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Introduction 

As the youth vaping epidemic is still on the rise across the nation, California legislators 

have proposed a bill to not only help prevent youth from engaging in tobacco use, but also 

encourage current users to quit. From 2017 to 2019, the percentage of high school students 

who have vaped in the past 30 days went from 11% to 25% among 12th graders, 8% to 20% 

among 10th graders, and 4% to 9% among 8th graders (Miech, et al., 2019, CDC, 2020). 

Senate Bill (SB) 793 is a proposed ban on the sale of all flavored tobacco products and tobacco 

flavor enhancers in the state of California. The tobacco industry’s marketing and selling of 

flavored tobacco products is deliberate and intended to entice youth to use their products. SB-

793 is a tobacco control policy to deter people, particularly the youth, from wanting to try these 

carcinogenic products in the first place. Tobacco control policies that are proposed are often 

times targets for misinformation made by those within the tobacco industry to create fear among 

consumers and potential consumers. The goal of this document is to educate people on the 

facts of SB-793 and how it will be enforced. In order to clear up misinformation surrounding SB-

793, we will provide an overview of flavor bans and clarify arguments about black markets, 

social impact, consumer rights, and retailer value.  

Overview of Flavor Bans: FDA & California  

On April 29, 2021, the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) announced their 

commitment in facilitating the ban of menthol in cigarettes and all flavors in cigars (FDA, 2021). 

This ban would only target the manufacturers, distributors, wholesalers, importers, and retailers 

of tobacco products in hopes of decreasing the amount of tobacco production (FDA, 2021). This 

will not be enforced against any consumers who either possess or use flavored tobacco 

products (FDA, 2021). The FDA (2021) states that this ban will... 

https://www.layftc.org/
https://www.nejm.org/doi/pdf/10.1056/NEJMc1910739
https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/volumes/69/wr/mm6937e1.htm?s_cid=mm6937e1_w
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
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significantly reduce youth initiation, increase the chances of smoking cessation among 
 current smokers, and address health disparities experienced by communities of color, 
 low-income populations, and members of the LGBTQ+ community, all of whom are far 
 more likely to use these tobacco products. 

 
During the FDA’s process of banning flavors, flavor bans have been occurring in 

different states and cities. California’s SB-793 seeks to ban the sale of flavored tobacco 

products, including menthol, statewide. Approved by Governor Newsom, SB-793 states,  

This bill would prohibit a tobacco retailer, or any of the tobacco retailer’s agents or 
employees, from selling, offering for sale, or possessing with the intent to sell or offer for 
sale, a flavored tobacco product or a tobacco product flavor enhancer, as those terms 
are defined, except as specified. (California Legislative Information, 2020) 
 

The Public Health Law Center (2020) clarifies that SB-793 “does not penalize anyone who 

purchases, uses, or possesses a flavored tobacco product”. Similar to the FDA’s flavor ban, SB-

793 “only prohibits retailers or their agents or employees from selling or possessing with the 

intent to sell a flavored tobacco product covered by the law” (Public Health Law Center, 2020). 

Contrary to the claims made by flavor ban opponents, SB-793 will not criminalize consumers 

who possess flavored tobacco.  

The goal of SB-793 is to counteract the tobacco industry’s effort to boost their sales 

through targeting youth and marginalized groups. Recent studies show menthol increases the 

appeal of tobacco and expedites the progression to regular smoking, especially among youth 

and young adults (FDA, 2021). Among the youth who use e-cigarettes, more than 80% are 

hooked on flavors (FDA, 2021), and 93% of Black folks who smoke began with menthol 

cigarettes (D’Silva, et al., 2018). Due to menthol’s ability to mask the harshness of unpleasant 

flavors, it can enhance the effects of nicotine making it harder for smokers to quit (FDA, 2021). 

