 



From: Cantiloper
To: banderson@asm.state.nv.us, rsegerblom@lvcoxmail.com, mdonderoloop@asm.state.nv.us, whorne@asm.state.nv.us, rkihuen@asm.state.nv.us, mmanendo@asm.state.nv.us, hmortenson@asm.state.nv.us, johrenschall@asm.state.nv.us, bparnell@asm.state.nv.us, jcarpenter@asm.state.nv.us, tcobb@asm.state.nv.us, dgustavson@asm.state.nv.us, jhambrick@asm.state.nv.us, rmcarthur@asm.state.nv.us
CC: Cantiloper
Sent: 5/14/2009 3:14:01 A.M. Eastern Daylight Time
Subj: Assembly Smoking Ban Vote...

 

Dear Representatives,

 

I am not from Nevada, but I ask you to take just a minute or two to read this email about your smoking ban.  

 

I am sure you have been inundated with well-presented and expensively prepared "information" about the terrible health effects of secondary smoke and the complete innocence of smoking bans in terms of economic harm.

 

Hopefully you are aware that a lot of that "information" has been so highly distorted and manipulated that it's little more than bald-faced lies.

 

Let me give just two quick examples followed by a brief story about my experience in New Jersey.

 

The first example concerns the claims you hear of "no economic harm" from a ban.  The antismoking lobbyists will tell you that "every reputable study" agrees bans never cause harm to any industry at all. What they don't tell you is that they count as reputable studies only those which have been funded by targeted antismoking grants and.designed to produce the "right" sort of results.  To see a sampling of studies paid for by hospitality groups or done independently by researchers and economists, visit:

 

http://kuneman.smokersclub.com/economic.html
 

The lie of  the "no economic harm" claim can also be seen clearly by looking at casino and gambling revenues in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, and Missouri.  In the first year of its smoking ban (2008) Illinois' casino revenue fell by roughly 21%.  Meanwhile the other three nearby states, without bans, saw their casino revenues rise by about 2%, 5%, and 7% respectively. Additionally, as the graph below shows clearly, the imposition of partial and full smoking bans had an absolutely devastating effect upon Charitable Gambling Revenue in Minnesota over the course of five years:
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{Please note: the legend on the left of the graph is in error: the dollar amounts are total revenue, not tax income}

 

I hope the above information, all of which can be fully referenced and backed up, will cause you to at least begin questioning the truth of what you've been hearing from the pro-ban lobby.

 

The second example I'll give concerns the health claims.  I'm sure you've seen the "New" study that just came out about the bad air in the casinos and the "respiratory symptoms" of casino workers.  If you actually read the study {which is actually three years old, never accepted for publication, and just pulled out of the dust bin for this particular "emergency"} instead of just the press releases about it you will find that for 15 out of the 16 measurements they took of PAHs and VOCs in the "Personal Breathing Zones" of the casino workers they were not even able to *detect* the pollutants that they were seeking.   The one pollutant they did detect, naphthelene, was present in quantities of only one part per billion - far, far below any OSHA type standard of concern.  

 

In another measurement they measured the amount of formaldehyde in the air and portrayed it as particularly deadly.  What they did not tell you is that the measured concentration was at a level of .007 parts per million.  Is that dangerous?  To put that in perspective, just two weeks ago Johnson & Johnson defended its baby shampoos as "perfectly safe" because babies were only being exposed to "trace levels" of formaldehyde in them.  Those "trace levels" were measured at 610 parts per million: 87,000 times as concentrated as the casino worker exposures.  And yet Johnson & Johnson and their medical experts rushed to assure parents that it was perfectly safe for newborn babes.

 

Sirs and Madams, in reality there has never yet been a single medical study showing any degree of long term harm from the low concentrations of smoke that would normally be found in any well-ventilated modern casino setting.  The claims of short term "respiratory symptoms" are based upon highly biased sampling, poor definitions, and large experimenter/subject effects.

 

I hope the above economic and health examples combine to cause you to seriously question what you have heard from pro-ban lobbyists.

 

And now for my brief story of New Jersey.  About four years ago I went to Atlantic City to meet with one of the officials of their gaming association.  I urged the official to have the casinos work with the bar/restaurant industry in New Jersey against the ban there because if they did not, then the antismokers would eventually come for the casinos.  Sad to say, I was met with little more than condescending laughter and an assurance that "We're WAY too important to this state for them to ever TOUCH us." Those casinos are now laboring under the same sort of partial ban that you saw graphed in the Minnesota example and escaped a full ban a few months ago by the skin of their teeth {and will be facing another, and stronger, full ban challenge next year.}

 

If you allow the smoking ban to stand as it presently is in Nevada, the antismoking lobby *will* come back, stronger than ever, in a few years and they *will* take the casinos.  When they do you will see casino income to the state drop by the same 20 to 30% that you saw above in Illinois and Minnesota, and you will see unemployment rates skyrocket.  Do not make the mistake of thinking that the Casinos are "too big" to be touched or you'll suffer the same sad fate as my friends in New Jersey.

 

Stand up to the antismoking lobby now while you have the chance and can show your strength.  Your success will aid efforts to roll back the ban in Ohio, help save Wisconsin from falling victim, and  perhaps even cause North Carolina to recover from the momentary madness it displayed yesterday in banning smoking in bars while allowing it pretty much everywhere else (perhaps even including maternity wards and kindergartens???)

 

The voters in Nevada were steamrollered by a highly effective public relations campaign that played off people's fundamental distrust and dislike of Big Tobacco.  Their vote wasn't so much "for smoking bans" as it was "For the Children and Against Big Tobacco."  

 

In closing, let me state clearly and for the record: I have no connection with Big Tobacco and have never taken a dime from them for my work in all this (Well, unless they ordered copies of my book - but if they did they did it just like anyone else by ordering copies.)  And, as an aid to you in defending your decision to add some reason to the ban in Nevada, let me send you a printable "booklet" in a following email.  It is short, 23 pages of large print, designed for quick and easy reading and designed to expose the sort of tricks and deceptions used by the antismoking lobby.  It's one-sided, but the information within it is accurate and its presentation is honest.

 

Please vote the bill out of committee and support its passage on the full floor.

 

Thank you.

 

Michael M.
Author of "Dissecting Antismokers' Brains"

Uncompensated Mid-Atlantic Director, Citizens Freedom Alliance

Uncompensated Director, Pennsylvania Smokers' Action Network.

