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Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ica n@acscan.o rg> on behalf of Andrea Thomas < ican@acscan.o rg > 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 12:57 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 

Categories: Bill in Com mittee 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right . 

In Sitka I have seen the damaging effects of an ordinance that does not protect every worker. Smoking clubs are in the same 
build ings as other businesses. The workers in these businesses suffer health consequences due to secondhand smoke. No 
one deserves that. I have worked with numerous communities in SE Alaska that wish the state would pass a law to make 
their lives easier. We need this law this year. Please move it forwa rd to protect all Alaskans from toxic secondhand smoke. I 
am also in favor of preventing people from being exposed to marijuana smoke and e cig vapors. We need you to help 
protect all Alaskans. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Andrea Thomas 
218 Shotgun Aly 
Sitka, AK 99835-9729 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

America n Ca ncer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of George Menard <ican@acscan.org > 
Tuesday, Ma rch 31, 2015 S:SS PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

The savings in health care costs could certainly go quite a ways towards offsetting any costs that might eventually be 
associated with extending Medicaid to 40.000 Alaskan citizens. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. George Menard 
PO Box 13168 
Trapper Creek, AK 99683-0168 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican @acscan.org > on behalf of Jen ny Olendorff <ican@acscan.org> 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 12:27 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill l 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 

Categories: Bill in Committee 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Jenny Olendorff 
PO Box 3918 
Soldotna, AK 99669-3918 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ica n@acscan.org > on beha lf of Kalen Saxton <ica n@acsca n.org> 
Tuesday, Ma rch 31, 2015 2:58 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 

Categories: Bill in Committee 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

I have lived in a smoke-free home for 43 years. I have worked in smoke-free work places for 35 years. It has been public 
knowledge for at least 40 years that second hand smoke can lead to Cancer in non-smoking adults and children. 

Individuals who smoke can choose to damage their health, but at the work place TAKE IT OUTSIDE. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Kalen Saxton 
5023 Marlowe Ave# B 
Anchorage, AK 99508-3738 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

America n Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Manuela Zigarl ick <ican@acscan.org> 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 12:27 PM 
Se n. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Follow Up Flag: Fo llow up 
Flag Status: Co mpleted 

Categories: Bill in Committee 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied t his 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
prod t.ictivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Manuela Zigarlick 
2525 Fritz cove road 
Juneau, AK 99801 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Mau reen Knutsen <ican@acscan.org> 
Tuesday, Ma rch 31, 2015 8:57 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Maureen Knutsen 
PO Box 134 
Naknek, AK 99633 

1 



Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, Al( 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate BilJ 1 to prohibit smoking in 
workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly 
half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this basic right. 

Smoke-free wor kplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of 
workers and Alaskans like me, bu t they improve produc tivi t y and set a 
healthy example fo r our chi ldren. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take i t Out side Act, t o get t he 
s moke out of alJ Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count on you t o 
protect the r ight of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. dogan ozkan 
abbasaga mahallesi yildiz vaddesi no 39/1 
Fairbanks, AK 997012106 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ica n@acscan.org > on beha lf of Andrea Fe naughty <ica n@acscan.org> 
Monday, March 30, 2015 6:26 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

It is time for Alaska to be smokefree. Let this be your legacy. Thank you . 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Andrea Fenaughty 
2400 Tradewind Dr 
Anchorage, AK 99516-3401 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Cindy Richmond <ican@acscan.org> 
Monday, March 30, 2015 7:26 PM 

To: Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Subject Please support Senate Bill l 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children and grandchildren. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Cindy Richmond 
PO Box 3104 
Palmer, AK 99645-3104 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Deborah Voves <ican@acscan.org > 
Monday, March 30, 2015 6:56 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject: Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Deborah Voves 
13231 Mountain Pl 
Anchorage, AK 99516-3150 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Heather Aron no <ican@acscan.org > 
Monday, March 30, 2015 6:25 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject: Please support Senate Bil l 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Heather Aronno 
7020 Potomac Dr 
Anchorage, AK 99504-2643 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Lindsie Britten <ican@acscan.org> 
Monday, March 30, 2015 8:26 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject: Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot bett~r for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Lindsie Britten 
975 Stol Dr 
North Pole, AK 99705-5317 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Ca ncer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Megan McAfee <ican@acscan.org> 
Monday, March 30, 2015 7:26 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Megan McAfee 
66510th Ave 
Apt 108 
Fairbanks, AK 99701-4663 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Rebecca Barker <ican@acscan.org > 
Monday, March 30, 2015 4:55 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Subject: Please support Senate Bill 1 

Mar 30, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

This bill would reduce employer insurance costs, reduce health care costs around Alaska and be a step in the direction of 
justice for all Alaskan workers. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska .workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Rebecca Barker 
2000 Bunker St 
Anchorage, AK 99503-1861 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Vanessa Hiratsuka <ican@acscan.org> 
Monday, March 30, 2015 10:56 PM 

To: Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Subject: Please support Senate Bill l 

Mar 31, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children . 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
on you to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Vanessa Hiratsuka 
8339 Eleusis Drive 
Anchorage, AK 99502-4631 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Charles Newberg Jr. <ican@acscan.org> 

Thursday, Apri l 02, 201S 12:37 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please support Senate Bill 1 

Apr2,2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right . 

I really believe that protecting our workforce from both secondhand smoke as well as second hand vapor is very important 
to the health of all Alaskans and hope you will support SB1. 
Thank you. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
ou to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Charles Newberg Jr. 
1371 Woll Rd 
North Pole, AK 99705-5523 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Erin Sheffiette <ican@acscan.org > 
Thursday, April 02, 2015 12:07 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

ct: Please support Senate Bill 1 

Apr 2, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. I personally have had the inopportunity to be in a smoking 
workplace breakroom as a nonsmoker and know how it can affect a person in their daily work even if they do not smoke 
themselves. 

's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
0 1 ou to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Erin Shefflette 
1371 Woll Rd 
North Pole, AK 99705-5523 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org > on behalf of Johna Beech <ican@acscan.org > 
Wednesday, April 01, 2015 11:04 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

ct: Please support Senate Bill 1 

Apr 1, 2015 

Senator Bill Stoltze 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Stoltze, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Senate Bill 1 to prohibit smoking in workplaces and public places. 

Everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. Unfortunately nearly half of Alaskans are in danger of being denied this 
basic right. 

Smoke-free workplaces are not only a whole lot better for the health of workers and Alaskans like me, but they improve 
productivity and set a healthy example for our children. 

I urge you to support 581! 

's why I support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. I hope I can count 
o ou to protect the right of all Alaskans to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Johna Beech 
PO Box 2258 
Kenai, AK 99611-2258 

1 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

Jason stenson 
8231 spruce st 
anchorage, AK 99507 

March 31, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Jason stenson <jason_stenson@yahoo.com> 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 9:01 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to t reat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

1 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Jason stenson 

2 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

Meagan Johnson 
2709 E 17th avenue 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

March 31, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Meagan Johnson <mjohnson4l 491@gmail.com > 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 11:22 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-ciga rettes like smoki ng. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting t he use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely el iminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is t here no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest th is is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke~free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

1 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASM (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Meagan Johnson 

2 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Categories: 

Michael Laggis 
2820 N. Silver Creek Dr. 
Palmer, AK 99645 

March 31, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Michael Laggis <fishgod@outlook.com> 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 11:11 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

Follow up 
Completed 

Bill in Committee 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 
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I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), .thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Michael Laggis 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

Shauna Tieszen 
8901 Kruger dr 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

March 31, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Shauna Tieszen <Shaunaonefamily@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, March 31, 2015 9:38 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives.i 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 
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I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Shauna Tieszen 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

Jamie Chil ton <highwa pes@gmai l.com> 
Thu rsday, March 26, 2015 11:16 PM 
Sen. Bil l Stoltze 

Subject Please Oppose SB 1 a nd HB 40 and any ot her effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

Jamie Chilton 
11887 Kenai Spur Hwy STE B 
Kenai, AK 99611 

March 27, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regard ing HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http:/ /www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting t he use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn' t quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outwe igh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in publ ic--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely t o happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at t heir lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislat ion that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

1 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Jamie Chilton 
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Daniel George 

From: 
s 

Su ~"ct: 

Amber Wright 
46405 Shawna Ln. 
Kenai, AK 99611 

April 6, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Amber Wright <amberchucky@gmail.com> 
Monday, April 06, 2015 5:40 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

akers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
d. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
e products remains unimpeded. 
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I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 

. limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Amber Wright 
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Daniel George 

From: 
s 

Anthony Lugo 
5111 Merle Circle 
Anchorage, AK 99507 

April 3, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Anthony Lugo <lugo.anthonyl987@gmail.com> 
Friday, April 03, 2015 12:23 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

akers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
p enomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting' and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by Inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-clgarettes can be 
d. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
e products remains unimpeded. 
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I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA {Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Anthony Lugo 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Se • 
1i 

Billie Longfellow < bittysue@Jive.com> 
Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:09 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

s ~· : Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

Billie Longfellow 
15816 N. Glenn Hwy #102 
Sutton, AK 99674 

April 2, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska' s smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier th is year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) exam ined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

akers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
p enomenon called "accidental quit t ing," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarett es to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely elim inates that incentive to even try e-ciga rettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce thei r health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rat es are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
the re are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
d. It is imperative that exist ing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives current ly available and that access to 
e products remains unimpeded. 
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I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Billie Longfellow 
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Daniel George 

From: 

Se •· 
T 
s ,- : 

James Manakis 
349 Park Street 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

April 1, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

James Manakis <Jmanakais@gmail.com > 
Wednesday, April 01, 2015 2:13 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Just think if you ban you will collect more in taxes in generating the taxes we get from the smokers, which in turn are 
causing a health standard nightmare. I suggest the government get out of the public sector drop anarchy methods allow the 
people to grow up and become adults and choose what they feel is right. (And wrong) If you should pass another bill as 
such, remember how unconstitutionally biased as demi gods would act. We are not children and are supposed to by law 
have free thinking and acting. In so much as idyllic methods just look in a mirror and see what you are or want to be. We DO 
not work for you. YOU work for us. At least this is what I was taught. Yes I agree there are a few places that it should 
probably not be done. However let the owner choose the proper method to what customers and employers can and cannot 
do. This is not your job! Sorry to say I have just started doing e- cigarettes after through research I too do not want to see in 
a movie theater the vapor. However this is not your place to enforce or enact any law when the establishments are the 

to do. You will find 99% will abide by their requests. Simple or they can be asked to leave. Remember the right to 
cnoose to serve whomever they want. There are already laws on the books for this if they do not abide. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
b in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 

itch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 
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While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
th e are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASM (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association}, thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
James Manakis 
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Daniel George 

From: 
Se 
T 

Su " . 

Steven Mapes 
47870 Interlake Drive 
Kenai, AK 99611 

April 2, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Steven Mapes <akgofast@gmail.com > 
Thursday, April 02, 2015 9:30 AM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effo rt to t reat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier t his year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern " for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

akers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest th is is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
~ d. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 

e products remains unimpeded. 
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I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Steven Mapes 
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Daniel George 

From: 
s 
T 
Su J"ct: 

Travis smith 
35173 Rockwood drive 
soldotna, AK 99669 

April 7, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Travis smith <alyeskatravis@hotmail.com> 
Tuesday, Apri l 07, 2015 1:44 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 

Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

akers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby Increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
d. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
e products remains unimpeded. 

1 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Travis smith 

2 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: -. 

ject: 

chase griffith 
54200 Leonard dr 
kenai, AK 99611 

April 14, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

chase griffith <lastat81@gmail.com > 
Tuesday, April 14, 2015 2:15 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-ciga rettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

wmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in publ ic spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-clgarettes can be 
ed . It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
ese products remains unimpeded. 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASM (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

cerely, 
chase griffith 

2 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

ject: 

Jane Schneider 
18040 Spain Drive 
Anchorage, AK 99516 

April 14, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Jane Schneider <jschneider@akt riallaw.com> 
Tuesday, Apri l 14, 2015 1:05 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to trea t e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I quit smoking using e-cigs. I had smoked for over 35 years. E-cigs are helping smokers across the Nation kick the tobacco 
habit. I use my e-cigarette in the car with the windows closed and my husband cannot smell the vapor. E-cigs are benign 
and should not be banned as a dangerous substance. Treating e-cigs like cigarettes is knee-jerk, uninformed reaction. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska' s smoking law. 

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

. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year -
tp://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette liquid and 

vapor and found "no apparent concern " for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outwelgh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest th is is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 

bstantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
ere are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 



I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
these products remains unimpeded. 

ok forward to your response on this issue . I, along with my fellow members of CASAA {Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
e Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 

limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Jane Schneider 

2 



Daniel George 

From: 
Sent: 

ject: 

Pamela Bush 
919 1/2 E 9th Ave 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

April 14, 2015 

Dear Bill Stoltze, 

Pamela Bush <perrennial@gci.net > 
Tuesday, April 14, 2015 2:55 PM 
Sen. Bill Stoltze 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of smoke­
free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted by 
Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this year­
http://www.biomedcentral.com/14 71-2458/14/18/a bstract ) examined over 9,000 observations of e-ciga rette liquid and 
vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" assumptions 
about exposure. 

makers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just where 
smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e-cigarettes in public 
spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks of every one smoker 
who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others who live with them) 
cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of bystanders in public 
spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of "accidental 
quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of insignificant 
exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in public spaces, 
but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by inspiring other smokers 
to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in Alaska are already setting 
their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no proven health threat to 
bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, but 
there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
ed . It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that access to 
ese products remains unimpeded. 

