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other costs arising because of the health problems created by smoking. Any civil penalties collected 

under this Article 19F shall be credited to the Public Health Environmental Health Code 

Compliance Fund, authorized by San Francisco Administrative Code Section 10.100-193.  

   (b)   Administrative Enforcement. The Director also may enforce the provisions of this Article by:  

      (1)   Serving a Notice of Violation requesting a person to appear at an administrative hearing 

before the Director at least 20 days after the Notice of Violation is mailed. At the hearing, the person 

cited with violating the provisions of this Article shall be provided an opportunity to refute all evidence 

against him or her. The Director shall oversee the hearing and issue a ruling within 20 days of its 

conclusion. The Director's ruling shall be final; or,  

      (2)   Issuing a citation under San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 100, "Procedures 

Governing the Imposition of Administrative Fines," which is hereby incorporated in its entirety and 

shall govern the imposition, enforcement, collection, and review of administrative citations issued to 

enforce this Article, and any rule or regulation adopted pursuant to this Article, in addition to the other 

enforcement mechanisms authorized by this Article, provided, however, that:  

         (i)   Each day a violation is committed or permitted to continue shall constitute a separate 

violation; 

         (ii)   The Director of Public Health shall appoint the hearing officer to conduct hearings for 

appeals; 

         (iii)   The fine for any violation issued pursuant to this section shall be paid to the Treasurer of 

the City and County of San Francisco and credited to the Public Health Environmental Health Code 

Compliance Fund, authorized by San Francisco Administrative Code Section 10.100-193;  

         (iv)   The Director may recover any costs and fees, including but not limited to attorneys' fees, for 

enforcement initiated through this Section and authorized under this Article; and,  

         (v)   The penalty amounts for citations issued under Administrative Code Chapter 100 shall be the 

same as those set forth in subsection (c).  

















SECOND-HAND
SMOKE EXPOSURE
IN SAN FRANCISCO
Maryna Spiegel, MPH 
San Francisco Tobacco-Free Project -
Community Health Equity & Promotion 
Branch



Smoking, Vaping and Cannabis Use in SF 

12.1% current smokers  

2

San Francisco Adults (2018) SFUSD High School Students (Fall 2018)

6.5% are current smokers  

16% currently smoke e-cigarettes

31% ever tried an e-cigarette20.8% ever tried an e-cigarette

59.7% ever used cannabis

~ 2x more than in 2017

Increased 

no change 

27.3% ever used cannabis

currently smoke e-cigarettes

Data Sources: CHIS- California Health Interview Survey (2018), and YRBS - Youth Risk Behavior Survey (2018)



% of Adults Who Were Current Cigarette Users by 
Household Poverty Level in San Francisco, 2014-2016
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Data Source: California Health Interview Survey (CHIS), UCLA Center for Health Policy Research



Second Hand Exposure in California 2016-18
 More than half of CA adults exposed to 

second-hand tobacco smoke
 Exposure to Second-hand cannabis 

smoke and e-cigarette aerosol increased
between 2016-2018  for adults

 1 in 3 California high school students 
report exposure to second-hand smoke, 
e-cigarette aerosol, and cannabis smoke 
(2017-2018)
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Tobacco Smoke

Cannabis Smoke

E-cig Aerosol

56.1%

39.9%

32.5%

California Adults (18-64 years old)

2016 2018

52.8%

21.5%

19.5%

~ 2x increase

ZSFGH inpatient pediatric patients exposure to 
Second-Hand Smoke (2019)
• 22% exposed to second hand smoke
• 9% exposed to cannabis smoke



Harms of Second-Hand Cigarette/ Cigar Smoke

 There is no risk-free level of second 
hand smoke exposure

 7,000+ chemicals, including 70 
known carcinogens

 Exposed non-smokers increase risk of 
stroke, heart disease and lung cancer 
by 20-30%

 Risk of SIDS and asthma attacks in 
babies and children increased

 Higher risks for children, elderly, and 
those with health issues
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Harms of Second-Hand E-Cigarette Aerosol
• NOT harmless water vapor
• Aerosol nanoparticles: nicotine, 

10+ on Prop 65 list of toxins, 
more easily and deeply 
breathed in

• Propylene glycol base solution 
can result in development of 
asthma

• Damaging to lung tissue, and 
blood vessels
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Harms of Second-Hand Cannabis Smoke
• Contains carcinogens like 

cadmium, chromium, benzene
• 33+ on Prop 65 list of toxins
• May have harmful effects on 

cardiovascular system
• Exposed children have 

detectable levels of THC; 
Exposure also associated with 
breathing issues, earn 
infections, asthma and eczema
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Third-Hand Smoke

 Tobacco smoke and e-cigarette 
aerosol particles leftover on 
surfaces after smoking has stopped

 Contains nicotine and carcinogenic 
materials that add up over time

 Exposure through re-inhalation, 
ingestion, or skin contact

 Especially dangerous to newly-
mobile infants/toddlers
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Image Source: Thirdhand Smoke Resource Center, thirdhandsmoke.org



Second-Hand Smoke Disparities

Nationally

 7 out of 10 Black/African 
American children are exposed 
to secondhand smoke vs. 4/10 
of all children (CDC)

Locally

 22% of all children admitted for 
care at ZSFG (4/2019 - 7/2019) 
were exposed to secondhand 
tobacco smoke, and 9% to 
secondhand cannabis smoke

 In 2013, more than half (52%) of 
Latinx San Franciscans reported 
drifting secondhand smoke in 
their homes

Slide 9



Multi-Unit Housing

San Franciscans live in multi-unit housing (MUH) with 2+ 
more units (CHIS, 2013-18)

San Francisco residents who live in buildings with five (5) or 
more units are 3.5 times more likely to report drifting smoke 
exposure (Chambers, 2014)

Districts 3 and 6 residents reported being exposed to drifting 
second hand smoke in 2013 (SF Healthy Neighborhoods Survey, 2013)

Slide 10

People of color, young adults, low-income residents, and smokers are more likely 
to live in Multi-Unit Housing 

53 %

3.5 X

48 %



Second-Hand Smoke & Vape in Multi-Unit Housing

 Second-hand exposure through 
windows, vents, pipes, tiny 
cracks in home from a smoking 
neighbor or someone outside

 Windows, air ventilation, air 
conditioning and fans cannot 
completely eliminate exposure 
to second-hand smoke/vape
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Thank You 
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Maryna Spiegel, MPH
San Francisco Tobacco Free Project
Maryna.Spiegel@sfdph.org 
628 215 3833



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

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

        TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

November 5, 2020

File No. 201 65

Lisa Gibson
Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103

Dear Ms. Gibson: 

On November 3, 2020, Supervisor Yee introduced the following legislation:

File No.  201265

Ordinance amending the Health Code to prohibit smoking inside all private 
dwelling units in multi-unit housing complexes containing three or more units and 
all common areas; remove the exception for child care facilities located in private 
homes; require the Department of Public Health (DPH) to initiate a public 
information campaign to raise awareness of the smoking prohibition; require DPH 
to initiate the imposition of administrative penalties by issuance of a notice of 
violation in lieu of a citation; suspend the provision of the Health Code (mooted by 
this Ordinance) which requires owners or managers of multi-unit housing 
complexes to provide certain disclosures regarding whether smoking is 
authorized in certain units; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination 
under the California Environmental Quality Act.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: John Carroll, Assistant Clerk
Public Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee

Attachment

c: Devyani Jain, Deputy Environmental Review Officer
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner
Don Lewis, Environmental Planner

Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not
result in a direct or indirect physical change in the 
environment.

 11/05/2020
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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
TO: Dr. Grant Colfax, Director, Department of Public Health 
 Eric D. Shaw, Director, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development 
 Tonia Lediju, Acting Executive Director, San Francisco Housing Authority 
 
FROM: John Carroll, Assistant Clerk, 

Public Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee, 
Board of Supervisors 

 
DATE:  November 6, 2020 
 
SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

 
The Board of Supervisors’ Public Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee has received 
the following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Yee on November 2, 2020: 
 

File No.  201265 
 

Ordinance amending the Health Code to prohibit smoking inside all private 
dwelling units in multi-unit housing complexes containing three or more units and 
all common areas; remove the exception for child care facilities located in private 
homes; require the Department of Public Health (DPH) to initiate a public 
information campaign to raise awareness of the smoking prohibition; require DPH 
to initiate the imposition of administrative penalties by issuance of a notice of 
violation in lieu of a citation; suspend the provision of the Health Code (mooted by 
this Ordinance) which requires owners or managers of multi-unit housing 
complexes to provide certain disclosures regarding whether smoking is 
authorized in certain units; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination 
under the California Environmental Quality Act. 

