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1 Departmcnt’s Position: The Department of Health is in strong opposition to this measure.

2 Fiscal Implications: While there are no appropriations or immediate impacts to the general fund there

3 will likely be future increased health care costs, particularly to our medicaid budgets resulting from

4 diseases caused by exposure to secondhand smoke.

5 Purpose and Justification: The Department of Health is in strong opposition to this bill which

6 proposes to create an exemption for bars and nightclubs with a liquor license to allow smoking by

7 posting “smoking permitted” signs and provides that no county ordinance shall prohibit or restrict

8 smoking in these establishments, effective January 1, 2013.

9 Smoking and tobacco use are Hawaii’s and the nation’s leading cause of preventable illness and

10 death. In Hawaii, this relates to over 1,100 resident deaths annually and impacts the state approximately

11 with $630 million each year for medical, health care, and lost productivity costs.

12 In 2006, the Hawaii State Legislature enacted the current law which prohibits smoking in any

13 enclosed or partially enclosed worksite or public place. This measure has created a minimum level of

14 protection from involuntary exposure to tobacco smoke for all businesses. The Legislature’s intent was

15 to create a ‘pro-business’ measure that was in line with the best public health science, practice, policy,
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1 and public norms. This measure was designed to reduce health care costs to business resulting from

2 exposure to secondhand smoke which has both an immediate and long-term impact on a person’s health.

3 The United States Surgeon General’s Report on “The Health Consequences of Involuntary

4 Exposure to Tobacco Smoke” (2006) found that: secondhand smoke causes premature death and disease.

5 in children and adults who do not smoke; exposure of adults to secondhand smoke has immediate and

6 adverse effects on the cardiovascular system and causes coronary heart disease and lung cancer; the

7 scientific evidence indicates that there is no risk-free level of exposure to secondhand smoke; and

8 recommends eliminating smoking in indoor spaces to fully protect nonsmokers from exposure to

9 secondhand smoke.

10 This measure, by providing an exemption for bars and nightclubs, would be a step back in time

11 for the public’s health. It would create an unequal playing field whereby an employee would need to

12 choose between a job and their health, and could result in greater health care costs. Further, the proposed

13 measure would preempt county governments from enacting any ordinance that might restrict smoking in

14 a bar or nightclub. This is a very dangerous provision that has been often used by the tobacco industry to

15 subvert home rule. Fortunately in Hawaii these measures have been recognized as tobacco lobby tactics

16 and have been defeated.

17 Adults in Hawaii smoke at very low rates, only 14.5 percent reported smoking in 2011 and

18 Hawaii adults support the current Smoke Free Workplace and Public Places law. A February 2011 poll

19 found that 87 percent of adult voters reported being in support of the law. The Department believes that

20 there is no need to change the current statute.

21 The Department of Health strongly urges the committee to hold this measure.

22 Thank you for the opportunity to testify
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HB 2306 - RELATING TO CHAPTER 328J, HAWAII REVISED STATUTES

Thank you for the opportunity to testify in opposition to HB 2306, which would provide
for exemptions for bars and nightclubs (dispensers and cabarets) from Hawaii’s smoke-free law.

The American Cancer Society is the nationwide, community-based, voluntary health
organization dedicated to eliminating cancer as a major health problem by preventing cancer,
saving lives, and diminishing suffering from cancer, through research, education, advocacy, and
service. Part of our mission is to advocate for smoke-free laws to protect people from the
dangers of second-hand smoke.

We believe this is a public health issue, one that will bring second hand smoke back into
businesses and workplaces. We would like to address the dangers of second-hand smoke.

Second-hand smoke affects public health. Here are some facts: Second-hand smoke
contains over 4000 substances, more than 60 of which are known or suspected to cause
cancer.1 Three of these substances, which are carcinogens — arsenic, benzene, and vinyl
chloride--are regulated in the United States as hazardous air pollutants. Two of the bladder
carcinogens-- 2-napthalymine and 4-aminobiphenyl are banned for use in dye manufacturing.

As the committee may well be aware, continued exposure to these chemicals will
increase a person’s risks for lung cancer, asthma, and other chronic health diseases. While

‘Environmental Protection Agency: Health Effects of Exposure to Secondhand Smoke.
<http://www.epa.gov/smokefree/healtheffects.html>

American Cancer Society Hawai’i Pacific, Inc., 2370 Nti’uanu Avenue, Honolulu, Hawaii 968 17-1714
•Phone: (808) 595-7500 eFax: (808) 595-7502 •24-Flour Cancer Info: (800) 227-2345 .http://www.cancer.org
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there are some people who claim exposure has little or no effect on health, are we willing to
take that chance? Are we willing to risk exposure to known toxic chemicals?

Protecting people from second-hand smoke is an important public health concern. We
strongly believe that people should not be exposed to known chemicals, which could lead to
the onset of cancer and other chronic diseases, to reduce incidences of cancer and allow for a
healthier community and State.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to provide testimony on this measure.

Sincerely,

Cory Chun
Government Relations Director

American Cancer Society Hawai’i Pacific, Inc., 2370 Nu’uanu Avenue, Honolulu, Hawaii 96817-1714
•Phone: (808) 595-7500 .Fax: (808) 595-7502 •24-Hour Cancer Info: (800) 227-2345 .http://www.cancer.org
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The American Heart Association strongly opposes HB 2306. There can be no compromise
when it comes to protecting the health of Hawaii’s workers, or its public.

• During 2000 to 2004, cigarette smoking resulted in an estimated 443,000 premature
deaths each year due to smoking-related illnesses in the nation, and about 49,000 of these
deaths were due to secondhand smoke. In adults ?35 years of age, a total of 32.7% of
these deaths were related to cardiovascular diseases.

• Each year from 2000 to 2004, smoking caused 3.1 million years of potential life lost for
males and 2 million years for females, excluding deaths due to smoking-attributable
residential fires and adult deaths due to secondhand smoke.

• Direct medical’costs ($96 billion) and lost productivity costs ($97 billion) associated with
smoking totaled an estimated $193 billion per year between 2000 and 2004.

Heart disease is the leading cause of death in the United States, according to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). An American has a coronary event (heart attack)
nearly every 25 seconds, resulting in death about every minute. Smoking is the leading risk
factor for heart disease. In Hawaii one person dies of cardiovascular disease every three
hours.

Serving Hawaii since 1948

For information on the AHA’s
educational or research
programs, contact your nearest
AHA office, or visit our web site
at www.americanheart.org or
e-mail us at hawaii(Thheart.orp

Oahu:
677 Ala Moana Blvd., Ste. 600
Honolulu, HI 9681 3-5485
Phone: 808-538-7021
Fax: 808-538-3443

Maui County:
J. Waiter Cameron Center
Phone: 808-224-7185
Fax: 808-224-7220

Hawaii:
Phone: 808-961-2825
Fax: 808-961-2827

Kaual:
(Serviced by Oahu office)
Phone: 808-538-7021
Fax: 808-538-3443

“Building healthier lives,
free of cardiovascular
diseases and stroka”

Evidence is strong that exposure to secondhand smoke also can result in adverse health
effects, including heart disease in nonsmoking adults. Secondhand smoke, also known as
environmental tobacco smoke, consists of a mixture of gases and particles including smoke
from burning cigarettes, cigars, pipe tobacco, and exhaled mainstream smoke. Smoking bans
are making progress at reducing involuntary exposure to secondhand smoke in workplaces,
restaurants, and other public places in the United States and abroad. Such legislation has also
provided the opportunity to study the effects of smoking bans on the health of smoking and
nonsmoking adults.

Cardiovascular disease is a major public health concern. Study results consistently
indicate that exposure to secondhand smoke increases the risk of coronary heart disease
by 25 to 30 percent.

Furthermore, exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand smoke —

causes immediate damage to your body that can lead to serious illness or death, according to
a report released in 2010 by U.S. Surgeon General Regina M. Benjamin. The comprehensive
scientific report - Benjamin’s first Surgeon General’s report and the 30th tobacco-related
Surgeon General’s report issued since 1964 - describes specific pathways by which tobacco
smoke damages the human body and leads to disease and death.

