terpenes) 3• The effectiveness of the Volcano was 
subsequently validated in clinical studies by California's Center for Medicinal 
Cannabis Research4

, and it has since been approved as a medical device in the 
European Union. 

Vaporizers and e-cigarettes don't produce smoke because they don't reach 
the point of combustion, but rather evaporate or exude liquid extracts of the 
active ingredients. This eliminates the toxic tars, gases and particulates which 
are the source of both primary and second-hand respiratory harms due to 
smoking such as lung cancer, emphysema and asthma. 

In light of these facts, California NORML has long advised marijuana 
consumers to use vaporizers in order to avoid the respiratory hazards of 
smoking. (In this connection, it should be noted that no second-hand health 
risks due to marijuana smoking have ever been documented; instead, scientific 
studies have found that~ unlike tobacco, even first-hand marijuana smoking 
causes neither cancer nor emphysema.5 There is accordingly all the less reason 
to believe that second-hand exposure to smokeless emissions from marijuana 
vaporizers present any health hazard to bystanders.) 

As for nicotine e-cigs, studies consistently show that they offer major harm 
reduction benefits to tobacco smokers by drastically reducing their exposure to 
harmful smoke toxins.6 Such emissions as have been detected from e-cigarettes 
are minimal and well below accepted threshold levels.7 At worst, they pose no 
more threat to bystanders than common odors from garden plants, kitchen grills, 
detergents, incense, deodorizers, gas stations and ambient pollution. 

· Many ex-smokers report having successfully kicked the cigarette habit by 
substituting e-cigs instead.8 Contrary to the concerns of critics, suveys show 
that e-cigs aren't a stepping-stone towards smoking, but rather a step away.9 

Restricting use of e-cigs will therefore adversely impact public health by 
discouraging their substitution for more dangerous, s;rnoked tobacco alternatives. 

The decision to allow e-cigs and vaporizers should properly be up to 
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individual businesses and property owners, not the dictates of intolerant 
pressure groups. There is no reason that medical marijuana patients should be 
forced to go outside to medicate with smokers. Many employers rightly prefer 
to let employees use nicotine e-cigs at work, rather than have them go outdoors 
for a smoking break. 

E-cigs and vaporizers are not hazardous but helpful to public health. They 
should be encouraged, not banished, as a healthful harm reduction substitute for 
smokers. 

· Sincerely, 

~J~o 
Dale Gieringer, Ph.D. 
Director, California NORML 
2261 Market St. #278A, San Francisco 94114 
www.canorml.org- (415) 563-5858 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Dale Gieringer [dale@canorml.org] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 10:59 AM 
Miller, Alisa; Mar, Eric (BOS); Campos, David; Tang, Katy 
E-Cig Ban Harms Medical Marijuana Patients 
SF _ECig_Rules Commitee_TTY.pdf; ATI00001.htm 

To the SF Supervisors Rµles Committee 

Attached is Cal NORML's testimony in opposition to the proposed ban on smokeless e-cigs and vaporizers in 
non-smoking areas. The scientific evidence is clear that vaporization is a valuable smoke harm. reduction 
technology that presents no second-hand exposure hazards. 

Cal NORML is particularly concerned that the proposed ban would be harmful to medical 
marijuana patients, many of whom rely on smokeless vaporizers to inhale their medicine. 

See testimony attached~ 
Dcile Gieringer; Ph.D., Director, Cal NORML 
2261 Market St. #278A, SF CA 94114 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Ian Baker [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:00 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't baneCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier S.an Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the 
healthier option of eCigs . 

. Sincerely, 
Ian Baker San Francisco; California 

There are now 3 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
:francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 · 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To:. 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Rebecca Pier [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:00 PM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9 ,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop . 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs .. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the 
healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
Rebecca Pier San Francisco, California 

There are now 4 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf? af 4013 

215 
1 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

nicole aptekar [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:04 PM 
Evans, Derek· 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care· 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to.stop smoking and choose the 
healthier option of eCigs. · 

Sincerely, 
nicole aptekar san francisco, California 

There are now 5 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Micah Scott [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:07 PM . 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO ·on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are.not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bys.tariders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions a:bout exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop· smoking and choose the . 
healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
Micah Scott San Francisco, California: 

There are now 6 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

nicoletbn@gmail.com on behalf of Nicole Aptekar [me@nicolation.net] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:10 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
I oppose Ordinance 131208 

!'in a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning 
e-cigarette usewhere smoking is banned. -

The content of e-cigarette vapor is identical to smoke machines! 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e.:.cigarettes 
have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risk~ associated with e-cigare_ttes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the. FDA 
testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to firid harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chemical in the vapor. 

• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based 
on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "wors_t case" assumptions about exposure. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble 
real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell- of smoke. E-, 
cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells 
nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring 
other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch 
completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99%. 

• By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

I'm not a smoker myself, however many of my friends are. They've steadily switched 
from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes, and their 
health is -paramount to me. Please don't put obstacles in the way of my friends and 
families' health! 

rvNicole Aptekar 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Melissa Piercey [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:18 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the.same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid · 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a .healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 

. on Ordinance No. 131208 and plea.Se work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the 
healthier option of eCigs. · 

Sincerely, 
Melissa Piercey San Francisco, California 

There are now 7 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd.3 bf7af4013 

219 
1 



Miller, Alisa · 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Alain Bloch [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:21 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco . 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right cho.ice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the 
healthier option of eCigs. 

Siricerely, 
Alain Bloch California, _California 

There are now 8 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
frartcisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7 af 4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Christina Jenkins [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 201412:29 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigaiette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. The low risks. of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of 
the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel 
University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to fuid harmful levels 
of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. Electronic cigarette U$e is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although 
sonie e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette 
from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not 
unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any 
vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be 
nearly impossible. The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health 
by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who 
switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. I'm not a 
smoker myself, however many of my friends are. They've steadily switched from toxic and terrible 
traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes, and their health is paramount to me. Please don't put 
obstacles in the way of my friends' and family's health! For more information: 
http ://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-califomiahtml 

Sincerely, 
Christina Jenkins Berkeley, California 

Tb.ere are now 9 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san"' 
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Sean Williams [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:34 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders .. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use; enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch .. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks .. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Sean Williams Fremont, California 

There are now 10 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jason Kelly [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:46 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banriing 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on oyer 9,000 obser\Tations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping11

). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electron.le cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
gr~atly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles. in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Jason Kelly San_Francisco, California 

There are now 11 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-

. francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Eric Nicholas [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:47 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • Tue low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide · 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco ·cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Eric Nicholas San Francisco, California 

There are now 12 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in~san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7 af 4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Whitney Moses [mail@changemail.org] 
. Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:48 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use wh~re smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! ·Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel.ofBoston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette. use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who _switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more informati_on: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Whitney Moses San Francisco, California 

There are now 13 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban~ecigs-in-san- · 
fi-ancisco/responses/new?response=dd.3bf7af4013 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Sam Selfridge [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 1:17 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, ail evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr .. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9;000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposilre. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product,,you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Sam Selfridge CARPINTERIA, California 

There are now 14 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 · . · 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject.: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Reed Kennedy [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 2:25 PM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE bamiing e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the hirm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low r,isks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping'} With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks.by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our :friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog~casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Reed Kennedy San Francisco, California 

There are now 15 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bflaf4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Jef J Oef@ericabaker.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 11 :42 AM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Super.visors 
ecig ban = no · 

It is possible to dislike something without banning it. Do some simple reading. Ecigs are not theenemy. 

Do not ban them. If you really care about public health, you would be in support of them,. Sadly, it seems those 
who make laws, have big tobacco and pharma in their pockets. Don't forget we are voters too 

http://www.ecigarette-research.com/web/index.php 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Joanne at Sunset Vapors Ooanne@sunsetvaporsnc.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 12:09 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Please do not ban e-cigarettes 

So ma_ny of our customers have thanked us for providing 
these products. They have helped hundreds of people quit 
smoking cigarettes and many more quit every day. 

Please don't ban them. Why not let businesses _decide if 
they're "vape friendly" or not?· 

Thank you/ 
Joanne Vanderweide 
Owner 
Sunset Vapors 
Asheboro/ North Carolina 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Laura Newpoff [lauranewpoff@yahoo.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 12:21 PM 
Evans, Derek; Yee, Norman (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS); Campos, David; Wiener, Scott; Tang, 
Katy; Kim, Jane; Farrell, Mark; Cohen, Malia; Chiu, David; Breed, London; Avalos, John; Lee, 
Mayor 
Educate yourself on e-cigarettes before banning; they are saving lives 

Here's a really good study from Drexel University on e-cigarettes. 
You can draw your own conclusions about whether or NOT they 
are harmful. You should also realize you have an organic, all 
natural vendor in your community, Velvet Cloud Vapor, that makes 
a wonderful product that has helped so many people stop using 
tobacco. Ecigs aren't tobacco, they are distilled water, nicotine, 
and in this case, an organic flavor. Better even than chewing a 
piece of Nicorette gum. For some, ecigarettes have been life 
changing. I know I haven't had a regular cigarette for more than six 
months because of companies like this. I feel better, I look better, I 
don't smell and I'm not blowing smoke_ on people, just water vapor! 
Please do your research. Banning e-cig juice makers would 
create a black market These things are the wave of the future, and 
I truly believe are saving lives. Here's the study: 
http://publichealth.drexel.edu/--/media/files/publichealth/ms08.pdf 
Laura Neyvpoff, Ohio 
614-209-3030 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Tony Kwan [tk316tony@gmail.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 1:21 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors · 
Call to Action! San Francisco, California, E-Cigarette Usage Ban 

I am a San Francisco State University student and· I have lived in San Francisco for 18 years. I have switched 
from smoking traditional cigarettes to vaping electronic cigarettes and it was one of the best switches that I have 
ever made in my 21 years of living. I went from being a 2 packs a day smoker to only smoking a couple 
cigarettes a day. I strongly believe that if you ban the usage ofE-cigarettes, then you'll have people competing 
in the black market selling nicotine, which is already a legalized drug. Do you guys really want incarcerations 
and non-cancer related deaths caused by the illegal sale of nicotine? Below are some information on the health 
benefits on electronic cigarette usage. · 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes 
have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr _Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA 
testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic tevels of any 
chemical in the vapor. 

'" A comp~ehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School· of Public Health based 
.)n over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble 
real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E­
cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells 
nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor· ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. · 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring 
other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch 
c_ompletely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99%. 

• By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

For more information, ·visit: http://casaa.org/Documents.html 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Joseph Fresco Qossifresco@me.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 3:08 PM · 
Lee, Mayor 
Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, Jane; Tang,. 
Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek; 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban e-cigarettes, please. 

I am a California resident'!lld while I strongly support banning sales of e-cigarettes to minors, I 
strongly oppose the banning of e-cigarretes use in areas were smoking is prohibited. 

I have been a smoker for more than 40 years, and was never able to kick the habit. But 
thanks to e-cigarrettes I have been able to stop smoking completely. I have been 
off cigarettes from more tan two months now, and my health has dramatically improved. 

Please note that s'moking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of 
secondhand smoke (which I agree with), but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause 
harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

Also note that a comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel 
University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations· of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, 
even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. (http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-
2458/14/18/abstract) 

In summary: The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will 
actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers like· me to switch. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Jose Fresco Benaim 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Dmitri Ivanov [bordelloguy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 11 :33 AM . 
To: Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 

Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 

Subject: re: Ordinance No. 131208 · 

Hello, . 
My n~e is Dmitri Ivanov, I live at 605 Webster St, San Francisco, CA, 94111. 
I was a tobacco smoker for 20 years and it's been 1 year since i am tobacco free because I switched to e­
cigarettes. First I started vaping 18mg of nicotine a day and gradually went down to Omg of nicotine . 

. I believe it Will unfair if the city of San Francisco will ban vaping on public because what i am doing doesn't 
hiirt anyone. 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand 
smoke1 but e-cigarettes have not been show·n to cause harm to bystanders. In 
fact 1 all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e­
cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. More, Omg e­
juice is no different than fog machine smoke you enco~nter in dubs and 
bars. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston 
University1 Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth 1 Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute1 Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand 1 Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing 1 in spite pf its 
press statement, failed to find harmful -levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chemical in the vapor. 

• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyff of Drexel· University School 
of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some 
e-cigarette::; 'resemble real cigarettes 1 many do not. It is easy to tell when 
someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically 
odorless1 and generally any detectable odor is not ·unpleasant and smells nothing 
like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users ca.n decide whether to release any 
vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use1 enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public 
health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco 
cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes 1 reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99°/o. 

