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~k2~~,t.i,l ANCHORAGE, ALASKA
AO NO. 2001-~ ~

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY AMENDING
ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE AO 2000-91(5), AS AMENDED AND
APPROVED ON JUNE 20, 2000, BY CHANGING THE TIME PERIOD TO COMPLETE
THE 'ORDINANCE REVIEW' REQUIRED IN SECTION 3 OF THE ORDINANCE.

The Anchorage Assembly ordains

That the time period to complete the ordinance review, as stated in
Section 3 ofAO 2000-91 (S), amended and approved on June 20, 2000,
shall be changed from "Within one year after the initial implementation of
this ordinance..." to "Within MQ yea~ after the initial implementation of
this ordinance...".

Section 1:

This ordinance shall become effective upon passage and approval.Section 2:

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Anchorage Assembly this day of

,2001.

Chair
ATTEST:

Municipal Clerk



C./O American Cancer Society. '057 W. Firewee.d Lane, Suite 204 . Anchorige, Alaska 99503
. phone: 907-277-8696 . fax: 907-](\:~_'n7~

TO: AJsemblyman Allan Tcscbe

Annette Mar18V MFROM:

May 8, 2001DATE:

Timeline for the evaluation period aftho aIIloketree Anchon.ge orn~An~e.SUBJ:

The Smokefrec AnchoraJe Coalition is requcsting that the Assembly make a change in AO No.
2000-91 (5) for the evaluation of the ordinance to be eompl~ aDd ~ on within two
yew, rather than one year, after me initial implcmenwion of this ordinance.

By cxtcnding the eva1uatioD period from one to tWO years, the contraCted reiearcbers will have
time to coJ]ect data related to the overall economic impact of the ordinance fQf a mimmum of
four quarters followinl the implementation of the ordinance.

It has been recommended by internationally recogni2ed feSe.archersthat a. study of thjs tyPe
include econo~ implCt data for at JoUt fo\1t" quarters fgllowing implementation of a clean
indoor air ordiDance in order to ~COUI1t tor seasonal flucnJations in certain businesa Jecton andyear to year ttcnds in the 10caJ economy. .

CUIrently. under the one-~ tim~~~. it ba6 becn est2mLrM that only three montbl of ec:onomic
data. would be able to be attaiD~ sYftrhesizcd, anal~ evaluated,' and reported on by the
Evaluation Advisory Committee. Due to the fftcCt that Anchorage docs not have salca tax data. thc
researchers COD1raCted by the MunicipaJity will need to collect Other tyPes of ~ that will reflect
economic impKt in mote indirect ways. Considering this liminal condltion, it is important to not
further compromile the study with an inidequare period of datacolJection.

In addition, if the time) me is extended to two)'CarS, the contracted rcsemhers wil1 be able to
rely on the Behavioral Risk Factor Surv~J1ance System data from the State Department of
Health and Social Services as a source of infOtmation about tho effect of the ord~ on
reducing secondhan~ smoke exposure in Anchorage. By using these systematically collected
data, the-Municipality will save itself the ex.pcnse of desi~ng and cmying out a study to
achiove similar results in a aharta' period of ~e.