 
If you have any comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them to me at 
the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 
 
 
c: Office of Chair Mandelman 
 Office of Supervisor Yee 
 Dr. Naveena Bobba, Department of Public Health 
 Greg Wagner, Department of Public Health 
 Sneha Patil, Department of Public Health 
 Eugene Flannery, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development 
 Amy Chan, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development 
 Cindy Gamez, San Francisco Housing Authority 
 Nancy Rodriguez, San Francisco Housing Authority 
 Linda Martin-Mason, San Francisco Housing Authority 



	

	

San	Francisco	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	
c/o	Chair	Nina	Parks	
ninaparksconsulting@gmail.com	
	
November	18,	2020	
	
San	Francisco	Board	of	Supervisors	
c/o	Clerk	Angela	Calvillo	
Angela.calvillo@sfgov.org	
	

RE:	Please	Vote	“No”	on	Supe.	Yee’s	Classist	Ordinance	to	Prohibit	Smoking	by	San	

Franciscans	who	Cannot	Afford	to	Buy	Single-Family	Homes	(File	No.	201265)	

	

Honorable	Members	of	the	Board	of	Supervisors:	
	

The	San	Francisco	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	opposes	proposed	ordinance	File	No.	
201265	(Yee)1,	and	asks	that	you	reject	this	well-intentioned	legislation	based	on	its	
discriminatory	socioeconomic	impact.		The	legislation	seeks	to	protect	air	quality	for	non-
smokers,	but	would	do	so	at	the	cost	of	the	health	and	civil	liberties	of	cannabis	users	including	
seriously	ill	medical	cannabis	patients—the	vast	majority	of	whom	do	not	have	physician’s	
recommendations	because	cannabis	use	is	supposed	to	be	legal	for	all	adults.		The	ordinance	
would	disallow	smoking,	but	only	for	people	in	multi-unit	residential	buildings,	meaning	that	
San	Franciscans	who	can	afford	to	buy	free-standing	homes	would	be	unaffected	and	could	still	
smoke	in	peace.		The	$1,000/day	penalty	adds	insult	to	injury,	since	only	wealthy	people	can	
pay	such	fines,	but	wealthy	people	are	already	exempted	by	virtue	of	owning	their	own	free-
standing	homes.		

	
The	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	was	appointed	by	the	Board	of	Supervisors	pursuant	

to	Ordinance	No.	260-18	(2018),	to	advise	the	Board	and	the	Mayor	regarding	cannabis	laws.		
The	Board	specifically	created	the	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	in	the	context	of	social	
equity,	including	undoing	and	repairing	the	harms	of	discrimination	and	economic	
disenfranchisement.		Thus	it	is	not	only	our	duty,	but	also	our	very	purpose,	to	offer	our	
recommendation	about	the	proposed	ordinance:	that	you	reject	it.	

	
I.		This	Inhalation	Ban	Would	Exacerbate	Racial	and	Economic	Inequality.	
	
This	proposed	ban	on	both	smoking	and	vaporizing	both	tobacco	and	cannabis	would	

only	apply	to	apartments	and	condominiums	buildings	with	more	than	two	residential	units,	
not	single-family	homes.		The	penalties	for	violations	are	up	to	$1,000	per	day	and,	while	these	
fines	are	appealable,	unsuccessful	appellants	are	required	to	pay	the	City’s	costs	including	
attorneys’	fees.	

																																																								
1	https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=8897595&GUID=D3BA1521-2CAB-40CA-97C2-
995B544F6765.	



	

	

	
San	Francisco	already	has	notoriously	high	rent	prices,	and	now	many	San	Franciscans	

have	become	unemployed	during	the	COVID-19	pandemic.		San	Francisco	has	allowed	cannabis	
smoking	in	private	residences	for	over	twenty-four	years	since	the	passage	of	Proposition	215	
(1996).		If	this	ordinance	is	enacted,	San	Franciscan	renters	will	be	liable	for	many	thousands	of	
dollars	in	fines	and	fees	that	we	cannot	afford.		Further,	this	will	make	it	harder	to	rent	in	San	
Francisco,	let	alone	afford	food,	other	medicine,	and	utilities.		In	effect,	a	ban	on	smoking	in	
private	homes	will	simply	force	people	to	smoke	outdoors	in	public,	subjecting	the	public	to	
even	more	secondhand	smoke	and	subjecting	smokers	to	increased	fines	and	increased	risk	of	
police	interaction.	

	
Racial	disparities	in	San	Francisco’s	economic	inequality	are	well-documented.		People	

of	color	are	more	likely	to	be	renters	and	more	likely	to	have	difficulty	affording	rent.		This	ban	
would	only	affect	people	who	live	in	multi-unit	buildings,	explicitly	exempting	people	who	can	
afford	their	own	free-standing	house.		It	is	already	unfair	to	discriminate	against	people	who	
are	not	wealthy	enough	to	afford	to	rent	or	buy	a	whole	home,	but	especially	so	in	San	
Francisco	where	housing	is	so	expensive,	and	especially	so	during	the	pandemic	when	
employment	is	scarcer.	

	
II.		The	Proposed	Ordinance	Would	Invite	Litigation,	Because	Proposition	215	Prevents	

Localities	from	Prohibiting	Patients	from	Inhaling	Cannabis	at	Home.	
	
In	1996,	California	voters	enacted	Proposition	215,	the	Compassionate	Use	Act.		

California	Health	and	Safety	Code	Section	11362.5(b)(1)	declares	that	the	Act’s	purposes	
include	“To	ensure	that	seriously	ill	Californians	have	the	right	to	obtain	and	use	marijuana	for	
medical	purposes…”	and	“To	ensure	that	patients	and	their	primary	caregivers	who	obtain	and	
use	marijuana	for	medical	purposes	upon	the	recommendation	of	a	physician	are	not	subject	to	
criminal	prosecution	or	sanction.”			

	
By	prohibiting	smoking	and	vaporizing	cannabis	in	private	homes,	proposed	ordinance	

File	No.	201265	would	violate	patients’	rights	by	illegally	abridging	patients’	“right	to	obtain	and	
use	marijuana	for	medical	purposes”	and	by	impermissibly	“sanction[ing]”	them.2		This	would	
invite	seriously	ill	San	Franciscans	to	sue	the	City	for	this	violation	of	their	civil	rights,	and	the	
proposed	ordinance	would	not	withstand	legal	challenge.	

	
Further,	Proposition	64	(2016)	specifically	reaffirmed	these	rights	of	medical	patients,	by	

saying	that	the	proposition	shall	not	“be	construed	or	interpreted	to	amend,	repeal,	affect,	

																																																								
2	Cal.	H&S	Code	§	11362.5(b)(1),	
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=11362.5.&law
Code=HSC.	



	

	

restrict,	or	preempt…	Laws	pertaining	to	the	Compassionate	Use	Act	of	1996.”3		The	stated	
primary	purpose	of	Proposition	64	was	to	legalize	cannabis	consumption,	which	includes	
smoking.		Since	Proposition	64	already	explicitly	bans	cannabis	smoking	in	public	and	in	the	
wide	range	of	places	where	tobacco	smoking	is	banned	such	as	restaurants,	bars,	and	
workplaces,	it	is	clear	that	voters	supporting	Proposition	64	did	not	intend	to	ban	cannabis	
smoking	in	private	homes.		Since	cannabis	inhalation	is	already	banned	in	all	public	places,	
banning	it	in	private	homes	would	amount	to	a	total	ban,	contravening	the	voters’	will	in	
Proposition	64.	

	
III.		The	Proposed	Exception	for	Doctor’s	Recommendation	Holders	is	Insufficient.	
	
We	understand	the	proposed	ordinance	has	been	amended	to	provide	an	exemption	for	

those	few	seriously	ill	San	Franciscans	who	hold	a	doctor’s	recommendation,	which	was	
necessary	for	obtaining	a	Medical	Marijuana	Identification	Card	(MMIC)	until	2016’s	
Proposition	64.		This	exception	is	not	enough:	the	doctor’s	recommendation	is	no	longer	
necessary	for	adult	patients	to	possess	cannabis,	and	the	MMIC	was	already	expensive	and	
complicated	to	obtain—not	to	mention	impossible	to	obtain	during	Shelter-in-Place.4		Since	
virtually	none	of	the	City’s	thousands	of	patients	have	a	doctor’s	recommendation,	and	the	City	
does	not	currently	offer	the	MMIC,	the	proposed	exception	is	all	but	meaningless.			

	
The	exception	for	patients	with	a	doctor’s	recommendation	for	medical	cannabis,	is	not	

enough	because,		even	though	anyone	can	get	a	recommendation	in	California,	healthcare	is	
not	free	either.		Many	people	struggle	to	afford	health	insurance	and	co-pays	for	medical	
appointments	and	medications,	let	alone	a	special	piece	of	paper	to	be	allowed	to	cannabis	at	
home	legally.		Since	the	passage	of	Proposition	64	in	2016	allowing	all	adults	to	use	cannabis	at	
home	without	fear	of	criminal	penalty,	most	patients	in	San	Francisco	have	ceased	consulting	
specialist	physicians	about	cannabis	recommendations.	

	
Further,	many	adult	San	Franciscans	use	cannabis	at	home	for	reasons	other	than	

medical	relief,	including	spiritual	and	recreational	purposes,	which	would	be	inappropriately	
prohibited	by	this	ordinance.	

	
IV.		Inhaled	Cannabis	is	Medicine,	and	Edibles	Are	Inadequate	Substitutes.	
	
Besides	banning	inhaling	(smoking	and	vaping)	tobacco	in	residences,	this	ordinance	

would	ban	inhaling	cannabis.		Many	clinical	studies,	including	many	studies	funded	by	the	State	

																																																								
3	Cal.	H&S	§	11362.45(i),	
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=11362.45.&la
wCode=HSC.	
	
4	“[D]ue	to	Shelter-in-Place	order,	our	office	is	currently	closed	to	the	public,	and	we	are	not	
processing	Medical	Marijuana	ID	cards,”	
https://www.sfdph.org/dph/comupg/oservices/medSvs/MCID/default.asp.	