Additionally, tobacco companies have aggressively targeted Black communities by researching 

and appropriating their culture for profit (CDC, 2020). From little reminders, such as ads on ice 

cream trucks (RJ Reynolds Records; Master Settlement Agreement., 1989) to bigger 

contributions of funding and sponsoring publications by African American authors and 

educational institutions (CDC, 2020), the industry quietly gathers their influence through other 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB793
https://www.publichealthlawcenter.org/sites/default/files/resources/CA-Flavor-Tobacco-Ban-SB793.pdf
https://www.publichealthlawcenter.org/sites/default/files/resources/CA-Flavor-Tobacco-Ban-SB793.pdf
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29059351/
https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-announcements/fda-commits-evidence-based-actions-aimed-saving-lives-and-preventing-future-generations-smokers
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/african-americans/index.htm
https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/tobacco/docs/#id=tkgf0059
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/african-americans/index.htm
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credible organizations in order to thwart public health policy and push their agenda of spreading 

misinformation. Supported by the new evidence surrounding the harmful effects of menthol, the 

FDA and proponents for flavor bans hope that banning flavors will be in the right direction of 

ending tobacco-related disease and death in the U.S.  

Black Markets 

Opponents of the flavor ban argue that the bill will guarantee the growth of an illegal 

market with flavored tobacco products. African-American religious leaders from Pastors of 

Compton and Inglewood Area Minister’s Association, for instance, sent letters to oppose the bill 

(CalMatters, 2020). These letters claimed that this bill would create an illegal market for menthol 

cigarettes and take away the rights of people to choose (Aguilera, 2020). Arguments against 

prohibition often stem back to the alcohol prohibition in the 1920’s. Journalist and social critic H. 

L. Mencken considered it a failure because it “created additional social problems throughout 

society” such as increasing rates of crime and low levels of respect for the law, which promoted 

an illegal market in the 1920’s (Coyne & Hall, 2017). Based on this argument, the opposition 

believes that SB-793 will be counterproductive towards public health as well (Chatila, 2020). On 

the contrary, the FDA marks clear differences between tobacco and alcohol production to refute 

these claims (FDA, 2018). Not only is alcohol less stigmatized in today’s society, its production 

is also easier to produce with cheaper and widely available ingredients. This makes it easier to 

not only produce high volumes of illegal alcohol products, but also to prevent detection. 

Furthermore, the FDA (2018) points out that illegal alcohol production “does not have the same 

climate and agricultural requirements as tobacco.” Therefore, we cannot reliably use the 

prohibition of the 1920’s as any evidence that black markets will harm public health. In fact, the 

tobacco industry itself has supported this argument regarding the low “likelihood” rise of illicit 

markets surfacing again.  

FDA executive, Eric Lindblom, has also commented that this market would be difficult to 

set up in the first place (Gunther, 2021). An investigation in 2018 also found that Big Tobacco, 

https://calmatters.org/health/2020/08/california-flavored-tobacco-ban/
https://calmatters.org/health/2020/08/california-flavored-tobacco-ban/
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/four-decades-counting-continued-failure-war-drugs#_idTextAnchor001
https://capitolweekly.net/flavored-tobacco/
https://www.fda.gov/files/tobacco%20products/published/Illicit-Trade-in-Tobacco-Products-After-Implementation-of-an-FDA-Product-Standard.pdf
https://www.fda.gov/files/tobacco%20products/published/Illicit-Trade-in-Tobacco-Products-After-Implementation-of-an-FDA-Product-Standard.pdf
https://medium.com/the-great-vape-debate/a-ban-on-menthol-cigarettes-will-save-lives-experts-say-its-not-that-simple-c2c3075fb98d
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which has funded research to overstate the black market for cigarettes, falls short in quality and 

credibility (Evans-Reeves, et al., 2019). 31 out of 35 estimates of the black market were higher 

than the investigators’, and questionable methods of assessments were used to collect the 

skewed data. Ultimately, the argument that the flavor ban will be counterproductive based on 

the generation of illicit markets lacks concrete evidence and credibility.   