• By switching to a smokeless product1 people have greatly reduced their health 
risks. 
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Please gp to CASAA.org weu::;ite, as well as to CASAA Resea11...n Library, for ·mare 
information. 

I hope your decision will be based on scientific research and not on pure emotions. 

Regards, 

Dmitri Ivanov 
Resident of San Francisco 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hello, 

Grant Keely [grant.keely@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 4:18 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Feedback On Ordinance No. 131208 

As frequent visitors to the San Francisco· Bay Area, both for business and to visit our many friends and 
family in the area, my wife and I have been watching the developments surrounding the proposed No. 131208, 
which would effectively treat electronic cigarettes as real tobacco-composed cigarettes. I have to say, this is a 
worrying development from my perspective. My wife has been a smoker for many, many years. She has tried 
many, many times to stop without success. A little over a year ago, she even lost her mother to lung cancer who 
had a lifetime of smoking under her belt, and even that wasn't a deterrent. It wasn't until I took the initiative to 
set my wife up with an electronic cigarette kit nearly two years ago that she was able to stop smoking the real 
thing, and losing her mother provided some very good motivation for her to truly embrace the electronic 
cigarette as a less harmful alternative. In the time she's been using it, her health has improved considerably. She 
has more energy, breatlies better, hasn't had problems with her blood pressure and just looks and feels better 
overall (and smells a lot better, too, much to my delight!). So, when I heard about this proposed Ordinance in 
San Francisco, it truly left me puzzled. 

As someone who completely understands and appreciates smoking bans due to the thousands of harmful 
:hemicals and carcinogens in second-hand smoke, I'm struggling to see how the same logic applies to 

electronic cigarettes. They're rather innocuous and don't contain anything save for some polypropylene glycol 
or vegetable glycerin, food flavoring and (sometimes) nicotine, all of which are food-grade and approved by the 
FDA. Heck, polypropylene glycol is even pumped into hospitals and airline circulation systems as a disinfectant 
as well as being used in many inhalable medications. I have yet to see any evidence at all, and believe me I have 
looked for it, that electronic cigarettes present any of the harmful health risks to bystanders from second-hand 
exposure that real cigarettes do. 

There has been a fair amount of study done on electronic cigarettes that point to a negligible impact on those 
who use them let alone those who may be exposed to the vapor from them second hand. Dr. Siegel of 
Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of 
the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Surstyn 
·of Drexel University, have all done extensive research on the subject and found that the 
FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. 
Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 
observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

Also, I've never seen any electronic cigarette user get mistaken for using the real 
thing. Some of them may resemble real cigarettes but, in my experience, the vast 
Ttajority of them do not resemble a real cigarette in any capacity whatsoever. Most of 
.. hem look like futuristic contraptions of some sort, but not at all like an actual cigarette. 
The vapor they produce is largely odorless or may smell a bit like a room freshener, but 
they certainly don't smell like a real, burning cigarette (and that's a huge difference, in 
that electronic cigarettes don't burn anythin~3~hile the real thing is a continuous pyre of 
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smoke until it's extinguisheuJ. Because they are largely odo1 .css, I think there is a 
severe underestimation in just how difficult it would be to enforce a ban on the use of 
electronic cigarettes and the tax it would have on already overworked police forces in 
order to attempt to do so. I dare say that, allowing open use of them may actually 
encourage real smokers to switch to electronic cigarettes, a proven harm reduction 
method that is much easier on the environment (no second hand smoke, no cigarette 
butts or ashes littering around or dirtying things up), which could in turn reduce their 
own health risks and perhaps put less of a tax on our healthcare system. 

The other concern I have is that this Ordinance would effectively put many small 
businesses in the San Francisco area out of business. Vendors who produce juices for 
local and internet sale as well as small shops that sell these products to the interested 
public would all be effectively shuttered as a result of this Ordinance. I find such a 
cavalier attitude about rendering local small businesses unable to do business with so 
little factual evidence to warrant doing so highly disturbing. I would think a local 
government would be more concerned about protecting these small startup companies 
rather than seeking to harm or close them. 

There are some good points of reference on this topic that I would urge you 
to investigate and explore. The first is the Consumer Advocates for Smokefree 
Alternatives Association website at http:!/casaa.org/Documents.html . Also, these 
articles would be of · 
interest: http:/(www.forbes.com/sites/jacobsullum/2014/02/24/more-vaping-more­
smoking-the-implausible-case-against-e-cigarettes/ 
and http://www. citywatch la. com/lead-stories-h idden/6503-los-angeles-e-cig-debate­
g u ilt-by-association. 

In closing, I do hope that the decision is made to vote this proposed Ordinance 
13J208 down. In my mind, it's a solution looking for a problem and putting it into effect 
will cause more harm than good, causing many people such as my wife who simply 
haven't been able to stop smoking without the aid of electronic cigarettes, to go back to 
the real thing, effectively undoing all the progress they may have made with their health 
by switching to this new alternative. It will put more strain on loc9I police forces and 
health services, and put good, honest working people out of business. 

Thank you for your time, 
Grant Keely 
Meridian, Idaho 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Councilmen, · 

Mark Megerle [mark.megerle@icloud.com] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 7:56 AM 
Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS) 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
E-Cig Ban (A tragic mistake) 

In regards to banning the sale of e-cigs in your city wouldn't it be more prudent to ban the 
sales of alcohol? How can a liquid that has been proven to destroy livers and kill hundreds 
of thousands brain cells each time a person uses it be tolerated? Think of how many lives 
could be saved by stopping drinking and driving, by not allowing alcohol intoxication in the 
workplace. Alcohol- is a· drug that has been proven over and over to eat away .at the bodies of 
people and also to be the cause of so many senseless deaths from ingesting a favorite brand 
of beer, wine, whiskey, among other drinks and then jumping into a car and using that.car to 
simply kill ~ither themselves, other motorists, or pedestrians. Why is this tolerated? Why is 
there a crusade to crucify e-cigs which have riever been proven to cause any disease or to 
alter the brain's ability to make rational decisions. Why do we allow the public to dictate, 
not ask, to dictate what we do with regards to a product that has never been proven to cause 
disease or to alter the ability of a person to think. Who is pushing the USDA to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of electronic cigarettes? It is the Big Tobacco and Big Pharma 
conglomerates because they know they have a sure thing that is not harmful anq can make 
billions of dollars for them. 

Gentlemen, there is a company in your city named Velvet Cloud Vapor that I use to by the 
Liquid for my electronic cigarette. If it were not for companies like VCV I would be killing 
myself with real cigarettes. There are many companies on the internet that are legally 
selling all the base liquid that contains the nicotine that goes into the. manufacturing of e­
cigs. I have over a gallon of it in my freezer. And it is legal. 

Sirs, there are so many reasons why you should NOT prohibit the manufacture and sales of 
electronic cigarettes. I totally do understand your concern in ~egards to regulating where it 
is legal to use an e-cig, especially with all the flak you must be getting from the public 
and uneducated activist groups. Why do we all here in the USA let small groups decide how we 
and everyone else live our lives. 

I absolutely mean no disrespect to any of you. You have a difficult job that mandates that 
you play both sides of the fence and this is a most difficult job to be successful at doing. 
I am only asking you to look at the big picture. Look at all the things we already know cause 
harm to our bodies and yet we allow it to happen, legally, and instead we question the use of 
an electronic cigarette which, at. the end of the day we must conclude that it saves lives by 
getting the smoker away from the multitude of carcinogens that kill from smoking cigarettes. 

If all of you really want to help your fine city that I have had the pleasure of visiting 
wouldn't· it be more prudent to control the use of a drug like alcohol which we all know kills 
people in many ways, instead of something we know very little about? There are so many things 
we should be turning our attention to instead of going on witch hunts to stop something that 
saves lives. Thank you all for taking the time to read this request. · 

All the best, 

Mark Megerle 
Fort Thomas, Ky 41075 
markvm@twc.com 
(859) 781-5162 237 

1 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

deadlyicon@gmail.com on behalf of jared grippe Oared@deadlyicon.com] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 11:48 AM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; B.oard of Supervisors 
Do not ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 

I 

~t is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A· 
comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on 
over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to 
.e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case'' assumptions about exposure. 
The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking conventional cigarettes. 
Please vbte for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and switch to the simulated 
smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San Francisco. 

Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: 

• it's healthier 
• it bothers the people around much less if at all 
• there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground 
• less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for 
• less chance of cigarette related fires 

All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 131208 
and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

Thank you 

Jared 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hello, 

Andrew Makuch [andrewmakuch16@msn.com] 
Saturday; February 08, 2014 10:56 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
P.lease OPPOSE the E-cigarette Smoking Ban Ordinance 131208 

- I am a California citizen who lives in the bay area. While I support banning sales of e-cigarettes to 
mi.nors, I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. 

E-cigarettes has changed my life by making me healthier than .I have ever been since I started smoking 
regular tobacco cigarettes. To ban something so positive to public health is astounding to say the least. In 
fact, e-cigarette use should be ENCOURAGED among regular cigarette smokers, NOT banned. It improves 
the users health, and the health of the public, and saves millions, if not billions of dollars, in health care 
costs. 

-Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes 
have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

The low risks of e-i::igarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maci.ej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA 
t_esting, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chemical in the vapor. 

A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based 
on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. · 

· Electronic cigarette use is easy_ to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble 
real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E­
cigarette vapor is practically odorless,_ and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and ,smells 
nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. 

The ability to use electronic_ cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring 
other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch 
completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99% .. 

By switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

For more information visit the CASAA.org website, as well as the CASAA Research Library .. 

Thank you very much. 

Sincerely, 
Andrew Makuch 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Ms.Sher P [sheryl.p@sbcglobal.net] 
Friday, February 07, 2014 5:03 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
ORDINANCE 131208 

Vaping has stopped me from smoking tobacco cigarettes. I was smoker for 49 years and have quit since 
Dec 2013. I am a California citizen and while I support banning sales of e-cigarettes to minors, I OPPOSE 
banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the -public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes 
have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders .. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health 
risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. -

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA 
testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chemical in the vapor. · 

• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based 
on over 9 1 000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders 
exposed to e-cigarette vapor1 even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy· to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble 
real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E­
cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells 
nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use1 enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly 
impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring 
other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch 
completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an 
estimated 99%. 

• By switching to a smokeless product1 you have greatly reduced your health risks. 

4. Please check out the CASAA.org website, as well as the CASAA Research Library, for more information. 

Sheryl Price 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Hello, 

andrew thome [mr.andrew.thorne@gmail.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 6:38 PM 
Mar, Eric (BOS) 
Evans, Derek 
Opposing Ordinance No. 131208 

I am a citizen of Sunnyvale, in the San Francisco Bay Area, and visit San Francisco frequently. I am writing to 
voice my concerns in opposition of ordinance No. 131208 for one primary reason: electronic cigarettes, or 
personal vaporizers as many prefer to call them, are by no means tobacco products. Before I go any further, you 
should know that I do favor regulation of electronic cigarettes. They should not be sold to minors, and there are 
certain enclosed public spaces where "vaping" would be appropriately restricted. However, categorizing them as 
tobacco products threatens a burgeoning and largely independent industry that is bringing a healthy alternative 
to cigarettes, a product that, despite tremendous legislative restrictions, available cessation remedies, health 
campaigns, and public awareness, continues to be the leading cause of preventable death worldwide. Electronic 
cigarettes are providing our society with an out, a way to move past the death and filth of cigarettes .. They could 
very well oring about the end of cigarettes, and legislation regarding them should be handled very carefully. 

Regulating electronic cigarettes as tobacco products only supports the real killers, actual tobacco products. 

I personally have experienced tremendous health benefits, have successfully been 6 months without a cigarette 
for the first time in my life, and am lowering my dependence on nicotine slowly, but I will spare you the 
anecdotal evidence. 

The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Bos~on University, Dr. Eissenberg 
of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of· 
Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its 
press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. 

A comprehensive review Qittp://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. 

Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real 
cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette 
vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. 
Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little 
evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 

· replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. 

Please consider carefully any legislation which will affect electronic cigarettes, and the small business industry 
that has grown with their presence. Please diligently research the health findings related to electronic cigarette 
use. And please, provide regulation as necessary,·but not as a tobacco product. 

Thank you for listening, 



Drew Thome 
1271 Ayala Dr. #4 
Sunnyvale, CA 
94086 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Supervisor Mar: 

David Goldman [dcgoldman@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, March 04, 2014 9:38 AM 
Mar, Eric (BOS) 
Miller, Alisa 
Do not ban the use of e-cigarettes and vapor pens where tobacco smoking is prohibited 

I am a medical cannabis patient who is a 40-year resident and homeowner in San Francisco. I 
am writing to you today to urge you not to ban the use of e-cigarettes and smokeless 
vaporizers where tobacco smoking is prohibited. 