	

	

of	California5	and	some	right	here	in	San	Francisco,6	have	shown	that	both	smoked	and	
vaporized	cannabis	are	efficacious	medicine.		It	is	cruel	to	prohibit	people	from	using	the	
medicine	that	works	best	for	them,	especially	after	decades	of	allowing	it.			

	
Patients	who	use	cannabis	for	acute	or	severe	symptoms,	such	as	cachexia	or	nausea,	

need	fast-acting	relief.		Inhalation	takes	less	than	a	minute	to	deliver	this	symptom	relief,	
whereas	ingested	edible	medical	cannabis	products	can	take	over	an	hour.		Patients	suffering	
from	gastrointestinal	distress,	experiencing	nausea	or	vomiting,	may	use	medical	cannabis	in	
order	to	be	able	to	eat,	and	may	be	unable	to	consume	baked	goods	or	liquid	preparations.7		

	
Further,	a	major	advantage	of	inhalation	is	dose	titration.		People	whose	symptoms	vary	

day-to-day	may	need	more	or	less	cannabis	to	relieve	their	symptoms	than	they	did	yesterday.		
Inhalation’s	quick	onset	makes	it	possible	to	titrate	the	dose	(meaning,	decide	whether	they	
need	more	or	not),	whereas	ingestion	takes	much	longer	before	knowing	whether	increasing	
the	dose	is	necessary.		The	June	4,	2014	Forbes	article,	“Is	Eating	Marijuana	Really	Riskier	Than	
Smoking	it?”,	quotes	Professor	Franson	of	the	University	of	Colorado	on	this	topic:		

	
One	of	the	issues	lies	in	how	the	two	forms	of	the	drug	are	absorbed	and	
metabolized,	and	how	quickly	the	high	comes	on.		“The	major	difference	is	in	the	
absorption	of	the	[edible]	product	into	the	blood	stream,”	says	Kari	Franson,	
PharmD,	PhD,	Clinical	Pharmacologist	and	Associate	Dean	for	Professional	
Education,	Department	of	Clinical	Pharmacy,	at	University	of	Colorado	Skaggs	

																																																								
5	See,	e.g.,	Wallace	M,	Schulteis	G,	Atkinson	JH,	Wolfson	T,	Lazzaretto	D,	Bentley	H,	Gouaux	B,	
Abramson	I	(November	2007)	Dose-dependent	Effects	of	Smoked	Cannabis	on	Capsaicin-
induced	Pain	and	Hyperalgesia	in	Healthy	Volunteers.	Anesthesiology.		2007	Nov;107(5):785-96.		
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18073554.			
Wilsey	B,	Marcotte	T,	Tsodikov	A,	Millman	J,	Bentley	H,	Gouaux	B,	Fishman	S.	(2008)	A	
Randomized,	Placebo-Controlled,	Crossover	Trial	of	Cannabis	Cigarettes	in	Neuropathic	Pain.		J	
Pain.		2008	Jun;9(6):506-21.		http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18403272.			
Wallace	MS,	Marcotte	TD,	Umlauf	A,	Gouaux	B,	Atkinson	JH.	(2015).	Efficacy	of	Inhaled	
Cannabis	on	Painful	Diabetic	Neuropathy.		J	Pain.		2015	Jul;16(7):616-27.		
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25843054.			
Wilsey	B,	Marcotte	T,	Deutsch	R,	Gouaux	B,	Sakai	S,	Donaghe	H.	(2013).	Low-Dose	Vaporized	
Cannabis	Significantly	Improves	Neuropathic	Pain.		J	Pain.		2013	Feb;14(2):136-48.	
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23237736.		
	
6	See,	e.g.,	Abrams	DI,	Jay	CA,	Shade	SB,	Vizoso	H,	Reda	H,	Press	S,	Kelly	ME,	Rowbotham	MC,	
Petersen	KL.	Cannabis	in	painful	HIV-associated	sensory	neuropathy:	A	randomized	placebo-
controlled	trial.		Neurology.		2007	Feb	13;68(7):515-21.		
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17296917.	
	
7	See	“Gastrointestinal	Disorders	and	Medical	Marijuana”	by	Americans	for	Safe	Access,	at	
https://www.safeaccessnow.org/gastrointestinal-disorders.	



	

	

School	of	Pharmacy.		“Once	it	is	in	the	blood,	it	quickly	goes	to	and	has	an	effect	
on	the	brain.		With	smoking,	the	peak	blood	levels	happen	within	3-10	minutes,	
and	with	eating,	it’s	1-3	hours.”8	
	

Thus	ingesting	medical	cannabis,	by	virtue	of	its	less	rapid	onset,	provides	inferior	symptom	
relief	for	patients	seeking	to	address	acute	symptoms	as	rapidly	as	possible.			
	
	

Supervisors,	please	reject	File	No.	201265,	because	it	is	unfair	to	treat	more	harshly	
those	San	Franciscans	who	cannot	afford	their	own	free-standing	home.			
	

We	look	forward	to	being	in	dialogue	with	you	about	this	important	issue;	please	direct	
questions	about	it	to	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	member	Jesse	Stout	at	
JesseStout@gmail.com.	
	

Thank	you.	
	
Regards,	
	
San	Francisco	Cannabis	Oversight	Committee	
	
	
	
	 _______________________________	
	 By:	 Nina	Parks,	Chair	

																																																								
8	https://www.forbes.com/sites/alicegwalton/2014/06/04/is-eating-marijuana-really-riskier-
than-smoking-it.	
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: Smokefree Multi-unit Housing- ACS CAN Letter
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 3:26:28 PM
Attachments: San Francisco Smokefree MUH Letter of Concern 2020.pdf
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From: Mary Kemp <mary.kemp@cancer.org> 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2020 12:03 PM
To: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>;
Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Marstaff (BOS) <marstaff@sfgov.org>; PrestonStaff (BOS)
<prestonstaff@sfgov.org>; Haneystaff (BOS) <haneystaff@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS]
<mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; RonenStaff (BOS) <ronenstaff@sfgov.org>; Waltonstaff (BOS)
<waltonstaff@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Smokefree Multi-unit Housing- ACS CAN Letter
 

 

Good afternoon President Yee and Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors-
 
The American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network respectfully submits a letter as you
consider the proposed smokefree multi-unit housing ordinance. We urge you to pass a strong
ordinance without exemptions. As the acting Government Relations Director, I am happy to be a
resource during this process.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Mary Kemp
Northern California Grassroots Manager
m: 520.907.0476

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network, Inc.
1001 Marina Village Parkway Suite 300
Alameda, CA 94501
fightcancer.org | 1.800.227.2345

This message (including any attachments) is intended exclusively for the individual to whom it 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 part of it. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately.
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November 12, 2020

The Honorable Norman Yee

Members of the 5an Francisco Board of Supervisors

l- Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Roonr 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear President Yee and Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

The Arnerican Cancer Society Cancer Action Network's (ACS CAN) mission is to end suffering and death

frorn cancer, and we are committed to continuing that mission in the city of San Francisco. We applaud

President Yee for bringing this irnportant issue before the Board, but we are deeply concerned with the
proposed exemption. Nearly half of all San Francisco residents live in multi-unit housingwhich are not
protected from the dangers of secondhand smoke. Everyone deserves to breathe clean air in their
homes, whetherthey can afford to rent or buy, and the only wayto eliminate secondhand smoke

exposure is to prevent it.

As we consider public health through an equity lens, we must recognize that not all populations are

equally impacted. Youth, communities of color, LGBTQA+ and those from low-income comrnunities are

irnpacted bytobacco-related disease at higher rates. Exposure of children, newborns, and pregnant

women to secondhand srnoke are especially concerning. The evidence supporting the association of

secondhand exposure of children with respiratory illnesses is strong. Increased rates of lower respiratory

illness, middle-ear infections, tonsillectomy and adenoidectomy, cough, asthma and asthma

exacerbations, hospitalizations, and SIDS have been reported.

Secondhand smoke contains many poisons and cancer-causing chemicals, including nicotine, carbon

monoxide, arnmonia, formaldehyde, hydrogen cyanide, nitrogen oxides, phenol, sulfur dioxide, lead,

and others. Tobacco and marijuana smoke do not stay confined within a single room nor does it stay

confined within a single unit in ntulti-unit apartrnerrt buildings. Ventilation systents can distribute

secondhand srnoke throughout a building, seeping through walls and cracks. Data clearly demonstrates

thatthe residents of srnokefree units in multi-unit buildings without smokefree air policies are not safe

from srnoke exposure.

Comprehensive smokefree laws, that define multi-unit housing as two or more units, including

condorniniums, townhouses and duplexes, are effective at protecting nonusers from exposure to
secondhand smoke, reducing initiation, especially among youth, and increasing quit attempts by

smokers. We also recommend that all residents have accessto available srnoking cessation resources.

Such combination of sound policy and resources have led to lower smoking rates and improved health

status, including fewer heart attacks and cancers.