Social Impact 

Opponents have taken this argument further by claiming that the flavor ban is racist 

toward the Black community. Cheryl Dorsey, a retired LAPD sergeant and veteran, cites Eric 

Garner as an example, to illustrate how the ban will only increase potentially hostile encounters 

between the community and the police (Dorsey, 2019). A victim of police brutality, Eric Garner 

was a Black man who was killed after being stopped by the police for allegedly selling 

cigarettes. Since the Black community primarily uses menthol cigarettes more than other 

populations, opponents like Cheryl Dorsey claim that the ban will only worsen police-community 

relations and put disadvantaged communities at further risk of potential violence. However, this 

argument, having been generated by the tobacco industry themselves, effectively draws 

attention away from their predatory marketing tactics which have disproportionately impacted 

the health of the Black community. A television ad (StefanDidak, 2020) paid for by RAI Services 

Co., an affiliate of tobacco giant Reynolds American, directs viewers’ attention to SB-793 

“criminaliz[ing] the sale of menthol cigarettes, the choice of Black and Latino smokers”.1 The 

tobacco industry’s hypocritical actions demonstrate the ingenuity of their allyship toward the 

Black lives and culture, and they continuously attempt to exploit Black communities by 

sponsoring credible organizations to support their misinformation (Legendre, 2021 , Public 

Health Law Center, 2021). Consequently, 7 out of 10 African American youth ages 12-17 years 

who smoke use menthol cigarettes as a result of the heavy marketing of flavored tobacco (CDC, 

2020). Tobacco use is a major contributor to the three leading causes of death among African 

Americans: heart disease, cancer, and stroke (CDC, 2020). Aware of such statistics, Karen 

https://tobaccocontrol.bmj.com/content/28/3/334
https://lasentinel.net/the-proposed-ban-on-menthol-cigarettes-will-hurt-people-of-color-and-it-will-hurt-our-kids.html
https://twitter.com/i/status/1295836695976275969
https://www.milwaukeeindependent.com/syndicated/big-tobacco-racist-roots-recent-claims-allyship-black-communities-exploited/
https://www.publichealthlawcenter.org/sites/default/files/resources/Tobacco-Industry-Targeting.pdf
https://www.publichealthlawcenter.org/sites/default/files/resources/Tobacco-Industry-Targeting.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/african-americans/index.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/african-americans/index.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/african-americans/index.htm
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Bass, chairwoman of the Congressional Black Caucus states that, “as we continue to push to 

protect Black lives, we must put an end to one of the most pernicious destroyers of Black health 

and lives: deadly menthol cigarettes and the tobacco industry’s decades-long targeted 

marketing to our kids and communities.” (McGreevy, 2020, Bass, 2020). In other words, 

protecting Black lives involves combatting the tobacco industry’s predatory efforts to entice the 

Black community to use their products that result in deadly consequences. 

The Neighborhood FORWARD (2021), a national movement built by concerned citizens, 

faith leaders, civil rights activists, elected officials, business partners, and non-profit 

organizations throughout the country, likewise oppose SB-793 and consider the bill as “another 

potential neighborhood to prison pipeline bill” (Neighborhood FORWARD, 2020). The language 

used here is misleading, though, as SB-793 does not criminalize users of flavored tobacco 

products. SB-793 should not be confused with Purchase, Use, Possession Provisions (PUP) 

laws (ChangeLab Solutions, 2019). PUP laws are “Laws prohibiting the possession, use, and 

purchase of tobacco products by minors” that “are ineffective as deterrents to youth smoking 

and are often enforced inequitably.” (ChangeLab Solutions, 2019). In other words, PUP laws 

criminalize consumers who possess tobacco products. SB-793, on the other hand, is not a PUP 

law. SB-793 and similar legislation ban the sale of flavored tobacco, which means the tobacco 

industry and retailers are the ones who are held accountable. 

While arguments made by those in the tobacco industry may cause people to believe 

that SB-793 is a direct attack or punishment on minority communities, it is actually the contrary. 

