REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 11, 2021
Item No.:
7.d
Department Approval
Item Description:
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City Manager Approval
Discuss considering amendments to Title 3, Section 306 Cigarette and
Tobacco Products of the City Code including prohibiting the sale of flavored
tobacco products in the City of Roseville

BACKGROUND
At the October 19, 2020 City Council meeting, the City Council directed staff to draft an ordinance
that would prohibit the sale of flavored tobacco products within the City of Roseville. (Attachment
A). Since that time, staff has worked with the Association of Non-Smokers and the
Hamline/Mitchell Law School Public Health Law Center in drafting amendments to Roseville City
Code Chapter 306 which regulates cigarette and tobacco product in the city. As part of this work, the
entirety of Chapter 306 has been reviewed and proposed changes have been included to not only
address flavored tobacco but to also better clarify and strengthen the ordinance.
The draft ordinance is included as Attachment B. The following is a brief summary of the proposed
changes:
• Chapter 306.01 Findings of Fact and Purpose. This section has been redrafted to provide
information on the use of tobacco and tobacco related devices by young persons, including
the direct marketing to young persons of flavored tobacco and tobacco-related devices, as
well as the overall public health implications regarding the use of tobacco and tobaccorelated products. The findings also include references to medical and scientific studies
verifying these facts and impacts.
• Chapter 306.02 Definitions. New definitions have been created for
o Child-Resistant Packaging
o Cigar
o Electronic Delivery Device
o Flavored Product
o Indoor Area
o Licensed Products
o Loosies
o Moveable Place of Business
o Nicotine or Lobeilia Delivery Product
• Chapter 306.03 License Required. Additional language was added to this section to better
clarify applying for and administration of a license.
• Chapter 306.04 Fees. This section states the a license shall not be granted unless the
appropriate license fee is paid to the City.
• Chapter 306.05 Basis for Denial of License. This section has been added to better describe
the criteria for when a license can be denied issuance.
• Chapter 306.06 Prohibited Sales. This section has been changed to expand the listing of
prohibited sales. The following would be prohibited tobacco sales under the new ordinance:
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o The sale by means of a vending machine
o The sale of loosies as defined in the ordinance
o The sale of items that have other substances within the product except for what is
found naturally in tobacco or added as a part of the otherwise legal manufacturing
park
o The sale of products when a customer has access to a product without interacting with
an employee unless it occurs in a place that restricts persons under 21 from entering
o The sale to persons under 21
o The sale of flavored products as defined under the ordinance including menthol and
wintergreen flavors and flavored liquid used through an electronic delivery device,
except for tobacco-flavored liquid
o The sale of any liquid, whether it contains nicotine or not, that is not in child-resistant
packaging.
Chapter 306.07 Responsibility. This new section has been added that states all licensees
are responsible for the actions of their employees regarding the sale of licensed products.
Chapter 306.08 Compliance Check. This section has been modified to clarify compliance
checks will utilized persons between the age of 17 to 21 under the supervision of local law
enforcement
Chapter 306.09 Violations and Penalties. This section has been updated to include
clarification on the process to dispute a violation and the administrative penalties for
violation of Chapter 306
Chapter 306.10 Exceptions and Defenses. This section has been updated to recognize that
Chapter 306 does not limit the provision of tobacco and tobacco-related devises for religious,
spiritual, or cultural ceremonies or practice and acknowledgement of an affirmative defense
to a violation for person who has reasonably relied on proof of age
Chapter 306.11 Severability. This section has remained unchanged
Chapter 306.12 Effective Date. The current draft states the ordinance becomes effective on
July 1, 2021.