1 



I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for Smoke­
free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided attempts to 
limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

cerely, 
Pamela Bush 

2 



Resolution of Support for Smokefree Alaska 

Whereas, Secondhand smoke contains more than 7,000 chemicals, Including at least 69 of which are known to cause 
cancer, lndudlng formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl chloride, arsenic, ammonia and hydrogen cyanide2

, and people who are 
exposed to secondhand smoke are Inhaling many of the same cancer-causing substances and poisons as smokers1

; and 

Whereas, Numerous studies have found that tobacco smoke is a major contributor to Indoor air pollution and that 
breathing secondhand smoke Is a cause of disease In healthy nonsmokers4

, including heart disease, stroke, respiratory 
disease and lung cancer2; and 

Whereas, The 2006 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, '7he Health Consequences of ln11oluntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke, 11 concluded that there is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; ventilation and other air cleaning 
technologies cannot eliminate exposure of nonsmokers to secondhand smoke; and smokefree workplace policies are the 
only effective way to eliminate secondhand smoke exposure In the workplace4

; and 

Whereas, The 2010 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, ·How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease, 11 determined that even 
occasional exposure to secondhand smoke is harmful5; and 

Whereas, There are serious questions about the safety of Inhaling the substances in some e-clgarette aerosol, and e­
clgarettes have not been subject to thorough, Independent testing, making It dlfflcult for users to be sure of what they 
are actually Inhaling. And some studies have shown that some e-clgarettes can cause shprt-term lung changes and 
Irritations and the long-term health effects, are unknown10

; and 

Whereas, For every nine smokers who die, one nonsmoker dies from exposure to secondhand smoke6
; and 

Whereas, Approximately half of Alaska's population Is not protected by a smokefree workplace law7
: and 

Whereas, Among those who work primarily indoors, young adults aged 18 to 29 are significantly less likely to be 
protected by a smokefree indoor workplace policy than other Alaskan adults'; and 

Whereas, Research In communities where smokefree laws have been adopted has consistently shown neutral or 
positive economic effects to the hospitality Industry following a smokefree workplace requirement'; and 

Whereas, Smokefree workplace laws protect people from secondhand smoke4
, reduce tobacco use overall and reduce 

health care costs1
; and 

Whereas, all Alaskans have the right to breathe smokefree air; 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned support a law in Alaska to make all workplaces 1009' smokefree to protect the health 
and safety of all workers and visitors from the dangers of secondhand smoke. 

Organization: ________________________________ _ 

Signature: ~ ~ 
Name: .,efA1A/ <.,Ad,,,?t£L U 

Organization Phone Number: ,,2..81-4.r I'} 

Title. ________________ _ 

Contact Email: c;fc. h/' l<L d_ @~c;_.e>A .,.-,et; 
C, 

Signed resolutions of support can be emalled to aksmokefteeworkpJaces@gmaU.com or faxed to 907 .273.2073 



Resolution of Support for Smokefree Alaska 

Whereas, Secondhand smoke contains more than 7,000 chemicals, Including at least 69 of which are known to cause 
cancer, Including formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl chloride, arsenic, ammonia and hydrogen cyanlde2

, and people who are 
exposed to secondhand smoke are inhaling many of the same cancer-causing substances and poisons as smokers3; and 

Whereas, Numerous studies have found that tobacco smoke Is a major contributor to Indoor air pollution and that 
breathing secondhand smoke is a cause of disease In healthy nonsmokers4

, Including heart disease, stroke, respiratory 
disease and lung cancer2; and 

Whereas, The 2006 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, *The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke," concluded that there Is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; ventilation and other air cleaning 
technologies cannot eliminate exposure of nonsmokers to secondhand smoke; and smokefree workplace policies are the 
only effective way to eliminate secondhand smoke exposure In the workplace4

; and 

Whereas, The 2010 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease, 11 determined that even 
occasional exposure to secondhand smoke Is hannful5; and 

Whereas, There are serious questions about the safety of Inhaling the substances In some e-clgarette aerosol, and e­
cisarettes have not been subject to thorough, Independent testlna, maklns it difficult for users to be sure of what they 
are actually inhaling. And some studies have shown that some e-clgarettes can cause short-term lung changes and 
irritations end the Ions-term health effects, are µnknown10

; and 

Whereas, For every nine smokers who die, one nonsmoker dies from exposure to secondhand smoke1
; and 

Whereas, Approximately half of Alaska's population Is not protected by a smokefree workplace law7
; and 

Whereas, Amons those who work primarily Indoors, young adults aged 18 to 29 are significantly less likely to be 
protected by a smokefree Indoor workplace policy than other Alaskan adults1

; and 

Whereas, Research In communities where smokefree laws have been adopted has consistently shown neutral or 
positive economic effects to the hospitality Industry following a smokefree workplace requlrement9; and 

Whereas, Smokefree workplace laws protect people from secondhand smoke", reduce tobacco use overall and reduce 
health care costs'; and 

Whereas, all Alaskans have the right to breathe smokefree air; 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned support a law In Alaska to make all workplaces 100'6 smokefree to protect the health 
and safety of all workers and visitors from the dangers of secondhand smoke. 

Organization:_-=.--------------------------------

S~nature: <?~, ~ 
Name: ~ t£'f:,! /U/'4-JQ..-rt:1,..) Title ______________ _ 

Organization Phone Number: _________ contact Emall:d W ot~@~t, !?9,(9,$ (<.,.q ,. c, 

Signed resolutions of support can be emailed to aksmokefreeworkplaces@gmaH.com or faxed to 907.273.2073 



Resolution of Support for Smokefree Alaska 

Whereas, Secondhand smoke contains more than 7,000 chemicals, Including at least 69 of which are known to cause 
cancer, Including formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl chloride, arsenic, ammonia and hydrogen cyanide2

, and people who are 
exposed to secondhand smoke are inhaling many of the same cancer-causing substances and poisons as smokers3

; and 

Whereas, Numerous studies have found that tobacco smoke Is a major contributor to Indoor air pollution and that 
breathing secondhand smoke Is a cause of disease in healthy nonsmokers4

, Including heart disease, stroke, respiratory 
disease and lung cancer2; and 

Whereas, The 2006 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke,• concluded that there is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; ventilation and other air cleaning 
technologies cannot eliminate exposure of nonsmokers to secondhand smoke; and smokefree workplace policies are the 
only effective way to eliminate secondhand smoke exposure In the workplace4

; and 

Whereas, The 2010 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease,• determined that even 
occasional exposure to secondhand smoke is hannful5; and 

Whereas, There are serious questions about the safety of Inhaling the substances In some e-cigarette aerosol, and e­
cigarettes have not been subject to thorough, independent testing, making it difficult for users to be sure of what they 
are actually inhaling. And some studies have shown that some e-cisarettes can cause short-term lung chanses and 
Irritations and the long-term health effects, are unknown10

; and 

Whereas, For every nine smokers who die, one nonsmoker dies from exposure to secondhand smoke6
; and 

Whereas, Approximately half of Alaska's population Is not protected by a smokefree workplace law7
• and 

Whereas, Among those who work primarily Indoors, young adults aged 18 to 29 are slgnlflcantly less likely to be 
protected by a smokefree Indoor workplace policy than other Alaskan adults1

; and 

Whereas, Research In communities where smokefree laws have been adopted has consistently shown neutral or 
positive economic effects to the hospitality Industry following a smokefree workplace requirement'; and 

Whereas, Smokefree workplace laws protect people from secondhand smoke4
, reduce tobacco use overall and reduce 

health care costs6
; and 

Whereas, all Alaskans have the right to breathe smokefree air, 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned support a law In Alaska to make all workplaces 100'6 smokefree to protect the health 
and safety of all workers and visitors from the dangers of secondhand smoke. 

Organization: ________________________________ _ 

::~·~, '~ ::;~· Title ________________ _ 

Organization Phone Number: 1: 0 7 ':2 5 ?- 5 7 '1-s> Contact Email: 

Signed resolutions of support can be emailed to aksmokefreeworkpiaces@gmaU.com or faxed to 907 .273.2073 



Resolution of Support for Smokefree Alaska 

Whereas, Secondhand smoke contains more than 7,000 chemicals, Including at least 69 of which are known to cause 
cancer, lncludlns formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl chloride, arsenic, ammonia and hydrogen cyanlde2

, and people who are 
exposed to secondhand smoke are Inhaling many of the same cancer-causing substances and poisons as smokers3

; and 

Whereas, Numerous studies have found that tobacco smoke Is a major contributor to indoor air pollution and that 
breathlns secondhand smoke Is a cause of disease in healthy nonsmokers4

, lncludins heart disease, stroke, respiratory 
disease and luns cancer2; and 

Whereas, The 2006 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke,• concluded that there Is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; ventilation and other air cleaning 
technolosles cannot eliminate exposure of nonsmokers to secondhand smoke; and smokefree workplace policies are the 
only effective way to eliminate secondhand smoke exposure In the workplace4

; and 

Whereas, The 2010 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease," determined that even 
occasional exposure to secondhand smoke Is harmfu15

; and 

Whereas, There are serious questions about the safety of lnhallns the substances In some e-clgarette aerosol, and e­
cigarettes have not been subject to thorough, Independent testing, maklns It difficult for users to be sure of what they 
are actually inhaling. And some studies have shown that some e-cisarettes can cause short-term luns chanses and 
irritations and the long-term health effects, are unknown10

; and 

Whereas, For every nine smokers who die, one nonsmoker dies from exposure to secondhand smoke'; and 

Whereas, Approximately half of Alaska's population is not protected by a smokefree workplace lawll and 

Whereas, Among those who work primarily Indoors, young adults aged 18 to 29 are significantly less likely to be 
protected by a smokefree Indoor workplace policy than other Alaskan adults'; and 

Whereas, Research In communities where smokefree laws have been adopted has consistently shown neutral or 
positive economic effects to the hospitality Industry following a smokefree workplace requirement"; and 

Whereas, Smokefree workplace laws protect people from secondhand smoke", reduce tobacco use overall and reduce 
health care costs'; and 

Whereas, all Alaskans have the right to breathe smokefree air; 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned support a law In Alaska to make all workplaces 100% smokefree to protect the health 
and safety of all workers and visitors from the dansers of secondhand smoke. 

Name:£-___ :-.;;..=_......;::=-=:===_;._------Tltle ________________ _ 

Organization Phone Number: ~,/!:I -~?u":f Contact Email: ~ i _.e~~ -a~ ,s.la.~4'-at'\~ ~Wl 

Signed resolutions of support can be emailed to aksmokefreeworkpiacesflsmaU.com or faxed to 907.273.2073 



Resolution of support for Smokefree Alaska 

Whereas, Secondhand smoke contains more than 7,000 chemicals, Including at least 69 of which are known to cause 
cancer, Including formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl chloride, arsenic, ammonia and hydrogen c:yanide2

, and people who are 
exposed to secondhand smoke are Inhaling many of the same cancer-causing substances and poisons as smokers3

; and 

Whereas, Numerous studies have found that tobacco smoke Is a major contributor to Indoor air pollutlon and that 
breathing secondhand smoke Is a cause of disease In healthy nonsmokers4

, Including heart disease, stroke, respiratory 
disease and lung cancer2; and 

Whereas, The 2006 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke," concluded that there Is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; ventilation and other air cleaning 
technologies cannot eliminate exposure of nonsmokers to secondhand smoke; and smokefree workplace policies are the 
only effective way to eliminate secondhand smoke exposure In the workplace4

; and 

Whereas, The 2010 U.S. Surgeon General's Report, "How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease," determined that even 
occasional exposure to secondhand smoke Is harmful5; and 

Whereas, There are serious questions about the safety of Inhaling the substances In some e-clgarette aerosol, and e­
clgarettes have not been subject to thorough, Independent testing, making It difficult for users to be sure of what they 
are actually inhaling. And some studies have shown that some e-clgarettes can cause short-term lung changes and 
Irritations and the long-term health effects, are unknown10

; and 

Whereas, For every nine smokers who die, one nonsmoker dies from exposure to secondhand smoke1
; and 

Whereas, Approximately half of Alaska's population is not protected by a smokefree workplace law7
• and 

Whereas, Among those who work primarily indoors, young adults aged 18 to 29 are significantly less likely to be 
protected by a smokefree Indoor workplace policy than other Alaskan adults1

; and 

Whereas, Research In communities where smokefree laws have been adopted has consistently shown neutral or 
positive economic effects to the hospitality Industry following a smokefree workplace requirement'; and 

Whereas, Smokefree workplace laws protect people from secondhand smoke4
, reduce tobacco use overall and reduce 

health care costs'; and 

Whereas, all Alaskans have the right to breathe smokefree air; 

THEREFORE, we, the undersigned support a law In Alaska to make all workplaces 100% smokefree to protect the health 
and safety of all workers and visitors from the dangers of secondhand smoke. 

Organlzatlon"lp:! • ~ 
Signature: ____J_~ Uu- /Jti.it«. ii Vf S 
Name: ___ {__. ______________ Tltfe. __________ ,--_____ _ 

Organization Phone Number: ________ Contact Email: 'rw ruk@,1, (lif-

Signed resolutions of support can be emailed to aksmgkefreeworkplaces@gmaU.com or faxed to 907.273.2073 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. Tbj.s includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply rcquiics that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SBI because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: t' e:+), c:e R. c,,\, c 

Signature: :::-?::1::srO :--;-~ 
Physical address or Senatd.House District: Q,& ~-a.(µ-_., ~ • 

~\o\o-\ ""-a- A"' ??t-l-1 
\ 



Date: ~ - ~ 6 - 1 s 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SBl because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

SinCCICly, 

Printed Name: l"l Ct f ~ Cl r e-f 

Signature: 41' {!;,. .. 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree airl 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Yolanda k I ndsfrom 
Signature:~ / 

Physical L or Senate/House Dislrict: s+e ,.1,*9, 4-k 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 509& of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because evenone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: tJ C /-<..(\ L-( .. ,.j C k l ii-v-
Physical address or Senate/House District: 

Signature: -A"7-----------------
Ja~L-



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyo11e luu the right to breathe amokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed N¼+\e- ~_l ~ ~ 
Signature:~ ~.-.,¢r...a.:W~S>:t-
Physical address or Senate/House District: ~L::D OJ: tJk 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of AJaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



Date: 2 J '2-'l\\b 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I-Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the riglu to breaJhe ,mokefne air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~~d,r-a_f\ja_~ 

Signature: ~ ~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: ) ~ O'-::\ \..A,~(A.,l"""\.da (t-

~, A'K. ~w l 



Date: ~ /c).5 f JS 
Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please suppon SB I because everyone has the right to breathe amokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Namr'brng '.i)em Bil .j. 