The predatory marketing done by the tobacco industry in vulnerable communities has only 

perpetuated the health disparities between various ethnic and marginalized groups. According 

to the Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program (2014), predatory marketing results in 

higher rates of tobacco use among vulnerable populations, and this leads to disproportionately 

high rates of morbidity and mortality from cancers, reduced quality of life, and cardiovascular 

and lung diseases. SB-793 aims to address the health disparities that occur as a direct cause 

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-08-24/california-flavored-tobacco-ban-industry-ads-senate-bill-793
https://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/article244221177.html
https://www.neighborhoodforward.org/about-us/
https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/community-leaders-come-together-against-racism-and-discrimination-protesting-senate-bill-793-301113315.html
https://www.changelabsolutions.org/sites/default/files/2019-05/PUPinSmoke_FINAL_2019-04-17.pdf
https://www.changelabsolutions.org/sites/default/files/2019-05/PUPinSmoke_FINAL_2019-04-17.pdf
https://www.trdrp.org/research-priorities/tobacco-related-health-disparities.html
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from the tobacco industry’s predatory marketing, and even taking it a step further to promote 

health equity. One study shows that had the United States eliminated menthol tobacco products 

in 2011, it would have saved between 323,000 and 633,000 lives, with nearly one-third being 

Black lives, by 2050 (Chung-Hall, et al., 2021). Moreover, when Canada banned menthol 

cigarettes, it led to more people quitting smoking altogether rather than switching to other 

cigarettes (Chung-Hall, et al., 2021). Acknowledging and addressing the primary methods in 

which the tobacco industry entices and tempts people to use their products, primarily through 

flavors, will help to start the process to assist marginalized communities overcome health 

disparities caused by the tobacco industry by promoting tobacco use. 

Consumer Rights 

From a consumer standpoint, tobacco control policies, such as flavor bans, have been 

seen to single out tobacco use and infringe on one’s rights to choose to partake in a behavior, 

even if it is harmful. Arguments that oppose flavor bans like SB-793 on the consumer level 

mainly focus on the individual’s right to access and consume tobacco. Some people argue that 

it is their personal choice to purchase and consume tobacco products and they have a right to 

privacy. While this is true, every person does have the right to clean air and a clean 

environment as well as not be involuntarily exposed to carcinogens. Those who use tobacco 

products are not using them in a vacuum. They are not just posing a risk to themselves, but also 

to every person and child that is around them or may come into contact with them. 

 One argument is that tobacco products, although widely known to be harmful, can pose 

the same threats and risks as any other activity that people engage in, such as riding a 

motorcycle. People who oppose SB 793 also debate that just because something has an 

increased risk, does not mean it will come into fruition. Those who claim that the majority of 

people who use tobacco products will not end up dying prematurely (cite), but tobacco kills up to 

half of its users as well as 1.2 million nonsmokers exposed to secondhand smoke (World Health 

Organization, 2021). These arguments are used to create a parallel to everyday actions that 

https://tobaccocontrol.bmj.com/content/early/2021/03/31/tobaccocontrol-2020-056259
https://www.eurekalert.org/news-releases/890600
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/tobacco
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/tobacco
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people may engage in, to those who choose to use tobacco products. Although there are risks 

associated with riding a motorcycle or driving a car, those risks are not exponentially increased 

every time someone decides to engage in that activity. The risk of acquiring a chronic illness, 

such as cardiovascular disease, cancer, and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), is 

increased and dependent upon the amount of times an individual smokes or uses tobacco 

products (CDC, 2020). 

In 2019, Michigan faced pushback to their flavor ban, receiving such protests as 

“Punishing people in possession of these safer products while leaving combustible products 

alone will do little to improve public health” (Kelley & Wade, 2019). This argument is flawed in a 

few ways. First, similar to California’s flavor ban, Michigan’s efforts to ban flavors focuses on 

banning the sale of flavored tobacco products (Michigan Department of Health & Human 

Services, 2019). There is no language about punishing people in possession of flavored 

tobacco products (Michigan Department of Health & Human Services, 2019). The claim that 

flavored tobacco products are safer is likewise misleading. Flavored tobacco and e-cigarettes 

are not approved cessation devices by the FDA. The American Heart Association (AHA, 2018) 

declares, “e-cigarettes should not be promoted as a safe alternative to smoking,” because 

vaping products contain nicotine, which is harmful to the brain, chemicals that cause lung 

disease, metals, and toxic contaminants that are inhaled by the person vaping as well as those 

exposed to secondhand aerosol, causing serious lung injury and death. Furthermore, “research 

suggests that e-cigarette users are more likely to continue smoking along with vaping, which is 

referred to as ‘dual use’” (AHA, 2018). It is clear that misinformation has been spread to confuse 

consumers to believe they are using a safer alternative to smoking and that flavor bans will 

criminalize their attempts to be healthier. Instead, flavor bans like SB-793 and this example in 

