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MONTGOMERY SMOKING LAW

' Maryland ==

Ban’s Supporters Cite Boom in Business

By Nasicr Thpos
Fashingtom Fost Staff Briner
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ﬁnch'mt; and gathered
from Comptroller’s
Oifice.

“The restaurants sre doing well,

flercely opposed by the restaurant
when the councdl ap-

proved it in 1599, But because of
court challenges, the low did not
Lake pffect unmtil 2003,
Opponents said the new data are
flawed becsuse they measure all
restaurants, incheding fast food es
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Thn findings also pmu'ldad. an
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Colnty EIH:I.I.I.I‘FE' Leggett and
council member Steven A Silver-
man ([},

Leggett noted yesterday that 5i-
verman had threatened not 1o vole
for the ban withoat the passage of
an amendment delaying its fmple-
mentation by two years

Silverman ubdhemudfarlhe
bam in 1959 and sgain in 2003, bat
he acknow pushing for a lon-
ger transitional period. “The idea
was o ghee sl businesses the op-
portunity to transidon out” he
aaidl.

Leggett's suppariers provided
reparbers with a copy of a 1994 et
ter sent to Leggett by Douglas M.
Bregman, then an attorney for the
Mational Smokers Alliance, urging

gett sadd. *T just find it curious that
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Four county i 'tin.li]a
cluding Rockville Gaithers-
barg, ban smoking in restaurants.

with hiquor lioenses was stagnant,
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Group, suid business has