On January 5, 2021, staff met with retailers for an informational meeting regarding the proposed
ordinance. The retailers raised concerns with the proposed ordinance indicating that a ban on
flavored tobacco and tobacco-related products will have a negative economic impact to their
businesses and lead to their closures, that persons over 21 should have the ability to purchase
menthol and wintergreen flavored tobacco, and that it will put their business at a competitive
disadvantage with businesses in surrounding community businesses. A summary of the meeting is
included as Attachment C.
The City has received significant public comment regarding the proposed ordinance. All comments
received to date are included as Attachment D.
Over 270 municipalities and several states across the country have enacted flavored tobacco
restrictions. A fact sheet about flavored tobacco and map showing communities in Minnesota that
have addressed the sales of flavored tobacco is included as Attachment E. According to the
information provided, 17 cities in Minnesota currently regulate the sale of flavored tobacco. In the
communities that surround Roseville, the cities of St. Paul, Minneapolis, Falcon Heights, and
Lauderdale restrict the sales of flavored tobacco, including menthol products to adult-only stores.
Arden Hills passed an ordinance prohibiting the sale of all flavored tobacco products including
menthol tobacco products, but the ordinance is not currently in effect due to litigation. Shoreview
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prohibits the sale of flavored tobacco to adult-only stores but does allow for the sale of menthol
tobacco products in other retail outlets. It should be noted that on January 12 Lauderdale will be
considering a complete ban of the sale of all flavored tobacco in all businesses. Shoreview is also
planning on revisiting to include menthol restrictions to its ordinance in early 2021.
POLICY OBJECTIVE
One of Roseville’s Community Aspirations is to be a “Physically and mentally active and healthy”
community. Tobacco use is the leading cause of preventable death in the United States.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
The fee for a Cigarette and Tobacco Sales License is $200.00 annually. Roseville has issued 26
Cigarette and Tobacco Sales Licenses for 2021
EQUITY CONSIDERATIONS
Use of tobacco products leads to serious health issues. According to the Centers of Disease Control
(CDC), there are disparities in tobacco use across groups defined by race, ethinicty, educational
level, and socioeconomic status1. In addtion, the CDC statesthat tobacco companies have
aggressively marketed menthol products to young people, African Americans2, and the LGBT
community3.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff requests that the City Council review the draft ordinance, take public comment and provide
direction regarding next steps
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Provide direction to staff on amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products.
Prepared by:

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager
Katie Bruno, Deputy City Clerk

Attachments:

A:
B:
C:
D:
E:
F:

1.
2.

3.

October 19, 2020 City Council Meeting Minutes
Draft Ordinance Amending Chapter 306, Cigarette and Tobacco Products
Summary of Retailers Information Meeting held on January 5, 2021
Public Comment Received
Presentation
Flavored Tobacco Fact Sheet from the Association of Non-Smokers

https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/index.htm
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Tobacco Use Among U.S. Racial/Ethnic Minority Groups—African Americans, American
Indians and Alaska Natives, Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders, and Hispanics: A Report of the Surgeon General. Atlanta: U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Office on Smoking and Health, 1998 [accessed
2018 Jun 12].
Https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/lgbt/index.htm
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CITY OF ROSEVILLE
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
CHAPTER 306, CIGARETTE AND TOBACCO PRODUCTS
THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE ORDAINS:
SECTION 1. Chapter 306 of the Roseville City Code is amended to read as follows:
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306.01:
306.02:
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306.03 :
306.04 :
306.05 :
306.06 :
306.07
306.08 :
306.09 :
306.10:
306.11:
306.12:

Findings of Fact and Purpose
Definitions
License Required
ApplicationFees
Prohibited SalesBasis for Denial of a License
Indoor Smoking Prohibited Sales
IdentificationResponsibility
EnforcementCompliance Checks
Violations and Penalties
SeverabilityExceptions and Defenses
Severability
Effective Date

306.01 : FINDINGS OF FACT AND PURPOSE:.

