General Assembly of Maryland
Senate Finance Committee, and Budget and Taxation Committee
Business Regulation - Flavored Tobacco Products – Prohibition, SB117
(Hearing Date January 28, 2021)
Dear Chairperson and Members of the Committee:
Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Senate Bill 177 (SB177),
the Business Regulation - Flavored Tobacco Products – Prohibition Act. The American
Consumer Institute is a non-profit, non-partisan research and educational institute with the
mission to identify, analyze, and project the interests of consumers in selected legislative and
rulemaking proceedings in matters that affect the consumers.
It is our assessment that SB177 if enacted, would significantly harm consumer welfare
and lead to avoidable negative health outcomes. The bill would ban the manufacture,
importation, and sale of flavored tobacco products in the state of Maryland. Included in this
prohibition would be flavored vapor products that are used in electronic cigarettes. This
proscription would be particularly harmful to Maryland’s consumers because it would prevent
those trying to stop smoking from accessing flavored product that have been proven to help
smokers quit.
A recent study from researchers at the School of Public Health at the University of
Maryland College Park and other public health institutions have shown that “flavors play an
important role in e-cigarette preference,” meaning that when smokers have a wide variety of
flavors to choose from, they are more likely to use a healthier alternative. 1 Other studies have
reinforced this relationship, showing that when states and localities introduce flavor bans,
consumers who had been using a healthier alternative simply return to smoking traditional
combustible products. 2
Considering the results of academic studies over the past decade, it is probable that
banning consumers in Maryland from having access to flavored tobacco products would have the
unintended consequence of sending smokers “back to the pack” – which would produce negative
health outcomes such as premature death, increased risk of cardiovascular and respiratory
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disease, and an increased likelihood of developing certain cancers. These increased risks are real
and particularly troublesome, given the current struggle with the COVID-19 pandemic.
We are further concerned that SB177 does not distinguish between traditional tobacco
products and flavored vapor products, placing both under the same category as “smoking.” This
is problematic because flavored e-cigarettes are much safer than combustible alternatives. In fact,
e-cigarettes are not only a safer alternative, but a large array of academic and medical research
shows that they are an effective tobacco harm reduction tool:
● E-cigarettes are at least 95% safer than combustible cigarettes; 3
● Switching to e-cigarettes could save the lives of 6.6 million American smokers; 4
● E-cigarettes are two times more effective in helping people quit than traditional
nicotine-replacement therapies; 5
● Each year, 7,500 Marylanders die from smoking-related illnesses, and this number
would be reduced significantly if flavored electronic cigarettes were available to adult
consumers; 6
● The use of flavored electronic cigarettes more than double the likely hood of smoking
cession; 7 and
● Studies have shown that flavored e-cigarette use was not “associated with youth
smoking initiation,” but rather adult smoking cessation. 8
SB177 would make it unnecessarily difficult for those seeking to quit smoking. Given the
above reasons, it is our assessment that this bill is NOT in the interest and benefit of Maryland’s
consumers as it would give smokers fewer choices when they make the important decision to
quit smoking.
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