Medical marijuana users shouldn't be forced to vaporize outside with smokers. Decisions 
about e-cigarette use should rightly be made by the parties concerned - landlords and 
tenants, businesses and employees - not by inflexible government regulations. The fact is 
that vaporizers protect public health by drastically reducing exposure to harmful smoke 
toxins. Scientific studies show that vaporizers: 

• Eliminate harmful -tars, particulates, and carcinogens that are the primary cause of 
smoking-related disease. 
• Do NOT expose bystanders to harmful levels of second-hand toxins (such trace emissions as 
have been detected are well beneath accepted safe exposure thresholds, no worse than common 
household odors from kitchen grills, detergents, garden plants or ambient pollution). 
• Have been found to be a "safe and effective" method for administering medical marijuana by 
the California Center for Medicinal Cannabis Research. 
··Are an effective harm reduction substitute that has helped countless users give up smoking 
entirely. 

Even if a proposed ordinance were to exempt portable vaporizers used for medical cannabis, it 
is virtually impossible to distinguish them from portable vaporizers used for ingesting 
nicotine. How would law enforcement know the difference? 

Please reject this proposed ban on e-cigarettes. This is a solution in search of a problem. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely. 

David Goldman 
246 Sanchez Street Apt. B 
San Francisco, CA 94114 
dcgoldman@yahoo.com <mailto:dcgoidman@yahoo.com> 
m: 415-728-7631 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

FYI 

Evans, Derek 
Monday, March 03, 2014 11 :04 AM 
Miller, Alisa 
Smith, Derek; Lim, Victor 
FW: District 10 Resident requesting support for Ordinance No. 131208, electronic cigarette 
restriction 

From: Krista Ward [mailto:kristawd@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 11:08. AM 
To: Cohen, Malia 
Cc: Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Farrell, Mark; Kim, Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, 
David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans; Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Subject: District 10 Resident requesting support for Ordinance No. 131208, electronic cigarette restriction 

Dear Supervisor Cohen: 

As a cancer survivor, mother, and public health professional, I am concerned about the increased use of 
electronic cigarettes among youth and the risk that these users will become addicted to nicotine and experiment 
with other nicotine products. The adverse health effects (and subsequent health care costs) from nicotine use 
are well documented. 

This week, I ask you to support the proposed ordinance to amend San Francisco's Health Code to restrict the 
sale and use of electronic cigarettes. 

Thank you, 

Krista Ward, DC, .MPH 

District 10 resident 

720 York St #223 

San Francisco, CA 94110 

415-335-5540 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hello-

Two Diamonds [twodiamondssf@gmail.com] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 4:40 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board ofSupervisors 
I Strong.ly OPPOSE Banning E-Cigarette Use Where Tobacco Use is prohibited 

I am a citizen of the city of San Francisco, this potential ban was brought to my attention by a small business 
oWiier in the city that specializes in vapor products. The proposition that is being made to legislate one 
substance (nicotine water vapor) by the rules of a different substance (the plant, tobacco) is uninformed, 
uneducated and harmful to local business owners, and those who would like to make. the health choice to leave 
behind nasty tobacco. 

I do support the ban of selling e-cigarettes and any nicotine products to minors. However, as an informed adult, 
I know that water vapor simply isn't the same as tobacco smoke, and it should not at all be regulated in the same 
way. 

YOU wouldn't regulate rubbing alcohol the same as bourbon, would you? Then why do it with dry tobacco 
smoke and water vapor? They're completely different substances with one thing in common. 

Secondhand nicotine vapor doesn't contain the same chemicals, infact scientists from Boston University, Drexel 
'Jniversity, Roswell Park Cancer Institute, and Health New Zealand, even the FDA have yet to find ANY 
secondhand concerns inregards to nicotine water vapor. 

Personally, I find this to be an affront to the movement to get people off of tobacco, and therefore an 
irresponsible move by those supposedly in charge of maintaining public health. Vapor has given me the 
opportunity to break a decade long tobacco habit, it has made me healthier. Without these products, I'd either be 
on a harmful pill, trying to quit, or more likely still smoking. 

These measures would majce nicotine vapor products likely more expensive and/or harder to find, thus 
increasing my, and I imagine many other San Franciscans, more likely return to tobacco, raising health concerns 
and costs. 

Please don't allow this measure to pass with restrictions that inflict on the ability of small business to sell these 
products to adults, or legislate one substance with rules of a totally different substance. There's no scientific 
reason to do so, and I believe it would harm local businesspeople and former smoking residents of San · 
Francisco if it were to pass. 

Sincerely, 
Kathryn 

P .S. For more information please visit the Consumer Advocates for Smokefree Alternatives Associations 
information library: http://casaa.org/Documents.html 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jerry Sellari [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 5:42 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco· resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machinesi • Smoking .bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor.• A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible.• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-califorri.ia.html 

Sincerely, 
Jerry Sellari San Francisco, California 

There are now 16 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

debra cleaver [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 7:42 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the hann of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause hann 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products.·• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical iri the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and.vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigatette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on _ 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces . 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. •Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
debra cleaver san francisco, California 

There are now 17 si~atures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller~ Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Roberta Gibson [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 10:57 PM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. •The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find hannful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our :friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Roberta Gibson Sacramento, California 

There are now 18 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
i Sent: 

To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Yanick jUIN [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 10:57 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause. hann 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. ~ The low risks. of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigareti:e vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to rel~ase any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokele,ss product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e~cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and fatnily's 
health! For more infoi-mation: http://blog.casaaorg/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
YanickjUIN sa:n francisco, California 

There are now 19 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf? af 4013 

~49 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent:. 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Dena Rod [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 11:28 PM 
Evans, Derek. 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San .Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDAtesting; in spite of its press statement, failed to fmd harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally,·e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http ://blog. casaa. org/2014/02/ call-to-action-san-francisco-california.htrril 

Sinq;rely, 
Dena Rod San Francisco, California 

There are now 20 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

C [car2959@aol.com] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 8:29 AM 
Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, Jane; Tang, 
Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek; 
Board of Supervisors; Lee, Mayor 
Ecig ban is a mistake 

I understand you think it is a terrible habit for kids to start and I .would agree. But 
ecigarettes have possibly. saved my life and they are unharmful to those around you. I have 
been using them for around 3 years. I no longer smoke cigarettes! 

I don't know if it is out if ignorance or because people in authority rather have its 
citizens smoke analog cigarettes, but it doesn't really matter. It is time to stop the attack 
on smokers and vapers. 

r·am a Californian, and I have a right to smoke or to vape. And that right doesn't infringe 
on others. 

I am sure you probably have more pressing matter, anyhow. Like an out of control budget, 
maybe? 

Please leave the citizens alone when it comes to their health decisions. It is up to them. 
Not you. 

Thanks, 

L:arie Jones 
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Miller, Alisa · 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

. Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jonathan Perri [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 10:38 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Don'_t ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm· 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L . 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not ilnpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you .have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-:francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, . 
Jonathan Perri San Francisco, California 

There are now 22 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, · 

Eric Lukoff [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 9:11 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don'tban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr . .Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e~cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces · 
will actually_improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. •Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/ call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Eric Lukoff San Francisco, California 

There are now 21 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.charige.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af401 J 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Leslie Chicoine [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 11 :39 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks.associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. •.The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr MaCiej L 

· Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case'' assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically ododess, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are· steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Leslie Chicoine SF, California 

There are now 23 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Lee Dotson [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 3:39 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Gripp.e's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protectthe public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and g~nerally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 

·electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call~to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Lee Dotson San Francisco, California 

There are now 24 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
:francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Alina Bonano (mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:08 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed jai-ed Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 rm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New.Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is .easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
ciga,rettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic arid terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more infortnation: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-califomia.html 

Sincerely, 
Alina Bonano Bronx, New York 

There are now 25 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 

. http ://www.change.org/petitions/ edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7 af 4013 
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Miller, AHsa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

. Aaron Muszalski [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:26 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition 11Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 

. of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-:cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • Th_e low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
·cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions ab~ut exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many' do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarett,e from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discree~ vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched fro~ toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: htt,p://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action'"san-francisco-califomia.html 

Sincerely, 
Aaron Muszalski San Francisco, California 

There are now 26 sign_atures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee~don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Stephen Koenig [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2Q14 5:31 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actuai 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e.:.cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our :friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.htrnl 

Sincerely, 
Stephen Koenig San Francisco, California 

There are now 27 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

I 

David Remahl [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:32 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just si?Tied Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote.NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by re.search 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic· levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor~ even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. £-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their hefilth risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. •Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
David Remahl Woodside, California 

There are now 28 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
·sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Meliza Gough [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:59 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCfos in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to· minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found ''no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. •The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Meliza Gough San Francisco, California · 

There are now 29 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Sam Putman [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 6:25 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content . . 

of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the hani1 of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 

·to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with .e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. · • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston Umversity, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e~ 
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke~ Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Sam Putman Oakland, California 

There are now 30 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Bryce Hidysmith [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 7:16 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks assocfated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concem'1 for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a Cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ('1discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/cal~ -to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Bryce Hidysmith San Francisco, California 

There are now 31 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://w\i.iw.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-: 
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Steve Simitzis [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 8:09 PM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs in San.Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze fro:m, nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of· 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor BurstynofDrexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e~cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Sutveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electroµ.ic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http ://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/ call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Steve Simitzis San Francisco, California 

There are now 32 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Shannon Lee [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 8:09 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Ed Win M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 11 on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to d1;1.te shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Irlstitute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or'toxic levels of any chemical iii the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case 11 assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke .. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indiCate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Shannon Lee San Francisco, California 

There are now 33 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

James Allen Jr [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 9:31 PM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical-to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! ~Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e.:.cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find hannfol 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for .bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, :many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not uripleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"): With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
Will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For n;iore information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
James Allen Jr San Francisco, California 

There are now 34 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Deat Derek Evans, 

Su.san Barron [mail@changemail.org} 
Friday, February 28, 2014 9:56 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. •The low risks ofe-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic Ievels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreetvaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless_product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many p·eople are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Susan Barron Oakland, California 

There are now 36 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.chaiJ.ge.org/petitions/ edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7 af 4013 
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Milter, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Nicole Maron [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 10:37 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette usewhere smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the hann. of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparabl~ to other smokeless nicotine products .• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive· review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way-of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/ call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Nicole Maron San Francisco, California 

There are now 35 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jennifer Tsan [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 10:53 AM 
Evans, Derek· 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed.Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 
. ' 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders: In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel Universify, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful . 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e:.. 
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not mi.pleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. •The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
rndicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks.• Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Jennifer Tsan San Francisco, California 

There are now 3 7 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

keith herrington [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:21 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco . 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banhing 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the. harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of th~ Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from aptual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes; many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Add!tionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release ;my vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, .you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people. are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely,· 
keith herrington San Francisco, California. 

There are now 38 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are·signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Sarni Zerrade [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:26 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Franci.sco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigaiettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible .• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic arid terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Sarni Zerrade San Francisco, California 

There are now 39 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Danielle Dunker [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:33 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Ijust signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a Sau Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the hann of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigaretfes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on·over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke: Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html . . 

Sincerely, . 
Danielle Dunker San Mateo, Califonlia 

There are now 40 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jessica Holmes [mail@changemail.orgJ 
Friday, February 28, 2014 11 :55 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer :(nstitute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. •A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. •Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigatettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely~ 
Jessica Holmes Kensington, California 

There are now 41 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Joel Girard [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, March 03, 2014 12:23 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition. "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to nlinors, put I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke n;iachines! • Smokjng bans .are enacted to 
protect the public from the hann of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with.e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L · 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 

· under "worst case" assumptions about exposure.• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. ··The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By: switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 

· cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends'.and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Joel Girard Charlestown, Rhode Island 

There are now 42 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7af4013 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of SupeNisors 
- upe~ors 
~ ew petition to you: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

From: Jared Grippe [mailto:mail@chanqemail.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:07 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: New petition to you: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

Jared Grippe started a petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" targeting you on Change.org 
that's starting to pick up steam. 

Change.org is the world's largest petition platform that gives anyone, anywhere the tools they need to start, join 
and win campaigns for change. Change.org never starts petitions on our own -- petitions on the website, like 
"Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco", are started by users. · 

While "Edwin M~ Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" is active, you'll receive an email each time a signer 
leaves a comment explaining why he or she is signing. You'll also receive periodic updates about the petition's 
status. · 

Here's what you can do right now to resolve the petition: 

• Review the petition. Here's a link: 
o <="" a="">http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-francisco 

• See the 5 signers and their reasons for signing on the petition page. 
• Respond to the petition creator by sending a message here: 

o http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f . 