Because the city recognizes that the sale of commercial tobacco, tobacco-related devices,
electronic delivery devices, and nicotine or lobelia delivery products to persons under the age
of 21 violates both state and federal law; and because studies, which the city accepts and
adopts, have shown that high school use of any commercial tobacco product has increased to
27.6% in Minnesota; and because nearly 90% of people who smoke begin smoking before
they have reached the age of 18 years, and that almost no one starts smoking after age 25; and
because marketing analysis, public health research, and commercial tobacco industry
documents reveal that tobacco companies have used menthol, mint, fruit, candy, and alcohol
flavors as a way to target youth and young adults and that the presence of such flavors can
make it more difficult to quit; and because studies show that youth and young adults are
especially susceptible to commercial tobacco product availability, advertising, and price
promotions at tobacco retail environments; and because commercial tobacco use has been
shown to be the cause of many serious health problems which subsequently place a financial
burden on all levels of government, this ordinance is intended to regulate the sale of
commercial tobacco, tobacco-related devices, electronic delivery devices, and nicotine or
lobelia delivery products for the purpose of enforcing and furthering existing laws, to protect
youth and young adults against the serious health effects associated with use and initiation,
and to further the official public policy of the state to prevent young people from starting to
smoke, as stated in Minn. Stat. § 144.391, as it may be amended from time to time.
In making these findings, the City Council accepts the conclusions and recommendations
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of: the U.S. Surgeon General reports, E-cigarette Use Among Youth and Young Adults
(2016), The Health Consequences of Smoking — 50 Years of Progress (2014) and
Preventing Tobacco Use Among Youth and Young Adults (2012); the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention in their studies, Tobacco Use Among Middle and High School
Students — United States, 2011– 2015(2016), and Selected Cigarette Smoking Initiation
and Quitting Behaviors Among High School Students, United States, 1997(1998); and of
the following scholars in these scientific journals: Chen, J., & Millar, W. J. (1998). Age of
smoking initiation: implications for quitting. Health Reports, 9(4), 39-46; D’Avanzo, B., La
Vecchia, C., & Negri, E. (1994). Age at starting smoking and number of cigarettes smoked.
Annals of Epidemiology, 4(6), 455–459; Everett, S. A., Warren, C. W., Sharp, D., Kann, L.,
Husten, C. G., & Crossett, L. S. (1999). Initiation of cigarette smoking and subsequent
smoking behavior among U.S. high school students. Preventive Medicine, 29(5), 327–333;
Giovino, G. A. (2002). Epidemiology of tobacco use in the United States. Oncogene,
21(48), 7326–7340; Khuder, S. A., Dayal, H. H., & Mutgi, A. B. (1999). Age at smoking
onset and its effect on smoking cessation. Addictive Behaviors, 24(5), 673–677; Luke, D.
A., Hammond, R. A., Combs, T., Sorg, A., Kasman, M., Mack-Crane, A., Henriksen, L.
(2017). Tobacco Town: Computational Modeling of Policy Options to Reduce Tobacco
Retailer Density. American Journal of Public Health, 107(5), 740–746; Minnesota
Department of Health. (2020). Data Highlights from the 2019 Minnesota Youth Tobacco
Survey. Saint Paul, MN; Tobacco Control Legal Consortium. (2006). The Verdict Is In:
Findings from United States v. Philip Morris, The Hazards of Smoking. University of
California San Francisco. Truth Tobacco Industry Documents,
https://www.industrydocumentslibrary.ucsf.edu/tobacco; Xu, X., Bishop, E. E., Kennedy, S.
M., Simpson, S. A., & Pechacek, T. F. (2015) Annual healthcare spending attributable to
cigarette smoking: an update. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 48(3), 326–333,
copies of which are adopted by reference. In making these findings, the City Council
accepts the conclusions and recommendations of the U.S. Surgeon General reports, “The
Health Consequences of Smoking – 50 Years of Progress”(2014) and “Preventing Tobacco
Use Among Youth and Young Adults” (2012); the Centers for Disease Control in their
studies, “Current Cigarette Smoking Among Adults, United States (2011),” and “ECigarette Use Triples Among Middle and High School Students in Just One Year (2015)”,
and of the following medical professionals in these medical journals: Xin Xu et al., Annual
Healthcare Spending Attributable to Cigarette Smoking: An Update, Am. J. Prev. Med
48(3) (2015), Angelica M. Morales et al., Cigarette Exposure, Dependence, and Craving
Are Related to insula Thickness in Young Adult Smokers, 39 Neuropsychopharmacology
1816 (2014), Brian A. King et al., Attitudes Toward Raising the Minimum Age of Sale for
Tobacco Among U.S. Adults, 40 (4) Am. J. Preventative Med. (2015), Jonathan P.
Winickoff et al., Retail Impact of Raising Tobacco Sales Age to Twenty-One, 104 Am. J.
Pub. Health 18, 18 (2014), Inst. of Med., Public Health Implications of Raising the
Minimum Age of Legal Access to Tobacco Products (2015), William DeJong & Jason
Blanchette, Case Closed: Research Evidence on the Positive Public Health Impact of the
Age 21 Minimum Legal Drinking Age in the United States, J. Stud Alcohol Drugs 108
(Supp. 17 2014), copies of which are adopted by reference. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

306.02 DEFINITIONS:
As used in this Chapter, the following words and terms shall have the meanings ascribed to
them in this Section:
CHILD-RESISTANT PACKAGING. Packaging that meets the definition set forth in
Code of Federal Regulations, title 16, section 1700.15(b), as in effect on January 1, 2015,
and was tested in accordance with the method described in Code of Federal Regulations,
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title 16, section 1700.20, as in effect on January 1, 2015.