Signature: ~ , 

Physical address or Senate/House District: 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because e11eryone has the right to breatlie smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical a 



Date: 'l,~~~ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users arc not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB J because everyone has tl,e right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

:::~~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 50/1/.t; ht f{ 



Date: (l_/2.f ft< 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Blll 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SBI because ev,ryone has the right to breathe smokefre, air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical address or Senate/House District: 

Printed Name: ___ '===_0.-:1A==--......,~a_0
_~_""'-_-____ _ 

Signature: ____ ... ~"==~2 !::'!!=~~===-::--
'>'-' ( Jo hvA 1 ,4 k.__ 



Date: '2-/21 //S-

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1-Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyo11e has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

PrintedN~::'.e, ~l cha~~ 
Signature: &"' l(k c1Jq 
Physical address or Senate/House District: $: / l "=o 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who arc NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarcttes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users arc not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: B, tl:\Q.ocf\ 
Signature: .5,. J14J _ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: N \ ~, & Y'-\ 



Date: g-~7- /5' 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



,,., 
Date: 2- '2, I· I "::> 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1-Statewlde Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because e11eryo11e l,as the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: }<Q,Viv\ ~ ~ ~ <,.~; ,..t_ 
Signature: ¥ ~ \kj. ~~ (;? 
Physical address or Senate/House District: __ K__,._QM.ol_ ........ .___ 



Date: l. r 1. "\ ( lf> 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. Ar:. a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping device!». 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the rigl,t to breatlre s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Signature: _.,_..,.Fl-~i;;....i-----+~-=--:~----­

Physical address or Senate/House District: '.f)t> ~ 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI I-Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because eveQ"one 1,as the rig/it to breatl,e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Prin~Namc~~ 

S1gnature: __,(;,.,,,~"bo"------... ~-------.,-----.... (}_..,. ______ _ 

Physical address or Senate/House District So rdgj-v A--



Date: o/b21 /J~ 
I 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who arc NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes expo~ure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone lras the rigl1t to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ___ {J_._"c-__ J~-'--:...·L1-------

Signature: _--+l3--=aA~f~~_.,,,._ ___ Dl__.:.;.._IPjl-L/ IJM 
Physical address or Senate/House District: dfir4'(/.41«. 



Dear Legislator -

1 am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As. a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, 1 represent one of the 50r;t of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of poJicymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SBJ because everyo11e has the rigl,t to breatl,e s,noke[ree air! 

Sincerely, 

PrintedNam:P~tc.cq A, /\'1 "Ye_ 
Signatun::C?~ Q '?nay.D-
PhysicaJ address or Senate/House District: /(~· 



Date: ~-,A" 4 

/{ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT. 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the stiJl unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill docs NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because evenone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Printed Name: tJ/./£, • /µee.. Ckrry,:fu11,:/4/,q 
Signatun::5l1e a&z~ -/ 
Physical addr<ss or Senate/House District: 73/4tftieo;yliit ~ Clam balcJ, 'f15i 



Date: o?/4i4'R.5 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the work.place. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB1 because everyone has the right to breathe smolcefree air! 

Sincerely, 

P~fn.dML ~ 

Printed Name: 'l¼m~/4.. 41,_;"/I ~ t)/~XJ 

Signature: f'~~ ~ 

Physical address or Senate/House District: i:738'0 11,,.H l?aaef. 
N/i<is~,; 11-k "19"'35 



Date: 2, ·'Ue · IS 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BID 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because ev,aon~ lias the right to breaJhe 1mokefc,e air I 

Sincerely, 



Date: i Z..7-/ s" 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarcttes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users arc not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has the riglat to breathe smobfree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: --~=.:..~-•_ ..... /1......__. -~;;;;..rE;..;;...;,,_.u _____ _ 

Signature: ___ ....:g;i+fl ........ =~lh:.i..;,c.....ak.w:::=:...._-------
Physical address or Senate/House District: _____ _ 

.3.su ~Cn-4-
~.c. .. ft-~ 991.L9 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because e'tlenone has the righl to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: QOUkfr\?"/ l4't ~r::,e(2... 
Signature: ~~fu:;t:?zf _ 
Physical add,.,, or Senale/llouse Dislrict: b±-.ei.L «~ ,:A:L "I "lb IL 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bi1] does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because eyeryone has the riglit to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



/ 
Date: J · ;). 7 - I 5 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
· secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public• s health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has th, right to breathe smokefr11 air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: '{\J\G.. '<' '-\ \l . \J ·, \ \ IC'- ~V\. ~ a,--' ... 
Signature:~ YJC~{C ~ 

Physical address or Senate/House District: ~ 1., \,y~ 
t IJ 



Datc,Jh/15 
I 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has the rigl1t to breathe snioke[ree air! 

Sincerely, 

_,,,_ 
Signature: __ ~Hr""r--~:-tr1"'1fr"~'-"----r-----

Physical address or Senate;ouse District: +~~·'-f-L..._f,_ __ 



Date: ?pf!5 
Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1. Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the stilJ unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill docs NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone lias the rig/,t to breatlre snrokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical address or Senate/House District: ______ _ 



Date:_i~\i1-'-\ l_) _ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyo11e l,as the rigl,t to bread,e :s111okefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed N~Sce, I/ U/ -"r Y?z: IV 

Signature: ~ti=[; Wee..~~ 
Physical address or Senate/House Di~rict: ~U A,/ 

-



Date: 

/ 
2--" 27- /~ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the stilJ unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping~ it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breallie s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Nam~IY/-t.nl{j /" 
Signature: _ ~ -

Physical address or Senate/House District: ~lf 17 0 S ; f ve~l 
5o~o ~~ /),(__ 

9f~r;,°'7 



Date:~-

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand-aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone 1,as tl,e rigl,t to breathe smoke free air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~1/e / 

Signature:~ 

Physical ad=::a :/H= District: 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: f.-J .l><L~\::tt\, 5 ~Qe: 

Signature: ~ c; ~c Le. :>""" a7€' 
Physical address or Senate/House District: l C ~ I\ 1 



Date: d: /;i 7 / / S ;; 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bilJ does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: t:? (v'--l L ~oe..,kc-cc::1;: 

Signature:~ ,,c:::::::7 L_/C-
Physical address or Senate/House District:;:/f!f f\1( ( G~ c.t\ <.. J 7) { r ~ 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the rigl,t to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

nate/House District: t9,o ~ ~ ~4.., 

~~ \. ~ q,.q~1, ~rx,o 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB! because everyone has the right to breathe smokefre, airl 

Sincerely, 

5 7-erLn,~ 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill J. Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who arc NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure fo secondhand smoke and 
secondhand.aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because et1eryone has the rigl,t to breaOie smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name:A,1 £~4../se. Ge/, r k c:.. 

Signature: 42~,'..-..: 4,,,,J, 
Physical address or Senate/House District:~~'-~ 



Date: (l,k:ijt£ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, focluding secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettcs and other vaping devices. 

This bill docs NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users arc not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has tlie right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



Date: ______ _ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. A':t a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the stilJ unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside. 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone l,as the riglit to breathe s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Signature: __ --..,;~~.:::::::.;~.!!1.¥1!!1~~~~~....:_ __ 

Physical address or Senate/House Distric,4,,Cbd:112't e .1 fe 



Date: __ ~_/_4_,_/ 1_5_ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate 81111- State\\·ide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aero!iOI emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because e11enone has tlie riglit to breatlie smoke[ree air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical a dress or Senate/House District: 



Date: J· :J.3:· lS 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Blll 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettcs and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping~ it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breath, smoke[rre air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical ate/House District: 8.o tJ,~ 



Date: ______ _ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please suppon SB 1 because every·one has the rigl,t to breatl,e smolce(ree air I 

Sincerely, 



Date:-~__.,_\~_:'\,_\~-

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone lias tlie rigl,t to breatl,e s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



Date: 1P-tf~ 
Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarette!io and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyo11e l,as tl,e rig/it to breatl,e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: __ ~_O_~_Lj""'"--"-j)_/'(V_\_~----

Signatu~-=========----­
Physical address or Senate/House District: 11~ W, ~A:1J\\,6rl 

~}r 



Date: rs.""1 Fs jS. o.L.0 -I .£ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take lt outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB J because everyone has the rigl,t to breatl,e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: _ ___.I_Y..:.......;;.l.""'s"'"11 ....... _ __.H ......... A ....... A ... A)-1 ...... e...av---

Signature: ~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 



Date:_.....,:z},....a __ 1._J1 __ S" __ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone l11u tlie rig/it to breathe s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: _ __._~~tb--be-~ ............ ~---------­
Signature: __ ___.~ ........ .___-1--'"'-~----------­

Physical address or Senate/House District: ~lcto"M"" 



Dear Legislator-

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans .who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone l,as tlie rigl,t to breaJhe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

PrintcdName: Vo"<-i""~ 
Signature:¥~ . 

Physical address or Senate/House District: K~1. Jtj): 



Date: 2-27-2015 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public' s health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the rlglit to breaJhe 11nobfree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Krysh. { Wafdw 
Signature:~ ~ \.!!.., 
Physical address or Senate/House District: q65qo ,:lt, Avtr'JJe 

