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November 9, 2010 

Los Angeles City Clerk's Office 
200 North Spring Street, Room 360 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Proposed Anti-Smoking Ordinance (08-2123) 

Dear City Clerk, 

On behalf of the membership of the California Apartment Association of Los Angeles 
(CAA-LA), we would like to address some concerns with the anti-smoking motion that will 
be before you at City Council on November 10th. 

CAA-LA serves rental property owners and managers in greater Los Angeles County. 
CAA-LA's members own and operate approximately 65,000 rental units within the Greater 
Los Angeles vicinity. 

CAA-LA commends your desire to protect your constituents from second hand smoke and 
promote public health. Many of our members throughout the City of Los Angeles have 
voluntarily designated some areas of their properties as non-smoking. Recognizing that 
there has been a dramatic change in Californian's expectations regarding exposure to 
environmental tobacco smoke, CAA-LA has made available an Addendum for Tobacco 
Smoke Free Areas to enable our property owner and manager members to address this 
resident demand voluntarily. This form allows certain common areas or the entire 
property to be designated as smoke free. 

However, CAA-LA is concerned with the enforcement of a smoking ban. It is unclear how 
a smoking ban in public areas would be enforced and we are concerned that the ban 
would force property owners to police their common areas and that the City would hold 
them responsible. Rental property owners should not be held liable. 

If the City of Los Angeles were to approve a non-smoking ordinance, the ordinance 
should include the following: 

1. Does not require the landlord, property manager, and/or property owner to 
enforce the ordinance 

2. Grants liability protection to the landlord, property manager, and property owner 
from any fines or penalties that may be assessed 

3. Deems a landlord compliant with the ordinance and not be liable to any person 
for a breach of smoking rules. 

We want to work in collaboration with the City of Los Angeles to bring solutions to this 
issue and be partners in enhancing public health while providing responsible housing 
practices. Thank you for your consideration. "' 
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Ryan Minniear 
Executive Director 

350 South Bixel Street, Suite 260, Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Email: CAAUpdate@caanet.org www.caanet.org 213.481.7 416 
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Second hand smoke is the Number 1 cause of preventable health disease in 
America -there is no question regarding the negative health effects. Research hai shown that 
inhaling second hand smoke is more harmful than actually smoking, primarily due to the 
unftltered nature of the smoke and the fact that it may be cooled by the air ---- second hand 
smoke is particularly dangerous as the smoke recognizes no boundaries. 

Smoking is a voluntary addiction, it is not a not a right or protected by the Constitution, 
yet second hand smoke harms an involuntary population which has a right to clean air and a 
clean environment and which is protected by many public health laws. 

The City of Los Angeles has implemented legislation to regulate smoking in 
restaurants, and various other specific categories of locations. However we need a more 
comprehensive regulation to prohibit smoking. 

We need to implement legislation to regulate cigarette smoking by limiting it to specific 
places where there is no expectation of involuntary contact with people - wherever people 
congregate or there is an expectation of people being present smoking should be prohibited. 

This would be an effort to move smokers and smoking away from people who do not 
chose to either smoke or inhale second hand smoke. The effort would be similar to regulations 
enacted by the City of Calabasas, Santa Monica and Beverly Hills. · 

I THEREFORE MOVE that the City Attorney be requested to prepare and present an 
ordinance to enact a second-hand smoking law effective throughout the City which would limit 
public exposure to secondhand smoke in all public areas and common areas where people 
congregate including, but not limited to indoor and outdoor businesses, hotels, parks, 
apartment common areas, restaurants and bars, and beaches. 
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