The report, How Tobacco Smoke Causes Disease: The Biology and Behavioral Basis for
Smoking-Attributable Disease, finds that cellular damage and tissue inflammation from
tobacco smoke are immediate, and that repeated exposure weakens the body’s ability to heal
the damage. Even brief exposure to secondhand smoke can cause cardiovascular disease and

a

Please remember the AmerIcan Heart AssocIatIon in your will or estate plan.
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could trigger acute cardiac events, such as heart attack. The report describes how chemicals
from tobacco smoke quickly damage blood vessels and make blood more likely to clot. The
evidence in this report shows how smoking causes cardiovascular disease and increases risks
for heart attack, stroke, and aortic aneurysm.

Given the prevalence of heart attacks, and the resultant deaths, smoking restriction laws save
thousands of lives each year in the U.S. alone. The savings, as measured in human lives, is
undeniable. As of December 31, 2010, 25 states, including Hawaii, and the District of
Columbia had laws that prohibited smoking in indoor areas of worksites, restaurants, and
bars; no states had such laws in 2000. As of December 31, 2010, an additional 10 states had
laws that prohibited smoking in 1 or 2 but not all 3 venues. These changes have come about
as state leaders recognize not only the ravaging effects of smoking on public health, but also
on public dollars.

The costs of not restricting smoking in workplaces are staggering. According to the American
Heart Association’s 2010 Statistical Update, the total direct and indirect cost of CVD and
stroke in the United States for 2007 is estimated to be $286 billion. Some estimates have put
the annual costs of excess medical care, mortality and morbidity caused by second-hand
smoke alone at more than $10 billion. Smoking-caused health costs and productivity costs
to Hawaii combined total $656 million annually.

The American Heart Association strOngly urges Hawaii legislators to support the existing law
which has proven to be a success from both a health and a business standpoint, and to fulfill
their pledge to uphold the State Constitution in which Article IX, Section 1 states, “The
State shall provide for the protection and promotion of the public health.” Please oppose
HB 2306.

Respectfully submitted,

Jone Flander M.D.
Cardiologist
President, erican Heart Association Oahu Metro Board of Directors
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To: Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair
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Re: Opposition to HB2306
Committee on Economic Revitalization & Business
Hearing; February 16, 2012 at 8:30 AM; Room 312

My name is Megan Chan and I am a Tobacco Treatment Specialist for the
HEALTHY Program located at Kapi’olani Women & Children’s Medical Center. I
strongly oppose HB2306 that threatens our smoke-free workplace law.

Permitting bars and clubs with liquor licenses to allow shioking in their facilities
would be a huge step backwards in the progress we have made in Hawaii.
Passing this bill means that bars and clubs could expose their employees to
secondhand smoke, which in itself contains more than 7,000 chemical
compounds, Of which more than 250 of these are known to be harmful, and at
least 69 are carcinogenic.

But this law reaches farther than just bars and clubs.

Third-hand smoke is a toxic mix of residual nicotine, chemicals, and
carcinogens that are left on surfaces that were exposed to tobacco smoke.
Studies have shown that these carcinogens linger on our own bodies
including our hair, skin, and clothes, even long after smoking has stopped.

H82306 affects everyone. Protect employees and their ohana by keeping
bars and nightclubs smoke4ree. Renew our confidence and keep second and
third hand smoke OUT of our workplaces.

Mahalo,

Megan Chan of Nuuanu, Oahu
Tobacco Treatment Specialist
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To: Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair
Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair
Members, House Committee on Economic Revitalization & Business

From: Clifford Chang

Hearing: Committee on Economic Recovery and Business; February 16, 2012; 8:30 a.m.,
Room 312

Re: Opposition to HB 2306: Relating To Chapter 328J, Hawaii Revised Statutes.

Chair McKelvey, Vice Chair Choy and members of the House Committee on Economic Revitalization
and Business, thank you for the opportunity to testify in strong opposition of HB2306: Relating to
Chapter 328J, Hawai’i Revised Statutes, which would allow smoking in bars that post “smoking allowed”
signs.

I am Clifford Chang, and I am submitting this testimony as a current Board member of the Coalition for a
Tobacco Free Hawai’i. I have previously worked as the Tobacco Program Officer with the Hawai’i
Community Foundation, and the Director of the Coalition for a Tobacco Free Hawai’i.

In 2006 this Legislature, with strong concern for the health of the people of Hawai’i, passed the Smoke
free Workplace Law which protects all workers, including those working in restaurants and bars from
exposure to tobacco smoke. The Coalition was actively involved in supporting the passage of the law
which protects ALL workers in their workplace. Nothing has changed since then regarding the very
harmful effect of exposure to tobacco smoke; in fact the evidence regarding second hand smoke exposure
is even more compelling now, and there is a much clearer understanding of the dangers from exposure to
what is being called “third hand smoke”—the residual nicotine, other chemicals and compounds left on a
variety of indoor surfaces by tobacco smoke. The evidence is irrefutable: there is no risk-free level of
contact with secondhand smoke; even brief exposure can be harmful to health.

According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, for non-smoking adults, exposure to second
hand smoke can cause heart disease and/or lung cancer.

Heart Disease
~ For nonsmokers, breathing secondhand smoke has immediate harmful effects on the

cardiovascular system that can increase the risk for heart attack. People who already have heart
disease are at especially high risk.

~ Nonsmokers who are exposed to secondhand smoke at home or work increase their heart disease
risk by 25—30%.

> Secondhand smoke exposure causes an estimated 46,000 heart disease deaths annually among
adult nonsmokers in the United States.

Lung Cancer
> Nonsmokers who are exposed to secondhand smoke at home or work increase their lung cancer

risk by 20—30%.
)~ Secondhand smoke exposure causes an estimated 3,400 lung cancer deaths annually among adult

nonsmokers in the United States.

Regarding third hand smoke, the residue left behind from smoking can react with common indoor
pollutants to create a toxic mix. This toxic mix of third-hand smoke contains cancer-causing substances,
posing a potential health hazard to nonsmokers who are exposed to it. Studies show that third-hand
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smoke clings to hair, skin, clothes, furniture, drapes, walls, bedding, carpets, dust, vehicles and other
surfaces, even long after smoking has stopped. In the case of “smoking allowed” bars, as proposed by
this bill, even though the venue itself may be restricted to adults, the clothes of the workers and patrons in
the establishment will carry the third hand smoke residue home with them, exposing their children and
loved ones to dangerous compounds. People are at risk of tobacco-related health problems when they
inhale, ingest or touch substances containing third-hand smoke.

Third-hand smoke residue builds up on surfaces over time and resists normal cleaning. Third-hand smoke
can’t be eliminated by airing out rooms, opening windows, using fans or air conditioners, or confining
smoking to only certain areas. Third-hand smoke remains long after smoking has stopped.

The only way to protect nonsmokers from second and third-hand smoke is to create a smoke-free
environment. Given the preponderance of evidence regarding these serious health hazards, I fail to
understand why the Legislature would chose to weaken Hawai’i’s existing model law that protects
workers in ALL workplaces. The posting of a sign indicating that smoking is allowed in a particular
establishment in no way protects either the patrons or workers in such establishments. Sure, customers
can choose not to patronize any establishment that posts a “smoking allowed” sign; I know that I, as a
nonsmoker, already do not patronize businesses that allow smoking when I am travelling away from
Hawai’i. And while I have heard the argument many times by proponents of “smoking allowed
establishments” that employees are also free to choose not to work in an establishment that allows
smoking, while this may be true in principle, we all know that, particularly now with the downturn of the
economy, the “choice” of leaving one’s job is not such a simple one.

When the smoke free workplace law was being considered by this Legislature in 2006, one of the
arguments used by those opposed to the legislation cited fears that this would negatively affect restaurants
and bars once smoking was no longer allowed. Those opposed claimed this would also affect Hawai’i’s
tourism business. With 5 years of experience here in Hawai’i following the implementation of the smoke
free workplace law, and the experience of and evidence from now 23 states (including Hawai’i), Puerto
Rico and the US Virgin Islands, and over 493 municipalities across the country with 100% smoke free
workplace (including all restaurants and bars) laws in place, clearly demonstrates that such smoke free
laws do not, in fact hurt businesses.