ACS CAN opposes the smoking or aerosolization of cannabis and its extracts in public places because the

smoke poses potential health hazards to the public, including vulnerable populations like cancer

patients. There are currently four U.S. Food and Drug Administration approved cannabinoid drugs with

approved uses including reducing seizures due to epilepsy, reducing pain from multiple sclerosis and

addressing nausea and vomiting in cancer.
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During these challenging times, as our community works to improve ventilation and clean air, to reduce

exposure to smoke from fires, and to ensure quality lung health is an option for all residents during our

current public health crisis, we urgethe San Francisco Board of Supervisorsto makethe health of all

residents a priority and join the 63+ communities throughout California who have adopted smokefree

multi-unit housing policies.

Sincerely,

Uruw
Grassroots Manager, Northern California
American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: For All Supervisors: Please Support for Smoking Ban
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 3:23:30 PM

From: lgpetty@juno.com <lgpetty@juno.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 28, 2020 9:08 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: For All Supervisors: Please Support for Smoking Ban
 

 

Dear Supervisors,
 
Please Support the Smoking Ban.
 
As an advocate for seniors and people with disabilities,
I urge you to support Board President Norman Yee's proposal
to ban smoking, including cannabis and vaping, from all
residential buildings of 3 or more units.
 
This is an issue involving protection of public health and safety.
It has been instituted in 63 other California municipalities. In San Francisco, there's already
a ban on smoking in residential common areas. Many building owners already voluntarily ban
smoking
within their residential units.
 
San Francisco must recognize this as an issue of science and fact and equity.
This is NOT an issue of freedom; nor privacy; nor politics.
It's not an issue of moderate vs progressive, nor landlords vs tenants; nor rich vs poor.
 
This is about protecting all our neighbors and neighborhoods from proven harm--
the harm from secondhand smoke and harm from fires caused by smoking.
It's about equity-- preserving the rights of us ALL to a clean and
safe environment.
 
As a senior myself, harking back to my life in San Francisco
in the Sixties, I smoked my share of marijuana. I am not a cannabis
opponent: in fact I have participated in campaigns
to make it legal.
 
I know a great many people who use cannabis for medicinal purposes.
But almost all of them do not smoke it. They use other forms
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such as edibles, oils, and tinctures.
 
We who favored legalizing cannabis, may have even opposed  secondhand tobacco smoke,
but never really came to terms with secondhand cannabis smoke. Through many decades there was
a great
reluctance to admit or speak out loud the fact that smoke, no matter the source,
is harmful to others.
 
Now we must face it: our freedom to indulge in a pleasure (smoking tobacco OR marijuana), cannot
be allowed
to continue hurting seniors and babies; those with lung impairments; and others
without impairments who are likely to develop them through exposure.
 
The message of recent climate change forest fires is clear: fire AND smoke are
dangerous. It's critical that we do what we know is effective to protect all our residents from both:
please support the smoking ban.
 
Thank you
 
Lorraine Petty
Senior
District 5 Renter
Advocate for seniors and people with disabilities.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

____________________________________________________________

Top News - Sponsored By Newser

Ex-Trump Campaign Aide Files Suit Over 'Spying'
Washington Inaction Forces States to Step Up
Iran: We Know Who Killed Our Nuclear Scientist
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: public comment on smoking ordinance
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 3:23:14 PM

From: crgbennett@ymail.com <crgbennett@ymail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2020 11:34 AM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: public comment on smoking ordinance
 

 

Dear Board of Supervisors,
 
Please vote AGAINST the ordinance to ban smoking in multiunit housing.  
 
I've lived in San Francisco since 1985 and was fortunate enough to purchase a 3-unit
building in Noe Valley with my now-husband in the early 90's.  Since then, we've lived
in one unit while renting out the other two.  We've always done our best to be good
members of our community, even renting out our units for below market rent to LGBT
individuals in need.  We've never had a tenant complain.  Ever.  
 
Admittedly, I like to enjoy a good cigar in my home after dinner.  I think I've earned that
right as a 70-something year old gay man who has endured a lot during my life.  But
very soon, that could be illegal because my building contains two rental units in addition
to the unit we live in.  After residing in my building for over 25 years, you will soon be
making me a lawbreaker in my own home.  That is preposterous!  I understand that
cannabis currently has popular support, and I agree that smoking cannabis should not be
illegal- but it would be entirely unfair to penalize me for smoking a cigar while
exempting cannabis smokers.
 
I've spent my life advocating for LGBT rights, including the concept of keeping the
government "out of our bedrooms".  That the City and County of San Francisco is on the
verge of putting government back into our bedrooms is something I never thought I
would see.  I urge you- please reject this ordinance!
 
Rgds- Craig
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: OPPOSE proposed smoking ordinance
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 3:23:01 PM

From: Michael Lee <michael.lee.94122@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 29, 2020 7:48 PM
To: Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS]
<mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS) <rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Mar,
Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Marstaff (BOS) <marstaff@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Preston, Dean (BOS) <dean.preston@sfgov.org>; PrestonStaff (BOS)
<prestonstaff@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee,
Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Cc: info@sfdemocrats.org; info@hrcsf.org; info@sftu.org
Subject: OPPOSE proposed smoking ordinance
 

 

Supervisors:
 
Please join the many tenants and residents of multi-unit housing in San Francisco who
vehemently oppose the recent proposed ordinance to ban smoking in residential housing
units. 
 
This proposed ordinance will undoubtedly be weaponized in tenant-vs-tenant or
landlord-vs-tenant disputes. Tenants and residents in San Francisco should not be subject
to such potential harassment. And while the ordinance precludes a violation as a cause
for eviction, the outrageous penalty fee of $1,000/day is tantamount to an eviction —
most low and middle income San Franciscans would be unable to pay their rent if such a
fee were assessed. 
 
Perhaps even more troubling is the invasion of personal privacy inherent in this
ordinance. Clearly, the only way that this ordinance could be reasonably enforced is if
law enforcement were to gain forced entry to PRIVATE housing units to obtain evidence
of a violation. This is a terrifying proposition, especially considering that such action
could be predicated merely on the complaint of a landlord or neighbor, and that forced
entry by law enforcement all too often leads to violent and devastating consequences for
residents. 
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I understand that there is some consideration for an exemption related to marijuana
smoking. This type of exemption is ill advised and legally dubious. First, it does nothing
to address the complaint-driven harassment or disturbing privacy concerns. Moreover, it
is likely in violation of state law. Notably, Health and Safety Code 11362.3 in part states:
 
“(a) Section 11362.1 does not permit any person to:
(2) Smoke cannabis or cannabis products in a location where smoking tobacco is
prohibited.”
 
Thus, any ban imposed on tobacco smoking in California will and must also include a
ban on marijuana smoking. The two are inseparable in this regard, and any special
exemption for cannabis is not permitted. 
 
As a good government advocate, I must also emphatically express my concern that
Board Rule 3.22 was waived for the proposed ordinance. This rule states that  committee
hearings on major policy issues must be deferred for 30 days. Unquestionably, the
proposed ordinance is a major policy issue that will directly impact thousands of San
Franciscans. It does NOT involve routine operations of the departments of the City or a
legal time limit controlling the hearing timing — the only exemptions for waiving this
rule. 
 
Instead of the ordinance as proposed, I wholeheartedly support the idea put forth by Brad
Hirn of the Housing Rights Committee:  The City should explore offering incentives to
landlords “to properly seal their buildings and their apartments to prevent smoke from
traveling more easily.” In addition, your Board could consider enhancing the current
education and noticing requirements for prospective tenants so that no one is a surprised
that smoking is permissible in specific units within a particular residential building. 
 
Supervisors, please vote NO on this proposed ordinance. It was hastily rushed through
the legislative process and will certainly lead to dangerous unintended consequences. 
 
Best regards,
 
—Michael Lee
Sunset District



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: Please don"t ban cannabis smoking in apartments!
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 3:22:39 PM

From: Mira Ingram <mirabai.prema@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2020 12:03 PM
To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please don't ban cannabis smoking in apartments!
 

 

Dear Supervisors,
 
I am a long-time medical cannabis patient and advocate, and
used to serve on San Francisco's Marijuana Offences Oversight
Committee pre legalization.  Please do not ban smoking and
vaping cannabis in San Francisco apartments.
 
I've spent the last 30 years of my life working for the rights of
people with illnesses and disabilities to be able to safely
consume medical cannabis without being criminalized.  Now
that recreational use is legal, most medical cannabis patients
no longer seek out formal medical cannabis recommendations
from doctors.  We've finally achieved safe access for sick and
disabled people in San Francisco, but banning smoking or
vaping cannabis in apartments will end that. Dispensaries that
allow smoking inside are not only rare, but many require you
to buy something (sometimes at a $50 or $100 minimum)
during that visit to access the smoking area.  Smoking areas in
dispensaries have been shut down due to COVID, and there's
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no sign of if -- or when -- they'll be allowed to reopen.  It is
illegal to smoke cannabis outside under California law.  This
leaves no place for sick and disabled apartment residents to
legally or safely medicate, and re-criminalizes all of us.
 
Many people are unable to utilize edible cannabis for their
illnesses.  For example, I have gastroparesis, making edible
cannabis unpredictable, and too often ineffective.  People
needing to relieve nausea benefit from cannabis because it can
be smoked and offer relief within minutes.  Edible cannabis
often can not be held down for the hour or two it takes to
start relieving nausea.
 
Please don't recriminalize sick and disabled people without
formal recommendations by banning consumption of their
medicine in apartments!
 
