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UNFAVORABLE	
 
Distinguished Members of the Economic Affairs Committee, 
 
When in comes to law, words matter… definitions matter… because that is what defines the law. 
 
The language and word usage of HB0442 provides bemuddlement, confusication, and mixupedness 
beyond any reasonable understanding, and as such, is bad legislation in addition to being bad public 
health policy. 
 
For the purposes of this brief testimony, I am going to focus on the bill text ‘stringent’. 
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For	a	‘local	law’	to	be	given	legal	authority	to	be	“at	least	as	stringent	as…”	means	that	it	has	to	
comply	‘at	least	as	strictly’	to	the	original	law,	as	the	original	law	itself.	
	
Any	law	that	is	‘less	stringent’	than	the	actual	law,	is	in	violation	of	the	law,	because	by	definition,	
it	is	not	following	‘the	letter	of	the	law’.	
	
Any	law	that	is	‘more	stringent’	than	the	actual	law	to	which	it	is	being	compared,	can	only	reach	
the	point	where	it	is	more	rigorous	in	adherence,	and	more	tightly	in	conformance	to	the	original	
law,	than	the	original	law,	which	is	a	linguistic,	and	legalistic,	impossibility;		once	you	get	to	full	
100%	conformity…	you	cannot	become	any	more	‘stringent’,	lest	one	now	start	deviating	from	the	
original	law,	which	is	exactly	the	opposite	of	being	‘stringent’.	
	
There	is	no	definition	of	‘stringent’	in	the	context	of	tobacco	regulation,	or	Maryland	law.	
	
In	the	Altadis	case,	Prince	George’s	County	sought	to	make	it	law	that	tobacco	be	sold	in	larger	
packages.		Is	this	more	‘stringent’	than	other	laws	that	require	smaller	packages?		Could	Baltimore	
City	–	or	any	other	local	body	–	impose	a	more	‘stringent’	law	that	requires/restricts	each	tobacco	
purchaser	to	purchase	at	least	six	cartons	of	cigarettes	in	each	transaction,	and	no	smaller?		Or	is	it	
more	‘stringent’	to	pass	a	law	or	ordinance	that	requires/restricts	the	sale	of	tobacco	to	a	single	
carton	at	any	one	transaction?		Or	a	single	pack?		Or	a	single	cigarette?	
	
Is	it	more	‘stringent’	to	require	vape	shops	to	remain	open	24	hours	a	day	to	serve	the	needs	of	the	
smoking	public	who	are	trying	to	quit?		Or	more	‘stringent’	to	limit	their	operation	hours	to	3-4am	
when	elementary	school	children	are	least	likely	to	be	out	looking	to	buy	tobacco?		Is	it	more	
‘stringent’	to	require	vape	shops	to	sell	vaping	liquid	by	the	gallon?		Or	the	milliliter?		Is	it	more	
‘stringent’	to	require	double	the	nicotine	strength?		Or	half	the	nicotine	strength	of…	who	even	
knows	what	the	benchmark	is!!	
	
The	language	is	ambiguous,	and	amorphous,	and	will	lead	to	confusion,	chaos,	and	toward	
effective	anarchy,	for	any	law	that	is	so	difficult	–	if	not	impossible	–	to	define	uniformly,	cannot	
possibly	be	comprehended	uniformly,	enforced	uniformly,	or	complied	with	uniformly.		
	
This	is	simply	bad	legislative	language	on	top	of	bad	health	policy	
	
Please	Vote	Unfavorably.	
	
Most	Sincerely,	
	
Scott	Webber	
240-994-4670	
Scott@VAPESociety.org 	


