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Nov. 13, 2020

To: S.F. Board of Supervisors
Re: Proposed Ban on Cannabis Smoking and Vaping in Private Apartments

On behalf of the many San Franciscans who use cannabis for medicine and enjoyment,
we urge that restrictions on cannabis smoking and vaping in private apartments be
dropped from any proposed anti-smoking ordinance.

The proposed ordinance would constitute a de facto ban on cannabis use for most San
Francisco residents. Unlike tobacco, which can be smoked outside on public streets,
cannabis consumption is illegal in all public places under state law (CA HSC 11362.3
(a)1). The proposed ordinance would thus leave apartment dwellers with no legal place
to enjoy marijuana. (Oral consumption is not an acceptable alternative; inhalation
provides much prompter relief, and is far less liable to cause over-dosage).

An exemption for medical cannabis only is unacceptable. Obtaining a doctor’s
recommendation is costly and inconvenient, especially in this time of COVID; likewise
obtaining an official state medical cannabis ID card. Private, adult use of cannabis is no
more dangerous to public health than medical use.

The scientific evidence is clear that cannabis does not present a secondhand smoke
hazard like tobacco. Unlike tobacco, not a single human study has found second-hand
cannabis smoke or vaping to be harmful to health. Unlike tobacco, first-hand cannabis
smoking has been shown not to cause lung cancer [1] or cardiovascular disease [2] in
numerous human studies. Second-hand exposure is therefore all the less likely to be
harmful. Anti-smoking alarmists, funded by the state’s tobacco tax, are trying to scare
the public with junk science studies alleging traces of toxins in marijuana smoke —
without mentioning that the amounts are so small as to have no adverse impact on
human health [3]. In general, cannabis users tend to smoke much smaller quantities
than tobacco smokers. In addition, cannabis smoke does not leave behind prolonged,
residual “third-hand” odors like nicotine.



Including vapes in a secondhand smoking ban is even more unjustified. Vaporization
has been show to eliminate 95%-99.99% of all smoke toxins, both in marijuana and
tobacco [4]. In addition, vaporizers drastically reduce secondhand side-stream
emissions and don’t involve lighters, matches, fire, smoke and ashes. Not a single
human study has demonstrated harm from second-hand vape exposure.

The proposed ordinance inordinately impacts lower-income and minority residents
who can’t afford their own homes. San Francisco has long been a leader on human
rights, social tolerance and cannabis issues. The city can be proud of having been a
leader of marijuana reform and a refuge for medical marijuana patients under Prop.
215. Evicting tenants for smoking marijuana will scarcely improve the city’s
homelessness crisis. The city is large enough to provide 100% odor-free apartments for
those who are smoke-sensitive, while allowing freedom for others to enjoy marijuana in
different units (with proper ventilation, they need not even be in separate sections of
the building). In any case, anti-smoking rules should target second-hand emissions that
penetrate others’ spaces, not what goes on in residents’ own apartments.

The city of West Hollywood recently rejected a proposal to ban cannabis smoking in
multi-unit dwellings. San Francisco should do likewise. For over forty years, San
Francisco has been a beacon of tolerance for marijuana users. To trash this tradition
now is an insult to countless long-term renters who can’t afford their own homes.

In closing, we respectfully urge the Board to delete marijuana from any proposed ban
on smoking in residential apartments.

Sincerely,

Dale Gieringer, Ph.D

Director, California NORML — www.canorml.org
Co-author, California Compassionate Use Act (Prop 215)
2261 Market St. #278A

San Francisco CA 94114
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