·Sincerely, 
Cha.Ilge.org 

There are now .5 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 

Liz Williams [liz.williams@no-smoke.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 3:45 PM 

To: Mar, Eric (BOS); Evans, Derek 
Cc: Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Campos, David; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, 

Mark; Kim, Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Yee, Norman (BOS) 
Subject: letter of support for e-cigarette proposal 
Attachments: Letter to San Francisco BOS_02.28.14.pdf 

Hello, 

Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights would like to submit the attached letter of support for San Francisco's 
proposal to prohibit the use of e-cigarettes in smokefree spaces. 

Additionally, we'd like to submit the following two documents: 

Electronic Cigarettes and Secondhand Aerosol 
http ://www.no-smoke.org/pdf/ ecigarette-secondhand-aerosol.pdf 

U.S. State and Local Laws Regulating Use of Electronic Cigarettes 
http://www.no-smoke.org/pdf/ ecigslaws. pdf 

Thank you, 
Liz Williams 

Liz Williams 
Project Manager 
Americans for Nonsmokers'· Rights 
American Nonsmokers' Rights Foundation 
2530 San Pablo Ave, Suite J 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
Phone: 510-841-3032 x314 
Fax: 510-841-3071 
liz.williams@no-smoke.org 
www.no-smoke.org 

********************** 
Are you a member of ANR? Our work depends on the support of our members. Please click here to view our 
membership options. We would love to have you join us! 

Show your support for smokefree air by putting a static-clmg decal in your window at work, home, or the car. 
To purchase, visit: http://www.no-smoke.org/aboutus.php?id=440. 
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1E9 AMERICANS FOR NONSMOKcKS' RIGHTS 
Defending your right to breathe smokefree air since 1976 

February 28, 2014 

Supervisor Eric Mar 
Vice-Chair of Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee 
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

cc: Honorable Mayor Ed Lee and Supervisors 

Dear Superv'isor Mar, 

. On behalf of our members in San Francisco, Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights encourages the San 
Francisco Board of Supervisors to prohibit the use of electronic cigarettes (ore-cigarettes) and other 
electronic nicotine delivery devices in smokefree venues, where workers and patron will be exposed to 
the secondhand aerosol they emit. 

E-cigarette companies and proponents claim that the aerosol emitted is completely harmless and only 
contains "water vapor." However, recent research on the constituents of e-cigarettes shows that the 
aerosol emitted into the air contains lead, chromium, nickel, and other metals, as well as silicate particles 
and nicotine, so while some may believe the product is "safer," use of the product certainly isn't harmless 
or risk-free (see attached fact sheet). Although e-cigarettes contribute less to indoor air pollution than 
tobacco cigarettes, they are not emission-free. 

San Francisco would be in good company in prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in enclosed public places 
and workplaces, including restaurants and bars. Currently, more than 100 municipalities and three states 
include e-cigarettes as products prohibited for use in smokefree environments, and New York City and 
Chicago will implement similar laws at the end of April. We would love to add San Francisco to· that list. 
Other California cities are now or will soon consider this same issue, including Los Angeles and San 
Diego. 

Electronic nicotine delivery devices heat and vaporize a solution containing nicotine and are often 
designed to mimic the look and feel of a real cigarette. They come in a variety of flavors and nicotine 
levels; all claiming to be a safer alternative to smoking cigarettes. 

Electronic nicotine delivery devices are currently unregulated, which leaves a great deal of unknowns not 
only about potential health risks to the user (and non-user exposed to the secondhand aerosol), but also 
about product manufacturing quality and safety. The burden of proof should rest on the manufacturers to 
demonstrate that their products are safe. While the FDA can and should regulate the production of e­
cigarettes, cities and states can and are enacting laws that regulate when and where e-cigarettes can be 
used, along with laws that regulate sales to minors and where the product can be sold. 

While research shows that the levels of toxins in e-cigarette aerosol are lower than in tobacco smoke, the 
levels are higher than what are found in FDA-approved nicotine inhalers, and there is evidence that at 
least 10 chemicals identified in the aerosol .are on the California Prop 65 list of dangerous carcinogens 
and reproductive toxins, including Acetaldehyde, Benzene, Cadmium, Formaldehyde, lsoprene, Lead, 
Nickel, Nicotine, N-Nitrosonornicotine, and Toluene. 

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite J • Berkeley, California 94702 • (510) 841-3032 /FAX (510) 841-3071 
www.no-smoke.org'l.7ref@no-smoke.org 



E-cigarette proponents argue that e-cigarettes are safer, healthier, and help people quit tobacco 
smoking. It may be true that e-cigarettes, in general, are less polluting than tobacco cigarettes, but e­
cigarette still emit pollutants and toxins into the air. Given the current science base, we should take the 
precautionary approach and ensure individuals are not exposed to the secondhand aerosol in smokefree 
environments. 

E-cigarette manufacturers and proponents are using unrestrained marketing tactics, especially aimed at 
young adults via online media, to normalize product use and to promote e-cigarettes as a "safe" 
alternative to smoking and as an easy way to quit smoking. There is also a concerted effort by e­
cigarette companies and proponents to prevent regulation of the product, and now that the three major 
U.S. tobacco companies-Altria, RJ Reynolds, and Lorillard-have bought or developed e-cigarette 
brands, we expect to see even more aggressive and deceptive marketing and lobbying. For instance, 
Los Angeles radio stations are airing ads by Blu E-cigarettes, owned by Lorillard Tobacco Company, and 
Vuse E-cigarettes, an RJ Reynolds product, asking people to attend their City Council hearing to oppose 
the proposed ordinance. · 

The City of San Francisco has the opportunity to protect public health from exposure to secondhand 
aerosol. We have enough science to make an intelligent decision that secondhand aerosol is not 
harmless, and that it is a new source of air pollution that contains ultrafine particles, toxicants, and 
carcinogens. 

Given these facts, Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights urges the San Francisco Board of Supervisors to 
prohibit the use of e-cigarettes and at.her electronic nicotine delivery devices in all smokefree places and 
workplaces, at all times, without exception. 

Thank you for your leadership and desire to make San Francisco the best place fo live, work, and visit. 
Please feel free to contact me at 510-841-304fr if you have any questions, comments, or feedback. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Cynthia Hallett, MPH 
Executive Director 

Attachments: Electronic Cigarettes and Secondhand Aerosol fact sheet 
List of Cities and States withe-cigarette laws 

Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights is a national, member-based, not-for-profit organization based in 
Berkeley, CA that is dedicated to helping nonsmokers breathe smokefree air since 1976. 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Greg Porter [gregoryaporter@gmail.com] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 3:27 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Banning Vaping is just plain uninformed nonsense 

As a citizen, I am thrilled to see that vaping has taken root and is reducing the. use of cigarettes in public 
spaces and in private among my friends. 

Please take my informed view into consideration: 

• Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the 
low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. 
Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. 
Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA 
testing', in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any 
chemical in the vapor. 

• A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health 
based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for 
bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about exposure .. 

• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes 
resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is·easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell of 
smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor 
("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing ·use bans on electronic cigarettes would be 
nearly impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who 
switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by 
an estimated 99%. 

• By switching to a smokeless product, I personally have greatly reduced my health risks. 

Please see the CASAA.org website, as well as the CASAA Research Library, for more information. 

Greg Porter 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Chris Ory [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 11 :54 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared·Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I. urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to kllow the eCigs are not 
and should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor 
Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid 
and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even µnder "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of 
smoking conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop 
smoking and switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right 
choice for San Francis90. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our.representatives, should care 
about: it's healthier it bothers the peopie around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown 
on the ground less cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco ~o pay the bill for less. chance 
of cigarette related fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO 
on Ordinance No. 131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the· 
healthier option of eCigs. 

3incerely, . 
Chris Ory alameda, California 

There are now 2 ·signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitfons/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

lari Baker [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:00 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking 
conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San · 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be throwri on the ground.less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. , 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier. option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
Ian Baker San Francisco, California 

There are now 3 signatures on thj.s petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
:francisco/responses/new?response=d2? e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Rebecca Pier [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:00 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban _eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 
' 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org~ 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking 
conventional Cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Frand.sco by encouia.glng smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the s:irllulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. ·Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop sn~10king and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

. . 

Sincerely, 
tebecca Pier San Francisco, California 

There are now 4 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 

· http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

nicole aptekar [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:04 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 

. of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liqliid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San _Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking 
conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs . 

. Sincerely, 
nicole aptekar san francisco, Cajifornia 

There are now 5 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Micah Scott [mail@changemail.org] 
WednesdC;ly, February 26, 201412:07 PM 
Board of Supervisors · 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

Jjust signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
sholild not be treated the same a.S smoking cigarettes." A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University Schoo.I of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs ill place of smoking 
conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco .. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
.£.cab. Scott San Francisco, California 

There are now 6 signatures on this petition. Read reasorui why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe · 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d.25 e3 85 880 If 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Melissa Piercey [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 201412:18 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org; 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. k. comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking 
conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be throvm on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
Melissa Piercey San Francisco, California 

There are now 7 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 8 5 8 80 If 
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From: 
Sent:· 
To: 
Subject: 

Alain· Bloch [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:21 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking · 
conventional cigarettes. Please vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San . 
Francisco .. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care about: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much _less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
\lain Bloch California, California 

There are now 8 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe· 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Christina Jenkins [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:29 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

, I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by 
Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel 
University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no 

· apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions about 
exposure. Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes 
resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette froni the smell of 
smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, a.Ild generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells 1 

nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). 
With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electromc cigarettes would be nearly impossible. The 
ability to use electronic cigarettes in public· spaces will actually improve public health.by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. I'm not a smoker myself, 
however many of my friends are. They've ~teadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to 
vapor-based·e-cigarettes, and their health is paramount to me. Please don't put obstacles in the way of my 
friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco­
california.html 

Sincerely, 
Christina Jenkins Berkeley, California 

There are now 9 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
:francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sean Williams [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, .February 26, 2014 12:34 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition ·"Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

· I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are ~nacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to- date shows that the low health risks as_sociated with-e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products ..• The" low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Ma~iej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 

· and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any cherirical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr.-Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case'' assumptions 
about exposure .. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual s:moking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and . 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 

. vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will ac~ally improve public health by inspiring other · 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
. Sean Williams Fremont, California 

There are now 10 :Signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and .respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-1ee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jason Kelly [mail@changemaiLorg) 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:46 PM 
Board of SupeNisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

. . 
·I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm _of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products .• .The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell .when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping'l With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Sur\reys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reduci.Jig their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please.don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health!. For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-califomia. html 

Sincerely, 
Jason Kelly San Francisco, California 

There are now 11 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d.25 e3 858801 f · 
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From: 
3ent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Eric Nicholas [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 201412:47 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board Qf Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 rm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is barined. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e:--cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, D.r. Igor B'urstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fa.ct that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many _do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
1f smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically.odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 

smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

· • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigare~es. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Eric Nicholas San Francisco, California 

There are now 12 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 85 8 80 If 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Whitney Moses [mail@changemail.org] 
·wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:48 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
.cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the hami of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown. to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes. are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New.Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn ofDrexd University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distiiiguish from actual smoking. Although· some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. ··Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Whitney Moses San Francisco, California 

There are now 13 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject.: 

Sam Selfridge [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 1: 17 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org .. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is i_dentical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have ndt been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products .• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press state~ent, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. •A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is ea.Sy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
Jf smoke. £-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve pul;>lic health by inspiring other 
smo~ers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more infomiation: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Sam Selfridge CARPINTERIA, California 

There are now 14 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ja,red Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 



From: 
Sent: 

. To: 
Subject 

Reed Kennedy [mail@changemaif.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 2:25 PM 
Board of SupeNisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on_ Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned .. The content of e-

. cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been sho\vn to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless ·nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyri. of Drexel University,. 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Bmstyn of 

. Drexel University Schooi of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble reru cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily. 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigareties. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california:html 

Sincerely, 
Reed Kennedy San Francisco, California 

There are now 15 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
.francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 85 8 sm f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jerry Sellari [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 5:42 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales. 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health ris~ as.sociated-with. e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Di. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr: Igor_Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harrriful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from .the smell 
)f smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans. on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily · 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-base9. e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way ofour friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-

. san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Jerry Sellari San Francisco, California 

There are now 16 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 85 8 80 If 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

debra cleaver[mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 7:42 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders, In fact, _all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 