Vi)UU t Al(• q;bl( 



Date: Pa. (5'° 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone /,as t/,e rigl1t to breaJhe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: __ J..._t!/J __ ,r,,_,__Q_~---• ...... ~,___ __ _ 
~~~ Signature: _ .... ~bl--'--......,_-,~-=-----.1u---~c...------

Physical address or Senate/House District: Soldt17b<( 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including !iecondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside. 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone i,as the rig/it to breat1,e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the !\econdhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone 1,as tl,e rigl,t to breatl,e smoke[ree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: __ )xtw=-__ r\ __ ~_( - - - ~----

Signature:---~------------~=--~.._.....__ ______ _ 

Physical address or Senate/House District: :Ket 5'. bP-, f\-K. 



Date: :Z. - .,2 'I - 1,5 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyo11e has the rig/it to breatl,e smokefree air I 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: /(a, flic.,.;h e... 'B r"Q.r")~ 

Signature: ~ /Jt/"vKA ,,.,._ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 3 8$1 3 /kr:f eJ. 

~ol olot,,tc:A.J 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including &econdhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone l1as the rig/it to breatlie smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Signature:-~~~~~~~~~~------

Physical address or Senate/Hou e District: _J;~I(_, / /j-"~ { ~~ 
9'1'16f' 



Date: ~ 9-,] I l. S-

Dear Legislator -

J am writing today in support of Senate BUI I- State\l·ide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because e111ryon1 has the rig/it to breat/11 smoke[ree air! 

Sincerely. 

fi \ -Printed Name: {\)Q ( ) A '-f La CL 
Signature: GtvJ2, ' ~ . 
Physical address or Senate/House District:~ 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It i~ the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB l because everyone /,as the right to breat/,e s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

PriotedNr\ i)d,,ra.(_ _ f\1 flsro....._ 
Signature:~v{.d,__~ 

Physical address or Senate/House District: 5,/Jo ~~ 



Date: 2./2 r /1 S 
Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the stilJ unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB l because everyone l,as tl,e rigl,t lo breatl,e sn,oke[ree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: k'kvs Bep~t 

Signature: ~ ~ 
,_,._ ~L.~. Physical address or Senate/House District: 1~.,.,...en ~ ... ..., 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in suppon of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As 11 

resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the ~econdhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside. 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyo11e /1as t/1e rig/it to breat/1e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 1J "'5:tl'Vl SQ.;Lo(\ 

Signature: ~ -ft g ~.:;;:> 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 4lo8lO :Bl\-\,,.;\ 'Me_ 

~\c\o~. ~ 



Date:~ ,;J7--JO 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the riglit to breatlie smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

q~soa Loot\ Le.a.Ke 
Soldotoo., 'f\-\.A~~C\ 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside. 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone l,as tl,e rig/it to breathe snrokefree air! 

Sincerely. 

Printed Name: H. r, '1v ,J4 {~ 1 

"'1,,f_~ ./) ~ Signature:---~.........,,_.-.,._===----~-... ~""""'----------

Physical address or Senatefliouse District: 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone l,as tJ,e rigl1t to breall1e smobfree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Jl/1(1~ Ge ObJ ovf:€: 
Signature: Nut_+'~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: !, 7~ ~~·.,.,.__g c/-fa /( IH\I 

>tr( ell> fyu.-4:.P-



Date: '°fr'f /ttJ' 
I 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping device!t. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB J because everyone l,as tire rig/rt to breathe s,nokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ,tJ /Irr J:::/ . 
Signature: ~ 



Date: rr/~7/tS-, 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate 81111· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the SO% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breatlit S111olcefree air! 

Sincerely, 

PrintedName: ~rbc:t.~C .4~er.sc'>t"\ 
Signature: k",~-,,_{,,.,. .... __ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: S3~2S- /;,I~ ~ 

~~ I-It:. 9 9~ II 



Date: ch - 2 la - l.S 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree \Vorkplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50'k of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her joh and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This incJudcs exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other ,•aping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB l because everyone l1as tl,e rigl,t to breatl,e smokefree air! 

Printed Name: ltJ...u ra... 5 ,' e V .er ,-

Signature: _ ___,l4.~=-'LI.A.A. ... .--=-..;· ;:_ __ r:;,=-___________ _ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 3-3 2-'\ \3.ea..ve.r Leo f 

Lc.QJ,i.cu q ClJa l l 



Date: 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I· Statewide Smokefree \\'orkplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50~ of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by Jaw from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from c-cigarettcs and other Yaping de\'ices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyo11e l1as //,e rig/it to hreatl,e smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Signature: "-.t::!=!~-"---J..--.5..lld..ali....::.;~-:::----

Physical address or Senate/I ouse District: ~ 1"'0 ,(:/;,,, · A.J-~ Cf-
/< e.rta , ~ /j/c__ 

f761/ 



Date: 2 / .2.#i /1 S 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the rigl,t to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: D~BEC-/.C, 

Signature: -...A-.U~~5:Q2.....L.'8-~~~2~~=!_ __ 

Physical address or Senate/House District: LZ.fl ~.d CE Uc) O.D R.o. 
/<~-'Ff /!Jct. 
1?d. "t 



~-l i'-/ s-Date; ______ _ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Blll 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because evenone has the right to breathe smokefree air I 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: pJ,cJ,,e:te/ J ,J e '2~ V It~ 

Signature: ~~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: L/ tJ'fi) L,,/', Ne /) F, 

tr~;, 191'-



Date: ~-\-.;>...o ,6' 
Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1· Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

Thu; bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because evenone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Signature: -c.:.~~tMJ'LJ~~~~..l,J!t.:..A.~~~---

Physical address or Senate/House District: -Ld!U~~~~~V"l"":>it' fltP_ d:f L/, 
Wt, I I 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 509& of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breatl,e smokefne air! 

Sincerely, 

Physical address or Senate/House District: 'f o'lo U4f',~ l:r­
/(€Aa) ,JtL ff bl/ 



Date: Z.. / 'L '1 ) Zf)JS­r 1 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because ePenone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 



~-~~-\') Date: ______ _ 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breathe smokeu,e air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Deh,r.>) tJ')'\"'-'~T 
Signature: OiL~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: \ \() Lk!:f J.k 9 CT 

¥\L,v..i G\1t.\l 



Date: l..-2?:-15 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill J. Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the 50% of Alaskans who are NOT 
cunently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bill does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyone has the right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ,1/t.afu., nae} kMY\ ~a)·, U,Yl 
Signature: ~ 
Physical address or Senate/House District: ~B'{o, ,Un;rt aft. 

CSo \Jolf"\Q;l ~"' C\4\ob" 



Date: J-2__'? - L-r 

Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate Bill I- Statewide Smokefree \Vorkplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula, I represent one of the 50'k of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should e\'er have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettcs and other vaping devices. 

This hill does NOT ban smoking or rnping; it simply requires that users take it outside, 
where non-usen, arc not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB I because everyo,re lias the rigl,t to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely. 

Printed Name: &.:....1;):j) N '-{ ('I u 1·~ 

Signature: fl~ ,-/ c_)> ll;o _:) · 
Physical address or Senate/House District: 1/(i /2 eeoulc:(f'. j <!f. 

f(,_-::_/Jf',--i ; A-k 
t:"j<j(!, ti . 



Dear Legislator -

I am writing today in support of Senate BUI 1- Statewide Smokefree Workplaces. As a 
resident of the Kenai Peninsula. I represent one of the SO% of Alaskans who are NOT 
currently protected by law from the dangers of exposure to secondhand smoke and 
secondhand aerosol in the workplace. 

No worker should ever have to choose between his/her job and his/her health. It is the 
responsibility of policymakers to protect the public's health against exposure to toxins in 
the workplace, including secondhand smoke. This includes exposure to the still unknown 
chemicals in the secondhand aerosol emitted from e-cigarettes and other vaping devices. 

This bUI does NOT ban smoking or vaping; it simply requires that users take It outside, 
where non-users are not unnecessarily impacted in the workplace. 

Please support SB 1 because everyone has tht right to breathe smokefree air! 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: S" vt 1-4.Vlvtfi\ M tfr e. t,,... 
Signature: --~-...::'U+:___. .......... """"".;.:._...,.~"-&.,;.--...:;;;'---"------

Physical address or Senate/House District: ~ L\ l l s BY urn \o ~ 1 t 
S"old~/A{..qqb~1 
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tate Capitol, Room 125 
uneau, AK 99801-1182 

Phone (907) 465-4958 
Fax (907) 465- 4928 

SENATE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

Official Business 
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Bill Packet Information 

Members: 
Sen. John Coghill, Vice Chair 

Sen. Charlie Huggins 
Sen. Lesil McGuire 

Sen. Bill Wielechowski 

SB 74 MEDICAID REFORM/PFD/HSAS/ER USP/STUDIES 
<Pending Referral> 

• Documents Forthcoming 

SB 1 REGULATION OF SMOKING 
<Initial Presentation by Sponsor> 

• Sponsor Statement- CS(HSS) Version 

• Sectional Analysis - CS(HSS) Version 

• Explanation of Changes from Initial to HSS Version 

• SB 1 version \I- CS(HSS) 

• SB 1 version \E - Initial (sponsor substitute) 
• Fiscal Notes: 

o #1 - DOT-MVO 2-6-15 (Fiscal) 
o #2 - DOT-IASO 2-6-15 (Fiscal) 
o #3 - DOT-SEF 2-6-15 (Fiscal) 
o #4- DOT-TMS 2-6-15 (Fiscal) 
o #5 - DCCED-ABC 2-6-15 (Zero) 
o #6-ACS-TRC 2-6-15 (Zero) 
o #7 - DHSS-CDPHP 2-6-15 (Zero) 
o #8 - DEC-FSS 3-6-15 (Zero) 

• PowerPoint Presentation by Sponsor 

• Supporting Documents: 
o Research Source Documents - Sponsor 
o E-Cigarettes - Sponsor 
o Legal Opinions - Provided by Sponsor 
o AS 44.29.020 - Lethal Effects of Secondhand Smoke 
o SoA Impacts 
o Dittman Research Public Opinion Poll (2012): Statewide Smoke-Free Workplace 
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SB 58 

SB91 

o News Coverage - Provided by Sponsor 
o News Articles: Secondhand Smoke & E-Cigs - Provided by Sponsor 
o Letters to the Editor (Jan-Mar 2015) - Provided by Sponsor 
o 2014 Surgeon General Report on Smoking - Executive Summary 
o Unique Letters of Support since referral to SSTA (3-13-15 to 3-31-15) (5) 
o Form-Letters of Support since referral to SSTA (3-13-15 to 3-31-15) (17) 
o Unique Letters of Opposition since referral to SSTA (3-13-15 to 3-31-15) (5) 
o Form-Letters of Opposition since referral to SSTA (3-13-15 to 3-31-15) (6) 
o NOTE: Three large binders accompany the backup/bill packet for SB 1 
IT'hese binders include support and opposition letters received by the Senate H&SS 

Committee and made available to members of that committee. 
fThese binders will be available in the Chairman's office for review /loan to any 

legislator or staff member. Every attempt is being made to post these 
documents on BASIS with help from the Print Shop and Information Services. 

• Letters of Support 
• Resolutions of Support: Statewide Smoke-Free Indoor Workplaces 
• Letters of Opposition 

TRANSPORT NETWORK SVES. & WORKERS COMP 
<Pending Referral> 
--Public Testimony-

• Documents Forthcoming 

CRIMINAL LAW/PROCEDURE; DRIV LIC; PUB AID 
<Initial Presentation by Sponsor> 

• Sectional Analysis - Version \ H 

• SB 91 version \H -Initial Version 
• Fiscal Notes: 

o DOA-DMV 3-27-15 (Zero) 
o DOA-OPA 3-27-15 (Zero) 
o DOA-PDA 3-27-15 (Zero) 
o DOC-OC 3-31-15 (Indeterminate) 
o LAW-CRIM 3-27-15 (Zero) 
o Forthcoming: HSS 

<Bills Previously Heard/Scheduled> 
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Letters 

of Opposition and Support 

For 581 - Regulation of 

Smoking 

Senator Bill Stoltze 

Senate HSS Committee 

dated 2/16/15 
Oppose-116 

Support - 23 
,, 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering 
Through The Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Graett &m&t+r 
Name 

I 3J,J.)' okf. ~l?P k'f #- J t\-nv"'- I<\ 1< 19 515 
Address 



To Whom Jt May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes'' is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering 
Through The Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Ste-<\~ vY\\\\v'\er 

Name 

\s d-?-s dd ,Set,.X)..-fc\ .hw0. ~\ /t111clt Al<. 1; ~ IS-­
Address 



To Whom Jt May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its· current form·. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering 
Through The Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

NA-r"dNi ~Rr:.i+-
Name 

335'/ Leo/'W>{ Cl/z ~ f\-K- qq~or 
Address 

. f 



Hello thank you for having me here today, 

my name is benjamin nguyen, i am the co owner of cloud 49 
located in eagle river alaska 

im here to express my concern in ~gards to the senate bill 
1 and its definition. 

c}J,rf the author and sponsor of this bill. Senator Peter Micciche has 
tV\~ · personal electronic vaporizers also known to the public as electronic 

cigarette. 

Senator Micciche, in your sponsor statement you state<!,and i 
quote " the reason is simply to protect the rights of non-smokers, 
save lives and reduce the staggering health cost of second hand 
exposure to tobacco~end quote 

Lf.£, 

in another article it also has your statement stated " my father 
made his personal choices" said Micciche "but my siblings and i 
didn't. 

Im the lucky of the three. They all had respiratory issues from 
from living through second-hand effects" end quote 

~f)tlok..a 

Senator Micciche, I now FULLY understand how passionate 
you and your team are. Placing yours~lves as the voice of the weak 
and unable, and the young that doesnt know any better. To prevent 
the same thing from happening as DID to your sibling. 

200% steadfast in this matter. 

But Senator because your this personal vendetta, and passion, 
it has clouded your judgement. 



You see, me and you and fellow shop owners are actually 
working together, side by side to reach similar GOALS, and that is a 
healthier lifestyle. 

You choose to fight the fight of bystanders and innocents. 
While we choose to fight the fight at its source. The frontline, 
converting tradition smokers everyday to a safer alternative. 

With that being said Senator I urge you and your team to 
reconsider and rewrite Senate Bill 1. That it would exclude electronic 
cigarette and its establishment from the definition. 

In closing 
J ask you to reach out to us, learn about us as its community 

and as its industries. 

Thank you for your time 



Alaska Senate Bill 1 

2-11-15 

Hello, 

My name is Jesse James. I own and operate a small electronic cigarette business (907 Vapes) here in 

Anchorage, AK. I'd like to thank the chairman and the committee for affording me the opportunity to 

speak today. 

I would like to say that I oppose Senate Bill 1 the way that it is currently written. Because, for one it 

has included the use of electronic cigarettes as smoking. While vaping may look like smoking, it is far less 

harmful than that of traditional tobacco cigarettes. In fact, studies have shown that vapor exhalations 

are not distinguishable from regular exhaled breaths in testing. I have provided an article published in 

October 2014 to show this research. 

The next reason that I oppose Senate Bill 1 is because I don't believe that it has a positive impact on 

the budget of the Department of Health and Social Services. If I'm not mistaken, the enforcement of this 

bill should it become law is to be carried out by the Department of Health and Social Services. This 

particular department already has a 2.7 billion dollar budget which I believe is the highest of all 

departments. With the price of Oil falling right now and the fact that 90% of our revenue comes from oil, 

I believe that we should be focusing our attention on larger issues like, How do we decrease spending, 

or how do we increase revenue. As you all know proposition 2 passed and the state looks to gain a 

substantial amount of revenue from its soon to be new industry. I feel that we should be looking to 

decrease our 3.5 billion dollar deficit rather than increasing it. In closing I would like to say thank you 

again for your time and consideration in this matter. 



Cliff Kraemer 
V.P. of Sales 
5520 Lake Otis Pkwy 
Anchorage, AK 99507 

February 9, 2015 

Dear Senator Stedman: 

~ 
C O M P A N Y I N C 

Your Di.~tributian Snlution 

ckraemer@nsales.com - E-mail 
907-334-5720- Direct Line 
907-334-5730 - Direct Fax 

Please consider holding SB 1 from any further progress through the legislative process. As a wholesale 
company sta1ted in Ketchikan, Northern Sales employs Alaskans all over the state. 

We oppose SB 1 as an u1mecessary intrusion into the autonomy of Alaska communities. Ketchikan, for 
example, has enjoyed the ability to determine for itself--without a State-ordered mandate--whether to 
allow smoking in workplace buildings. The communities you represent should continue to exercise local 
control over issues that affect them, wherever possible. This bill constitutes a direct affront to this idea. 

In addition, the inclusion of electronic cigarettes as exactly the same thing as a real cigarette is 
disingenuous and inappropriate. If this bill moves from your committee, it should be amended to remove 
the inclusion of e-cigarettes from the ban. 

E-cigarettes are not cigarettes at all; they contain no tobacco. The notion that they are placed on exactly 
the same level as tobacco cigarettes, and pose the same risks, is absurd. To the contrary, there is growing 
scientific and anecdotal evidence that e-cigarettes are very effective substitutes for many addicted, 
chronic cigarette smokers. They should be encouraged, not forbidden. If the public health community 
really wants to save lives in Alaska, they should be thrilled that people have started to explore alternatives 