Mira Ingram
Ellis St., SF 94102



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Phil Points
To: Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Mar, Gordon (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Haney, Matt (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Walton, Shamann (BOS);
Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-legislative@sfgov.org; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela
(BOS)

Subject: Cannabis
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2020 10:47:49 AM

 

I am a 72 y/o male, 43 year resident of San Francisco, 35 yr survivor of HIV/AIDS, and rely on cannabis
as part of my regiment to stimulate appetite and fight insomnia. I am fortunate to be able to afford to pay
for a Medical Card from the San Francisco Department of Public Health. There are many who use
cannabis medicinally who cannot afford to pay for a card. 

I urge the Board of Supervisors to allow cannabis to be consumed in apartment buildings by everyone in
need. I am respectful of my neighbors and allow ventilation to not impose on them. Many years ago, a
local reporter spent 5 hours in a closed room at a dispensary interviewing patients while they smoked. A
blood draw after breathing the air for 5 hours, showed no signs of cannabis in his blood. Lastly, I don't
think we want people in need outside and smoking on the street, which I believe is illegal. 

Thank you for reading.

Phillip Points
San Francisco
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From: Chris Conrad
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: Oppose ban on smoking/vaping cannabis at home
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2020 9:53:34 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Supervisors,

I very strongly oppose San Francisco's proposal to ban smoking / vaping at home, including for cannabis for the
following reasons.

1) Banning residential smoking is an extreme action that intrudes into the privacy of the home.

2) The “dangers” of second hand cannabis smoke may be inferred but they have not been proved. In other words, the
term “dangers” refers to a value judgement that is a matter of opinion and is not proven to be a fact.

3) Whatever health exposure risks (eg., CO2, CO, benzene, ash, particulate, etc.) are known to be inherent to any
combustion and all smoke would be mitigated by vaporization, which does not involve combustion or generate those
compounds.

4) The ban does not deal uniformly with second hand smoke, excluding fumes from vehicles, barbecues or incense,
just to name a few. It is selective and discriminatory to go after only tobacco and cannabis but not other combustion
fumes.

5) There are ways to mitigate all smoke and even odor issues related to cannabis without resorting to such an
extreme step as prohibition. Simply requiring adequate ventilation or portable air filtration systems would solve the
problems or you could have a mediator respond when nuisances are reported and let them resolve and abate the
problem.

6) I would point out that California voters explicitly made it legal to smoke or ingest cannabis and states that activity
"shall not be a violation of state or local law.” Health and Safety Code 11362.1(a)(4). No such protection exists for
tobacco, so excepting cannabis could resolve the conflict. Localities have the right to ban onsite consumption for
businesses per the Business and Professions Code, but that does not apply to residential properties.

For all the above and other reasons, I believe that the proposed ban violates state law and places extreme and
unnecessary restrictions on the lawful behavior of responsible adults.

The measure should be rejected or amended to allow for cannabis use. Please oppose the proposed ban, as written,
and vote accordingly. Thank you,

— Chris Conrad, Editor 510-275-9311

theLeafOnline.com and Leaf Radio are part of West Coast Leaf
Your trusted news source about cannabis.
Send your press materials for consideration to: News@theLeafOnline.com
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Amaya Lascano
To: Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: Re: new ordinance that bans indoor smoking in apartment buildings with 3 or more units
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2020 7:21:21 PM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors / Catherine Stefani,

I am writing to you in regards to legislation that would ban smoking and 
vaporizing in residential apartments in buildings of three or more units.

We seek an amendment for an exemption for all cannabis consumers.  
As written, Yee’s legislation only exempts medical cannabis patients 
with a valid physician’s recommendation.   When Proposition 64 was 
implemented in 2018, most medical cannabis patients did not renew 
their medical cannabis recommendation.   Moreover, the smoke from a 
medical cannabis patient is indistinguishable from the smoke from an 
adult consumer of cannabis.   So, if a neighbor has an issue with a 
person’s cannabis smoke, they only have recourse if the person smoking 
is just an adult consumer of cannabis.  They have no recourse if the 
person smoking is a medical cannabis patient with a valid physician’s 
recommendation.   Thus, Yee’s legislation as written attacks the 
cannabis smoker’s status, not the smoke itself.  I find this to be totally 
irrational.

Also, laws against public consumption have been targeted against 
communities of color.   And most folks live in multiple-unit dwellings.  
Only wealthier folks can afford to live in one or two-unit buildings, 
making the law discriminatory against lower-income folks.   

Americans for Safe Access has made these great points as well:

• Whole flower cannabis, which is most often utilized by patients in a 
smokable form, is the most affordable and easily accessible form of 
this medicine that patients rely on.

• Many patients rely on whole flower cannabis to treat their conditions, 
as smoking cannabis is fast-acting in treating pain, alleviating anxiety, 
and restoring appetite.

• Smoking cannabis also enables patients to control their dose by taking 
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small inhalations until their desired level of symptom relief is achieved.

• Many adult cannabis patients do not participate in the state’s 
medical cannabis program since the 2016 passage of Proposition 64, 
which authorized adults to purchase, possess, and consume cannabis. 
The rights of these patients to smoke cannabis to treat their medical 
conditions in their private residences must be maintained, just as it 
should be for patients who are currently enrolled in the state’s medical 
cannabis program.

• It is unacceptable for San Francisco cannabis patients to be authorized 
to buy and possess medical cannabis but have no authorized place to 
use it.



 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Bruce Mirken
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: Don"t Attack Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2020 6:37:19 PM

 

John Carroll,

As a San Francisco resident, I am stunned that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in
private apartments could be included in a proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

Such an ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San Francisco
residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets, cannabis
consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance would thus
leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana, a legal substance in
California.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card. With cannabis legal for general adult use many medical marijuana
patients have chosen not to pay for this legal certification, and would now be forced to waste
time and money for no valid reason.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers, and cannabis smoke does not leave behind
prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine. This proposal is a solution in search of a
problem.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-unit
dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has been a
beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to countless
long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Bruce Mirken 
sftroubl@att.net 
1237 Alemany Blvd 
San Francisco, California 94112
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Fred Winograd
To: Yee, Norman (BOS)
Cc: Haney, Matt (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Mar, Gordon (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)

Subject: Smoking Ban Legislation - Let"s use science to guide us
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2020 6:50:42 PM

 

In regard to this legislation, I think it is on-target with one exception. Smoking marihuana
should be exempted for all users, not just smoking marihuana for medical purposes. 

Science is on the right side here. Second hand cigarette smoke has been proven to cause
cancer but that is not the case with  marihuana.
For that reason, please amend the legislation and let people enjoy one of life's real pleasures.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 5:02:32 PM

From: Akshay Patel <info@email.actionnetwork.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 6:14 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
 

 

San Francisco Supervisors,

STOP TRYING TO REGULATE MY HOUSE AND TRYING TO TELL ME WHATS BEST
FOR ME. I AM A GROWN ASS MAN.

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in
private apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets,
cannabis consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance
would thus leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave
behind prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-
unit dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has
been a beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to
countless long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Akshay Patel 
shayusc@gmail.com 
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39 Fort Mason 
San Francisco, California 94123

 



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 5:02:20 PM

From: Christ Lynch <info@email.actionnetwork.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 6:19 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
 

 

San Francisco Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in
private apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets,
cannabis consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance
would thus leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave
behind prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-
unit dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has
been a beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to
countless long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Christ Lynch 
crlynch@mac.com 
288 8th Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94118
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: SF Chamber File #201265 Cannabis Amendment
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 5:02:09 PM
Attachments: File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing Complexes.” SF Chamber Cannabis Amendment.pdf

From: Emily Abraham <eabraham@sfchamber.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 9:06 AM
To: Emily Abraham <eabraham@sfchamber.com>
Subject: SF Chamber File #201265 Cannabis Amendment
 

 

Dear President Norman Yee and Board of Supervisors,

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce represents hundreds of local businesses, including
cannabis retailers, manufacturers, and cultivators. Our cannabis small business members urge
you to amend proposed File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing Complexes” to
exclude cannabis-related smoking. While good intentioned, this legislation would be a step
back in cannabis reform, which San Francisco has fought so hard to make progressive steps
forward in. We urge you to consider this exemption for socioeconomic, racial, and health
related reasons. 
 
Please see attached for our full letter.
 
Thank you I hope you all have a wonderful Thanksgiving!
 
Respectfully,
 
Emily Abraham
 
Emily Abraham
Public Policy Manager
SF Chamber of Commerce
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November 25, 2020 
  
President Norman Yee and Board of Supervisors  
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 9410 
  
Re: File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing Complexes” - Cannabis Amendment 
  
Dear Board of Supervisors, 
 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce represents hundreds of local businesses, including cannabis retailers, 
manufacturers, and cultivators. We ask you to amend proposed File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing 
Complexes” to provide an exemption for cannabis related smoking. While good intentioned, this legislation would 
ultimately be a massive step back in cannabis reform, which San Francisco has fought so hard to make progressive 
steps forward in.  
 