· comparable tci other smokele.ss nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. L('.lugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor.·· A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. IgorBurstyn of 
Drexel University- School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even linder "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real Cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and . · 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes,. reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http:/lblog.casaaorg/2014/02/call-to-action-
san-francisco-california.html · 

Sincerely, 
debra cleaver san francisco, California 

Tht?re are now 1 7 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Roberta Gibson [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 10:57 PM 
Board of Supervisors . 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "EdwinM. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens · 
or toxic levels of any chemicaI in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
Jf smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and. 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any Vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put opstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, · 
Roberta Gibson Sacramento, California 

There are now 18 signature~ on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://WWW-.change.org/petitions/edwm-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

YanickjUIN [mail@changemail.org] . 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 10:57 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco · 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Dori.'t ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from. nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm. of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless. nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by-research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the. 
Rosw~ll Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions . 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to. switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely . . 

replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their b.ealth risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and temble traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Y anick jUJN san francisco, California 

There are now 19 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to I ared Grippe 
by clicking here: 

· http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dena Rod [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014.11 :28 PM 
Board of Supeivisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'ma San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e- · 
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondh~d smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are . 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Bissen.berg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic· levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern'' for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing·like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. · 

· • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces ~ actu,ally improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to sWitch~ Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced_ your health risks. •Many people are steadily 
switched.from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-
san-francisco-california.html · · 

Sincerely, , 
Dena Rod San Francisco, California 

There are now 20 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san~ 
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f · 



From: 
Sent: 
To: . 
Subject: 

Jonathan Perri [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 10:38 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e.,.· 
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive· review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-dgarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 1 

smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
th~ way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
sa.ll-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Jonathan Perri San Francisco, California 

There are now 22 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 

· http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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From: 
3ent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Eric Lukoff [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 9:11 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordirum.ce No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in -the vapor. •A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observation5 of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic Cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
)f smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorle.ss, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant.and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decid~ whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping")~ With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will a,ctually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the· way of our friends' and family's health1 For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Eric Lukoff San Francisco, California 

There are now 21 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.cha.Ilge.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 

. To: 
Subject: 

Alina Bonano [mail@changemaif.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:08 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! ·Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause haim to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by rese~ch done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. •A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e- · 
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do. not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use; enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually itnprove public health by iuspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-
san-francisco-california.html · 

Sincerely, 
Alina Bonano Bronx, New York 

There are now 25 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ba.Il-:ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Aaron Muszalski [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:26 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
·by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg ofVirgiriia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A COJ?lprehensive review conducted by.Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University ScP-ool of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-

-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
1f smoke. E-cigareµe vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor (".discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electrobic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely .· 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-
san-franeisco-california.html · 

·Sincerely, 
Aaron Mus.zalski San Francisco, California 

There are: now 26 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs7in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3 858801f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Stephen Koenig [maii@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:31 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-Cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of.carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. £-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and · 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionfilly, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electron.le cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
.switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Stephen Koenig San Francisco, California 

There are now 27 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Remahl [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:32 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

· Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
Cigarette vapor is identi~al to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacte4 to protect 
the public from the harm. of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystander~. Ip. fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 

. Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic leveis of any chemical in the vapor. ·A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstjn.of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to· tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is .not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing-q.se bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
•The ability.to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 

. . 

the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information:· http:/lblog.casaaorg/2014/02/call-to-action-. 
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
David Remahl Woodside, California 

There are now 28 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t.:.ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/respons~s/new?response=d25 e3 8 5 880 lf 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

.Meliza Gough [mail@changemail.org} 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:59 PM 
Board of Supervisors . 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

Iju'st signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banillng sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e"-cigarettes are. 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research ·done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact_ that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find hannful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels 9f any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyll of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.htrnl 

Sincerely, 
Meliza Gough San Francisco, California 

There are now 29 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-eci~s-in-san-

:francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sam Putman [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 6:25. PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

· I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.erg: 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinarice No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the lowhealth risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic leveis of any chemical in the v:apor. •A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actu~ smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
'.)f smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor (''discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in_public spaces will actually improve public health.by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who· switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have gteatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles ill 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california..html 

Sincerely, 
Sam Putman Oakland, California 

There are now 3 0 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond. to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-: 
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 85 8 80 If 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bryce Hidysmith [mail@changemail.org} 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 7:16 PM 
Board of Supervisors , 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Fran:cisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is iclentical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secon.dhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, foiled to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive·review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 obs~rvations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actllal smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor (''discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
•The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch .. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic dgarettes, reducing their health risks by ap. estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html . 

Sincerely, 
Bryce Hidysmith San Francisco, California 

There are now 31 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3 8 5 8 80 If 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Shannon Lee [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 8:09 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from J:!ightclub smoke machines!• Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks as_sociated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes -is supported by re~earch done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University; 
and by the fact that the FDA testing~ in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. •A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid C!lld vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
Jf smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of'\ISers indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes._ Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Shannon Lee San Francisco, California 

There are now 33 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by.clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san~ 
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Steve Simitzis [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 8:09 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of. Supervisors,_ 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-_cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banriing e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enact~d to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown, to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen ofHealtJ;i New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel Umversity, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
•The ability to.use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smok~rs to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
repiace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-califomia.html 

Sincerely, 
Steve Simitzis San Francisco, California 

There are now 32 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.chai:ige.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in,.san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 8 5 8 8 0 If 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Susan Barron [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 9:56 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I jlist signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco"·on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordlliance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support barining sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is. identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been sho'Wn to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are . 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done · 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, pr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 

·Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in.the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e.:cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under."worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell . 
)f smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use,' enforcing use bans on electronic qigarettes would be nearly impossible . 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 

. replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of ow friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-

. san-francisco-california.html · 

Sincerely, 
Susan Barron Oakland, California 

There are now 36 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking .here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs~in~san-

francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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Fr:om: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

keith herrington [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:21 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm.a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smokillg bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the< harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, ~l evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University,' Dr. Eisse_nberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst_case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet -
vapirig"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
•The ability to use electronic-cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replac_e tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched :from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based 6-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: h~p://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-francisco-califomia.html 

Sincerely, 
keith herrington San Francisco, California 

There are now 38 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe -
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-

- francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sarni Zerrade [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:26 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where· smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub. smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke,. but e-cigareftes have not been ~hown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low r;i.sks of ~-cigarettes· is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn ofDrexel University, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid-and vapor . 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposme. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette :from the. smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can dedde whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible.· 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improv~ public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • fyfany people are steadily_ 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action­
san-:francisco-californiahtml 

Sincerely, 
Sarni ZerradeSan Francisco, Califon:lla 

There are now 3 9 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban~ecigs-in-san­
:francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 858801 f 
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From:· 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Danielle Dunker [mail@changemail.org]. 
Friday, February 28, 2014 12:33 PM 
Board of SupeNisors 
Don't ban eCigs _in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Bissen.berg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz oftb.e 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, 

· and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who switch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditional cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action~ 
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Danielle Dunker San Mateo, California 

There are now 40 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here:· · 
·http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t~ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

James Allen Jr [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 9:31 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in S~ Francisco" on Change:org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 13.1208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-:cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research . 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel. University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels. of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" assumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, .i;n.any do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping''). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced your health risks. •Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http ://blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
James Allen Jr San Francisco, California 

There are now 34 signatures on this petition, Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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-From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nicole Maron [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 10:37 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning sales 
of e-cigarettes to minors,. but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content of e­
cigarette vapor !s identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! •Smoking bans are enacted to protect 
the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to 
bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done 
by Dr. Siegel of Boston University; Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel Uh.iversity, 
and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of carcinogeD.S 
or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University Scho_ol of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor 
found :'no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette from the smell 
of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and 
-smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor ("discreet 
vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 
• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other 
smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of those who sWitch completely 
replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By 
switching to a smokeless product, you have greatly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily 
switched from toxic and terrible traditiona1 cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in 
the way-of our friends' and family's health! For more information: http:/lblog.casaaorg/2014/02/call-to~action­
san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Nicole Maron San Francisco, California 

There are now 35 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-:-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3858801 f 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Leslie Chicoine [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, February 27, 2014 11:39 AM 
Board of SupeNisors 
Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance.No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines! • Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke~ but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes ate 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston Uniyersity, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the RoswellPark Cancer Institute', Dr. Laugesen ofHeaith New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the_ fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" ~sumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use ·is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide . . 

whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
. electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. • The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of.thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
greatly reduced yom health risks. • Many people are _steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way.of our :friendsi and family's 
health! For more information: http://blog.casaaorg/2014/02/call-to-action-san~ francisco-californiahtml 

Sincerely, 
Leslie Chicoine SF, California 

There are now 23 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=d25 e3 85 8 80 lf 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors 
~rs 
~n't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

From.: Lee Dotson [mailto:mail@chanqemail.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 3:39 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Dear SF Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco''. on Change.org. 

I urge_ all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 I'm a San Francisco resident, and I support banning 
sales of e-cigarettes to minors, but I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. The content 
of e-cigarette vapor is identical to the haze from nightclub smoke machines!_• Smoking bans are enacted to 
protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm 
to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks associated withe-cigarettes are 
comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. • The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research 
done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L 
Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful 
levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. • A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e­
cigarette liquid and vapor found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even 
under "worst case" a:ssumptions about exposure. • Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual 
smoking. Although some e-cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone 
lights a cigarette from the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any 
detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor (''discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on 
electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible .• The ability to u,se electronic cigarettes in public spaces 
will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users 
indicate that the majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99%. By switching to a smokeless product, you have 
great;ly reduced your health risks. • Many people are steadily switched from toxic and terrible traditional 
cigarettes to vapor-based e-cigarettes. Please don't put obstacles in the way of our friends' and family's 
health! For more information: http:/ /blog.casaa.org/2014/02/call-to-action-san-francisco-california.html 

Sincerely, 
Lee Dotson San Francisco, California 

There are now 24 signatUres on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=d25e3858801 f 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Jared Grippe [mail@changemail.org} 
Wednesday, February 26, 201412:07 PM 
Evans, Derek 
New petition to you: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco 

Jared Grippe started a petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" targeting you on Change.erg 
that's starting to pick up steam. 

Change.org is the world's largest petition platform that gives anyone, anywhere the tools they need to start, join 
and win campaigns for change. Change.org never starts petitions on our own -- petitions on the website, like · 
"Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco", are started by users. 

While "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" is active, you'll receive an email each time a signer 
leaves a comment explaining why he or she is signing. You'll also receive periodic updates about the petition's 
status. 

Here's what you can do right now to resolve the petition: 

• Review the petition. Here's a link: . . 
o <="" a="">http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-francisco 

• See the 5 signers and their reasons for signing on the petition page. 
• Respond to the petition creator by sending a message here: 

o http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 

Sincerely, 
Change.org . 

There are now 5 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san­
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3bf7af4013 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Derek Evans, 

Chris Ory [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 11:54 AM 
Evans, Derek · 
Don't ban eCigs- in San Francisco 

I just signed Jared Grippe's petition "Edwin M. Lee: Don't ban eCigs in San Francisco" on Change.org. 

I urge all of you to vote NO on Ordinance No. 131208 It is import for all of you to know the eCigs are not and 
should not be treated the same as smoking cigarettes. A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn 
of Drexel University School of Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid_and vapor 
found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. The city of San Francisco should be promoting the use of eCigs in place of smoking 
conventional cigarettes. Piease vote for a healthier San Francisco by encouraging smokers to stop smoking and 
switch to the simulated smoke of an eCigs. It's the right choice for smokers and it's the right choice for San 
Francisco. Here are some of the benefits of eCigs that you, our representatives, should care abou~: it's healthier 
it bothers the people around much less if at all there are no cigarette butts to be thrown on the ground less 
cigarette related injury or illness for Healthy San Francisco to pay the bill for less chance of cigarette related 
fires All of these benefits lead to a happier and healthier San Francisco. Please vite NO on Ordinance No. 
131208 and please work to encourage every smoker to stop smoking and choose the healthier option of eCigs. 

Sincerely, 
Chris Ory alameda, California 

There are now 2 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Jared Grippe 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/edwin-m-lee-don-t-ban-ecigs-in-san-
francisco/responses/new?response=dd3 bf7 af 4013 
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From: 
fo: 

Board of Supervisors 
BOS-Supervisors 

Subject: File 131208: no e-cigarettes in San Francisco smokefree environments! 

-----Original Message-----
From: jpk@rawbw.com [mailto:jpk@rawbw.com] 
Se~t: Thursday, February 27, 2014 5:27 PM· 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: no e-cigarettes in San Francisco smokefree environments! 