to real cigarettes. Instead, dogmatic thought, hatred of Big Tobacco, and emotional hysteria have replaced 
good science and rational thought. Anyone who believes in saving lives should be the first in line to 
promote these new altemati ves to smoking. 

In addition, Alaska and 40 other states have asked the FDA to issue findings and regulations on e­
cigarettes, which is expected any time now. Alaska is acting prematurely and will surely create 
complications and confusing regulations by jumping into this arena too soon. Let the science come out 
and act accordingly at that time. That is the proper role of government. Less is more. Alaska would be 
only the 4th state to include e-cigarettes in the smoking ban. We should be among the last to act in this 
area, not the first. Government should intrude as little as possible into people's lives. Please amend the 
bill to remove any reference to e-cigarettes if you must move the bill from your Committee. 

Sine~~ 

Cliff Kraemer 
V.P. of Sales - Northem Sales Co. 

cc. Alaska Legislature 



/ • 
I . .. ,, -

Christie Jamieson 

To: 
Subject: 

Aronca Robinson 
5521 E 38th Ct 
Anchorage, AK 99504 

February 13, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Aronca Robinson <roxette22@hotmail.com> 
Friday, February 13, 2015 8:47 AM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
year - http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

id and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
umptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

1 



j' ,.,, 

I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that 
access to these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for 
Smoke-free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided 
attempts to limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Aronca Robinson 

2 
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Thank you for taking time to hear my concerns with Senate bill 1 (SB1). 

My name is Eric Vargason from North Pole, AK. I am no longer a smoker. I have 
tried numerous attempts to quit tobacco including gum, patches, therapy, 
counseling, thumb stones, assorted medication, including Chantix; many were 
recommended by the Alaska Quitline, none have worked for me and not for lack of 
trying. If you are questioning my motivation to quit, 1 was told ifl didn't quit 
smoking I would die, that is plenty of motivation. Some of the recommendations 
even made my health conditions worse. After many failed attempts of using more 
mainstream ways of quitting tobacco, I found vaping. I haven't smoked since, and 
that was seven months ago. The last two years of using tobacco were my worst I 
had diminished quality oflife, loss of hope, and I would hang my head in shame 
while buying a pack of cigarettes. The past seven months I've noticed positive 
changes in my health and life. Now my breathing isn't labored, I feel energized, and 
I'm losing weight because I'm more active. I also have a great support network in 
the Alaskan vaping community. They help me stay tobacco free, for the first time in 
23 years. That is over two decades that I have been dependent on tobacco products. 

1 have been six months without a lung infection, which were normal occurrences. I 
was often sick at work, due to my tobacco use. Since I have quite tobacco, I have 
been in good health and my productivity has gone up dramatically. 

My family's health has improved as well, even though I never smoked inside, or 
around my daughter, this is the first winter that she has not required her inhaler. 
We had thought that it might be allergies, pollen, or other factors, but after a week of 
quitting tobacco she has been fine. My kids are proud to see that I have quit using 
tobacco products, my health has improved, as have theirs. I don't have any more 
regular check ups scheduled, and I will be around to enjoy more of their lives. 
Restricting alternatives to tobacco diminishes people's chances of quitting tobacco 
through alternative means. A medical research team from the University of London 
published in the British Journal of General Practice states "Given that smokers 
smoke for the nicotine but die primarily from the tar, one might imagine that e­
cigarettes would be welcomed as a means to prevent much death and suffering 
caused by cigarettes. " in conclusion I am proof that this works. 



In regards to Senate Bill 1: I am Danny Ruerup and I am opposed to SB 1. This Bill is phrased as a direct 

attack to local small business. There needs to be some rewording to this bill to stand up for community 

members that run small business that this will in effect shutdown their livelihood. There Is no one that 

will argue that smoking and tobacco products are not healthy and kill millions a year. There is no proof 

thee-juice and vaping products do any such thing. There is a great deal of research that needs to be 

done yet that will provide any type of conclusion to this question. Please do not include e cigarettes in 

th is bill. The state obviously does not have the funding to police this situation anyways. I appreciate your 

time to allow me to voice my opinion. 

Danny Ruerup 



I would like to thank you for allowing me to share my concerns 
with Senate Bill 1 (SB1). 
My name is Jennifer Vargason of North Pole, Alaska. 
Vapi'ng has saved my family from the ball and chain of tobacco use 
And I am thankful for that! I am healthier, my husband is 
healthier, and my family is healthier. Why this bill would consider 
vaping the same thihg as smoking or a tobacco product is beyond 
me. Vapor products do not contain tobacco and there is no 
combustion! Current research has shown that vaping does not 
have the harmful effect of smoking and there are no concerns for 
bystanders. The Ingredients in the liquid are in every day foods 
that we consume. Yes, there can be nicotine in the liquid but 
there have been studies that show that nicotine is not harmful. 
The article uls everything we know about nicotine wrong?" Dr. 
Neff even states instances where nicotine has been know to help 
certain conditions such as Alzheimer's disease, depression, 
Parkinsons disease, and more. It has been found that in those 
demographics tobacco use is higher. Alternatives to tobacco 
could help these demographics. 

I have been a tobacco user since I was 9 years old. Since then I 
have gone from lqmik (natural tobacco mixed with punk ash), 
Copenhagen, to cigarettes and have never been able to quit. I will 
be honest and tell you that when I first came upon vaping, I rolled 
my eyes and thought that it was just another fad that does not 
work. I was disgusted that my husband would vape, I was 

--· - ·- ---nesttaflt-te.-,everr-t-fY-it-.uRti,l+hae~w-it-f.l,essee-ffiV-Ausa-a,Ad-go-.. ~~~--=--~~­
without a cigarette for over a month. I was amazed, as I had seen 
him try several different methods of quitting, none of which were 
successful. I did a little research, after see.ing the results in 
person, and I decided to give it a try. When I started vaping, I 
vaped while I was off work, but I still used lqmik during normal 
work hours. Since December of 2014, I have been without 



tobacco completely. Nearly 28 years of tobacco use and I haven't 
yet picked up a cigarette or any form other of tobacco since I 
Please reconsider Senate Bill 1. Thank you again for taking your 
time to read my testimony. 

- ·---- ·- - - - ----=-· =-- - ~ --= ·-~ ·=· -·- -=---~ .. -- .- .-. -~~---~~~~=~--=-==~"'"""-_,,....,._ -~ - ~- --~ 



Christie Jamieson 

Will Manuel <wmmanuel@hotmail.com> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 8:12 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Senator Stedman, 

SB 1 

Follow up 
Flagged 

I hope this day finds you and your family well. 

I am writing you this evening in regards to SB 1. My words will be few, and not as refined as I usually try to be. 

Although I prefer to walk into a business that has chosen to be smoke free, and I think even many smokers 
enjoy to spend time in smoke free environments, I am against a State Law dictating that a private business not 
allow smoking. Most business are already smoke free, especially the ones that children are brought into. Yes, I 
do believe people have the right to breathe clean air, but they also have the right to make a choice and they have 
to accept the personal responsibility to not subject themselves or possibly their children to an environment that 
caters to smokers. This is true just as the owners of private businesses have the right to decide whether or not 
they allow smoking within their facilities. 

so understand that current and prospective employees have the right to breathe clean air, but they also have 
e choice and personal responsibility to not work in an establishment that allows smoking. What's more, in 

today's society most business owners have come to realize that they are severely limiting themselves of 
potential employees and patrons if they allow smoking within the confines of their establishment, this without 
written law. 

I applaud and commend businesses who go smoke free on their own accord, but I can never support any 
Governmental Entity who uses force via legislation and consequence. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

God bless, 

William M. Manuel, MICP, NR-P 
1513 Pine Ave 
Kenai, AK 99611 

1 



Christie Jamieson 

To: 
Subject: 

David Paulsen 
4501 Reka #1 
Anchorage, AK 99508 

February 12, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

David Paulsen <dpaulsen@gci.net> 
Thursday, February 12, 2015 12:48 AM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
year - http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

'd and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
mptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 

1 



I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that 
access to these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for 
Smoke-free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided 
attempts to limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
David Paulsen 

2 
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TESTIMONY Gerald Timmons, Fairbanks, Alaska 
Representing myself, business owner in Fai and Anc 
I am a Lifelong Non Smoker. Never ever smoked. 

I came to Alaska in the early 1960's and after graduating in Forestry became a career employee 
of the Bureau of Land Management in 1966. 

My first professional meeting for BLM was in a smoke filled room with me being the only "non­
smoker". That continued until 1983 when I left BLM. Smoke filled rooms that would choke you, 
but I had to adapt. No choice. 

About 3 months ago an unrelated heart scan found two very small 1 cm nodules on my left lung 
and two enlarged Lymph Nodes. A follow up CT Scan confirmed those findings and although 
my local doctor thought they did not look cancerous, I flew to Mayo Clinic in Minnesota for a 
second opinion. A PET scan confirmed cancer of the ~ymph nodes and a Surgical Team met 
with me that day reviewing options. 

The next morning, November 13, 2014, minor surgery to remove those expanded to a 
Lobectomy removing my entire upper lobe of my left lung and the cancerous sections of the 
Lower Lobe with a diagnosis of Stage Ill b T 4 non-small cell Lung Cancer. 

Survival odds and longevity tables for this stage lung cancer are dismal. However, I remain 
optimistic as my surgeon believes he removed all cancer and got it in time. My commitment to 
the horrible chemo will hopefully kill remaining cancer cells in the body and I shall remain 
vigilant. Radiation is a further option and my Oncology team has found a genetic mutation with 
my cancer that may provide further ability to slow future cell growth. 

My surgical team of lung doctors believe I was no more than two months away from the cancer 
metastasizing. I have been leaving Fairbanks every three weeks since surgery and flying to 
MSP for massive doses of chemo at Mayo. 

My life has been filled with Second Hand Smoke from others. I did not have a choice in the 
1970's if I wanted to keep my job. I had to attend meetings and I was the only non-smoker. 
Incidentally, I am the only remaining person from that group that remains alive. 

My doctors and I blame my Lung Cancer on "Second Hand Smoke" in the work place. 

November's surgical costs and hospital time was about $55,000. My chemo treatments are in 
- --- ··- - . - -excess.of.$6\000..ev..ery_tt)r,~~W<3e:ks,.J.:.am..ac.ar:tQidate,..foQCfmiGajJ:r,foJ_·fl:u,u;Nt,ay,a,i,.;t.1owev.erJts,1----~~ 

a Blind Trial and I could be on the end of a Placebo and not know. 

I am normally a conservative business owner, not believing in government regulations and 
directions. However, when employees are subject to life changing issues beyond their control if 
they want a job, its a no brainer. We must pass this legislation to protect our Alaska work force. 

We have a responsibility to those in our work place that can't control the air they breathe. 
Thank you Senator Minnichie for sponsoring this long over due legislation. 

~D~~ 
tJcv/J c {1_, 



re D' I I , L u I '.J I u: I Jl',IVI 

rom: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Chip & Amy Blair <cblair@gci.net> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 7:27 AM 
UO Sitka 
Re: SB 1 Regulation of Smoking 1:30 PM Public Testimony 

No. 363 4 P. 2 

Please add the following to the public comments for the Health and Social Services Committee on SB 1, 
Regulation of Smoking, which is meeting today, Feb. 11 , at 1 :30 PM: 

I have been a resident of Sitka, Alaska since 1984. I am employed at Alaska Marine Safety Education 
Association here. I strongly believe in and promote healthy and safe choices for individuals and community. I 
would like to urge you to support Senate Bill 1, the Take it Outside Act, because it is has been shown that 
secondhand smoke contributes to preventable illness and death. Employees in workplaces allowing smoking 
are putting their health and lives at risk and they sometimes don't have a choice. Local communities throughout 
the state are electing to eliminate secondhand smoke from inside public buildings and workplaces but not all 
businesses do it. A statewide law would create a standard that would put all businesses and workplaces on a 
level playing field. No one should have to choose between their health and a good job. 

Please support Senate Bill 1 for a statewide smoke-free workplace law. 

Thank you, 
Amy Blair 
Sitka, Alaska 

1 



r e u. I I. L V I J I V : I 'trllVI 

rom: 
ent 

To: 
Subject: 

Dear Elected Representative, 

Jennifer McNichol <mcnocco@gcLnet> 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 8:57 PM 
UO Sitka 
Senate Bill l - Take it Outside Act 

No. 3634 P. 3 

I am writing as both an Alaskan mother and as a physician to urge you to show your support for Senate Bill 1, 
the Take it Outside Act. 
I feel very fortunate to live in a community th.at has a local smoke-free ordinance, and I feel strongly that all 
Alaskans should have the same benefit. 
It is irrefutable that second-hand smoke causes health problems including heart disease and cancer. Those who 
have not chosen to smoke, but have chosen to make a living as they are able, should not be forced to bear the 
health risks that exposure to smoker's exhaust entails. In addition, customers of these same businesses are also 
subject to these risks, sometimes without even realizing it. We are well aware of the personal and family 
heartache, as well as the huge financial toll, that smoking-related diseases can create. 
Some of our communities are in boroughs that don't even have the power to pass a local ordinance to address 
this issue. It's time for all ofus to pitch in and help the people who live in these communities. I want you, as my 
elected representative, to support the bill for a statewide smoke-free workplace law. 
Thank you for your time in serving our state. 

Sincerely, 
ennifer McNichol, M.D. 
hka, AK 
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rom: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Maiy Barrett <mbarrett@searhc.org> 
Wednesday, Februaiy 11, 2015 1;19 PM 
LIO Sitka 
Senate Bill 1 

No . 364 0 P. 2 

I am currently a family nurse practitioner at SEARHC and have been a nurse practitioner for over 20 years . . 
I have frequently seen the effects of second hand smoke on children with asthma or who have respiratory 
infections. They wheeze more and have more trouble breathing requiring more medications. There is no amount 
of second hand smoke that is safe. 

When there are smokers clustered right outside the entrances to offices, stores, bars, the patrons can be exposed 
to second hand smoke intensely even if it is a brief period of time. The public should not have to endure that 
and nm the guantlet of smokers to enter an establishment. 

I personally have had to hold my breath while entering a building if there are smokers right at the door. My 
clothes will still catch the odor and stay with me as third hand smoke. 

I care about my health and the health of my patients. Please support SB 1. 

Thank you, 

ary Barrett, FNP-BC 

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and 
are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom 
they are addressed. This communication may contain material protected 
by evidentiary privileges including the physician-patient privilege, 
psychotherapist-patient privilege, attorney-client privilege and federal 
privacy laws. If you are not the intended recipient or the individual 
responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, please 
be advised that you have received this e-mail in error and that any 
use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please 
immediately notify the sender by replying to this message. You may also 
notify SEARHC by telephone at (907) 966-8418. You will be reimbursed 
for reasonable costs incurred in notifying us. 

l 
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Christie Jamieson 

To: 
Subject: 

Mrp26 < mrp26@caa.columbia.edu > 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 6:06 AM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 

Please Support SB 1 

Dear Senator, by now you have heard the clear message regarding what Alaskans have to gain from SB 1 and a 
smoke free Alaska. Community members all around Alaska have made their voices heard by electing to protect 
all people from the negative effects of secondhand smoke in public places. This policy is good for individuals, 
good for businesses, good for communities, and very good for Alaska. I ask for your support on this bill as 
proposed and endorsed by the Alaska tobacco Control Alliance. This bill will bring the benefits that most of us 
enjoy to many disparate groups that are not given a choice to have this basic right. This bill is simple, practical, 
and essential and Alaska is ready. Thank you. 

• Smoking rooms and ventilation systems do not address the health hazards of secondhand smoke. 
• Bar staff have to breathe at work just like everyone else. 
• It's time for the Alaska legislature to protect all workers from secondhand smoke. 

From: Michael Powell 
3208 Woodland Park 
Anchorage, AK 
99517 

07-947-9635 

rom: Michael Powell 
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Christie Jamieson 

Subject: 

Senator Stedman, 

David Hale <David@hale-ins.com> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 8:27 AM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