Numerous careful scientific and economic analyses show that smoke-free laws do not hurt restaurant and
bar patronage, employment, sales, or profits. At worst, the laws have no effect at all, and they sometimes
even produce slightly positive trends. For example:

> A 2010 analysis of economic outcomes of smoke-free laws stated, —there is clear evidence that
smokefree legislation does not hurt restaurant or bar businesses, and in some cases business may
improve.

> In 2009, the International Agency for Research on Cancer (JARC) examined the extensive
literature on the economic impact of smoke-free policies on the hospitality sector. The analysis
noted that methodologically sound research studies consistently conclude that smoke-free policies
do not have an adverse economic impact on the business activity of restaurants, bars, or
establishments catering to tourists, with many studies finding a small positive effect of these
policies. These studies analyzed official reports of sales, employment and the number of
restaurant and bar establishments.

> A comprehensive examination of smoke-free laws published in 2007 concluded that, —the vast
majority of scientific evidence indicates that there is no negative economic impact of clean indoor
air policies, with many studies finding that there may be some positive effects on local
businesses.

> The Surgeon General’s 2006 Report on The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to
Tobacco Smoke examined numerous studies from states and local communities across the
country. The report concluded that, —Evidence from peer-reviewed studies shows that smoke
free policies and regulations do not have an adverse economic impact on the hospitality industry.
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> A study in the journal Tobacco Control (in 2003) offered a comprehensive review of all available
studies on the economic impact of smoke-free workplace laws and concluded that: —All of the
best designed studies report no impact or a positive impact of smoke-free restaurant and bar laws
on sales or employment. Policymakers can act to protect workers and patrons from the toxins in
secondhand smoke confident in rejecting industry claims that there will be an adverse economic
impact.

Attached is a summary of such studies from around the country.

One last point, a poil conducted by Qmark for the Coalition for a Tobacco Free Hawai’i in February 2011

found that 87% of Hawaii residents support the current smoke-free workplace law. There is no good

reason to weaken the current law. I ask you to remain committed to the health of our workers and the

public and hold FIB 2306 in Committee.

Thank you for this opportunity to testify.

Page 3
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SMOKE-FREE LAWS DO NOT HARM BUSINESS

AT RESTAURANTS AND BARS

In recent years a groundswell of support for smoke-free restaurant and bar laws has developed from
states and localities across the country. As of December 2010, more than 60 percent of the U.S.
population, or nearly 195 million people, live in areas that have passed strong smoke-free laws covering
restaurants and bars — a figure that has nearly doubled in size in three years.1 Strong smoke-free
restaurant and bar laws are important because:

• There is overwhelming scientific evidence that secondhand tobacco smoke causes lung cancer, heart
disease and lung and bronchial infections.2

• Smoke-free laws helf protect restaurant and bar employees and patrons from the harms of
secondhand smoke.

• Smoke-free laws help the seven out of every ten smokers who want to quit smoking by providing
them with public environments free from any pressure or temptation to smoke.4

Accompanying the growth in smoke-free laws nationwide has been a parallel increase in false allegations
that smoke-free laws will hurt local economies and businesses.5 In fact, numerous careful scientific and
economic analyses show that smoke-free laws do not hurt restaurant and bar patronage, employment,
sales, or profits.6 At worst, the laws have no effect at all, and they sometimes even produce slightly
positive trends. For example:

• A 2010 analysis of economic outcomes of smoke-free laws stated, ‘there is clear evidence that
smokefree legislation does not hurt restaurant or bar businesses, and in some cases business may
improve.”7

• In 2009, the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) examined the extensive literature
on the economic impact of smoke-free policies on the hospitality sector. The analysis noted that
methodologically sound research studies consistently conclude that smoke-free policies do not have
an adverse economic impact on the business activity of restaurants, bars, or establishments catering
to tourists, with many studies finding a small positive effect of these policies. These studies analyzed
official reports of sales, employment and the number of restaurant and bar establishments.8

• A comprehensive examination of smoke-free laws published in 2007 concluded that, “the vast
majority of scientific evidence indicates that there is no negative economic impact of clean indoor air

-policies, with many studies finding that there may be some positive effects on local businesses.” ~

• The Surgeon General’s 2006 Report on The Health Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to
Tobacco Smoke examined numerous studies from states and local communities across the country.
The report concluded that, “Evidence from peer-reviewed studies shows that smoke-free policies and
regulations do not have an adverse economic impact on the hospitality industry.”10

• A study in the journal Tobacco Control (in 2003) offered a comprehensive review of all available
studies on the economic impact of smoke-free workplace laws and concluded that: “All of the best
designed studies report no impact or a positive impact of smoke-free restaurant and bar laws on sales
or employment. Policymakers can act to protect workers and patrons from the toxins in secondhand
smoke confident in rejecting industry claims that there will be an adverse economic impact.”11

In addition to the comprehensive analyses listed above, the experience of many states and communities
demonstrates that smoke-free laws protect health without harming business. -
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• Data from ten Minnesota cities (published in 2010) found that local smoke-free laws had no negative
impact on bar and restaurant revenue. This was true for total taxable sales as well as revenue from
alcohol sales.12 Another study found no significant changes in bar or restaurant employment (in both
rural and urban regions of the state) after implementation of Minnesota’s statewide smoke-free law)3

• In 2008, the Washington State Department of Revenue noted that businesses posted strong gains in
gross income in 2007. Bars and taverns, which the Department noted feared being hit hard by the
smoke-free law, generated 20.3 percent more gross income in 2007, compared to a .3 percent gain in
2006, the first full year after the law went, into effect in December 2005. Their average growth rate
was stronger in the two years after the smoke-free law than in the years preceding the voter-
approved ballot initiative.14

• A study published in 2007 assessed the economic impact of a smoke-free law in Lexington-Fayette
County, Kentucky. The study found that, “No important economic harm stemmed from the smoke-
free legislation over the period studied, despite the fact that Lexington is located in a tobacco-
producing state with higher-than-average smoking rates.” An analysis of employment data found
restaurant employment grew after the smoke-free law went into effect (employment remained
unchanged in bars). A comparison of restaurant and bar openings and closings showed no significant
difference before and after the law (regardless of whether or not the establishment served alcohol).15

• A July 2006 report on The Health and Economic Impact of New York’s Clean Indoor Air Act found
• that, “the law has not had an adverse financial impact on bars and restaurants.”16 The report

examined sales tax receipts from 1999 to 2004 from a sample of vendors who had filed a tax return
for each quarter. The analysis showed that,” the CIAA had no apparent effect on sales tax receipts
for bars or full service restaurants or on totals from all retailers in New York City or New York State.”

• California was the first state to implement smoke-free restaurant (1995) and bar laws (1998). A
2005 study analyzed how the smoke-free laws affected the distribution of revenues between bars and
restaurants. Critics of smoke-free restaurant and bar laws have often claimed that a prohibiting
smoking reduces restaurant and bar revenues. Using tax revenue data from 1990 to 2002, the study
authors note that, “our analysis suggests that the actual effect is just the opposite: the 1995 smoke-
free restaurant law is associated with an increase in restaurant revenues, while the 1998 smoke-free
bar law is associated with an increase in bar revenues.”17

• A study conducted by researchers at the Harvard School of School of Public Health of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts’ comprehensive statewide smoke-free law that took effect July 5,
2004 found that, “Analyses of economic data prior to and following implementation of the law
demonstrated that the Massachusetts state-wide law did not negatively affect statewide meals and
alcoholic beverage excise tax collections. Furthermore, the number of employees in food services and
drinking places and accommodation establishments, and keno sales were not affected by the law.”18

• A study conducted by research economists at the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and
Business Research found that the state’s voter-approved smoke-free law, which took effect July 1,
2003, has not hurt sales or employment in the hotel, restaurant and tourism industries (the Florida law
exempts stand-alone bars). In addition to analyzing total sales, the study also examined restaurant
revenue as a percentage of total retail revenue in order to account for underlying economic conditions
in the state. The proportion of retail sales by Florida’s restaurants, lunchrooms, and catering services
increased by 7.37 percent after the smoke-free law went into effect. ~°

• On March 30, 2003, New York City implemented its comprehensive smoke-free workplace law
prohibiting smoking in all of the city’s restaurants and bars. A March 2004 report issued by the New
York City Department of Finance, Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, Department of Small
Business Services, and Economic Development Corporation noted, “One year later, the data are clear.