Michigan seek to protect citizens and kids from predatory efforts made by the tobacco industry 

to hook a new generation of consumers and making it easier to ingest harmful products without 

knowing the dangers.  

https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/basic_information/health_effects/index.htm
https://www.detroitnews.com/story/opinion/2019/09/16/opinion-vape-flavor-ban-doesnt-help-kids-hurts-adults/2291817001/
https://www.michigan.gov/mdhhs/0,5885,7-339--507760--,00.html
https://www.michigan.gov/mdhhs/0,5885,7-339--507760--,00.html
https://www.michigan.gov/mdhhs/0,5885,7-339--507760--,00.html
https://www.heart.org/en/healthy-living/healthy-lifestyle/quit-smoking-tobacco/is-vaping-safer-than-smoking
https://www.heart.org/en/healthy-living/healthy-lifestyle/quit-smoking-tobacco/is-vaping-safer-than-smoking
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Retailer Value 

There is a concern that retailers are going to be unnecessarily hurt by what is perceived 

as an unfair policy. In an opinion piece, Beilal Chatila (2020) claims that Senate Bill 793 is “an 

unconstitutional ban” that “neglects middle-class, small business owners.” Chatila asserts “The 

sale ban of all flavored tobacco products, and the consequential revenue loss of almost one out 

of every three dollars, would devastate convenience stores” (2020). While losing 1/3 of revenue 

is clearly crushing, this information is inaccurate. Citing NACS (2020), an association for 

convenience stores, Chatila says approximately “33 percent of… in-store revenue come from 

the sale of tobacco products,” for convenience stores. However, this accounts for all tobacco 

products and not just flavors. Cigarettes comprise 27.1% of the 33%, with other tobacco 

products, like vapes, only accounting for 7.3% (NACS, 2020). This means that only a fraction of 

a fraction would be lost from total profits. 

Smoke shop owners, relying on tobacco-related sales, have likewise expressed concern 

about loss of revenue. Smoke shop owner, Noorddin Kachhi, explains that 85% of profits are 

from selling vape supplies. Claiming “there is no such thing as non-flavored vaping,” the flavor 

ban would most likely result in his business closing (Sacramento Bee, 2019). Contrary to this 

claim, there have been no findings of smoke-shop closures due to flavor bans. 799 businesses 

carrying tobacco retail licenses were visited in the months following San Francisco’s 2018 

flavored tobacco ordinance, finding “no holder of a San Francisco tobacco retailer license 

[going] out of business because of the flavored tobacco ordinance” (Gordon, 2018). While the 

Coronavirus hurt many businesses, the San Francisco Department of Public Health (n.d.) 

observed no significant decrease in tobacco product retailers being caused by the July 21st, 

2018 passing and implementation of the Flavored Tobacco Products ban (SFHC 19Q) in San 

Francisco.  

Smoke shop retailers also feel wrongly targeted when it comes to selling flavors to kids 

since hookah will be exempted from the flavor ban. Julian Canete (2020), president and CEO of 

https://capitolweekly.net/flavored-tobacco/
https://capitolweekly.net/flavored-tobacco/
https://www.convenience.org/Media/Press-Releases/2020/Convenience-Retail-Industry-Pivots-for-Long-Term-C#.XxEBYFVKjX5
https://www.convenience.org/Media/Press-Releases/2020/Convenience-Retail-Industry-Pivots-for-Long-Term-C#.XxEBYFVKjX5
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9sVFlg7Vdys
https://f2a7bd02-0721-4517-8d69-0b175fe57848.filesusr.com/ugd/bac2a3_f17b1b67db8e41ac893a097f4f479a7f.pdf
https://www.sfdph.org/dph/EH/Tobacco/permits.asp
https://calmatters.org/commentary/my-turn/2020/08/ban-on-flavored-tobacco-a-half-hearted-approach-to-protect-youth-will-hurt-convenience-store-owners/
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the California Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, speaks to SB-793 hurting compliant retailers. 