A ban on cannabis smoking in multi-unit complexes raises the following issues for our members: 
 


1. Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic pain. 
 


a. San Francisco has some of the highest rents in the nation, and the world, and forces many 
individuals and families to rent in multi-unit housing complexes. Looking at our city’s renter 
demographics, it is clear that individuals of color are more likely to be renters in multi-unit 
complexes. Legislation that only impacts this renter population, is inherently impacting residents 
who cannot afford to own their own home. 
 


b. While there is an exemption for those who are Medical Marijiana Identification Card Holders, this is 
a very small population. The majority of San Francsicans who require cannabis for medical purposes 
have been protected from prosecution since 1996. It has also become increasingly more difficult for 
patients to obtain a card during shelter in place. As many of these patients are already 
immunocompromised, it is not in their best interest to go out and get a card. While an exemption, 
this adds another barrier due to cost, as well as risk. 
 


2. Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city government. 
 


a. As our cases increase,our residents must stay inside more, and with cannabis smoking being illegal 
outdoors, renters in multi unit complexes will have nowhere to legally consume cannabis. At the 
beginning of the pandemic, cannabis was deemed an essential industry. As such, we should be 
working to support the essential services it provides. 
 


b. Cannabis products used for smoking make up over 70% of cannabis sales in San Francisco. 
Disallowing residents from smoking cannabis products inside would devastate our local cannabis 
industry, and further hurt our local city sales tax revenue.  


 
c. The cannabis industry in San Francisco has taken a forefront position in creating socioeconomic 


equality and opportunities for those who have been impacted by the War on Drugs. To legislate  
against this industry will take away from much of the progressive work San Francisco has done 
regarding this industry. 
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3. Ensuing litigation. 
 


a. The Compassionate Use Act of 1996 declares that seriously ill Californians have the right to obtain 
and use marijuana for medical purposes, and can not be subject to criminal prosecution or sanction 
(Section 11362.5(b)(1)). Prohibiting smoking cannabis in home would go against the intentions of 
this act.  
 


b. Proposition 64 also ensures that the rights of medical patients are not restricted. It does however, 
also ban cannabis smoking in public. With a ban of cannabis smoking in public, and in private with 
this proposed legislation, there would be a total ban. This would go against the protections allowed 
in both Prop 64 and the Compassionate Use Act. 
 


4. Equates tobacco use to cannabis use.  
 


a. We support the intention of this legislation, and always want to keep the safety of our residents as 
a top priority. However, cannabis smoking does not have the same proven health impacts that 
smoking tobacco does. Cannabis is a known and verified treatment for mitigating health issues, and 
unlike tobacco, is not proven to be directly associated with smoking related cancers, or 
cardiovascular disease. 


 
For the reasons listed above, the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce and our cannabis small business members 
urge you to amend this legislation to exclude cannabis-related smoking. I urge you to consider this exemption for 
socioeconomic, racial, and health related reasons.  
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Café Flore & Flore Store 
CLARK HOWELL LLP 
Eaze 
Flower to the People  
Greenbridge Corporate Counsel 
Joyce Cenali and Mike Harden, Big Rock Partners 
Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick LLP 
Mahajan Consulting 
Meadow 
The Arcview Group 
The Bay Area Chapter or Americans for Safe Access 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Vapor Room 
 
Individuals: 
Andrew R. Silva 
 
 
 
 
CC: Mayor London N. Breed, Clerk of the Board, the full Board of Supervisors 
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November 25, 2020 
  
President Norman Yee and Board of Supervisors  
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 9410 
  
Re: File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing Complexes” - Cannabis Amendment 
  
Dear Board of Supervisors, 
 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce represents hundreds of local businesses, including cannabis retailers, 
manufacturers, and cultivators. We ask you to amend proposed File #201265 “No Smoking in Multi-Unit Housing 
Complexes” to provide an exemption for cannabis related smoking. While good intentioned, this legislation would 
ultimately be a massive step back in cannabis reform, which San Francisco has fought so hard to make progressive 
steps forward in.  
 
A ban on cannabis smoking in multi-unit complexes raises the following issues for our members: 
 

1. Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic pain. 
 

a. San Francisco has some of the highest rents in the nation, and the world, and forces many 
individuals and families to rent in multi-unit housing complexes. Looking at our city’s renter 
demographics, it is clear that individuals of color are more likely to be renters in multi-unit 
complexes. Legislation that only impacts this renter population, is inherently impacting residents 
who cannot afford to own their own home. 
 

b. While there is an exemption for those who are Medical Marijiana Identification Card Holders, this is 
a very small population. The majority of San Francsicans who require cannabis for medical purposes 
have been protected from prosecution since 1996. It has also become increasingly more difficult for 
patients to obtain a card during shelter in place. As many of these patients are already 
immunocompromised, it is not in their best interest to go out and get a card. While an exemption, 
this adds another barrier due to cost, as well as risk. 
 

2. Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city government. 
 

a. As our cases increase,our residents must stay inside more, and with cannabis smoking being illegal 
outdoors, renters in multi unit complexes will have nowhere to legally consume cannabis. At the 
beginning of the pandemic, cannabis was deemed an essential industry. As such, we should be 
working to support the essential services it provides. 
 

b. Cannabis products used for smoking make up over 70% of cannabis sales in San Francisco. 
Disallowing residents from smoking cannabis products inside would devastate our local cannabis 
industry, and further hurt our local city sales tax revenue.  

 
c. The cannabis industry in San Francisco has taken a forefront position in creating socioeconomic 

equality and opportunities for those who have been impacted by the War on Drugs. To legislate  
against this industry will take away from much of the progressive work San Francisco has done 
regarding this industry. 
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3. Ensuing litigation. 
 

a. The Compassionate Use Act of 1996 declares that seriously ill Californians have the right to obtain 
and use marijuana for medical purposes, and can not be subject to criminal prosecution or sanction 
(Section 11362.5(b)(1)). Prohibiting smoking cannabis in home would go against the intentions of 
this act.  
 

b. Proposition 64 also ensures that the rights of medical patients are not restricted. It does however, 
also ban cannabis smoking in public. With a ban of cannabis smoking in public, and in private with 
this proposed legislation, there would be a total ban. This would go against the protections allowed 
in both Prop 64 and the Compassionate Use Act. 
 

4. Equates tobacco use to cannabis use.  
 

a. We support the intention of this legislation, and always want to keep the safety of our residents as 
a top priority. However, cannabis smoking does not have the same proven health impacts that 
smoking tobacco does. Cannabis is a known and verified treatment for mitigating health issues, and 
unlike tobacco, is not proven to be directly associated with smoking related cancers, or 
cardiovascular disease. 

 
For the reasons listed above, the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce and our cannabis small business members 
urge you to amend this legislation to exclude cannabis-related smoking. I urge you to consider this exemption for 
socioeconomic, racial, and health related reasons.  
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Café Flore & Flore Store 
CLARK HOWELL LLP 
Eaze 
Flower to the People  
Greenbridge Corporate Counsel 
Joyce Cenali and Mike Harden, Big Rock Partners 
Leland, Parachini, Steinberg, Matzger & Melnick LLP 
Mahajan Consulting 
Meadow 
The Arcview Group 
The Bay Area Chapter or Americans for Safe Access 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Vapor Room 
 
Individuals: 
Andrew R. Silva 
 
 
 
 
CC: Mayor London N. Breed, Clerk of the Board, the full Board of Supervisors 



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 5:01:54 PM

From: Margot Wampler <info@email.actionnetwork.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 9:27 AM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
 

 

San Francisco Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in
private apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets,
cannabis consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance
would thus leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave
behind prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-
unit dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has
been a beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to
countless long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Margot Wampler 
margot.wampler@gmail.com 
1001 pine st #1008 
San Francisco, California 94109
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Sara Payan
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine

(BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Mar, Gordon (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS); Haney, Matt (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS);
Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 12:12:21 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png

 

As a member of the SF Cannabis Oversight Committee, an educator and advocate for the chronically
and critically ill, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in private apartments be
dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance. 
 
The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San Francisco
residents.   Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets, cannabis consumption is
illegal in all public places under state law.  The proposed ordinance would thus leave apartment
dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.  Smoking cannabis outdoors unmasked also creates
a dangerous opportunity for exposure to COVID and many people using cannabis at home are
already vulnerable with other health complications.
 
An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable.  Obtaining a doctor’s recommendation is
costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID;  likewise obtaining a city ID card.  Many
more people are using cannabis for symptom management even prior to COVID and are doing so
because it is much easier to obtain in an adult use market.
 
The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard like
tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis smoke or vaping
to be harmful to health.  In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much smaller quantities than
tobacco smokers.  In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave behind prolonged, residual “third-
hand” odors like nicotine.  
 
This proposed legislation is dangerous for those on fixed incomes with illness as it unfavorably fixates
on those who cannot afford their own homes, whose loss of a home would create unsurmountable
hardship and the fines further this hardship. These are not San Francisco values, especially in a
pandemic!
 
The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-unit
dwellings.  San Francisco should do likewise.  For over forty years, San Francisco has been a beacon
of tolerance for marijuana users.   To trash this tradition now is an insult to countless long-term
renters who can’t afford their own homes. 
 