Since the law went into effect, business receipts for restaurants and bars have increased,
employment has risen, virtually all establishments are complying with the law, and the number of new
liquor licenses issued has increased—all signs that New York City bars and restaurants are
prospering.”20 The report noted that business tax receipts for restaurants and bars increased 8.7
percent from April 1, 2003, to January 31, 2004 compared to the same period in 2002-2003.
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Employment in New York City restaurants and bars increased by 10,600 jobs (about 2,800 seasonally
adjusted jobs) from the implementation of the smoke-free law in March 2003 to December 2003.21 The
2004 Zagat New York City Restaurant Survey provides additional evidence that New York City’s
smoke-free law is not hurting business. The survey of nearly 30,000 New York restaurant-goers found
that 23 percent of respondents said they are eating out more often because of the city’s smoke-free
workplace law, while only four percent said they are eating out less. Zagat’s press release concludes,
“The city’s recent smoking ban, far from curbing restaurant traffic, has given it a major lift.”22

• In Delaware, business remained steady one year after the state’s Clean Indoor Air Act went into
effect in November 2002. Data from the Delaware Alcohol Beverage Control Commission show that
the number of restaurant, tavern and taproom licenses increased in the year since the law took effect.
Data from the Delaware Department of Labor show that employment in the state’s food service and
drinking establishments also increased in the year since the smoke-free law went into effect.23

• A study released by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) found that a
comprehensive smoke-free policy in El Paso, Texas did not affect restaurant and bar revenue in the
year after it took effect in January 2002.24 The CDC and the Texas Department of Health analysis
found no statistically significant changes in overall restaurant and bar revenues, bar liquor sales, or
restaurant and bar revenue as a percentage of total revenue. The latter finding refutes arguments
often made by opponents of smoke-free laws that, even if bar and restaurant revenues grow after
such laws take effect, they do not grow as fast as the rest of the economy.

• Earlier studies of sales tax data from 81 localities in six states have consistently demonstrated that
ordinances restricting smoking in restaurants had no effect on restaurant revenues.25

• Studies of local smoke-free policies in Massachusetts (before the statewide law went into effect) showed
no substantial impact on aggregate restaurant sales. In addition, the adoption of local smoke-free
restaurant policies did not cause any statistically significant change in town taxable meal revenue.26

Key Restaurant and Business Leaders Support Smoke-Free Laws

Members of the business community, including restaurant and bar owners, are becoming increasingly
supportive of smoke-free laws, recognizing that these laws can have a positive impact on public health
and the health of their business.27

• The 2008 Zagat Survey: America’s Top Restaurants of 132,000 Americans noted that, “The verdict on
smoking is overwhelming with 77% of diners saying they’d eat out less if smoking were permitted in
local restaurants, and only 2% saying they’d dine out more.”28 In 2009, the release of the Zagat Report
remarked, “In New Orleans and Las Vegas, two of the last major cities not to have banned smoking,
this is still a major issue. Recent smoking bans will offer welcome relief to health-conscious diners.”29

• In October 2010, Nicole Griffin, Executive Director of the Connecticut Restaurant Association
remarked to WestportPatch Online that the smoking ban was a big issue for restaurateurs when it
was implemented in October of 2003, but that today, “[tjhe smoking ban is not an issue at all for
restaurants.” She continues, “When it first passed, restaurateurs were really nervous that once the
ban was put into effect people wouldn’t come out to eat and drink, and that’s not what happened.
Seven years later, customers are really happy to go out to bars and to eat and drink and not be in an
atmosphere of smoke.”3°

• Michael O’Neal, former president of the New York State Restaurant Association: “I feel strongly that
it is pro-business and pro-health to eliminate smoking in all workplaces, including restaurants.
Smoke-free workplace legislation does not hurt business . . . Smoking prohibitions in California, Utah,
Vermont, Maryland and Maine as well as in hundreds of cities all over the country prove that smoke
free-workplace legislation is good for all businesses, including the restaurant business. That shouldn’t
be a surprise. Even smokers prefer to breathe clean air.”31
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A July 2006 editorial in Nation’s Restaurant News stated, The argument against smoking in public indeed
has become more compelling, and this could be an appropriate time for operators and associations to
reassess their positions on the issue.” The editorial noted that the Pennsylvania Restaurant Association
(PRA), “long an opponent of stricter smoking prohibitions — did an about-face and urged state lawmakers
to ban smoking in all public workplaces, including restaurants, bars and casinos.” 32

• Support for New York’s law has grown even among bar and restaurant owners. James McBratney,
President of the Staten Island Restaurant and Tavern Association, was quoted in the Feb. 6, 2005,
issue of The New York Times saying “I have to admit, I’ve seen no falloff in business in either
establishment [restaurant or bar].” According to The Times, “He went on to describe what he once
considered unimaginable: Customers actually seem to like it, and so does he.” ~

• Across the country, state and local chapters of business associations like the Chamber of Commerce
are endorsing smoke-free laws. Chambers of Commerce in a number of states and communities,
including Kentucky, Washington, Utah, Anchorage (AK), Beaumont (TX), Philadelphia (PA) and
Manchester (NH) all supported smoke-free laws. In January 2011, Kentucky Chamber of Commerce
President and CEO Dave Adkisson joined state legislators and health advocacy groups to speak in
favor of a statewide smoking policy. In a survey of Kentucky Chamber members, 86 percent of
respondents said they favored a smoke-free policy for public buildings in Kentucky. “Smoking is not
only killing us in Kentucky, it’s bankrupting us,” Adkisson said at the Capitol. “Business leaders have
come to the conclusion that we have got to discourage smoking in this state.” In announcing their
position, Chris Williams, Vice President of the Greater Manchester Chamber of Commerce, stated,
“Over the past two months, an overwhelming number of our members have told us that they support
a statewide smoking ban and believe the Chamber should publicly support it as well. What you may
find interesting is the fact that 75% of our restaurant owners who are Chamber members agreed with
this school of thought.” Williams said that the Chamber of Commerce supported a statewide smoke-
free law because, “The health of our employees is important to us as business owners” and “The
economic health pf the restaurant industry will not suffer from a smoking ban.”34 See htto://www.no
smoke.oro/aoinpsmokefree.nhp?id=538 for additional information on business leaders supporting
smoke-free laws.

• David E. Garth, President and CEO of the San Luis Obispo Chamber of Commerce in California: “I
must admit that, at the time the [San Luis Obispo smoke-free bar and restaurant] ordinance was
presented, we were extremely wary of it. We feared that the ban on smoking would cost the community
revenue, jobs, tax dollars, tourists and tourist-generated income. We ended up coming out in support of
the ordinance, seeing it as a leap of faith that wouldn’t hurt businesses. Suffice it to say, our initial fears
were unfounded and today, I’m pleased to report that the effects have been extremely positive.”35

• A 2002 survey of California bar owners, managers, assistant managers and bartenders found
overwhelming support for the state’s smoke-free bar law, with more than eight in ten bar managers
and employees (83%) saying they think the smoke-free workplace law protects their health and the
health of other bar employees, and 77 percent of bar managers and employees saying that complying
with the law has been “very” or “fairly” easy.36

The Campaign far Tobacco-Free Kids, January 14, 2011
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LATE TESTIMONY

From: Jenny Hauslerflenhausler@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 6:43 PM
To: EflBtestimony
Cc: repbrower@capitol.gov
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - HB 2306

As a former smoker and bar owner, I am well aware of both the health risks and economic impact of smoking
in bars and restaurants and am very opposed to HB2306. My husband is now dying from emphysema directly
related to smoking and no amount of economic benefits will allow him a longer life.

Please do not allow Hawaii’s citizens to be exposed once again to the terrible effects of smoking!

Very truly yours,

Jennifer Hausler
Former owner JJ’s Tavern
1429 Kuloko St.
Pearl City, HI 96782

808 4553242
Jenhausler@hotmail.com

Sent from my iPad
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Jessarfie Marques LATE TEST~MONY

Pahala, Hi 96777

February 14, 2012

To: Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair
Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair
Members, House Committee on Economic Revitalization & Business
Re: In opposition to fiB 2306

Committee on ERB; February 16, 2012 at 8:30 a.m., Room 312

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony in opposition to NB 2306.