SB 1 to Prohibit smoking in Public Places 

Thank you for consideration on this bill. I am totally in favor of prohibiting smoking in public places. When I 
went non-smoking at Los Amigos my business increased and made it a safer and cleaner environment for my 
employees. It is just a matter of time before we start seeing workers compensation claims from bar and 
restaurant employees because of the smoke. Fairbanks is one of the few places left that allow smoking and it 
needs to change. 

Best Regards 

David R. Hale 

Hale & Associates, Inc. 

100 Cushman Street #200 

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701 

P: (907) 456-6671 F (907) 452-5214 

David.Hale@Hale-Insurance.com 
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Christie Jamieson 

To: 
Subject: 

Cameron Washburn 
118 Glacier Ave 
Fairbanks, AK 99701 

February 10, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Cameron Washburn <Cwakm8@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 1:05 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated with e-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
year- http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

id and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
umptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 
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I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently availabie and that 
access to these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for 
Smoke-free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided 
attempts to limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Cameron Washburn 
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Christie Jamieson 

Joan Cahill <joanmcahill@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 12:24 PM 
Sen. Johnny Ellis; Sen. Bert Stedman; Sen. Bill Stoltze; Sen. Peter Micciche 
In Support of SBl 

Dear Members of the Senate Health & Social Services Committee: 

In past positions, when I was young and poor, I was subject to smoke in my workplace. I knowingly 
compromised my health out of immediate short term economic necessity. I regret having done that and wish 
that no one would ever have to face that daunting choice. 

To ensure that no Alaskan ever does have to make that decision, I appeal to you to pass SBl. This will be one 
of the most significant acts of your Legislative service. It will produce immediate results statewide, as it 
already has in Juneau, Anchorage and many places around the US and the World. 

Thank you for your service! 

Joan Cahill 
Juneau 
(907) 723-3949 
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Christie Jamieson 

m: 
nt: 

To: 
Subject: 

Dear Senator, 

Cameron Washburn <cwakm8@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 12:50 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
E-cigarette Meeting 

I am on vacation and just received an email from casaa regarding and upcoming meeting on feb 11 regarding e­
cigs/vaporizers. I will be unable to attend the meeting as I'm not due back until the 17th. I am writing you to ask that you 
promote the use of electronic cigarettes, and keeping them at a reasonable price. 

I was a smoker for 10+ years, starting around 16. I had to tried to quit a handful of times over the years. Chantix, cold 
turkey, reducing the strengthen the cigarettes, and the original e-cigs. Over the years the technology and quality of the 
vaporizers has improved drastically. So I gave it another try and was able to succeed in finally kicking the habit. I 
appreciate it, my kids appriciate it, my girlfriend appreciates it. I do not believe that I could have done it otherwise. As 
much as I hate to admit that kind of weakness. But I am 100% cigarette free now. 

It is my hope that others will be able to achieve the goal of not smoking. And anything that we can do to make that 
easier for them I believe we need to do. Imposing higher costs on the products trying to discourage their use only 
discourages smokers from trying a potential product that could help them quit. Outlawing their use completely 

inates the option for smokers. We should be promoting these products. Not making it the black sheep. 

I have researched the the use of e-cigs and formed what is obviously my own personal opinion but I wanted to share. 
They are made of compounds that have been used for a long time, and are FDA approved. What is not FDA approved is 
what happens when you combine the ingredients. Not because it shouldn't be, because it hasn't been done yet. 
Whether or not the big tobacco companies have a hand in the delay of this approval I don't know. But it is my belief that 
for every smoker they lose, their profit margins go down. $2,400 a year in my case. 

It may be safer to breath air, but from someone who wants to quit smoking cigarettes, I would far prefer using 
something made with 4 FDA approved ingredients than something with 4.000 to 7,000 ingredients proven to cause 
cancer, illness and death. It the obvious safer alternative. 

Thank you very much for you time. I look forward to hearing the outcome of the meeting tomorrow. 

Cameron Washburn 
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Christie Jamieson 

scott logan <sslogan@aptalaska.net> 
Tuesday, February 10, 2015 6:11 AM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
SBl 

Please pass SB 1 out of committee. It is 2015. 

Sent from my iPad 
Scott Logan 
Box 686 
Skagway AK 
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Christie Jamieson 

om: 
nt: 

Subject: 

Dear Senator: 

Alaska T9m <a1askatom66@hotmail.com> 
Monday, February 09, 2015 8:38 PM 
Pass Senate Bill 1 Out of Committee 

I am a 45 year resident of Anchorage and the surviving partner of a man who died from lung cancer in 
2002. Therefore, I know the heart ache of losing a loved one because of tobacco smoke. 

Research has shown secondhand smoke is just as deadly as the original smoke, so why are we allowing it to 
continue to cause unnecessary illness and death to our fellow Alaskans? All it takes to change that is for 
elected officials, such as you, to stand up and say "enough is enough." 

By passing SB 1 out of Committee, you will be taking the first step to assure all Alaskan workers are free from 
secondhand smoke. 

Most sincerely, 

Thomas U. Rachal, Jr. 
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Christie Jamieson 

Subject: 
· Attachments: 

Senator Stedman, 

Alex McDonald <alex@icefogvapor.com> 
Monday, February 09, 2015 9:37 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
SBl 
CSAJtaEng.pdf; A TIOOOOl.htm 

My name is Alex McDonald, owner of Ice Fog Vapor, Inc. Fairbanks, AK. I wanted to contact you regarding 
my concerns with proposed Senate Bill I (SBI). 

First, I am concerned that SB I would take away local option for communities throughout the state to deal with 
issues that may or may not affect their individual community. Many other substances such as alcohol and 
marijuana are or will be local option for places to set up their own regulations regarding their use. This is 
currently the case with tobacco and several cities have already chosen to set their own rules regarding tobacco 
use. Juneau is smoke free, it is also not -30 in Juneau today either making it easier to step out side to an area 
designated for tobacco use. In Fairbanks it is currently up to local businesses to set their own policies if they 
would like to be smoke free. This gives both consumers and employees the choice to work at or patronize 
places of their choo sing. I know several places that have gone smoke free, yet built heated smoking rooms for 
people that wish to use tobacco. Many of these smoking rooms are closer to the entrance of the establishment 
than is required by SB I, and there is not a grandfather clause that would leave smoking rooms as a viable 
S! lution. This would punish places that have spent money trying to be proactive in implementing policies 

arding tobacco use. 

Another concern I have with SB I is enforcement. I know the budget is tight and I have been reading about cuts 
across the board. It does not appear feasible to create more laws that would require enforcement and more 
people working for the state when the state is trying to save money. The bill states an employee designated by 
the commissioner may enforce the provisions; and also states that the citation may be issued regardless of 
whether the violation was committed in the designated employees presence. This sounds like it would open the 
door for people being issued citations for non compliance without anyone actually seeing any violation. 

My final and major concern with SB I is that it is detrimental in helping people get off tobacco products. I am 
all for getting people off of tobacco products. I used a variety of tobacco products for 19 years and tried 
everything from traditional nicotine replacement therapies to prescription pharmaceuticals to quit using tobacco, 
none worked. I found an alternative to tobacco that has worked for me to quit all tobacco products; and if vapor 
products are included in this bill it would greatly inhibit that option for people trying to quite tobacco 
products. I have switched to using a vaporizer and have been tobacco free for well over a year now. Vaporizers 
do not contain any tobacco, or combustion by products. In the study "Characterization of chemicals released by 
electronic cigarette use: Is passive vaping a reality?" , attached, it was concluded "by saying that could be more 
unhealthy to breath air in big cities compared to staying in a room with someone who is vaping." The Drexel 
University study, link attached, found "no apparent concern" for bystanders of people using electronic cigarettes 
even under "worse case" assumptions about exposure. A study of tobacco use among adults in Minnesota 
found a 10% decrease in use among adults from 2010-2014. Of those that attempted to quit in the last 12 
months over 40% tried vaporizers in their attempt to quit tobacco use. This is double the rates for traditional 

otine Replacement Therapies, such as the patch or gum, and quadruple the rates of use of pharmaceutical 
ducts, such as Chantix. Vaporizers were the number one choice people in Minnesota turned to in their 

attempt to quit tobacco use, which is now at an all-time low among adults. SBI would unfairly treat this 
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tobacco alternative as tobacco, while not including less popular choices like the patch or gum. If this is a bill 
against tobacco use and discouraging people from using tobacco, leave it at tobacco. If this bill is to help 
improve public health, vaporizers should not be included in a smoking ban, especially when there ar·e numerous 
studies stating there is no concern of harm from second hand vapor exposure. If you would like further studies 
and research articles, please feel free to contact me either by email, or by phone, work (907) 328-1077, or cell 
(907) 978-8098. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Alex McDonald 
Owner, Ice Fog Vapor, Inc 
Fairbanks, AK 

http ://clearstream.flavourart.it/site/wp-content/uploads/2012/09/CSA ItaEng.pdf 

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18 
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Christie Jamieson 

m: 
nt: 

To: 
Subject: 

Sandra Cornelius 
1347 Spring Glade Rd 
Fairbanks, AK 99709 

February 9, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Sandra Cornelius <oscfbks@yahoo.com> 
Monday, February 09, 2015 2:29 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
ear - http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

id and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
sumptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely el iminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 



Christie Jamieson 

Subject: 

Ryan McKeown 
240 E Susitna Ave 
Wasilla, AK 99654 

February 9, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Ryan McKeown <irreverend23@gmail.com> 
Monday, February 09, 2015 2:54 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
year - http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

uid and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
sumptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 
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Christie Jamieson 

m: 
nt: 

To: 
Subject: 

Hello, 

steve mapes <akgofast@gmail.com> 

Sunday, February 08, 2015 6:44 PM 

Sen. Bert Stedman; Sen. Cathy Giessel; Sen. Pete Kelly; Sen. Bill Stoltze; Sen. Johnny Ellis 
SBl 

I am sending you this email to express my concerns about this senate bill, SB 1 .. 
I was able to get off tobacco after 40 years of being a daily smoker using personal vaporizers and e-liquids that 
contained nicotine. I did a lot of research into the products being offered and I believe that I made the correct 
choices 
If the option to vape an extremely less harmful product than tobacco is made more difficult than it already is 
people might not get the chance to get off tobacco. 
This product has been studied quite a bit and very little harmful or dangerous traces have been found in it.. 
Certainly it is much much better then smoking .. 
My breathing and stamina has improved dramatically .. 
This nicotine delivery method saves me money .. 
Please give others the choice, and the chance to make their own decisions about their health .. 
The vape shops I buy from do not sell to youngsters and I see them carding young adults to make sure that they 
are of legal age to purchase nicotine products .. 
Please do the research yourself.. Do not listen to the propaganda that seems to be getting more newspaper 
headlines than the research by qualified, third party researchers and scientists .. Alaskans heath is nothing to 

e uninformed decisions about.. 
ank you for taking the time to consider a voters opinion. 

Steven Mapes 
4 7870 Interlake drive 
Kenai Alaska 99611 
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Christie Jamieson 

Steven Mapes 
47870 Interlake Drive 
Kenai, AK 99611 

February 8, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Steven Mapes <akgofast@gmail.com> 
Sunday, February 08, 2015 6:47 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
ear - http://www.b!omedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 

id and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed to e-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
umptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway'' to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 
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I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that 
access to these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA {Consumer Advocates for 
Smoke-free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided 
attempts to limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Steven Mapes 
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Christie Jamieson 

To: 
Subject: 

Senator Stedman, 

Guiness64. <jmfinney64@gmail.com> 
Friday, February 06, 2015 12:20 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Regarding SB1 

I am writing you to voice my concerns with SBl, REGULATION OF SMOKING. There are several items 
in this bill that I find concerning, and would like your thoughts regarding them. Thank you in advance 
for your attention to this matter. 

In Sec 18.35.301.f.l, smoking the bill states that nothing in the section would prohibit smoking in a 
private club, but then prohibits smoking in private clubs that serve alcohol or have employees. This section 
would in fact prohibit smoking in 99% of the private clubs that would have smokers in it. The big questions 
about this section, what does the consumption of alcohol make an establishment required being smoke-free, and 
what private club does not have a single employee? 

Under Section 18.35.346.b, an employee of the department designated by the commissioner to 
enforce the provisions of AS 18.35.301, 18.35.306, 18.35.311, or 18.35.326 may issue a citation for a violation 
of AS 18.35.301, 18.35.306, 18.35.311, or 18.35.326 regardless of whether the violation was committed in 
the employee's presence. This section is one of the most concerning of the entire bill. This section alone gives 
an employee with no policing authority, more power than an actual law enforcement officer. In the section 
above, Section 18.35.346.a, a peace officer may only issue a citation if they witness the act. This opens the 
door to false claims, whereas I could call in an anonymous report of someone violating this bill, regardless of 
whether it was true or not. Not to mention, with the budgetary issues that are occurring in the state currently, 
with a large state employee layoff to occur, can we afford new employees for this monitoring? 

Along with the "prohibition" of smoking, the author has placed electronic cigarettes in the same 
category as smoking. Electronic cigarette just by name alone have been treated improperly solely because they 
look like cigarettes. People whom actually use them refer to them as personal vaporizers, because the term 
ecigs assists in a bad reputation. Aside from containing nicotine, but not always, there is absolutely nothing 
similar between the two items. Vaporizers do not emit smoke, they emit a vapor for inhalation. The second 
hand vapor in these devices has been tested, and it has been found to be below toxic level for workplace 
safety. This study was done by Drexel University titled "Peering Through the Mist". Nearly every single study 
that has painted a negative picture on personal vaporizers has been deemed invalid because of improper 
testing. With the potential benefits personal vaporizers have on the American public, it would be negligent to 

w them to be included in this bill. 
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In closing, I would implore you to stop this bill from progressing through the committees, and not allow 
it to even be given a vote. The poorly written text along with the lack of evidence to include certain items 
makes this one of the largest violations of personal rights we will see this session. 

Thank you, 

Jason Finney 

North Pole, AK 

907-322-1301 
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To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

---'--'Kec::...,__~-0_5'------'-?,--_~.,c....__ ~ 
Name 

~ r.,,,-bor Yl k:_,5i . /tJ ~ 
City, State 7 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 



I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
uelectronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~~ 
Name 

tD...:r b2:Q\LS 
1
\?)\c. 99-P\ 

City, State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~QV)N .\Q.r . t..0,: ~l,(t 
Name 0 

City, State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~{'mW.J 
Name 

City, State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

tJ,.,'.el u, K..I ~ 
Name 

City, State 



I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factuaJly inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist,,, Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

040'10Jlda ~o,,Ja ~ 
Name 

foJ r ban ~3 /tC 
City, State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 

the Mist", ~r~/JI Universi 

Thankyot//Jj; ....,___/T C? 
J0VA/1~ ,·. a 

Name 

I 