I am writing to urge you to support a STRONG ordinance that prohibit the use of e-cigarettes 
at ALL times and in ALL venues that are required to be smokefree, without exi=mptions. 

If e~cigarette users want to vape, that's their d~cisi6n. 
They do not have the right to force others to breathe in the emissions, 

And.the facts are compelling: e-cigarettes do NOT just emit "harmless water vapor." 
Secondhand e-cigarette aerosol contains nicotine, ultrafine particles, and measureable levels 
of _toxins that cause cancer. There is no reason to force anyone to breathe this in. 

And: we do not know the long-term health effects. 
With secondh?nd smoke, we did not act for decades, we waited until a mountain of evidence 
arrived, and as a result THOUSAND OF PEOPLE DIED while we waited. 

I-tis time let's act now. Jhe evidence we already have is compelling: this product puts toxics 
~nto the air. There is no reason to force others to breathe it in. And there's no reason to 
wait. 

And let's be clear who we're fighting here: the tobacco industry. 
Yes, the same tobacco industry that fought San Francisco's smokefree laws, that sued the 
city J that fought to keep America smoking, is now trying to bring back a kind of smoking tto 
workplaces and public p~aces so as to weaken the laws we have enacted and endanger the health 
of nonsmokers. 

And: this is NOT a b~n. No one would be stopped from using e-cigarettes. This would simply 
protect clean air in otherwise smokefree places. This ~imply applies the same rules as for 
cigarettes. Smokers have gotten used to those rules. So can e-cigarette users. 

I work in, shop, dine, visit, and love San San Francisco. 

I urge you to support a STRONG ordinance that prohibit the use of e-cigarettes at ALL times 
and in ALL venues that are required to be smokefree, without exemptions. 

Thank you, 

Jonathan Krueger 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachmen'ts: 

Dear all, 

· Delos Reyes, Ma Elloi Glenn T. [MGDeLosReyes@mednet.ucla.edu] on behalf of Ong, 
Michael M.D. [MOng@mednet.ucla.edu] 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 9:45 AM 
Yee, Norman (BOS); Mar, Eric (BOS) . 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 

.Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors; Simpson, Alexandria (CPDH-CDIC-TCS); Smith, Derek; 
Ong, Michael M.D. 
Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Cigarettes in the City of San Francisco 
TEROC Letter to City of SF.PDF 

Please see attached TEROC's Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Cigarettes in the City of San Francisco. 

Best, 

Michael Ong, M.D. Ph.D. 
Associate Professor in Residence 
Division of General Internal Medicine & Health Services Research 
Department of Medicine 
David Geffen School of Medicine at UCLA 
10940 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 700 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
T: {310) 794-0154 
F: {310) 794-0723 
E: mong@mednet.ucla.edu 

IMPORTANT WARNING: This email (and any attachments) is only intended for the use of the person or entity to which it 
is addressed, and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. You, the recipient, are obligated to maintain 
it in a safe, secure and confidential manner. Unauthorized redisclosure or failure to maintain confidentiality may subject 
you to federal and state penalties. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify us by return email,. and 
delete this message from your computer. 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
·sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Board of Supervisors 
Wednesday, February 26, 2014 4:59 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Evans, Derek 
File 131208: Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Cigarettes in the City of San Francisco 
TEROC Letter to City of SF.PDF 

From: Delos Reyes, Ma Elloi Glenn T. [mailto:MGDeLosReyes@mednet.ucla.edu] On Behalf Of Ong, Michael M.D. 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 4:12 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Cc: Ong, Michael M.D.; Simpson, Alexandria (CPDH-CDIC-TCS); Smith, Derek 
Subject: Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Ogarettes in the City of San Francisco 

Dear Supervisor Campos, 

Please see attached Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Cigarettes in the City of San Francisco. 

Best, 

Michael Ong, M.D. Ph.D. 
Associate Professor in Residence 
Division of General Internal Medicine & Health Services-Research 
Department of Medicine 
David Geffen School of Medicine at UCLA 
10940 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 700 
:.os Angeles, CA 90024 
T: (310) 794-0154 
F: (310) 794-0723 
E: mong@mednet.ucla.edu 

IMPORTANT WARNING: This email (and any attachments) is only intended for the use of the person or entity to which it 
is addressed, and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. You, the recipient, are obligated to maintain 
it in a safe, secure and confidential manner. Unauthorized redisclosure or failure to maintain confidentiality may subject 
you to federal and state penalties. If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify us by return email, and 
delete this message from your computer. 
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February 20, 2014 

Supervisor David Campos 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Re: Letter of Support for the Regulation of E-Cigarettes in the City of 
San Francisco 

Dear Supervisor Campos: 

The Tobacco Education and Research Oversight Committee (TEROC) is a 
legislatively mandated oversight committee (California Health and Safety 
Code Sections 104365-104370) that monitors the use of Proposition 99 
tob.acco tax revenues for tobacco control, prevention education, and 
tobacco-related research in California. In performing this mandate, the 
Committee provides advice to the California Department of Public Health, the 
University of California, and the California Department of Education 
regarding the administration of the Proposition 99-funded programs. The 
Committee is also responsible for periodically producing a state master plan 
for tobacco control and tobacco-related research, and making 
recommendations to the State Legislature for improving tobacco control and 
tobacco-related research efforts in California. 

TEROC supports the proposed ordinance that would regulate electronic 
cigarette (e-cigarette) sales by requiring vendors to obtain a Tobacco 
Retailer's License from the City,· disallow sale of the product where 
cigarettes cannot be sold, and disallow the use of e-cigarettes wherever 
cigarettes cannot presently be smoked_ This proposed ordinance is 
consistent with TEROC's official position on e-cigarettes, adopted at the 
Committee's May 22, 2013 meeting, which states: 

"TEROC opposes the use of e-:cigarettes in all areas where other 
tobacco products are banned." 

In addition, this proposed ordinance is consistent with the laws enacted by 
61 other California cities and counties that regulate the sale of e-cigarettes 
the same as other tobacco products and 44 cities and counties who prohibit 
the use of e-cigarettes in some outdoor areas, some indoor areas, or both, 
by including e-cigarettes in their existing smoke-free laws. 

STAFFED BY CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEAL TH, CALIFORNIA TOBACCO CONTROL PROGRAM 
1616 CAPITOL AVENUE, P.O. BOX 997377MS#7206, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA95899-7377, (916) 449-5500 
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David Campos 
Page2 
February 20, 2014 

Smoke-free policies protect nonsmokers from exposure to toxins and encourage 
smoking cessation. Introducing e-cigarettes into clean air environments reinforces the 
act of smoking as socially acceptable, and makes enforcement of existing laws that 
protect the public from secondhand smoke difficult due to the similarities with cigarettes. 
Early data has shown that e-cigarette emissions can contain carcinogens and toxic 
chemicals, which may result in additional potential harm to the public. 

According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), the percentage of 
U.S. middle and high school students who used e-cigarettes more than doubled.from 
2011 to 2012, from 4.7 percent t6 10.0 percent. In 2012, more than 1.78 million middle 
and high scliool students nationwide had tried e-cigarettes. The CDC study also found 
that 76.3 percent of middle and high school students who used e-cigarettes in the last 

. 30 days had also smoked cigarettes. With emerging tobacco products like e-cig·arettes 
on the rise, this vulnerable population needs protection from exposure to these 
products. · 

For these reasons, TEROC supports the City of San Francisco in its efforts to regulate 
e-cigarette sales and use anywhere smoking is currently prohibited .. 

If you have any questions regarding this subject, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
MOng@Mednet.ucla.edu. 

Sincerely, 

Sincerely, 

Michael Ong, M.D., Ph.D. 
Chairperson 

cc: Supervisor Eric Mar 
Supervisor Norman Yee 
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Evans, Derek · 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Cristina Lindow [cristina.lindow@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 2:29 PM 

. Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
I do not support Ordinance No_ 131208 

I am a San Francisco resident and while I support banning sales of e-cigarettes to 
minors, I OPPOSE banning e-cigarette use where smoking is banned. 

I have finally been able to quit smoking after 16 years of being a pack a day smoker by 
switching to smoke free e cigarettes. My sister and brother in law have also quit 
smoking by using these smokeless nicotine products. I have tried patches, gum, 
medication, meditation, everything, and this is the only product that has worked for me. 

Smoking bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, 
but e-cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence 
to date shows that the low health risks associated .with e-cigarettes are comparable to 
other smokeless nicotine products. 

The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston 
University, Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonw~alth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of 
Drexel University, and by the fact that the .FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, 
failed to find harmful levels of carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. 

A comprehensive review conducted by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of 
Public Health based on over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and vapor found "no 
apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. 

Electronic cigarette use is easy to distingu.ish from actual smoking. Although some e­
cigarettes resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights 
a cigarette from the smei'I of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and 
generally any detectable odor is not unpleasant and smells nothing like 
smoke. Additionally, e.,.cigarette users can decide whether to release any vapor 
("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use bans on electronic 
cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health 
by inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the 
majority of those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic 
cigarettes, reducing their health risks by an estimated 99°/o. 

By switching to a smokeless product, I have greatly reduced my health risks, and I think 
it is a mistake to ban these products. 



Please visit the CASAA.org Vvcbsite, as well as the CASAA Re::...:;arch Library, for more 
information. 

Sincerely, 

Cristina Lindow 

6 . 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Serena Chen [Serena.Chen@lung.org] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 2:20 PM 
Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS) 
Evans, Derek 

. Regulating Electronic Smoking Devices and their Emissions 
LOS San Francisco_E-cig 2.25.14.pdf 

Dear Supervisors Campos, Yee, and Mar: 

Attached please find the American Lung Association in California's letter of support for legislation that will restrict the 
sale of electronic smoking devices and restrictions on their use in public. 

Serena Chen I Regional Advocacy Director 
American Lung Association in California 
424 Pendleton Way 
Oakland, CA 94621 
Phone: 510.982.3191 
Fax: 510.638.8984 
Serena.Chen@lung.org I http://www.lung.org/california 

American Lung Association in California - State of Tobacco Control 2014 
Read the report and learn how to RAISE YOUR GRADES at www.lunq.org/califomia 
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Ai1ERICAN 
LUNG 
ASSOCIATION0 
lN CALIFORNIA 

15311 Street · 
Suite201 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916-554-5864 phone 
916-442-8585 fax 

lung.org/california 

February 25, 2014 

The Honorable Eric Mar, Member, 
Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dea·r Supervisor Mar: 

The American Lung Association in California supports the S~n Francisco Board cif Supervisors' 
action to protect the public health of San Francisco residents by including electronic cigarettes in 
its tobacco retailer permit and smokefree air laws. 

The American Lung Association is concerned that very little is known about the health effects of 
electronic cigarettes and of the vapors that they release, or what the health consequences of 
them might be. Two initial studies have found formaldehyde, benzene and tobacco-specific 
nitrosamines (a cancer-causing chemical) coming from the secondhand e.missions from e­
cigarettes. While we have a lot more to learn about these products, it's clear that there is much 
to be concerned about and there's a lot more than just "water vapor"· in these products. In 
addition, it is important to note that e-cigarettes have not been approved by the U.S. Food and 

· Drug Administration (FDA) to be safe and effective in helpi:ig smokers quit cigarettes. 

And finally,. it's worth highlighting that the e-cigarette industry appears to be using the same 
playbook as the cigarette companies did a generation ago. We are deeply concerned that these 
products are starting kids on a lifetime addiction to nicotine. According to one researcher, there 
are more than 250 e-cigarette brands for sale today, over half of which offered fruit or candy­
flavors. We've seen candy-flavors including Captain Crunch, gummy bear, cotton candy, Atomic 
Fireball and fruit loops. 

It is critical for communities to remain on the cutting edge 1n protecting their residents from new 
and emerging tobacco products, and this law does just that. We applaud San Francisco for taking 
this important action to protect public health. 

Sincerely, 

L,,-_p_ .. 11.t,4CA·~f:,"~­
u:f11 ~ L?i;:1' /"/J t /1 . 

(_,/ L/ 

Kimberly Amazeen 
Vice President, Programs & Advocacy 

Cc: Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Derek Evans, Clerk, Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
·Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

March 1st, 2014 

nancy francine [bcnapala@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 1 :43 PM 
lobbol@mail.com 
International Rothschild Jewry: The New Hitler's of the 21st Century 

International Rothschild Jewry: The New Hitler's of the 21st Century 

The International JEWISH Rothschild Banking Cartel, headquartered in the CITY of London, United 
Kingdom, is the new Nazi Germany of our time. International Rothschild Jewry have become the new 
Hitler's of the 21st Century. 