My name is Jessanie Marques, I am a great grandmother, wife, retired nurse, an asthmatic and

serve as a volunteer health educator with Ka’u Rural Health Community Association, Hawaii

Island Rural Health Association, Tobacco Free Coalition East Hawaii and American Cancer

Society.

I oppose NB 2306 as it would erode the law and place employees at risk for exposure to

secondhand smoke. Exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand

smoke — causes immediate damage to your body that can lead to serious illness or death,

according to a report released by U.S. Surgeon General Regina M. Benjamin.

A poil conducted by Qrnark for the Coalition for a Tobacco-Free Hawaii in February 2011 found

that 87% of Hawaii residents support the smoke-free workplace law. With such strong support

for this law, we ask you to remain committed to the health of our workers and the public.

Please hold NB 2306 in Committee.

Thank you for your support and kokua to help keep Hawaii’s Smoke Free Workplace Law intact.

Sincerely,

Jessanie Marques



LATE TESTIMONY

From: Lauren Levine [Ilevine@cc.hawaii.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 3:00 PM
To: ERBtestimony
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - Opposition to HB2306

Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair House Committee on
Economic Revitalization & Business

Re: Opposition to HB 2306

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony in opposition to HB 2306.

The 2006 Smoke-Free Workplace law currently protects all workers from exposure to secondhand smoke. This
law should remain intact as is.

I oppose HB 2306 as it would erode the law and place employees at risk for exposure to secondhand smoke.
Exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand smoke — causes immediate damage to
your body that can lead to serious illness or death, according to a report released by U.S. Surgeon General
Regina M. Benjamin.

Hawaii’s smoke-free law has been one of the best pieces of public health legislation our Legislature passed.
Because of it, the next generation will see less smoking around them.

Please continue to do the right thing to keep Hawaii smoke free. Please hold HR 2306 in Committee.

Mahalo,

Lauren Levine
677 Ala Moana Blvd STE 200
Honolulu, HI 96813

1



LATE TESTJMONY

From: mauinglist@capitol.hawau.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 6:06 PM
To: ERstestimony
Cc: antonchrislO@gmail.com
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - Testimony for H82306 on 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM

Testimony for ERB 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM HB2306

Conference room: 312
Testifier position: Support
Testifier will be present: No
Submitted by: Chris Anton
Organization: Individual
E-mail: antonchrislo©gmaiLcom
Submitted on: 2/15/2012

Comments:

1



LATE TEST~MONY

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawah.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 6:26 PM
To: ERBtestimony
Cc: redkoi555@woh.rr.com
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - Testimony for HB2306 on 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM

Testimony for ERB 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM HB2306

Conference room: 312
Testifier position: Support
Testifier will be present: No
Submitted by: Rebecca Rogers
Organization: Individual
E-mail: redkoi555©woh.rr.com
Submitted on: 2/15/2012

Comments:
My husband and I recently retired and would love to visit Hawafl. However, we have dedded against it
because of the smoking ban. We already have a ban in Ohio and we don’t like it at all. We will choose to take
our vacation in a smoke friendly state that values private property. Hopefully, Hawaii will have a state that is
friendly to everyone in the near future.

Repectfully,

Rebecca Rogers
Dayton, OH 45426

1
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LATE TEST~MONYTestimony in Support of F1B2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

—7i I~S, ~Z

I 35tr61?htlJt ~&— support this bill because it
addresses the economic hards ps faced by stand alonebars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put pafronz~ on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industty. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of’ bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense, To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the niglitlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vaóation with fun in the equation.

- This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atniosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who wij I enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Toutism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions fox class S and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the uightlife industry and wiJi assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support 1182306.
~erel~

Personal Comments Here:

~ta—
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Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

LATE TESTfi M ONY

i ‘NCIe,u~4r V~4~ . support this bill because it
addresses the. economic ardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal linnts of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation io limit die bar and club industry, These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightllfe and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a yalued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more diffl cult athrnsphere’ to acquire new
licenses. This limits the numbei~ of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose ft forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar, What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss, of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. Wc lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplif~dng the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nigbtlife industry mid Will assure That Hawaii

as a desired vacation destination.

Personal Comnierns Here:
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Testimony in Support of F1B2306 LATE TEST~ M ONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

~ i.S~1 ‘~2—

i ‘Os ~Zf~t \-A-so~ su~iporL this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships Thced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban; The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and sp~cific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not beet extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal liMits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense, To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlif’e and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with firn in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to ~cqufre new
licenses, This limits the number of businessmen who will, enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industty makes to unemployment and
health benefits and youput those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampll(Vin~ the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that l-iawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support HB2306.
Sincere!

Name occupation

Personal Comments Here; .1
~ ~
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LATE TEST~MQNy
Testimon5’ in Support of14B2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

_.suppoflthis.bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours 10 operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing com.plüints and specific legislation against our
indiistiy. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlifc and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number ol’ businessmen who wIJI enter the l,usiness. ‘When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of coneun’ent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and thek taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in. the unernploy.m~nt rolls
thus ampli~’ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
cohtinnecl oppressive legislation on the, nightlife industry and will assure that Flawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support HB2306.
Sincere! . /

Name occupation

Personal Comments Here:
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Testimony in Support of HB2306 LATE TEST~ M ONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

i 4~C_ OO~hAQ,a... support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, es~entially alt The legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and speqific legislation against our
industry, These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no ecoóomie sense! To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. TheSe however are often
the key industties that attract tourism. They provide the.nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with Thn in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What, income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income ta~ces, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales fitm
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business, You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the. costs to government.

Please aid our state economie recovery allow exemptions for class S ard class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
cofltinued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support JJ.B23 06.

occupation

Personal Comments Here:
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LATE TESTfMONY
Testimony in Support of HB2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of th~

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

j ~ ~ suppoit this bill because it
addresses the ~onomic hardship’~ faced by stand alone bars due to the elPects of the
smoking ban, The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
Street at all hours of the, night, essentially all the legal. hQurs to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resu ted in ongoing complajnts ~md specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been. extensive in the. past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits olbar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To contro.[ sinoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ‘ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

Thi.s legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of busincssmcn who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes ‘we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar, What income? Besides the loss cd~einployrnenj you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of cotcurrern sales from
peripheral industr.ii~s such as suppliers and their taces. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism. dollars and we lose their
repeat business, You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment Emd
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support 11B2306.
~~ S4~ç 1\S~33~cL4
Name occupation

Personal Comments Here;
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Testimony in Support of FTh2306 LATE TE ST~ MO NY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Comm ttee on Economic Revitalization and Business

J 9t’≤~r support ibis bill because it
addresse&the econo c bards ps f1ed by stand alone bats due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The ntended cons quence of the smoking ban was toput patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate kars and
nightclubs, This ha~ resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislhtion against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and suj~ervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These l4wever are often
the key industries that attracl tourism, They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere ~o acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and edunties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the pentithng fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, We lose Tourism dollars and ~ye lose their
repeat business, You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for ela~s 5 and class 11
Jicensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This w511 alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industiy and will assur~ that Hawaii
remains a~ a desired vacation destination.

Please support H182306.
Since~

occupationNamc

Personal Comments l-iere:
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Testimony in Support of HB2306 LATE TEST~MONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

1~

ra~ support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentlaily all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted hi ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ofbar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supôrvised. The
result is ongoing legislation to Limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism, They provide the niglitlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legis)ation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever, Regrettably the state and countics also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
poperty taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and enteftainers in the unemployment rolls
thus anipli~ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This Will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the n.ightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support t-1B2306.
sin7

Narn oecupatioh

Personal Comments Here:
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Testimony in Support of Ff82306 LATE TEST?MONY
Dear Honorable Chair arid members. of the

Committee on Economic Revitalizadon and Business

—~~eA ~iE~L*— support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to The effects oP the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons On the
street at all hours of the night essentially all the legal hour~ to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted ifl ongoing complaints and specific legisiatioii. against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes üo economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bw and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightllfe arid entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we oflen lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales fmrn
peripheral industries such as suppliers and theft taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business, You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This wil.l alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vaeatiirn destination.

Please support HB2306.