Sincerely.
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Zlanted

WITH SARA PAYAN




Sara Payan





Sara Payan
Seat 16, San Francisco Cannabis Oversight Committee
 

    
    EDUCATOR | PUBLIC POLICY ADVOCATE | WRITER 
    Sara Payan Consulting
    415-377-9577
    www.sarapayan.com
    www.plantedwithsara.com

    Facebook Twitter 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Mikki Norris
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: Oppose ban on smoking/vaping cannabis in the privacy of your home
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 10:41:11 AM

 

Dear Supervisors,

When the voters of California and San Francisco endorsed Prop. 64, it was with the understanding that
adults would be allowed to consume cannabis in the privacy of their home and other sanctioned areas like a
permitted consumption lounge or event. 

Sup. Yee's proposed ban on smoking or vaping cannabis in your home in a multi-dwelling residence as part
of an anti-tobacco campaign is wrong-headed and violates that personal right. While tobacco smokers have
other options to consume their desired product in condoned public spaces, this is not true for cannabis
consumers, whose options are severely restricted. Yet, Prop. 64 explicitly enshrined the right to smoke
cannabis in the California Health and Safety Code:

CA Health and Safety Code HSC 11362.1. (a) Subject to Sections 11362.2, 11362.3, 11362.4,
and 11362.45, but notwithstanding any other provision of law, it shall be lawful under state
and local law, and shall not be a violation of state or local law, for persons 21 years of age or
older to: (4) Smoke or ingest marijuana or marijuana products; 

The proposed ban before you effectively disenfranchises our rights to consume cannabis and discriminates
against those who can’t afford to live in a single-family residence. It discriminates against patients who
have found no need to spend money to get a doctor’s recommendation any longer, as cannabis is legal for
adults to use and the lawful quantities are sufficient for their medical use. Inhaled cannabis (smoked or
vaporized) is a preferred method of ingestion for many who find edibles or other methods too difficult to
titrate and can’t wait for up to two hours for an effect to happen. We shouldn’t be forced to use other
methods when we can easily smoke or vape cannabis for the desired effect either medicinally or for
personal or spiritual reasons.

Dr. Donald Abrams, a respected physician and researcher found that cannabis smoke either as primary or
second-hand has not been proven harmful to others. To equate second-hand cannabis smoke with tobacco
smoke is a false and misleading premise.

In addition, simple home air purifiers could be used to mitigate any concerns of smoke. I urge you to vote to
exempt cannabis smoking from Supervisor Yee's proposed smoking ban in the interest of equal rights for
cannabis consumers, social justice, and compassion. 

Respectfully,

-- Mikki Norris,
Educator on Prop. 64’s Campaign
510-215-8326
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 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Margot Wampler
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2020 9:32:25 AM

 

John Carroll,

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in private
apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets, cannabis
consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance would thus
leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave behind
prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-unit
dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has been a
beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to countless
long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Margot Wampler 
margot.wampler@gmail.com 
1001 pine st #1008 
San Francisco, California 94109
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From: Chuck John
To: BOS-Supervisors; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); BOS-Legislative Aides; Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Cc: Gail Whitty
Subject: Smoking Ban for Marijuana
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 9:25:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Board of Supervisors,
I frankly don’t mind pot smoke.  The landlord’s son lives in the building and I smell it quite often.
I do mind tobacco smoke.  We chase folks off our front step of our apartment when we can smell it coming through
our window above the door.  I’m glad our building owner’s son doesn’t smoke cigarettes.  I think his smoking pot is
good compared with cigarettes.
I was tested for allergies twice and scored positive reaction for tobacco allergy with respiratory issues like sinuses
headaches when I’m in the middle of it.
In tobacco they’ve isolated cancer causing chemicals just as they have in fragrances for laundry detergent, softeners,
and dryer sheets.  There’s no regulation nor disclosure for these fragrance chemical molecules.  They reek with a
sickly sweet smell that is nauseating when it wafts from the laundry into our apartment through gaps in planks.
To my knowledge, marijuana does not have similar cancer molecules like they’ve found in tobacco and corporate
chemistry fragrances.
Why not work on something like tobacco and fragrances in public spaces rather than harmless marijuana smoke that
doesn’t make one nauseated when smelling it 2nd hand?
I think the idea of banning pot smoking in SF is ridiculous.  That’s what it would be for those who couldn’t afford to
buy a $2 million house here.
So it’s banned outside, and now for apartment dwellers, they want to ban it inside too?
I see no reason for the rich to have special rights in SF with anything including marijuana rights to smoke.  Don’t
these billionaires have enough?
Cheers,  John Daniel San Francisco
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 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Christ Lynch
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 6:19:23 PM

 

John Carroll,

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in private
apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets, cannabis
consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance would thus
leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave behind
prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-unit
dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has been a
beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to countless
long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Christ Lynch 
crlynch@mac.com 
288 8th Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94118
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 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Akshay Patel
To: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: Please Protect Cannabis Users Rights in San Francisco
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 6:14:10 PM

 

John Carroll,

STOP TRYING TO REGULATE MY HOUSE AND TRYING TO TELL ME WHATS BEST FOR
ME. I AM A GROWN ASS MAN.

As a San Francisco resident, I urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in private
apartments be dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets, cannabis
consumption is illegal in all public places under state law. The proposed ordinance would thus
leave apartment dwellers with no legal place to enjoy marijuana.

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining a city ID card.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke hazard
like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand cannabis
smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much
smaller quantities than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave behind
prolonged, residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in multi-unit
dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San Francisco has been a
beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition now is an insult to countless
long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

Akshay Patel 
shayusc@gmail.com 
39 Fort Mason 
San Francisco, California 94123
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: John Hinman
To: Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Mar, Gordon (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Haney, Matt (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Walton, Shamann (BOS);
Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela
(BOS); board@cmacsf.org

Subject: OPPOSE #201265 CANNABIS SMOKING BAN
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 5:05:11 PM

 

Dear Supervisors
 
On behalf of the Board of Directors of the California Music and Culture Association (CMAC), please
reject File No. 201265;  our shared San Francisco values support equal legal access to cannabis, not
access to only those who can afford a free-standing home.
 
We strongly oppose the smoking ban legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis
consumers, not just medical cannabis patients who still have a medical cannabis recommendation
from their physician.  
 

Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic
pain.  You can smoke if you are rich enough to own your own home.

 
Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city
government.  Deemed essential to sell but not to medicate? 

 
What about the equity program?  How can we advance equity by making cannabis
use impossible for most?  Isn’t that another version of the failed war on drugs?   

 
Where do People Smoke?  Prop 64 bans public cannabis consumption, COVID closed
consumption lounges.  Without a place to smoke this ban encourages lawlessness.

 
Cannabis IS NOT Tobacco.  Don’t lump them together.  Cannabis is a known and
verified for mitigating health problems  – Tobacco Kills

 
 
Please oppose this legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis consumers, not just
medical cannabis patients with a physician’s recommendation.

Thank you,

California Music and Culture Association
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+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+
John A. Hinman
Hinman & Carmichael LLP
260 California Street, Suite 700
San Francisco, CA 94111
jhinman@beveragelaw.com
 
Phone: 415.362.1215 x101
FAX: 415.362.1494
http://www.beveragelaw.com
Click here to subscribe to our Booze Rules newsletter
Click here to check appointment availability
 
NOTICE: This email and all attachments are CONFIDENTIAL and intended SOLELY for the
recipients as identified in the "To," "Cc" and "Bcc" lines of this email. If you are not an
intended recipient, your receipt of this email and its attachments is the result of an
inadvertent disclosure or unauthorized transmittal. Sender reserves and asserts all rights to
confidentiality, including all privileges that may apply. Pursuant to those rights and privileges,
immediately DELETE and DESTROY all copies of the email and its attachments, in whatever
form, and immediately NOTIFY the sender of your receipt of this email. DO NOT review, copy,
forward, or rely on the email and its attachments in any way. NOTICE: NO DUTIES ARE
ASSUMED, INTENDED, OR CREATED BY THIS COMMUNICATION. If you have not executed a fee
contract or an engagement letter, this firm does NOT represent you as your attorney. You are
encouraged to retain counsel of your choice if you desire to do so. All rights of the sender for
violations of the confidentiality and privileges applicable to this email and any attachments are
expressly reserved.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: FW: No On Smoking Ban
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 12:25:49 PM
Attachments: 1HCCSF letter opposing No Smoking Initiative 11182020.pdf

 
 

From: Carlos Solorzano <Carlos@hccsf.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 12:19 PM
To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>
Subject: No On Smoking Ban
 

 

Ms. Calvillo, can you please forward the attached letter to the whole Board of Supervisors on behalf
of the Hispanic Chambers of Commerce of San Francisco?
 
Thank you and have a great and safe holiday!
 
 
Carlos Solórzano
CEO
HCCSF
CHCC Northern Region Chair
Office 415.735.6120
Cell    415.259.1498
Carlos@hccsf.com
www.hccsf.com

 
“This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are the property of the Hispanic Chambers of
Commerce of San Francisco and their affiliate Chambers, and are confidential, and intended
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one of
the named recipient (s) or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message
in error, please notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer. Any
other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited. Thank you for your cooperation.”
ü Please consider the environment before printing this email
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November 18th., 2020 
 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
c/o Clerk Angela Calvillo 
Angela.calvillo@sfgov.org 
 
 
RE: Please Vote “No” on Supe. Yee’s Classist Ordinance to Prohibit Smoking by San Franciscans 
who Cannot Afford to Buy Single-Family Homes (File No. 201265) 
 
 
Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors City and County of San Francisco: 
 
The Hispanic Chambers of Commerce of San Francisco and its Board of Directors has unanimously 
voted to oppose the proposed ordinance File No. 201265 (Yee), and asks that you support us by 
rejecting this well-intentioned legislation based on its discriminatory socioeconomic impact.  The 
legislation seeks to protect air quality for non-smokers but would do so at the cost of the civil 
liberties of otherwise law-abiding tenants who smoke tobacco and/or cannabis.  The ordinance 
would disallow smoking, but only for people in multi-unit residential buildings, meaning that San 
Franciscans who can afford to buy free-standing homes would be unaffected and could still smoke in 
peace.  The $1,000/day penalty adds insult to injury, since only wealthy people can pay such fines, 
but wealthy people are already exempted by virtue of owning their own free-standing homes.  
 