City1 State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
uelectronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~ 
Name 

City, State 



I do not support Se.nate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~~ Name 

I 

City, State 
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I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. he 

. secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~cTul~ 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

lfl?Au~( t2C~¢ 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, ~ 

fut~ Md1JJIIPI 
Name 1 

~ 
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City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

~~ ame · 
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City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

j V, ~f-1~ k A (j/1,,~ 

Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes]' is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

iJC:-cl'> kr l- fl.. v11jl"< 1 
Name 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

Name 

Nee\~ Q0\c }._~Of,(-'>-,. 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
uelectronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

Naj~~_b--
'(;q;<V)OM t'.~ 4t 

Cityf State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, r~ L, ~k,i 
ame 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesn is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. J 

Thank you, 

/,~= 
Name 

~~_{ ~c:.L« --­
City, State' 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factuaUy inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. J 

Thank you, 

Z,,,.,, 'i:tcb,~ 
Name 

OocJh Qle 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

~51rrzfuS fbo.-&og~ 
Name 

/:idso~ AF{> /&¼ts I IJ-/( 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

~s:·~n 5be /+on 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" ts negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

~c+--W1· I 1'·cq,0,So }IV 

Name 

7 
City7 State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

:h1;::u, <LL-
-==--

Name 

r~rrk6s t4 K 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesn is negligent and factualfy inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

iJ{t \ ~ D~~ Y'A-&vJ 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factualty inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

KV,~~ N~ 
Name 

fVlJ'iJ½ (d k zt1( 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. j 

Thank you, 

LU e. nd. , ~°'-r :::1 
Name 

No,~~ Po\e_ I ~-ro_~J:_C( 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

C1c6 L ~ecr1 oc. 
Name 

City, State 

. . ... -~ . 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

£.1elsoa II P/3 
Cityf State 

) 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes'' is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'\ Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

Oec:,moVle,( Coolc2 
Name 

lc~tl)c1f\ le~ r,Mc 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

d---
k~4/K 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. j 

Thank you, 

-~ Al ;flckcrlfVL-
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

c::: ~/:? 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

'- )oj~V\_ Mru-k-LN 
Name 

6a..le,,k I A~ 
--- - -r-C,...ir ....... y7-"'-State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

S*veN !__/Ivery, ft-/~-­
Name T 7 ~ 

-h:i :,~~:s, llA~ s/"c, 
City, State 

7 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

~~c j(_~c\1a_~~I\ 
Name 

f-cx. ,cb(\vs c Ab:-s\1.-0-
city, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

/o/,~£[ , ~/4; ii 
Nam~ ~ .___' _____ 

~·i<&r-J/! s ( Ilk 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesJJ is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

~r--

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate BiII 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. J 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesll is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

Name 
i 

f ~,( bV'Y\\¼ ~IL 
City, State 



----···-- · ·-···- - . . ..•..... ·--------. ··-·· ··- ·· - ·-- -·- · 

To Whom it May Concern, 
I do not support House Bill 40. The use of electronic cigarettes is not 
smoking, and should never be classified as such. By definition alone, 
smoke is created during combustion, and there is no combustion in 
said devices. A definition change as such has a detrimental effect on 
technology that has the potential to save millions of lives. New 
research is daily released stating that electronic cigarettes are safer 
than tradi~garett~ltduq!ng the effects on bystanders. 

$- ] 1-t ~Arr 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

Q,p.,,vve_,v- \?A. ~athh01rf'.... 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesn is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Dr xel · ersity. I 

~
11k~11t / 4/41 fvi 

Cityt State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes'' is negligent and factually jnappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 

Thank you, 

Name$2(~ 
City, State 



· To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. I 
Thank you, 

I I 

Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes,, is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. / 

Thank you, 

-J/J..LDT$ t-15J.;.Z. 
Name 

City, State 
I 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

E vd C///J1.r rr 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

i~ IA ~~ Sc \ W7 o l ( 
Name 

I 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~ { ~ / 
Name 

Lr2ASwi # t3/ A~ 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

c~'C, ,-,-1 ( Ge G h C r:)L\ 

Name 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

!/J11 NL 
Name 

!30L2 
City, State 

YcJO ~ Iv Y S \ fJ )<_ 



·---- -·-·-- - - ··· .. - -- - .. - ····-- -- ·· - .. 

To Whom it May· Concern, 
I do not support House Bill 40. The use of electronic cigarettes is not 
smoking, and should never be classified as such. By definition alone, 
smoke is created during combustion, and there is no combustion in 
said devices. A definition change as such has a detrimental effect on 
technology that has the potential to save millions of lives. New 
research is daily released stating that electronic cigarettes are safer 
than traditional cigarettes, including the effects on bystanders. 



-- --·· -·-- --····· · ··---· 

To Whom it May Concern, 
f do not support House Bill 40. The use of electronic cigarettes is not 
smoking, and should never be classified as such. By definition alone, 
smoke is created during combustion, and there is no combustion in 
said devices. A definition change as such has a detrimental effect on 
techpe og that has t potential to save millions of lives. New 
re 'Eiarc rs d ·1 rtttt->..#.r.-.ed stating that electronic cigarettes are safer 

an t di · ~-· ettes, · eluding the effects on bystanders. 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

\/.,,, ~ \ C\\:<..x-c.Qv 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

/L,~.r&~ lk~~!-- ~~ 
Name 

Fqcbc<k Jb,l 
City, State J 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mise', Drexel University. 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesn is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

/11cfw_/ i2~kf? 
Name 

&-lit/4,dk 
I 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Ef u1'ri Wi 1 ~ ~//- ti'lo., ( o r.v1 
Name 

Fa;1b:wiKs , 1-/!usla. 
7 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist11

, Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

5~~ 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

,J~tv1~5 Mc..r4n ·-w:­
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

A{/ch~il ~~ 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

:5""'aa'f { ~- ~es.· i1 ~ 
Name 

City, State 7 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettesn is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

:S:of~CIY) CJ1t.1 nJ(tr 
Name 

City, State ) 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist'', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

/L ;g,g AC..oV€ 
~me 

City, State 
I 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

z;i,,,,, R i< 
Name 

AL 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes,, is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

City, State 



To Whom it -May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the M ist1', Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Nae 

~w~ 
cfty, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

,j. &-\. ',,ti. \lln6.u.xig ~VL---
Name 

Th.\'('~Y\\L~/ A-k.. 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

R..e1, ·0~ /2od1 e, s 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist11

, Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

"'Td~it "'f Rgj_'j ' I" s 
Name 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

Dyl q 11 f IC{_ f-4-
Name 

Fa:r b<V1 tz >" II- k 
I 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, . / -

~ ~ 
Name 

Ea..~( 60.½ ~~ /+ lask-4 
City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not s~pport Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

0~ SJv.ecJt_ 
Name 

City, State 

- - - - - - - - --- --- --- - --- - ---- - - --- ·------



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~ /l-1 wood 
e 

Nor+& Poll-, A 4s t,a_ 
City, State 7 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

A t}.()vv.._. 
Name 

City, State 
1 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

C\o.. r o l ti\ h Ltl.n.3 
Name 

:t:-°'-i r b0-..nks I Ak 
City, State 

- - - - ·- - - - -- ------



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

City, State 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

cJetvi &Ja I-loo , ~ · ~ 
Name 7 

City, State 

- - ----- - - - -------- - --- - ------ -- ---- -·------ · 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

ff!j__J8a--
~a~ 
City, State 7 

·- -- -·-· ----- - -· 



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

c:;;L,. 'd £ lal,,-1-.,__ 
Name 

£,-1- t/4.tt.:,"--t Ak ,cyq103 
City, State 

----- - --- - - - - - - - - - - --- ----------- - -



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Name 

City, State 

----- - - --- - - --- - --- - - - --- ·-- ·- -···---- - - ---



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form~ The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

~.~~ 
Name 

Y) or¼ /10 I~ 41{ qq 70 s 
City, State 

------ - ---- - - - - ------------- - -



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per ''Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 
"-

\jQ.~\\Gx<f,S~ 
Name 

"N~rz-\V\~. A\a.sw 
C 

City, State 

- - - - -- - - - --- - - --· - - - - ----- ---~-·---·-·-- - --



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 

'i2,c1-1,:{gi:> )oNES c@s------._ 
Name 

1Vo1<m?ou-, AIL-

City, State 

- - - - -- - - --- ---- - --- - --- - - - - --- - ----- ------ -



To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 
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To Whom it May Concern, 

I do not support Senate Bill 1 in its current form. The inclusion of 
"electronic cigarettes" is negligent and factually inappropriate. The 
secondhand effect from vaporizers is negligible per "Peering Through 
the Mist", Drexel University. 

Thank you, 
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Christie Jamieson 

·rom: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Senators, 

Patrice Lee <patrice1ee3294@gmail.com> 

Monday, February 16, 2015 12:30 PM 

Sen. Kevin Meyer; Sen. John Coghill; Sen. Berta Gardner; Sen. Click Bishop; Sen. Mia 
Costello; Sen. Mike Dunleavy; Sen. Dennis Egan; Sen. Johnny Ellis; Sen. Cathy Giessel; 

Sen. Lyman Hoffman; Sen. Charlie Huggins; Sen. Pete Kelly; Sen. Anna MacKinnon; Sen. 

Lesil McGuire; Sen. Peter Micciche; Sen. Donny Olson; Sen. Gary Stevens; Sen. Bert 

Stedman; Sen. Bill Stoltze; Sen. Bill Wielechowski 
oharris; Governor@alaska.gov 

Support SB 1- Realize Bad Interior Air Pollution is also as hazardous as 2nd hand 

cigarette smoke. 

Air Pollution Fairbanks 21515jpg 

Follow up 

Flagged 

I am in support of SB 1. I have a son who has congenital heart problems and even going in and out of airports 
for travel to health care is sometimes clouded with entryway smokers. Taking it outdoors is important, but I 
hope SB 1 will also include setbacks for public places like airports. 

Please note that hundreds of current, reputable research articles clearly state that wood smoke is even more 
toxic than second hand smoke and should be considered every bit as dangerous. My son misses school on a 
egular basis because of the poor air quality in Fairbanks and the risk it poses to him. When he must stay home, 
miss work. 

I am concerned that even some members of our Interior Delegation are not taking this problem seriously 
enough. We need to clean up our air now. The way to reduce air pollution is to reduce burning. 

The FNSB should alter its stove change out program to only include propane stoves from now on. More wood 
stoves can only mean more burning. What gain has been made in efficiencies has been lost mostly due to 
increased number of wood burners. Despite what you may hear, our air quality is worse everywhere in the 
borough, except the Down Town SLAMS monitor where regulations are in place by the city of Fairbanks to 
regulate burning. The rest of the borough has no regulation at this time. Propane stoves will be magnitudes 
cleaner and move us in the direction of natural gas and can be converted from propane to natural gas with an 
inexpensive ($10.00-$12.00) conversion plate. Please fund money to convert "Essential Burners" (those with 
only wood or coal to burn) and others qualified, to propane for the coming season. 

Consider the following exerpt: 
From the 2014 article-
http:/ /www.adn.com/article/20140912/protect-your-lungs-treat-wood-smoke-cigarette-smoke 

The Author, Dr. Brian Moench, is a respected, nationally recognized anesthesiologist in Utah and is a leader 
with the Utah Physicians for Social Responsibility. He has reported widely in most mainstream media. 
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'Wood smoke is uniquely toxic among all sources of urban air pollution. For example, the EPA estimates that 
the lifetime cancer risk from wood stove smoke is 12 times greater than that from an equal volume of 
secondhand tobacco smoke. Particles in wood smoke are extraordinarily small, behaving essentially like gases, 
making them easy to inhale but less likely to be exhaled. They are then distributed by the blood throughout the 
body, causing inflammation and biologic disruption wherever they go. Attached to these tiny particles are at 
least 200 of the most toxic compounds known -- dioxins, furans, formaldehyde, heavy metals and polycyclic 
aromatic hydrocarbons. One fireplace burning 10 pounds of wood in an hour will generate nearly as many 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons as 3,000 packs of cigarettes. No one in their right mind, even a smoker, 
would think lighting up 3,000 packs of cigarettes every hour during a cozy winter evening would be a good 
idea. 

The free-radical chemicals in wood smoke are active 40 times as long as those from cigarette smoke, resulting 
in a greatly prolonged opportunity to seriously damage cells. Studies show that even the chromosomes in those 
cells can be impaired literally within minutes of exposure.' 

A check of the obituaries in the Fairbanks Daily Newsminer in recent months should raise concerns as the 
number of people dying of cancer, unexplained cardiac events and those in the 49-62 year old range is alarming. 

Two schools, Weller Elementary and Tanana Middle School were smoked out by residential wood smoke in 
Jan. 2015. The construction debris from the Klondike Hotel was burned during an air quality alert over several 
days, triggering community outrage and many complaints. The ADEC is presently dealing with this. The 
Well er incident was report by staff to the school district and the Tanana incident, which resulted in fire alarms 
going off and the complete evacuation of the school was well investigated by the fire department and reported 
to the ADEC. NO School children should be exposed in this manner. 

The Fairbanks Memorial Hospital has started a new study to correlate ER/ Admission visits with poor air 
quality. As stated at a recent Town Hall Meeting, hosted by the Borough Assembly, the correlation, even in its 
early stages is positive. 

The Alaska State Constitution Article VTI includes the important provision to "provide for the promotion and 
protection of public health" and "provide for public welfare". I urge you to keep that responsibility in. mind as 
you move forward to pass SB 1 and take decisive, supportive measures to clean up the air in the Fairbanks 
North Star Borough. Please consider a resolution in support of a local solution to our problem, or a bill 
directing the state to promote/openly support an Air Quality State Implementation Program that is complete, 
adequate, and protective, or better yet, provide for the ADEC and Troopers with citation and enforcement 
authority for the laws that currently exist. 

We are often in a sea of 2nd hand smoke, even when there is no inversion and the temperature is unseasonably 
warm. Please see attached photo. The power plant smoke stack showing its plume heading strait up indicates 
there is no inversion present. The temperature was 4 degrees F, warm for February. 

This is a health and safety issue. Please set politics aside. 

Very Sincerely, 

Patrice Lee 
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Christie Jamieson 

rom: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Damian Rolland 
4100 N. Campbell Rd. 
Palmer, AK 99645 

January 28, 2015 

Dear Bert Stedman, 

Damian Rolland <dwashere@gmail.com> 
Wednesday, January 28, 2015 6:55 PM 
Sen. Bert Stedman 
Please Oppose SB 1 and HB 40 and any other effort to treat e-cigarettes like smoking. 

I am writing to express my deep concern and opposition regarding HB 40 and SB 1 which would include the use of 
smoke-free vapor products (e-cigarettes) in Alaska's smoking law. 

Smoking laws are ostensibly enacted to protect the public from the harm of secondhand smoke, but smoke-free e­
cigarettes have not been shown to cause harm to bystanders. In fact, all evidence to date shows that the low health risks 
associated withe-cigarettes are comparable to other smokeless nicotine products. A comprehensive review conducted 
by Dr. Igor Burstyn of Drexel University School of Public Health (and published in a peer-reviewed journal earlier this 
year - http:/ /www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/18/abstract) examined over 9,000 observations of e-cigarette 
liquid and vapor and found "no apparent concern" for bystanders exposed toe-cigarette vapor, even under "worst case" 
assumptions about exposure. 

Lawmakers must beware of unintended consequences from well-intentioned laws. There is clear evidence of a 
phenomenon called "accidental quitting," wherein many of the smokers who initially choose e-cigarettes to use just 
where smoking is prohibited go on to quit smoking conventional cigarettes completely. Prohibiting the use of e­
cigarettes in public spaces completely eliminates that incentive to even try e-cigarettes. Unfortunately, the health risks 
of every one smoker who doesn't quit because e-cigarette use is prohibited (and the risks to the children and others 