Personal Comments Here;

Sfl~c~cto,c~c ~ow~c curc\
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Testimony in Support of ff82306 LATE TESI1MONY
Dear Honorable Chair and methbexs of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

4jl~í~

i _________________________________ suppont~s biibecauseit
addresses, the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints bad not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside b&yond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightljfe and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with 1km in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number of businessmen who will enter.the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it fbrever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
pioperty taxes, income tôxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their trv(es. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dpllars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industzy makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rails
thus anipli~’ing the costs to govcrnment.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for ci~ss 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive 1egi~lation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support HB2306.
Sincewly, —‘

hOt Okc~er t-cnc
Name occupation

Personal Comments Here:
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LATE TESTiMONY
Testimony in Support of RB2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

C) A 210,i2
lI~~~) support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted. in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is Gpgoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertaimnent that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation wfth fun in the equation.

‘this legislation has-also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number o businessmen -who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever~ Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar, What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes,excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral indusUics such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the perxrUttirig fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We los~ Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to uncmployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licehsees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alieviaje the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlif~ industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please suppo~ HB2306.
Sincer~~j~ 2-~ Ai.~~ ‘C

Name occupation.

Personal Comments Here:
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LATE TESIIMONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

~ support this hi H because itaddresses conomic hardbhjps faced by stand alone bars due to me effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence ofthe smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operatt bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and. specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
arid club boundaries,

This makes no economic sense. To control, smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and suptrvised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bat and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlit’e and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with tim in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number ofbusinessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the 1os~ ofemployment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco aUd other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repe€it business. You lose the contributions the indusiry malces to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplitying the COStS to government,

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class Ii
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong, This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightllfe industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination

Please su,
Si

Personal Comments Here

Occupation

9~-T ‘d sasgss :OJ :140e.d ~ 2102-9T-83d



~cSS:èJ kZØ:SE,~d ADHD d?d:CX :x~ it2ø:~ 2Te~-9t-aad

Testimony in Support of HB2306 LATE TESTIIMONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

s,~,_ri
i [oLLrc.LL. ~‘≤u4k~ctJu_.Rf) support this hill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban, The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night essentiaily all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been cxtcnsive in the psst but have been amplified by
the presence of Imsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ofbar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightilfe and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere. to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we ofti lose it forever. Regredably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. Wbat income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
property taxes, income t&xes, excise taxes on all sa1es~ the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers a~d their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees arid tüxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampli15’ing the costs to government.

Please aid our slate economic recovery allow ecernptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nigbtlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

upport 1182306,

Personal Comments Here;

occupation
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Testirnonyin Support of HB2306 LATE TESEnMONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Econcmk Revitalization and Business

JJ,ftpl~1 i≥ieMeI/~
I l’~’~’”-” support this bill because it

addresses the economic har’dsbips faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended con~equenee of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the ffighi, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific tegi~lation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ol’bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are ofkn
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atrno~phere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enfer the business, When a bar
or club now closes we ofien Jose it forever. Regrettably ihe state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We Jose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobaoco and other fees and taxcs. We lose Tourism d~llats and we lose their
repeat business. Yrnt lose the contributions the industiy makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put these employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampli~ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow e~cemptions for class 5 and class I I
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support 11B2306.
~ ra&o

Name occupation V
Personal Comments Here;
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LATE TESIIMONY
Testimony in Support of H82306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Cornftiittee dn Economic Revitalization and Business

1-i_Isi La
I _~Lo.. ~ ft~ support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
sffioking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patmos on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been. amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ofbar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal bopndnries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongothg legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however arc often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with ftn in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a ‘flare difficult atmosphere to ~cquire new
licenses, This limits the number of bu$incssmch who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we ofich lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties, also lose
the income from tat bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
properly taxes, ineom.e lãxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales flora
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and otbpr fees and taxes. We lose Tourism. dollars thid we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class ii
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate (he
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support NB2306.
Sincerely,

i.E

occupation

Personal Comments Here:

:NQ~d 12:20 2102-91-edd
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LATE TESI1MONYTestimony in Support of ff82306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revirnlization and Business

1—, le /___

1~’ /1
2’Ofl’L, (5 ~ support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban; The unintended consequence of the srnoldng ban was to put patrons on the
Street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislatiot against our
industry, These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ofbar
mid club boundaries1

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who bad been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nighflife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation, with Bin in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphcm to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number ofbusinessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes We often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
property tazes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we. lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes tà unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplii~ing the costs to government

Please aid our state economic recovery aliuw exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support 1482306.

e

Personal Comments Here:
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L4TE TEST~MONYTestimony in Support o1HB23O6

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revifaljzatjon and Business

t/t~fl21
~ %ii~ ~RY(& support this bill because it

addresses the econo~jç hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
Street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nigbtlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with Thu in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire ncw
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will entSr the business. Vihea a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the irtdustty makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampli~ing the costs to govermnent.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class S and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belcng. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightilfe industry and will assure that H~~awaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support 1-132306.
Sincere

~ /~he7 /i°flo[
N occupation

Personal Com.thcnts Here:

S’Sd 62fr899S:O1 :Nfldd L2:20 2T02-9T-s3J
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LATE TEST~MONY
Testimony in Support at’ 11132306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic RevItalization and Business

ijI~ij72
I ~_;~~Ce;z9 /t’,z;~;gt’5ac) support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongOing complaints and specific legislation against our
industr. These complaints had not been extensive in the past, but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fit I ii the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficuit atmosphere .to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often, Lose it forever, Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss pf employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unempioymeig and
health benefits and you put those ethployees and entertainers in the unemployment rol Is
thus amplil3iing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class ii
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightllfe industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Plcase support i-1B2306,

Personal Comments Here:

SzS’d GLfrSS9g:gj l4Odd 92:EX~ aTo2-~T-~3J
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LATE TESI1MONYTestimony in Support of J-m2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

r AS4R€ ~ support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bara due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. tñs has resulted in ongoing corn~~laints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries,

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supcrvisi~d~ The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism, They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with thu in the equation,

This legislation has also resulted, in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of lyusinesspjen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. R~grettEbIy the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss bfëffiployment you lose the
property taices, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business, You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employ~s and entertainers in the Lmemployment rolls
thus amplii~’ing th~ costs to government.

?kase aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar Where they belong, This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nighthfe industty arid, will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support NB23C)6,

~eere~
sine occupation

Personal Comments Here;

GLt’398S:Qj :NQdJ 9S:Se 2T02-9T.-S3d
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Testimony in Support of 11132306

Dear I’Tonorable Chair and members of ‘the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

LATE TESTIMONY

J support this bill because it
addresses the economic bar ships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
Street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints, and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified ‘by
the presence of unsupervised patmns on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar ai~d club industry. These however arc oflen
the key industries that attract tourism, They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever, Regrettably the state and counties also iosc
the income fmrj that bar, What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income wces, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the Permitting lees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tout’ism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions thc industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers, in the unemployment rolls
thus amplil~ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. Thb Will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support 11B2306.
Sincere!’

6.Lt’099c :flj

Personal Comments here:

:~fl~3 S2:8O 2T02-91--:333
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4TE TF~T1MONYTestimony in Support of 1-182306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

1.c1ou~mcg Upto~’ support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban, The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legisiation against our
industry, These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

ThJs makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These howeverare often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightilfe and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with tim in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often Ibse it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and enteftajnets in the unemployment rolls
thus ampli~’ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemplions for class S and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightiife industry and will asSure that Hawaii
remains as a. desired ncatiorj destination,

Please support HB2306.
~ly,

occupation

Personal Comments Here:

9’2’d 6Lfr89S5:oI :~4J~J 92:213 2T02-9T-a3d
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LATE TESIIFvIC)Ny
Testimony in Support of HB2306

Dear Honorable Chair anti members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

r 4y ~t1 U U b support th~ bill because it
addresses the econoijijc hardships thced by stand alone bars due to the effects ofthe
smoldng ban, The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the j5ast but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supen’isecl, The
result is ongoixig Jegislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism, They provide the nightlift and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of busine~men who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Toujlsm dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the indusby makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and ehtertajners in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 1~
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong, This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightilfe industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support UB2306
Sineer~%~

Name occupation

Personal Comments Here:

6L~8SES:oi . :IflJ~ 22:20 2T02-91-S23
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LATE TESI1MONYTestimony in Support of ff82306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

C? -~__

_>/ €u”4~_ support this bill because it
addresses the economic hards $ faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the tight, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. ~lhese complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence ofunsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal liniils ofbar
and club boundaries

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of busines~men who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fres and taxes. We lose Tourism. dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment tolls
thus amplifying the costs to government,

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back hi the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the tightlife industry and Will assure That Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please. pport H82306.