I.  This Inhalation Ban Would Exacerbate Racial and Economic Inequality. 
 
This proposed ban on both smoking and vaporizing both tobacco and cannabis would only apply to 
apartments and condominiums buildings with more than two residential units, not single-family 
homes.  The penalties for violations are up to $1,000 per day and, while these fines are appealable, 
unsuccessful appellants are required to pay the City’s costs including attorneys’ fees. 
 
San Francisco already has notoriously high rent prices, and now many San Franciscans have become 
unemployed during the COVID-19 pandemic.  If this ordinance is enacted, San Franciscan renters will 
be liable for many thousands of dollars in fines and fees that we cannot afford.  Further, this will 
make it harder to rent in San Francisco, let alone afford food, other medicine, and utilities.  In effect, 
a ban on smoking in private homes will simply force people to smoke outdoors in public, subjecting 
the public to even more secondhand smoke and subjecting smokers to increased fines and increased 
risk of police interaction. 
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Racial disparities in San Francisco’s economic inequality are well-documented.  As we all know, the 
majority of renters are underserved minorities of color and more likely already have difficulty 
affording rent.  This ban would only affect people who live in multi-unit buildings, explicitly 
exempting people who can afford their own free-standing house.  It is already unfair to discriminate 
against people who are not wealthy enough to afford to rent or buy a whole home, but especially so 
in San Francisco where housing is so expensive, and especially so during the pandemic when 
employment is even more scarce. 
 
For this reason, we strongly encourage a vote of opposition to this unreasonable legislation. 
 
 
Sincerely yours;  
 
 
 


Carlos Solórzano-Cuadra 
CEO 
Hispanic Chambers of Commerce 
Of San Francisco (HCCSF) 
Office: 415.735.6120 
E mail: carlos@hccsf.com  
 
Cc: Board of Directors 
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November 18th., 2020 
 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
c/o Clerk Angela Calvillo 
Angela.calvillo@sfgov.org 
 
 
RE: Please Vote “No” on Supe. Yee’s Classist Ordinance to Prohibit Smoking by San Franciscans 
who Cannot Afford to Buy Single-Family Homes (File No. 201265) 
 
 
Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors City and County of San Francisco: 
 
The Hispanic Chambers of Commerce of San Francisco and its Board of Directors has unanimously 
voted to oppose the proposed ordinance File No. 201265 (Yee), and asks that you support us by 
rejecting this well-intentioned legislation based on its discriminatory socioeconomic impact.  The 
legislation seeks to protect air quality for non-smokers but would do so at the cost of the civil 
liberties of otherwise law-abiding tenants who smoke tobacco and/or cannabis.  The ordinance 
would disallow smoking, but only for people in multi-unit residential buildings, meaning that San 
Franciscans who can afford to buy free-standing homes would be unaffected and could still smoke in 
peace.  The $1,000/day penalty adds insult to injury, since only wealthy people can pay such fines, 
but wealthy people are already exempted by virtue of owning their own free-standing homes.  
 
I.  This Inhalation Ban Would Exacerbate Racial and Economic Inequality. 
 
This proposed ban on both smoking and vaporizing both tobacco and cannabis would only apply to 
apartments and condominiums buildings with more than two residential units, not single-family 
homes.  The penalties for violations are up to $1,000 per day and, while these fines are appealable, 
unsuccessful appellants are required to pay the City’s costs including attorneys’ fees. 
 
San Francisco already has notoriously high rent prices, and now many San Franciscans have become 
unemployed during the COVID-19 pandemic.  If this ordinance is enacted, San Franciscan renters will 
be liable for many thousands of dollars in fines and fees that we cannot afford.  Further, this will 
make it harder to rent in San Francisco, let alone afford food, other medicine, and utilities.  In effect, 
a ban on smoking in private homes will simply force people to smoke outdoors in public, subjecting 
the public to even more secondhand smoke and subjecting smokers to increased fines and increased 
risk of police interaction. 
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Racial disparities in San Francisco’s economic inequality are well-documented.  As we all know, the 
majority of renters are underserved minorities of color and more likely already have difficulty 
affording rent.  This ban would only affect people who live in multi-unit buildings, explicitly 
exempting people who can afford their own free-standing house.  It is already unfair to discriminate 
against people who are not wealthy enough to afford to rent or buy a whole home, but especially so 
in San Francisco where housing is so expensive, and especially so during the pandemic when 
employment is even more scarce. 
 
For this reason, we strongly encourage a vote of opposition to this unreasonable legislation. 
 
 
Sincerely yours;  
 
 
 

Carlos Solórzano-Cuadra 
CEO 
Hispanic Chambers of Commerce 
Of San Francisco (HCCSF) 
Office: 415.735.6120 
E mail: carlos@hccsf.com  
 
Cc: Board of Directors 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Terrance Alan
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: OPPOSE #201265 CANNABIS SMOKING BAN
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 11:49:36 AM

 

Supervisor Safai,
 
Please reject File No. 201265;  our shared San Francisco values support equal legal access to
cannabis, not access to only those who can afford a free-standing home.
 
I strongly oppose the smoking ban legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis
consumers, not just medical cannabis patients who still have a medical cannabis recommendation
from their physician.  
 

Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic
pain.  You can smoke if you are rich enough to own your own home.

 
Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city
government.  Deemed essential to sell but not to medicate? 

 
What about the equity program?  How can we advance equity by making cannabis
use impossible for most?  Isn’t that another version of the failed war on drugs?   

 
Where do People Smoke?  Prop 64 bans public cannabis consumption, COVID closed
consumption lounges.  Without a place to smoke this ban encourages lawlessness.

 
Cannabis IS NOT Tobacco.  Don’t lump them together.  Cannabis is a known and
verified for mitigating health problems  – Tobacco Kills

 
 
Please oppose this legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis consumers, not just
medical cannabis patients with a physician’s recommendation.

Thank you,

Terrance Alan  |  415.264.1129  |  415.727.7761 conference  |  10 to 10 except Sunday
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Terrance Alan
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS)
Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: OPPOSE #201265 CANNABIS SMOKING BAN
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 11:49:03 AM

 

Supervisor Walton,
 
Please reject File No. 201265;  our shared San Francisco values support equal legal access to
cannabis, not access to only those who can afford a free-standing home.
 
I strongly oppose the smoking ban legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis
consumers, not just medical cannabis patients who still have a medical cannabis recommendation
from their physician.  
 

Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic
pain.  You can smoke if you are rich enough to own your own home.

 
Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city
government.  Deemed essential to sell but not to medicate? 

 
What about the equity program?  How can we advance equity by making cannabis
use impossible for most?  Isn’t that another version of the failed war on drugs?   

 
Where do People Smoke?  Prop 64 bans public cannabis consumption, COVID closed
consumption lounges.  Without a place to smoke this ban encourages lawlessness.

 
Cannabis IS NOT Tobacco.  Don’t lump them together.  Cannabis is a known and
verified for mitigating health problems  – Tobacco Kills

 
 
Please oppose this legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis consumers, not just
medical cannabis patients with a physician’s recommendation.

Thank you,

Terrance Alan  |  415.264.1129  |  415.727.7761 conference  |  10 to 10 except Sunday
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Terrance Alan
To: Ronen, Hillary
Cc: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: OPPOSE #201265 CANNABIS SMOKING BAN
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 11:48:49 AM

 

Supervisor Ronen,
 
Please reject File No. 201265;  our shared San Francisco values support equal legal access to
cannabis, not access to only those who can afford a free-standing home.
 
I strongly oppose the smoking ban legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis
consumers, not just medical cannabis patients who still have a medical cannabis recommendation
from their physician.  
 

Disproportionately impacts low income residents, minorities, and patients in chronic
pain.  You can smoke if you are rich enough to own your own home.

 
Massive negative impact on an industry that should be supported by our city
government.  Deemed essential to sell but not to medicate? 

 
What about the equity program?  How can we advance equity by making cannabis
use impossible for most?  Isn’t that another version of the failed war on drugs?   

 
Where do People Smoke?  Prop 64 bans public cannabis consumption, COVID closed
consumption lounges.  Without a place to smoke this ban encourages lawlessness.

 
Cannabis IS NOT Tobacco.  Don’t lump them together.  Cannabis is a known and
verified for mitigating health problems  – Tobacco Kills

 
 
Please oppose this legislation unless it is amended to exempt all cannabis consumers, not just
medical cannabis patients with a physician’s recommendation.

Thank you,

Terrance Alan  |  415.264.1129  |  415.727.7761 conference  |  10 to 10 except Sunday
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