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Government paternalism or democratic freedom?
Bypygp Cr gg smokers don't really care what'people' smokingareas .

Ea.nti.aDlr.etor want. 11rey're more concerned that bureau- And we respond. We give our customcrs

Th. phlo tJe .n.ad { .v.n{. A..odatfon crats get their way. H .B . 299 . they claim, what they wan4. .-not because Big Govern-

H.B. 299,'Rw Comprehensive Smoktng 'does away with individual municipaitties ment is forcing us lo, but because we want
Regulation and Preventlan of Youth Access coming up with their own regulations that to please our patrons . We make more

To Tobacco Bllt, would set sane, sensible might afford some real safeguarda .' Transla- m y~s
. we're nlso comm t[cd to

standards for public smoking and tobacco tlon : H .B. 299 would keep command-and- personal
sales statewlde, control elitists from Imposing their socml- freedom, the cornerstone of our Amerlcan

But antt-smoking zealots, who opposed cnglneeringagenda on the rest af us . heritage. I know the antt-smnkers won't

this bill even before tta Introductton . urn't Of the 40-pius local smoking bans beheve me when I smcerely clte nty heartfelt
stand the thought that adults In a free soco- threatcned by H•B . 299• the most onerous convtcuon on that score. So le i me make it
ety might make their own dec/slons . They are regulations passed by unelected bureau- perfectly plaln on other grounds : Business
want to decide for us . So they iament the crats--boards of health . These

bureaucrats owners want to accommodatc both smoker

possibility that H.B. 299 could roll back do not represent us . We did not vote for and nonsmokers because that's Oa key to

some outrlght smoking bans. Their view is them. And they have no business assumbrg profit and success .

'the more bans, the merrier.' Heaven forbtd lawmaking powers to themselves . They have Just a 1'ew more words in support of this
that we cltizens should have some say in no right to foist ratltcal . buslness-bashing . bill . Despite rhetorle to the eontrary . this bill
whether our local restaurants provlde smok- Job-ktlling rules on ou2 communlttesL would take strong steps to reduce youth
tng sectlonsl Apparently, these self-appolntetl access to tobaceo. It would requlre retailers

In letters to the editor and that have guardians aull haven't learned the lessons of to train sales clerka to identify and turn
alrmdy run m newspapers atatewide. these November '94 . And across Amerlca .voters away undcragc patrons . it would not remove
neo-Prohib/fionists claim H.B. 299 Is a'fee- called on amaller govemment• Leas red tape, the onus from merchants . It would simply
ble' bill . Anything ahort of tobacco prohib l- fewer regulations. Big Government control- face the reallty : Store owners can't be there
tlon 1s apparently weak In their Wok. 'fhey freaks were swept out and replaced with all the bme or see evetything that goes on .
claim that'the tights of all people to bresthe advocates of liberty and the free market. To make sure their clerks support state mtn-
clean atr supersede the rights of sume to H .B- 299 fits right 1n wlth this gtaea-roots lmum-age laws, they must provide better
smoke --converttenuy forgetting the time- groundswell . It says restaurant, bar, bowling training. How could any reasonable person

honored American tradition of compromise• lane . and other business ownera should be object to that7
and falling to note that even total tobacco free to set their own smoking pnllctes, based To further curb kids smoking, this bill

. bans would do Bttle to clean our smoggy air. on their own smoking policies• based on goes a,en further by providing a legal frsme-
Tney conkss an urge to -protect' us all their particular cltentelm, market demands, work for random, unannouneed'sting' oper-

from the 'hazards of second-hand physical layouts, and so on. Some may opt ations as an enforcentent tool to make eer-
smoke' ..•even though respected scientist to go smoke-free . Others may set up amok- taln that stores selltng tobacco products are
dispute these "hazards .' a federal lawsuit 1ng and nonsmoking sectlons . Still others--
challenges them, and tho Environmental truckstops that eater to smokers, for complying with the law . Opponents derlde
Protectton Agency Stself had to mantpulate instance--may choose to permit smoking the provision of the bill placing these -stings'
the smttsbts to arrive at any risk at agl throughout the premises, Dtners, drinkers• under the direction of official safety authorl-

But therts one problem wtth this pater- and bowlers . in mrn. could choose where to Bes . They obviously prefer the lack of due

nallsm . IPe undemocratlc. And whafe morc, spend their money based on smoking policy, process Inherent In the haphazard 'sbnga'
Americans know lt. That's why poll after poll If (hat'a what's hnpurtant to them, currently organized by a number of antl-

shaws that most Anurlcans favor designated But anti-tobacco partisans don't trust smokmg groups araund Ohio ,
smuking and nonsmaking areas, rather than Ohio's buslncsa owner . They say without And finally, 1PS Important to note which

total smoking bans . A few years ago, a strlot smoking regulations the restaurants Wsung smoking bans would or would not be

Gallup poll commissioned by the American and other hospitality businesses of Ohio will voided . H•B. 299 will not disturb the right of

lung Associatfon• no less . showed that two- become smoke-fillW dens of mlqufty . any public butlding, school . or any other

thirds of Americans oppose smoking bans. Gfve us buslnesspeople some cretllt. Of public or private property owner to ban

And more recently. a nationwide course• we don't all plan to remove every smoking. In other words. Ohlo's city halls•

Gallup/USA Toduy/ CNN poll rcvealed that possible curb on smoking . Were supposed schools . and other government buildings can

large maJorlum want fair accommodation for to be making money remember? (That's remain smoke-free.
both smokers and nonsmokers ln work- called capita11am1l That means we must Americans want falrneaa, compromise,
places. hotels and rmtaurantn• respond to what the market wants . And reason . fnsdom--and the right to enJoy legal

~ '9
j.~r.,(~'~j3~~~.9Se) v So.whenrhese anB-smokersdatm'peo- unrestrictedsmokinglsnotw•hatthemarket products . Those are the principles behind

pk' favor their prcllllribomst goals . I have to wznts Our cuslomers clearly tell us again H .B . 299 . And that's the reeson the [lglsl,a~~

u•ondcr: Which nconle? In the end, the antf- and again that they want smoking and non- tuce should pass it mto law. /. ~i
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