who live with them) cummulatively outweigh any good done by eliminating the miniscule exposures to even hundreds of 
bystanders in public spaces. 

Clearly, the benefits of allowing smokers to use e-cigarettes in public--and thereby increasing the likelihood of 
"accidental quitting" and reducing the known, extremely high health risks of smoking--outweigh the very low risks of 
insignificant exposures to bystanders. So, not only is there no genuine public health reason to prohibit e-cigarette use in 
public spaces, but, in fact, allowing e-cigarettes to be used in public spaces will actually improve public health by 
inspiring other smokers to switch and reduce their health risks by an estimated 99%. Moreover, private businesses in 
Alaska are already setting their own policies, and they should retain the right to allow or disallow usage since there is no 
proven health threat to bystanders. 

While I understand some have expressed a fear about these products acting as a "gateway" to traditional cigarettes for 
youth, there is no evidence to suggest this is really happening, and research actually shows it is unlikely to happen to any 
substantial extent. Teen smoking rates are at their lowest point since smoking became popular and continue to drop, 
but there are adults who will continue to smoke until they die unless we provide attractive alternatives. 
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I urge you to oppose these bills and any legislation that would limit where smoke-free products like e-cigarettes can be 
used. It is imperative that existing adult smokers become aware of all the alternatives currently available and that 
access to these products remains unimpeded. 

I look forward to your response on this issue. I, along with my fellow members of CASAA (Consumer Advocates for 
Smoke-free Alternatives Association), thank you for considering my comments and hope you will oppose misguided 
attempts to limit adult use of smoke-free e-cigarettes. 

Sincerely, 
Damian Rolland 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Tuesday, February 17, 2015 8:06 AM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Fight Cancer: Support SB1 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 6:24 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Fight Cancer: Support SB1 

Feb 17, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

I'm sure you have seen volunteers from the Americ:an Cancer Society Cancer Action Network in the Capitol today. 

hile I can't be in Juneau with them, I want you to know I join them In support of Senate Bill 1. I am an Alaskan who 
believes everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Please vote in favor of SB 1. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Renay Dworakowski 
152 N Greenbush Rd 
Troy, NY 12180-8331 
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CJ' ;1 :.j Real Poalbllltles In 

Alaska 
February 9, 2015 

Senator Peter Miccfche 
Alaska State Capitol, Room 514 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

SB 1 - Support 

Dear Sen. Micciche, 

3601 C Street, #1420 Anchorage, AK 99503 
1-866-227-7447 Fax: 907-341-2270 TIY: 1-877-434-7598 
aarp.org/ak ak@aarp.org twitter: Oaarpalaska 
facebook.ccrn/AARPAK 

On behalf of AARP Alaska's 86,000 members, we are pJeased to support passage and 
enactment of SB 1, which provides for smoke-free workplaces and public spaces 
statewide. Voluminous scientific evidence spanning many decades has demonstrated 
without doubt the serious risks to health caused by tobacco and second-hand smoke. 
Smoking represents one of the most preventable causes of lung and heart disease 
which cost lives and money. 

Living in Anchorage, where smoke-free workplaces has been the norm for many years, 
it is easy to see the benefits of such a law, as well as the positive results it has for 
businesses. Having a statewide statute answers the concerns of businesses that worry 
about a level playing field. All employees, and customers, deserve to breathe clean air. 
Far from taking away freedom, this law restores freedom from unwanted second-hand 
smoke. 

Additionally, we support the provisions of SB 1 to prohibit the use of electronic 
cigarettes, or vaping, in the workplace. Evidence Is mounting that the vapors contain 
toxins of their own which can present significant risk to health of others fn proximity. 

The bitl in no way prohibits anyone from smoking or vaping. It merely prevents them 
from harming others. 

We join with the thousands of individuals, the hundreds of businesses, and the vast 
majority of health care professionals who have indicated their support for smoke-free 
Alaskan workplaces. Thank you very much for sponsoring this bilt 

Ken Helander 
Advocacy Director 

~ !~ ~ 
i(liarie Darlin 
Coordinator, AARP Capitol City Task Force 



Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message-----

Robin Farsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 2:44 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 1:03 PM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Billie Menefee 
PO Box 163 
Copper Center, AK 99573-0163 
(907) 388-7700 
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Chuc.k kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message---

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 2:44 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 1:03 PM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1- because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. david fox 
13211 Venus Way 
Anchorage, AK 99515-3967 
(907) 868-6881 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subjed: 

----Original Message---

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:49 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 11:00 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

Julie Farrell 
PO Box3261 
Valdez, AK 99686 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Julie Farrell 
PO Box 3261 
1593 Dewey CT 
Valdez, AK 99686-3261 
(907) 255-9165 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Care 
Tuk <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 3:35 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

Just as you represent Alaskans, so do I. I am the first National Hero of Hope (2012) for the American Cancer Society. This 
is a volunteer position I take very seriously. As 113 time cancer survivor, and entering my 14th battle, I urge you to 
support SB 1. Several of my cancers are directly impacted due to second hand smoke for 20 years (both parents smoked) 
- at home and in business work places. 

SB 1 would allow me to frequent many businesses I can't due to tobacco smoke ore-cigarette vapor. I makes sense and 
CENTS for the STATE to go smoke free. I'm sure by now you know that businesses in cities such as Palmer, report an 
actual INCREASE in business revenue, and repeat clientele plus a welcome addition of NEW clientele since going smoke­
free. 

I makes sense to support SB 1, especially since Alaska is the ONLY state where (lung) cancer is the #1 killer- all other 
states have heart disease as #1 killer, with obesity closing in fast. Think of the health care savings due to cancer that 
could be reduced if SB 1 were supported. 

I want to celebrate many more birthdays as an Alaskan. Please help me, by voting in support of SB 1 .. Thanks! 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health 'of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Care Tuk 
PO Box 871632 
Wasilla, AK 99687-1632 
(907) 357-2108 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:47 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It -Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 11:30 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

Smoke free will save lives! 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Ronnie Denius 
PO Box 110866 
Anchorage, AK 99511-0866 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message----

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:49 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:lcan@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 11:00 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside I 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Joan Truett 
PO Box 520056 
3068 S. Genoa Ct. 
Big Lake, AK 99652-0056 
(907) 892-1396 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message----

Robin Farsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:48 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 11:00 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether It's tobacco smoke or e-clgarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Lauren Morgan 
PO Box 240221 
Anchorage, AK 99524-0221 
(907) 202-1444 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:47 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:01 PM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill l in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Miss Rebecca Vanloon 
12815 Lindsey Cir 
Anchorage, AK 99516-2771 
(907) 782-8232 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:44 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:31 PM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
ell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Mike Gutierrez 
5339 Lionheart Dr 
Anchorage, AK 99508-2532 
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._Chuck KQpp 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message--

Robin Farsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:45 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:01 PM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone Is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 
PLEASE!!!III 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1- because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. ROGER DUNCAN 
PO Box 105 
Kasilof, AK 99610-0105 
(850) 865-3833 
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Chuck Kopp 

rom: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer: Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Care 
Tuk <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 3:35 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

Just as you represent Alaskans, so do I. I am the first National Hero of Hope (2012) for the American Cancer Society. This 
is a volunteer position I take very seriously. As I 13 time cancer survivor, and entering my 14th battle, I urge you to 
upport SB 1. Several of my cancers are directly impacted due to second hand smoke for 20 years (both parents smoked) 

- at home and in business work places. 

SB 1 would allow me to frequent many businesses I can't due to tobacco smoke ore-cigarette vapor. I makes sense and 
CENTS for the STATE to go smoke free. I'm sure by now you know that businesses in cities such as Palmer, report an 
actual INCREASE in business revenue, and repeat clientele plus a welcome addition of NEW clientele since going smoke­
free. 

I makes sense to support SB 1, especially since Alaska is the ONLY state where (lung) cancer is the #1 killer - all other 
states have heart disease as #1 killer, with obesity closing in fast. Think of the health care savings due to cancer that 
could be reduced if SB 1 were supported. 

I want to celebrate many more birthdays as an Alaskan. Please help me, by voting in support of SB 1. Thanks! 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Care Tuk 
PO Box 871632 
Wasilla, AK 99687-1632 
(907) 357-2108 



Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

-----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 12:54 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SBl And Smoke-Free Workplaces 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 10:00 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SBl And Smoke-Free Workplaces 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

I'm writing to you today as your constituent to urge you to vote YES on Senate Bill 1, Smoke-Free Workplaces. Everyone 
has the right to breathe 
smoke-free air. In a day and age where common sense is anything but 
common, its one simple truth you can take to the bank. 

As a single 30-something professional, I enjoy a healthy lifestyle and a lucrative career. I enjoy going out with my friends 
to restaurants and bars, and many times spending considerable money. What I don't enjoy, however, is smelling like an 
ashtray after a few minutes in an establishment that allows smoking. What's even worse is considering what effects the 
smoke is having when it enters unbidden into my lungs. 
If this is argued as an economic hardship on establishments that would be forced to have clients smoke outside - I call 
BS. My friends and I are the most prime target demographic. We have the money to sustain businesses, we have the 
technological wherewithal to endorse the businesses we enjoy on social media, and we are not dying off or suffering 
from horrendous adverse heath effects from smoking. Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to 
secondhand smoke and e-cigarette aerosol they are free to keep it to themselves. 
If they are willing to pay the consequences for their choices, so be it. But no one else should have to bear the 
consequences alongside them. Be smart, Alaska. Let's consider the 10 year plan the right way - by passing SB 1. 

That's why I support SB 1 to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces. Thanks for your help in protecting everyone's 
right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

r. Michael Crawford 
36615 Chinulna Dr 
Kenai, AK 99611-8719 
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. Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 12, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
State Capitol, Room 125 
120 Fourth Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Krista 
McNeil <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 10:07 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. I 
work in the healthcare industry and have worked with folks that think it's ok to smoke the e-cigarettes in their offices or 
the workplace. E-cigarettes do give off an odor that is very offense to many people. Cigarette smokers are changing to 
thee-cigarettes because they think they can smoke them inside which is a plus for them in the winter months. Please 
make our work places free of ALL cigarettes and tobacco products. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1- because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Krista McNeil 
PO Box204 
Soldotna, AK 99669-0204 
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Ch~ck Kopp 

From: 

Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of 
Kristen Hoffman-Chock <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 8:37 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Kristen Hoffman-Chock 
303 Elmwood Dr 
Alexandria, MN 56308-8534 
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(:huck Kopp 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 12, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Krista 
McNeil <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 10:07 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. I 

work in the healthcare industry and have worked with folks that think it's ok to smoke the e-cigarettes in their offices or 
the workplace. E-cigarettes do give off an odor that is very offense to many people. Cigarette smokers are changing to 
the e-cigarettes because they think they can smoke them inside which is a plus for them in the winter months. Please 
make our work places free of ALL cigarettes and tobacco products. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Krista McNeil 
PO Box204 
Soldotna, AK 99669-0204 

1 



Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Bill 
Ross <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 7:06 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

I am a survivor and I lost my wife to Breast cancer 2 years ago, so I have personal experience and knowledge of the 
dangers of cancer. I am also a hospice volunteer and have seen what secondhand smoke can do to people who have 
never smoked. We need to realize that even though everyone is free to decide if we want to poison ourselves by 
smoking, we do not have the right to poison others with our secondhand smoke. 
It's time to make a stand against toxic secondhand smoke in the work place, so if folks want to smoke they are free to 
keep it to themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes 
sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Bill Ross 
PO Box91666 
Anchorage, AK 99509-1666 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Jack 
OBrien <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 5:35 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choicesr But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1- because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Jack 0Brien 
2713 Chief Alexander Dr 
Fairbanks, AK 99709-4864 
(907) 378-5459 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Tanya 
0Brien <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 5:35 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone Is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1- because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Tanya 0Brien 
2713 Chief Alexander Dr 
Fairbanks, AK 99709~4864 
(907) 378-5459 
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.Chuck Kopp 

From: 

Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Feb 11, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network <ican@acscan.org> on behalf of Carol 
Powell <ican@acscan.org> 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015 6:37 PM 
Sen. Peter Micciche 
Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

Not everyone feels free to ask to have a smoke-free workplace because they are afraid they might lose their job. It 
needs to be done by the government so that everyone can breathe smoke-free air. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

M rs. Carol Powell 
201 Hamilton Ave Apt 23 
Fairbanks, AK 99701-3574 
(907) 479-4719 
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Chuck Kopp 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

----Original Message-----

Robin Forsi 
Monday, February 16, 2015 2:00 PM 
Chuck Kopp 
FW: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

From: American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network [mailto:ican@acscan.org] 
Sent: Monday, February 16, 2015 10:21 AM 
To: Sen. Peter Micciche 
Subject: Support SB 1 Take It Outside! 

Feb 16, 2015 

Senator Peter Micciche 
AK 

Dear Senator Micciche, 

Thank you for considering Senate Bill 1 in committee. I support the bill and smoke-free workplaces, and I would like to 
tell you why. 

Everyone is free to make their own choices. But, when it comes to toxic secondhand smoke they are free to keep it to 
themselves and take it outside. Whether it's tobacco smoke ore-cigarette aerosol, taking it outside makes sense. 

That's why I support Senate Bill 1 and want to get the smoke out of all Alaska workplaces, for the health of all Alaskans. I 
hope I can count on your support for SB 1 - because everyone has the right to breathe smoke-free air. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Finley Baird 
2818 Laurelstone Ln 
Bowling Green, KY 42104-4783 
(270) 843-8857 
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