Personal Comments Here:

:~Q~3J 82:20 2T02-9T-0]d
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LATE TEST~MONYTestimony in Support ofHB23O6

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

-Z-, I≤~, )‘z~
— /I ~ /e~<~4~o (0 support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs, This has resuited in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic scnsc. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beypnd our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised, The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however ~re often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertairimeiit that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in thc equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number ofbusinessmen who will enter the business, When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. WhElt income? Besides the Loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, cxcise taxes on all sales, the loss of concutrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We Lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lo~e Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You Jose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampli&ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightiife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please Support 1182306.

Personal Comm~ntg Here:

BLfrOgSS:Qj :W~d 9~:~g 3102-9T-833
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LATE TESTIIMQNY
Testimony in Support of Ff82306

Dear Honorable Chair and -members of the

Committee on Ecoilomic Revitalization and Business

-2~,1c,, t~

~ ~tX support this bill because ~t
addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
sthoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industy. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on publIc property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tdljrism. They provide the nightilfe and entertahmient that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation, with fun in the equation.

- This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of busintssmen who will enter the business. When a -bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries suCh as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and tuxes. We lose Tourism. dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplif~’ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightilfe industry and will assurc that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support l~S23Q6
Sincerely, ,- 0 it

t4pd~’M
Name . otcupation

Personal Comments Here:

~ \~3V~Z~\àO 0 3~s ~~4\t~Cft
-tY~c* 1?~?te O~(t e (9t~’r~ -W~n ~1\ ~r~eT~S I n
K~ ~ ir~cre oxe ~c\civ~’4 ~VC \n ~ThVJ~ÜJ o~oà
-~ç\’~ -\~c~ç ~ ~t
o~mçAo~S \-‘~ ~%~à tt ~e ekt.Ø~\Qt
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LATE TESIIMONY
Testimony in Support ofHB23’06

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

2~ (9I1Z
~ PkWI support this bill because it

addresses the economic ‘hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban, The unintended bonseguence of the smoking ban was to put i5atrons on the
Street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific Legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the lcgal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our Legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult aimosphere to acquire new
licenses, This limits the number ofbusinessmen who will enter the business, When a bar
ot club now closes we Often lose ft forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar, What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property tans, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We Jose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unempIoymi~nt rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bat where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightilfe industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support F1B2306.
~ely~

Name occupation

Personal Comments Here;

6Lfr$9SS:OL :NOdd 2~:9e 2’0a-9T-G3d
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Testimony in Support of HB2306 LATr~ T~ ST! M ONY
Dear Honorable Chair anti members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

I •1P1k~iA42 V\IOd(O(\ support this bill because it
addresses the economic hardthips theed by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been, amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supetvised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industiy. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism, They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with ‘fin in the eguation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult, atmosphere to acquire ne>v
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club’ now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of entployment you lose the
property taxes9 income taxes, excise taxes ott aD. sales, the loss of concurrent ~a1es from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes, We lose thc permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the co~itributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state ~conomic recovety allow exernptioi~s for class S and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support HB230

N meJ occupation

Personal Comments Here:

SAt’S9~ .0.1. :I.aj ~ 2TO2-9t-9~3
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L4T~””rcn-r ‘~TestirnonyinSuppoftofllB23Oó • C L’~ IMONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic R.eviwllzation and Business

— U]~.i Q ,kQ%y\~\4/ suppon this bill because it
addresses the econothic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects o the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints ~nd specific legislatiQn against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This rrtakes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing Iegislatioh to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nighttife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fbn in the eqi.iation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often Jose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar What income? Besides the loss of empioyment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concUrrent sales ftçn
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We los~ the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampll~4ng the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will allcviatc the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife indushy an4 will assiirê that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support 1422306.

sincerelY~j~J& ~
Name occupation

Personal Comments Here:

6-9d 5Ljsg99s:3i_ :140Nj ~ 2102-9t-934
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LATE TESTIIMONY

Testimony in Support of Ff82306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

Me ru4i,v1LC’ suØport this bill because it
addresses the economic hardships fa~ by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially al.l the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to Jiniit the bar and club industry, These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the iiightJiie and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with thn in the equa1~ion,

This legislation has also resulted in a more difl~cult aflosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the lbss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries sach as suppliers and their taxes. We lose ihe permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the conthbi1ions the industry makes tQ unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus ampliJ~ing the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong., This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nighzl.ife industry and will assure that 1-lawail
remains as a desired vacation destination,

Please support HB2306.

Name occupation

Personal Comments Here:

:l4~J %:~ 2TO~-9T-e3d
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LATE Tf3T~MQNy
Testimony in Support of HB2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

~ji~i1-z--
I .,. support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban, The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits of bar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ong&ng legislation to limit the bar and club industry, These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightJit~ and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with tim in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult $mosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number ofbusinessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we oflen loth it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss, of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repcat business. You lose the contributions the indusuy makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put. those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplif~’ing the costs to government

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class S and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will: alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacEidon destination.

sttport HB2306. ~

~92/~/~ci c~(
anne occupation

Personal Comments Here:
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Testimony in Support ofHB23OG LATE TEST~ Lvi ONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Comnijttce on Economic Revitalization and Business

j j support this bill because it
addresses the economic harBahips faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smqking ban was to put patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits ofbar
and club boundaries,

This makes no economic sense. To control, smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlil3~ ~nd entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with. thn in the equation.

This le~islationhas also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income t -es, excise taxes on al.l sales, the loss ofeoncurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes, Wdose Touri~m dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class II
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and wiil assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired Vacation destination,

Please support HB2306.
Sincerely, ~~

Name ~occupation

Personal Comments I-lore:
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LATE TgE1~MONY
Testimony in Support of HB2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Rcvitalj~ation and Business

1-4~,22--
I _________________________________________ support this bill because it

addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to [he effects of the
smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put,patrons on the
street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and
nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against our
industry. These complaints had not been extensive in thc past but have been amplified by
the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal limits olbar
and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside acid supervised. The
result is ongoing legislailon o limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with ifin in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the busIness. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever.. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss ofemployment you lose the
propert~’ tm~es, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
pcripherai industries such as suppliers and theIr taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourisni dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a. desired vacation destination.

Please support Hfl2306.
Sincrly.

fOLtC~ 6~Pc~g_ /jO≠~QLy~’~ ~

N e occupation

Personal Comments Here:
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LATE TE~3]1MQNy
Testimony in Support of HB2306

Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

02 I 15 /2011

I Byron E Chalfont support this bill because it addresses the economic hardships
faced by stand alone bars due to the effects of the smoking ban. The unintended
consequence of the smoking ban was to put patrons on the street at all hours of the night,
essentially all the legal hours to operate bars and nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing
complaints and specific legislation against our industry. These complaints had not been
extensive in the past but have been amplified by the presence of unsupervised patrons on
public property beyond the legal limits of bar and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support HB2306.
Sincerely,
Byron E Chalfont Bar Owner: Honolulu Tavern
Name occupation

Personal Comments Here: I set up a smoking and non-smoking side to my bar before the
ban. Since the ban I have had to deal with many problems not only because my patrons
are harassed by street thugs while they are outside, but also a certain owner in my
building .now uses the fact that my patrons are outside as an excuse to harass me for all
cigarette butts left by passerbyes and any problem by the “street people” who try to hang
out and confront my customers. If I could keep my customers inside, I could solve this
problem.



LATE TESToMQNY

From: ~io Ann Ikehara [jikehara@lava.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 8:45 PM
To: ERBtestimony
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - Opposition to HB2306

Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair House Committee on
Economic Revitalization & Business

Re: Opposition to HB 2306

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony in opposition to HB 2306.