However, a 2019 report found that 30.6% of tobacco stores/smoke shops and 13.4% of vape 

shops sold tobacco products to adults under the legal smoking age (California Department of 

Public Health, 2019). When considering the lack of evidence of retailers going out of business 

due to flavor bans and that approximately a third of underage youth access tobacco products 

from licensed retailers, it seems clear that flavor bans will help more than harm. 

Increase in Cigarette Smoking  

Following their ordinance, some made claims that the San Francisco flavor ban actually 

led to an increase in youth smoking traditional cigarettes. Thomas A. Briant, the Executive 

Director of National Association of Tobacco Outlets (NATO), claims that “Several studies 

indicate banning all flavored tobacco products actually increases the number of young people 

who smoke cigarettes” (2021). However, it is unclear what studies Briant is actually referring to, 

as he does not offer citations or links that lead to these studies. Briant’s affiliation with tobacco 

and lack of support and citations make his article questionable, to say the least.  

There is a study by Dr. Friedman that concludes, “San Francisco’s ban on flavored 

tobacco product sales was associated with increased smoking among minor high school 

students” (2021). Tobacco control experts questioned the validity of this study, pointing out that 

it neglected most recent vaping rates and used vaping rates from a different, single point in time 

instead (Glantz, 2021). Dr. Glantz found that, “The conclusion that youth were substituting 

cigarettes for e-cigarettes… is not based on any actual evidence” (2021). In fact, a different 

study published by the CDC found that tobacco control policies regarding e-cigarettes, such as 

minimum legal sale age laws, “were associated with lower cigarette smoking” (Dutra, et al., 

2018). Furthermore, as one commenter points out, Dr. Friedman’s study “ignores the benefits of 

eliminating flavored tobacco products – preventing kids from ever being exposed and addicted 

to these dangerous products” (Meyers, 2021). Similarly, SB-793 will help reduce access to 

flavored tobacco products, including combustible and electronic cigarettes, to help prevent 

https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CCDPHP/DCDIC/CTCB/CDPH%20Document%20Library/ResearchandEvaluation/FactsandFigures/YATPSforCDPHCTCPWebsite_9-26-2019.pdf
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CCDPHP/DCDIC/CTCB/CDPH%20Document%20Library/ResearchandEvaluation/FactsandFigures/YATPSforCDPHCTCPWebsite_9-26-2019.pdf
https://www.cspdailynews.com/tobacco/studies-find-negative-health-effects-flavored-tobacco-bans
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamapediatrics/fullarticle/2780248
https://profglantz.com/2021/05/28/what-we-can-and-cannot-say-about-the-immediate-effect-of-sfs-flavored-tobacco-product-ban/
https://profglantz.com/2021/05/28/what-we-can-and-cannot-say-about-the-immediate-effect-of-sfs-flavored-tobacco-product-ban/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29422436/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29422436/
https://profglantz.com/2021/05/28/what-we-can-and-cannot-say-about-the-immediate-effect-of-sfs-flavored-tobacco-product-ban/
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younger generations from getting hooked on flavors while also giving those struggling with 

nicotine addiction more incentive to quit.  

Conclusion 

When learning about a proposed bill or policy, it is important that people are aware of the 

goal, who it will affect, and factual information on how it will be enforced. SB-793 is a proposed 

bill to eliminate the sale of flavored tobacco products and tobacco product flavor enhancers in 

an effort to deter young people from engaging in tobacco use. As mentioned previously, the 

youth vaping epidemic is fueled by their access and interest in the tens of thousands of flavors 

that the tobacco industry has to offer. The flavor ban is addressing and attempting to rectify the 

predatory marketing that the tobacco industry has employed to deliberately target vulnerable 

communities to use their products. This in turn has further perpetuated the health disparities that 

marginalized communities experience (Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program, 2014). 

SB-793 is a step forward in the right direction to promote health equity and prevent more people 

from being impacted by tobacco related harms. 

 

 

 

Notes 

1. The website promoted at the end of the video, NoOn793.com, is not accessible, and the 

original source of the video has not been located.   
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