The International Rothschild Empire owns and controls the vast majority of the world's wealth- both in 
financial and in resource terms. Their primary currency is GOLD. It has been estimated that they 
collectively own and control over one half of the world's gold supply, estimated to be at over $500 
TRILLION US dollars. . 

This Global Fascist Banking Cartel is evil, ruthless and diabolical to its very core and is using every means 
at its command today to procure wealth, power and authority solely unto itself. 

They own and control the global media, the global militaries, the global intelligence agencies, the global 
agricultural institutions, the global pharmaceutical industries, the global political establishments, the global 
religious institutions, the global development establishments, the global land, mineral and water resources 
and a majority of the world's nations through their nationwide network of centralized banks. 

Their primary goal today is to REDUCE the world's population with global eugenics/depopulation 
campaigns aimed at eliminating over 5 BILLION of the world's citizens. 

There are a number of ways they are accomplishing this goal Their primary global depopulation/eugenics 
operation is Global Climate Change. By purposely NOT solving this threat with alternative/free energy 
systems and continuing forward with an antiquated and highly polluting hydrocarbon economy, they are 
condemning present and future generations to a worid of drastic food, water and land shortages as the planet 
rapidly warms. This will, in turn, destroy the lives of countless BILLIONS throughout the world in the 
fullness of time. 

Another way they are accomplishing this goal is with PURPOSEFUL underdevelopment policies and 
strategies (primarily in the 3rd world) which ALREADY takes the lives of up to 40 MILLION innocent men, 
women and children every year through hunger, starvation, disease and malnutrition (that;s over 6 jewish 
holocausts annually). The only term that can possibly describe this mass level of global genocide is: THE 
GREAT HOLOCAUST. 

Wars, the propagation of GMO (genetically modified) food, fluoridated water, vaceines, radiation releases 
and purposely engineered famines, pestilences, pandemics and diseases are other diversified ways they are 
carrying out their pro-DEATH agenda worldwide amongst the peoples and nations of the world. 

The International Jewish Rothschild Banking Cartel promotes an international permanent war economy and 
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is itself nothing short of an internu.£.onal war crimes racketeering syndicat...... It is the most vicious and 
ruthless empire that has ever arisen in the history of the world. This insidiously evil, wicked and diabolical 
force in world a_ffairs has been responsible for the deaths of billions of human beings in the past and is 
setting itself up to be responsible for the deaths of billions more in the future if they are not stopped. The 
Rothschild Jews are quickly becoming the GREATEST mass murderers in all of human history. 

As such, the International Jewish Rothschild Banking Cartel has turned itself into the SUPREME enemy of 
Mankind, as well as becoming the SUPREME enemy of all other LIFE on Earth. 

Runaway Global Climate Change has ALREADY resulting in a "locked-in" 5-10 degree Fahrenheit 
increase in global temperatures by 2100. This increase, by all accounts, will prove to be absolutely 
CATASTROPfilC for the health, well-being and survivability of the human enterprise on into the 
foreseeable future. 

Massive radiation releases into the global environment through the use of Depleted Uranium (DU) 
munitions, nuclear power plants leaks and nuclear reactor complex disasters such as at Fukushima, Japan, 
are·slated to KILL life for generations to come as the lethality of this radioactivity quickly moves into the 
genetic gene pool of all life on Earth in the years and decades to come. · DU has a half life of 3.5 BILLION 
years, which. means it will go on killing life for literally, time immemorial 

Recognizing these threats to our survival and continuity as a species, it is high time to forcibly REMOVE, 
PUNISH and EXTERMINATE those who bear prime responsibility for this calculated, cold blooded global 
and inter-generational genocide: International Rothschild Jewry. As it was right and proper to remove 
Hitler and destroy the German 3rd Reich during World War 2, so it is high time to remove and destroy the 
Jewish "Nazi" 4th Reich today. 

I hereby issue a clarion call to all freedom fighters and defenders of life, liberty and justice worldwide to use 
any and all means available to wipe this Jewish Rothschild scourge from off the face of this planet for all 
time. Let us never forget that it was the Rothschild Jew who was primarily responsible for funding the Nazi 
3rd Reich, who were primarily responsible for killing 6 million Jews during World War 2. These are the 
people that funded International Communism through Marx, Trotsky and Stalin that ended up killing over. 
60 million of their fellow Russian citizens. These are the people who funded Mao, who ended up killing tens 
of millions of his own people in Indo-China. And the list goes on ..• 

With the Jewish Holocaust of World War 2 (which the Rothschild Jew funded and directed), they think has 
bought themselves immunity from world scrutiny and blame for the atrocities they are committing today (as 
they have diabolically planned all along).· Wrong. They have only reinforced the diabolical nature of who 
and what the:y really are: supreme agents of the Devil It is none other than LUCIFER himself who the 
Jewish Rothschild Empire serves. In all truth, they are become the SYNAGOGUE of SATAN. 

Let us pray for the DAY that comes quickly when the Kingdom of Heaven returns in FIRE, VENGEANCE 
and in GREAT GLORY to completely overthrow this wicked world and forcibly cast into HELL all the 
servants of the Devil who now abound on this planet May our Heavenly Father completely RID the world of 
both evil man and fallen angel and give them ALL a fate "worse than death" for their crimes on the Great 
Day of Heavenly Judgement 

Selah 
Amen 
Inshallah 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Joanne at Sunset Vapors [joanne@sunsetvaporsnc.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 12:09 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Please do not ban e-cigarettes 

So many of our customers have thanked us for providing 
these products. They have helped hundreds of people quit 
smoking cigarett.es and many rnore quit. every day. 

Please don 1t ban them. Why ·not let businesses decide if 
they 1re 1'vape friendfy11 or not? 

Thank you, 
Joanne Vanderweide 
Owner 
Sunset Vapors 
Asheboro, North Carolina 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

ubuntuisbetter@gmail.com on behalf of Caz Abbott [quiklives@gmail.com] 
Monday, February 24, 2014 12:11 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Proposed ban of electronic cigarettes 

Mayor and Board of Directors, 

I am a current California resident, in the process of moving to San Francisco in a month. I am also an 
electronic cigarette user. 

I fully support banning sales of electronic cigarettes to minors, and- if you look into it, you will find that' 
all of the respectable vendors of the products already take measures to ensure that they do not sell to 
minors. 

I do not, however, support banning usage of these products throughout an entire city. 

I smoked a pack of cigarettes a day for 17 years, beginning when I was a 13 yer old kid. I tried to quit 
many times, while watching my health decline - my lung function declined, I gained weight, and I 
knew I needed to quit, but I couldn't. · 

I did quit, finally, when I bought my first electronic cigarette, December 10, 2012 .. Since then, I have 
i-educed the nicotine content of the liquid I use from 18 mg/ml to 3 mg/ml. I feel better, I am able to . 
Naik up a flight of stairs without being out of breath when I reach the top. I have taken up hiking. I've 
lost over 50 pounds in the last year. I would have continued smoking until it killed me, if it hadn't been 
for these products. 

There is a wealth of studies available demonstrating the relative safety of these products as 
compared to smoking. I understand that we do not yet have long term studies, but there can be little 
doubt that they are significantly safer than cigarettes. 

This is a link with a list of various studies that have been done thus far, and their results, consistently 
confirming that electronic cigarettes present little danger if any at all: http://onvaping.com/the-ultimate­
list-of-studies-on-e-cigarettes-and-their-safety/ 

I hope you will consider NOT passing this ban. 

Thank you, 
Caz Abbott 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Pat Meyer [plmeyer@mail.sdsu.edu] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 12:40 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS);. 

· Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Health Code - Restrictions on Sale and Use of Electronic Cigarettes 

:Mr. Mayor and Honorable Board Members, 

·As a former San Franciscan, I cannot sit idly by without commenting on what I have learned is an upcoming 
1 

agenda item for the Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee. 

I have read the proposed modifications to San Francisco's Health Code. I understand amending the existing 
smoking ordinance to include the ban of electronic cigarettes is multifaceted and complicated and appreciate the 
Board's concerns. That said, here is my perspective. 

I used e-cigs cigarettes to replace smoking more than a pack a day for almost 40 years almost 3 years ago. I'm a " 
responsible adult that continues to "vape" a significantly reduced an1ount of nicotine instead. Needs formerly 
satisfied by smoking are fulfilled. I'm much healthier as a result - no daily hacking, coughing, chronic 
bronchitis, etc. Vaping eliminates almost ev~ry negative aspect of smoking, while restoring my perceived 
benefits. I am. such an advocate that I volunteer with a local e-cig/e-liquid vendor (we do NOT sell to minors), 
educating smokers on vaping advantages. Over the last year I've assisted hundreds of adults to successfully 
replace smoking with vaping. After transitioning, vapers can choose to lower their nicotine level & often even 
quit altogether. · 

I wish to address misconceptions regarding potential risks. I donate time with a vendor who makes e-liquid 
from scratch using three basic food-grade ingredients: propylene glycol, vegetable glycerin, & flavor extracts 
(usually organic). Nicotine can also be added, mimicking levels in cigarettes. I believe many opponents cherry­
pick ele,ctronic cigarette study results, then exaggerate reports of "harmful particles of metal components" in an 
attempt to force excessive regulation by omitting the fact that these measurements were "trace amounts". I'm 
convinced that most attempts to restrict electronic cigarette use are motivated less by sincere concerns for 
consumer health & safety than by a flailing tobacco industry hemorrhaging customers and municipalities 
desperate to increase tax revenues and/or avoid loss of anti-tobacco funding. I'm supportive of quality 
specifications fore-liquids but equating them with tobacco products is overkill. I include a link to the 
Consumer Advocates for Smoke-free Alternatives Association (CASAA), an organization dedicated to 
supporting tobacco harm reduction policies. CASAA's research library will assist you to better understand the 
issues and help sort out the many misconceptions about the health risks http://casaa.org/Documents.html. 
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Nicotine sales are already regulateo. ....nd I believe these laws should not only v.:: more effectively enforced but 
also expanded to include vaping hardware and nicotine-free e-liquids to keep them out of the hands of 
minors. The argument that "child-friendly" flavors are targeted toward children makes little sense. E-liquids 
are created by and for adults who enjoy the taste and aroma of fruits, baked goods, candies, etc. While I 
applaud efforts to de-glamorize smoking (and vaping), I also lmow realistically, persistent minors will find 
avenues. I started smoking as a young teenager and recall many devious ways I obtained cigarettes. No matter 
the age of the user, no one argues vaping isn't significantly healthier than inhaling burning tobacco. I've 
personally witnessed parents buying vaporizers for their children, in hopes their kids will quit (or never start) 
smoking cigarettes or hookahs. 

While I'm convinced there is virtually no health risk to adjacent parties, I only vape indoors with the explicit 
permission of the people around me. A simple explanation that the exhaled vapor contains only a trace amount 
of nicotine usually relieves their concerns (plus the vapor smells nice). 

For myself - I ENJOY V APING! I started smoking in an era when it was a social activity & endured the 
evolutions that turned smokers into pariahs. Utilizing a new technology that works, I'm now healthier. I ( & my 
clothes, house, car, etc.) don't stink. I'm active in a communally spirited sub-culture proud that we no longer 
endanger anyone else's well-being. Why would anyone want to deny these enhancements and take such 
punitive action against hundreds of thousands of ex-smokers? Please don't make us personae non gratae yet 
again! 

I hope for an educated decision based on facts & ultimately the best outcome for.all. 

Respectful! y, 

Pat Meyer 

4430 Cherokee Avenue 

San Diego, CA 92116 

Pat Meyer 
Library Services Specialist plmeyer@mail.sdsu.edu 619.594.6798 

r~t"° Stat< Uoi~;ity, r;brary & Informat;on Access, Ser;aJs Un;t 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

February 25, 2014 

Dear qerk Evans, 

Carranza, Richard'[RichardCarranza@sfusd.edu] 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 11 :23 AM 
Evans, Derek 
City Ordinance Support Request 

School Health Programs Office of San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) would like to strongly encourage you to support 
·the proposed city ordinance regarding e-cigarettes. We know how tempting these devices can be to our young people, and by 
supporting this ordinance you can take a strong stand against future addiction and in support of the health of all the citizens of San 
Francisco, especially our youth. ·This ordinance would prohibit the use of e-cigarettes in all areas where cigarettes are prohibited by 
state law. This includes day care facilities, public buildings, retail food facilities and health facilities. Since the proposal would limit 
e-cigs where state and local law prohibits, that also includes school buildings and applies to all students, staff, visitors, and civic use 
permit holders. It would extend the prohloitions on the advertising of tobacco products to include the advertising of e-cigarettes. 