The 2006 Smoke-Free Workplace law currently protects all workers from exposure to secondhand smoke. This
law should remain intact as is.

I oppose HB 2306 as it would erode the law and place employees at risk for exposure to secondhand smoke.
Exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand smoke — causes immediate damage to
your body that can lead to serious illness or death, according to a report released by U.S. Surgeon General
Regina M. Benjamin.

Hawaii’s smoke-free law has been one of the best pieces of public health legislation our Legislature passed.

Please continue to do the right thing to keep Hawaii smoke free. Please hold HB 2306 in Committee.

Mahalo nui ba!

Jo Ann Ikehara
2515 North School St
2515 North School Street
Honolulu, HI 96819
808-222-0466
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L4TE TESTIMONY
L

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaN.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 9:02 PM
To: EfRBtestimony
Cc: darbyinhawaii@yahoo.com
Subject: LATE TESTIMONY - Testimony for HB2306 on 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM

Testimony for ERB 2/16/2012 8:30:00 AM HB2306

Conference room: 312
Testifier position: Support
Testifier will be present: No
Submitted by: Patrick McGrail
Organization: Individual
E-mail: darbyinhawaii@vahoo.com
Submitted on: 2/15/2012

Comments:
Dear Representatives,
Thank you for proposing a bill that makes sense. This bill could repeal the knee jerk non-smoking law
imposed on the public. First I’d like to say is I am a non smoker, but believe in the rights of this minorty group
Is there any minority group asked to pay more? Anytime more money needs to be raised the answer seems to
be tax those smoking sinners. Is there any minority more ostracized? We make them feel like lepers and ask
them to hide in filthy corners and feel shame. If their minority was a color the law would be racist. If their
minority was religion or sexual orientation the law would be a hate crime. The government treats them less
than human, but is the first with their hands out requiring more. That is hypocritical.

The bill at hand would give bar owners the choice of smoking or non smoking. It also gives the patron a
choice of which establishment they would like to go to. Isn’t that the foundation of a democracy, having a
choice and a voice. The owner of the place should have a say about what goes on in his establishment. What
is next? Is the government going to tell a person what they can do in their own home? That is a very slippery
slope.

The law as it is now underestimates two groups ability to think on there own. First, to smoke you need to be
18, to drink you need to be 21. That being the case allowing smoking in bars would be a choice someone
makes who is 21. Plenty old enough to weigh the pros and cons. A side effect of allowing smoking in bars, is
no children would be exposed to the patrons smoke. Walk through waikiki and you will see parents having to
bring their toddlers and babies by the smokers forced outside. Secondly when the law was passed, testimony
was given alluding to the cognitive ability of workers in the service industry. To paraphrase it said most
workers where lightly educated and wouldn’t have the ability to get a resume together for a place like the
Hilton. This gentleman insinuated because of the employees diminished cerebral processes, we had a duty to
protect them. These people are smart enough to think for themselves. I believe if you polled the populace,
they would overwhelmingly state that service industry people had more wherewithal and brains than most
government workers do.

Finally we are taking about a legal substance. A substance that on the surface we condemn, but depend on
to stuff the coffers. If you truly cared about the health and well being of your constituents you would try to
outlaw it. Since it will never be made illegal, get off your moral high ground. Put some common sense back
into government and pass this bill into law.
Thank you for your time.

1



Testimony in Support of HB2306 LATE TESTIMONY
Dear Honorable Chair and members of the

Committee on Economic Revitalization and Business

2/13/12

I, Bill Comerford, Spokesperson for the Hawaii Bar Owners Association support
this bill because it addresses the economic hardships faced by stand alone bars due to the
effects of the smoking ban. The unintended consequence of the smoking ban was to put
patrons on the street at all hours of the night, essentially all the legal hours to operate bars
and nightclubs. This has resulted in ongoing complaints and specific legislation against
our industry. These complaints had not been extensive in the past but have been
amplified by the presence of unsupervised patrons on public property beyond the legal
limits of bar and club boundaries.

This makes no economic sense. To control smoking the legislature put patrons
outside beyond our legal boundaries, those who had been inside and supervised. The
result is ongoing legislation to limit the bar and club industry. These however are often
the key industries that attract tourism. They provide the nightlife and entertainment that
brings tourists back and provides a valued vacation with fun in the equation.

This legislation has also resulted in a more difficult atmosphere to acquire new
licenses. This limits the number of businessmen who will enter the business. When a bar
or club now closes we often lose it forever. Regrettably the state and counties also lose
the income from that bar. What income? Besides the loss of employment you lose the
property taxes, income taxes, excise taxes on all sales, the loss of concurrent sales from
peripheral industries such as suppliers and their taxes. We lose the permitting fees and
liquor, tobacco and other fees and taxes. We lose Tourism dollars and we lose their
repeat business. You lose the contributions the industry makes to unemployment and
health benefits and you put those employees and entertainers in the unemployment rolls
thus amplifying the costs to government.

Please aid our state economic recovery allow exemptions for class 5 and class 11
licensees and put the patrons back in the bar where they belong. This will alleviate the
continued oppressive legislation on the nightlife industry and will assure that Hawaii
remains as a desired vacation destination.

Please support 11B2306.
Sincerely,

Bill Comerford
Spokesman
Hawaii Bar Owners Association
10 Mann Lane
Honolulu, HI 96817
808-223-3997
bill~ejlounge.com



LATE TFST~MONY

From: Ululani Moniz [2b_ulu@clearwire.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 16, 2012 7:25 AM
To: EflStestimony
Subject: LATE LATE TESTIMONY - Opposition to HB2306

Representative Angus L.K. McKelvey, Chair Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair House Committee on
Economic Revitalization & Business

Re: Opposition to HB 2306

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony in opposition to HB 2306.

The 2006 Smoke-Free Workplace law currently protects all workers from exposure to secondhand smoke. This
law should remain intact as is.

I oppose HB 2306 as it would erode the law and place employees at risk for exposure to secondhand smoke.
Exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand smoke — causes immediate damage to
your body that can lead to serious illness or death, according to a report released by U.S. Surgeon General
Regina M. Benjamin.

Hawaii’s smoke-free law has been one of the best pieces of public health legislation our Legislature passed.
Because of it, I now work in a place that is smoke free. And the next generation will see less smoking around
them. It’s so nice to go out and not have to smell the smoke from smokers. It’s nice to go out and not smell
like a smoke pit when I leave. My lungs are clean and I feel clean as well.

Please continue to do the right thing to keep Hawaii smoke free. Please hold HB 2306 in Committee.

Mahalo,

Ululani Moniz
P0 Box 2521
Ewa Beach, HI 96706
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LATE TESTiMONY

From: Abby Brown-Watson [abbykailua@gmail.coml
Sent: Thursday, February 16,20129:48 AM
To: ERBtestimony
Subject: LATE LATE TESTIMONY - Opposition to HB2306

Representative Angus L.K. F~IcKelvey, Chair Representative Issac W. Choy, Vice Chair House Committee on
Economic Revitalization & Business

Re: Opposition to HB 2306

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony in opposition to HR 2306.

The 2006 Smoke-Free Workplace law currently protects all workers from exposure to secondhand smoke. This
law should remain intact as is.

My daughter is a bartender, and has not had a cold since the law against smoking in bars was enacted.
PLEASE PLEASE don’t endanger her by allowing smoking in bars.
I was a smoker and my parents smoked. I finally wised up and with great difficulty found a way to quit back
in 1974. I feel lucky to have reached the age of 72.

I oppose HR 2306 as it would erode the law and place employees at risk for exposure to secondhand smoke.
Exposure to tobacco smoke — even occasional smoking or secondhand smoke — causes immediate damage to
your body that can lead to serious illness or death, according to a report released by U.S. Surgeon General
Regina M. Benjamin.

Hawaii’s smoke-free law has been one of the best pieces of public health legislation our Legislature passed.
Because of it, I now work in a place that is smoke free. And the next generation will see less smoking around
them.

Please continue to do the right thing to keep Hawaii smoke free. Please hold HR 2306 in Committee.

Mahalo,

Abby Brown-Watson
769 N. Kainalu Drive
Kailua, HI 96734
808 262-5295
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