Many people are not aware of the dangers of e-cigarettes but we must emphasize the products can be addictive, just as with tobacco 
cigarettes, and they are being marketed to youth. Philip Morris, R-1. Reynolds and Lorillard have invested heavily and the use of 
ENDS (electronic nicotine delivery systems) has doubled from 2011-1012. · 

In fact, according to Stanton Glantz, director of the Center for Tobacco Control Research and Education at UC San Francisco, the 
actual evidence is that e-cigarettes are associated with less quitting cigarettes among both adults and adolescents. Second hand 
'vaping,' like second-hand smoke, is also harrnful. According to Glantz, this new study means that in heavy density 'vaping' areas 
such as bars or casinos e-cigarette use would create pollution levels 5-10 times what is considered acceptable. 

There are also other toxic chemicals in the vapor as well as ultra:fine particles that likely have cardiovascular effects. At least 10 
com.pounds· that are on the Proposition 65 list of chemicals known to cause cancer have already been identified in mainstream. or 
secondhand (side-stream) e-cigarette vapor. 

Many districts are including prohibiting the devices in tobacco-free campus policies, including the following Bay Area Boards of 
Education: Contra Costa, Alameda, Berkeley, Antioch, Castro Valley, New Haven, and San Ramon. It is my intent as the 
Superintendent of the SFUSD to amend the present tobacco-free policy to address the impact of thee-cigarettes by the end of this 
school year. · · 

As tobacco-control advocates, we are working hard to stem the increasing popularity of e-cigarettes for multiple reasons: 
I. The simple truth is that 'vaping' doesn't just produce harmless water vapor. 
2. Nicotine isn't a harmless high even if the smoke from burning plant matter is eliminated 

3. Nicotine by itself contributes to vapors' higher risk of developing atherosclerosis, the primary cause of heart attacks. 

With all of this in mind and for the safety of our citizens and youth, I strongly urge you to endorse this city ordinance to prohibit the 
use of e-cigarettes in all areas where cigarettes are prohibited by state law. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Carranza 
Superintendent 

Richard A. Carranza 

S134 



Superintendent of Schools 
San Francisco Unified School District 
Tel: (415) 241-6121 
Fax: (415-241-6012 
Email: RichardCarranza@.sfusd.edu 
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Ev~ns, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Michael Gonzalez [gzalez.ma@gmail.com} 
Tuesday, February 25, 2014 9:42 AM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS}; Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
E-Cigarette Usage Ban - Ordinance No. 131208 

I am a California citizen, I have friends who live in San Francisco and so I spend a lot of time visiting 
there. w ___________ _ 
E-cigarettes have changed my life. I know that without them, my physical wellness would be much 
worse. My lung capacity has increased and I get much more out of my workouts now. I can also tell 
that my sense of taste and smell have gotten much better. 

The nicotine liquid in used in e-cigarettes only contains 4 ingredients: nic~tine, flavoring, propylene 
glycol, and vegetable glycerin, as opposed to 600 found in traditional cigarettes· and 4,000 in the· 
smoke produced by them. 

• Smoking. bans are enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but e­
cigarettes have not been shown to. cause harm to bystanders. in fact, all evidence to date 
shows that the low health risks associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to qther 
smokeless nicotine products. 

• The low risks of e-cigarettes is supported by research done by Dr. Siegel of Boston University, 
Dr. Eissenberg of Virginia Commonwealth, Dr Maciej L Goniewicz of the Roswell Park Cancer 
Institute, Dr. Laugesen of Health New Zealand, Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University, and by 
the fact that the FDA testing, in spite of its press statement, failed to find harmful levels of 
carcinogens or toxic levels of any chemical in the vapor. 

• .comprehensive review ____ ·~---------·-------
• Electronic cigarette use is easy to distinguish from actual smoking. Although some e-cigarettes 

resemble real cigarettes, many do not. It is easy to tell when someone lights a cigarette froni 
the smell of smoke. E-cigarette vapor is practically odorless, and generally any detectable odor 
is not unpleasant and smells nothing like smoke. Additionally, e-cigarette users can decide 
whether to release any vapor ("discreet vaping"). With so little evidence of use, enforcing use 
bans on electronic cigarettes would be nearly impossible. 

• The ability to use electronic cigarettes in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch. Surveys of thousands of users indicate that the majority of 
those who switch completely replace tobacco cigarettes with the electronic cigarettes, reducing 
their health risks by an estimated 99%. 

_____________ CASAA Research Library. 

Please do not bane-cigarettes in San Francisco. They have helped thousands of adults quit smoking 
and better their lives. 

Michael A Gonzalez 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

To all concerned: 

Colleen Mcclintock [cofleenmcclintock@hotmail.comJ 
Monday, February24, 201411:27 PM 
Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Chiu, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Mar, Eric (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); 
Evans, Derek; Board of Supervisors 
Ordinance No. 131208 

I am a previous resident of San Francisco and as a frequent traveller to the area on business, I wish to express 
my· concern over the proposed restrictions on e-cigarettes. I smoked for over 30 years and have successfully 
quit smoking using e-cigarettes. In fact, it is exactly one year ago today that I smoked my last cigarette! This 
would not have been· possible without the use of an e-cigarette. I had previously tried all other options 
including cold turkey, nicotine replacement substitutes, and on line support forums. Nothing worked until I 
discovered e-cigarettes. 

Please consider that banning the use of e-cigarettes is sending a message that e-cigarettes are as dangerous as 
smoking both to the smoker and to those exposed to second-hand smoke. No studies to date have not 
supported this position and it.is giving the wrong message to the public. Why wouldn't my success at quitting 
be rewarded with acceptance? My doctor, family, friends, and co-workers are all very supportive and 
impressed that I was able to quit after so many years of addiction. 

I have never had a single person complain that the vapor from a e-cigarette is bothering them so I am very 
..:onfused as to why a ban would be seriously considered. 

Please consider the following when making a decision on this issue: 

Thank you for your consideration! 

Colleen McClintock 
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RlCHARD H. CARMONA, M.D., .M.P.H., 
11th Su1-gcon General of the United States (2002-2006) 

*'t>up\icah~· 1~ 
~ddressed tb e°'ch 
member of the t-iew 
'fork.Ct~ Council is: 

FAGS • ~, 
,.., 'Tl ~. 

December 11, 2013 

New York City Council 

Dear Councilmember: 

My name is Richard Carmona, and I served as the 17th Surgeon General of the United 
States. I write to ask for your personal support in declining to include electronic 
cigarettes in the Smoke Free Air Act. I am extremely concerned, as set forth below, that 
such an effort, if successful, could do tremendous harm to what is emerging as the most 
promising weapon yet in the fight against tobacco-related illness and death. 

As we approach the 50th anniversary of the first Surgeon General's Report linking 
smoking and cancer, the plague of tobacco-caused death and disability still persists, 
killing over 430,0.00 Americans per year, while disabling millions more with preventable 
chronic diseases at a cost of hundreds of billions of dollars annually. 

During my tenure as Surgeon General, my colleagues and I published reports detailing 
the preventable harm done by tobacco, spoke frequently to the public and to Congress 
about the catastrophfo health damage caused by tobacco, and even participated as an 
expert witness in the federal government's case against the tobacco industry. I am 
particularly proud of my authorship of the 2006 Surgeon General's report on secondhand 
smoke, in which I wrote: '.'The debate is over. The science is clear: secondhand smoke is 
not a mere annoyance, but a serious health hazard that causes premature death and 
disease in children and non smoking adult.s." 

Yet despite my actions and those of my predecessors like Surgeon General C. Everett 
Koop, high cigarette taxes, Food and Drug Administration (FDA)-approved smoking 
cessation therapies, and the best educational efforts by public health professionals, nearly 
20% of the adult population and one-third of our military service members continue to 
smoke. The Centers for Disease Control (CDC) reports that adult smokers usually know 
they are engaged in harmful behavior and 69% would like to reduce or quit smoking. 
However, each year only 6% of smokers succeed in quitting, and new smokers replace 
those who successfully quit. The history and data suggest that we need more viable 
alternatives in this fight against tobacco. 

I believe that one such alternative is the electronic cigarette. Despite their unfortunate 
name, electronic cigarettes are not actually cigarettes. They contain no tobacco but rather 
deliver nicotine without all of the toxic, carcinogenic, and other disease-causing products 
of tobacco combustion .. (For example, they produce no carbon monoxide (a particularly 

lethal constituent of secondhand tobacco smoke) and produce no sidestream emissions (a 
source of 85% of secondhand tobacco smoke)). The published research suggests there 

Vice Chairman 
C:rn,von Rane h 

Ch it:f E)!ccutive Officer 
C:m.von Ranch Hcal1h 

P,resident· 

Canyon Ranch lns.tiiulc 
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may be a significant role for electronic cigarettes in tobacco harm reduction· strategies, 
since 'they provide smokers.both with the nicotine they crave and the smoking rituals that 
they have grown accustomed too. Respected Wall Street analysts have opined that, 
within a decade, electronic cigarette sales could overtake tobacco sales. I recently joined 
the board of NJOY, the leading independent electronic cigarette company, because its 
ambitions are even higher - to obsolete the tobacco cigarette entirely. 

I recognize the good intentions behind the present effort to include electronic cigarettes in 
the Smoke Free Air Act. However, I am extremely concerned that a well-intentioned but 
scientifically un-supported effort like the current proposal could constitute a giant step 
backward in the effort to defeat tobacco smoking. This regulation, if passed, would 
disincentivize smokers from switching to electronic cigarettes, since NJOY's research 
indicates that many initially switch for reasons of convenience. It would also send the 
unintended message to smokers that electronic cigarettes are as dangerous as tobacco 
smoking, with the result that many will simply continue to smoke their current toxic 
products. Legislative action that would keep smokers smoking would obviously have 
serious health consequences - and could cost lives. Worse still, it could lead to the 
adoption of similar ordinances in other cities, creating a domino effect that would further 
magnify the potential public health danger in this scientifically unsupported approach. 

I will also observe that the concerns expressed about the possibilities that electronic 
cigarettes could addict non-smokers, condemning them to a lifetime struggle with 
nicotine addiction, echo concerns expressed about nicotine gums and patches when these 
first were introduced to the market. We have seen clearly, however, that such products 
did not have that affect. At the same time, while gums and patches have helped a small 
minority of smokers successfully quit smoking, it is clear to those of us have been 
engaged in this battle that we need more impactful solutions to the continuing problem of 
tobacco smoking, and that is where we see electronic cigarettes playing a central role. 

I know that we all share the same vision of a world without tobacco related illness and 
disease. I fervently believe that to achieve that goal, we need to distinguish between the 
problem (tobacco smoking and tobacco secondhand smoke) and one extremely promising 
solution (electronic cigarettes). I strongly encourage you to resist calls to include 
electronic cigarettes in the City's smoking ban, which I believe would be a major step 
backward in the effort to achieve this aim. A decision rejecting this proposal would 
preserve the great legacy of this Council in the fight against tobacco. 

Sincerely, 

-~~ 
Richard Carmona, M.D., M.P.H. FACS 
17th Surgeon General of the United States 
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President, District 3 
BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
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DAVID CHIU 
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I30i;-Aul.t-5, N~5 ~ 
City Hall 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Good.Jett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco 94102-4689 

Tel. No. 554-7450 
Fax No. 554-7454 

TDD/TTY No. 544-5227 

PRESIDENTIAL ACTION 

Date: 2/28/2014 

To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Madam Clerk, 
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby: 

D Waiving 30-Day Rule (Board Rule No. 3.23) 

File No. 
(Primary Sponsor) 

Title. 

181 Transferring (Board Rule No. 3.3) 

File No. 131208 Mar 
--------

(Primary Sponsor) 

Title. Health Code - Electronic Cigarettes 

From: Neighborhood Services & Safety Committee 
-~----------~--

To: Rules Committee 

D Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1) 

Supervisor 
--------~ 

Replacing Supervisor ---------

For:. ---=--,...---·'--------------- Meeting 
(Date) (Committee) 

J)~dU~ 
Davidchiu, President 
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Print FC?.riii ·,:__I . 

Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or.the Mayor 

Time stamp 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): or meeting date 

1ZI 1. For reference to Committee: .__ __________________________ ___J 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

0 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee. 

0 3. Request for hearing ori. a subject matter at Committee: .__ _________________ ___, 

0 4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 

0 5. City Attorney request. 
~-------~ 

0 6. Call File No. from Committee. 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agencia (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form. 

Sponsor(s): 

/_Mar, Avalos, Chiu 

Subject: 

Health Code - Restrictions on Sale and Use of Electronic Cigarettes 

The text is listed below or attached: 

Please see attached. 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: 
----= 

For Clerk's Use Only: 

341 

/3/zog 
Page 1 of l 



342 


	70486
	jec123