117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126

ELECTRONIC DELIVERY DEVICE. Any product containing or delivering nicotine,
lobelia, or any other substance, whether natural or synthetic, intended for human consumption
through the inhalation of aerosol or vapor from the product. Electronic delivery device
includes, but is not limited to, devices manufactured, marketed, or sold as e-cigarettes, ecigars, e-pipes, vape pens, mods, tank systems, or under any other product name or
descriptor. Electronic delivery device includes any component part of a product, whether or
not marketed or sold separately. Electronic delivery device does not include any nicotine
cessation product that has been authorized by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration to be
marketed and for sale as “drugs,” “devices,” or “combination products,” as defined in the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
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FLAVORED PRODUCT. Any licensed product that contains a taste or smell, other than the
taste or smell of tobacco, that is distinguishable by an ordinary consumer either prior to or
during the consumption of the product, including, but not limited to, any taste or smell
relating to chocolate, cocoa, menthol, mint, wintergreen, vanilla, honey, fruit, or any candy,
dessert, alcoholic beverage, herb, or spice. A public statement or claim, whether express or
implied, made or disseminated by the manufacturer of a licensed product, or by any person
authorized or permitted by the manufacturer to make or disseminate public statements
concerning such products, that a product has or produces a taste or smell other than a taste or
smell of tobacco will constitute presumptive evidence that the product is a flavored product.
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ELECTRONIC DELIVERY DEVICE: Any device that can be used to deliver aerosolized or
vaporized nicotine or any other substance to the person inhaling from the device, including,
but not limited to, an e-cigarette, e-cigar, e-pipe, vape pen or e-hookah. Electronic smoking
device includes any component, part, or accessory of such a device, whether or not sold
separately, and includes any substance intended to be aerosolized or vaporized during the
use of the de¬vice. Electronic Smoking Device does not include any product that has been
approved or certified by the United States Food and Drug Administration for sale as a
tobacco-cessation product, or for other medical purposes, and is marketed and sold for such
an approved purpose. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

CIGAR: Any roll of tobacco that is wrapped in tobacco leaf or in any other substance
containing tobacco, with or without a tip or mouthpiece, which is not a cigarette as
defined in Minn. Stat. § 297F.01, subd. 3, as it may be amended from time to time.
COMPLIANCE CHECKS: The system the city uses to investigate and ensure that those
authorized to sell tobaccolicensed products are following and complying with the
requirements of this ordinance. Compliance checks involve the use of persons under the
age of 21 who purchase or attempt to purchase licensed products. Compliance checks
may also be conducted by the city or other units of government for educational, research
and training purposes or for investigating or enforcing federal, state or local laws and
regulations relating to licensed products. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

INDOOR AREA. All space between a floor and a ceiling that is bounded by walls,
doorways, or windows, whether open or closed, covering more than 50 percent of the
combined surface area of the vertical planes constituting the perimeter of the area. A wall
includes any retractable divider, garage door, or other physical barrier, whether temporary
or permanent.
LICENSED PRODUCTS. The term that collectively refers to any tobacco, tobacco-related
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device, electronic delivery device, or nicotine or lobelia delivery product.
LOOSIES. The common term used to refer to single cigarettes, cigars, and any other
licensed product that have been removed from their original retail packaging and offered for
sale. Loosies does not include premium cigars that are hand-constructed, have a wrapper
made entirely from whole tobacco leaf, and have a filler and binder made entirely of
tobacco, except for adhesives or other materials used to maintain size, texture, or flavor.
MOVEABLE PLACE OF BUSINESS. Any form of business that is operated out of a kiosk,
truck, van, automobile or other type of vehicle or transportable shelter and not a fixed
address store front or other permanent type of structure authorized for sales transactions.
NICOTINE OR LOBELIA DELIVERY PRODUCT. Any product containing or delivering
nicotine or lobelia intended for human consumption, or any part of such a product, that is
not a tobacco or an electronic delivery device as defined in this section. Nicotine or lobelia
delivery product does not include any nicotine cessation product that has been authorized by
the U.S. Food and Drug Administration to be marketed and for sale as “drugs,” “devices,”
or “combination products,” as defined in the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
PERSON: Any natural person, partnership, joint venture, society, club, trustee, trust,
association, organization, or corporation, or any officer, agent, employee, factor, or any
other personal representative thereof, in any capacity. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
RETAIL ESTABLISHMENT: Any place of business licensed under this chapter where
tobacco licensed products are available for sale to the general public. This phrase includes but
is not limited to grocery stores, convenience stores, gasoline service stations, bars, and
restaurants. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
SELF SERVICE MERCHANDISING: An open display of tobacco licensed products in any
manner where any person has access to the tobacco licensed products without the intervention
of a licensee or licensee’s employee. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
SMOKING: Inhaling, exhaling, burning, or carrying any lighted or heated cigar, cigarette, or
pipe, or any other lighted or heated product, whether natural or synthetic, containing, made,
or derived from nicotine, tobacco, marijuana, or other plant, that is intended for inhalation.
Smoking also includes carrying or using an activated electronic delivery device. (Ord. 1555,
6-18-2018)
TOBACCO OR TOBACCO PRODUCT: Any product containing, made, or derived from
tobacco that is intended for human consumption, whether chewed, smoked, absorbed,
dissolved, inhaled, snorted, sniffed, or ingested by any other means, or any component, part,
or accessory of a tobacco product, including but not limited to cigarettes, cigars, cheroots,
stogies, perique, granulated, plug cut, crimp cut, ready, rubbed and other smoking tobacco,
snuff, snuff flower, Cavendish, plug and twist tobacco, fine cut and other chewing tobaccos,
shorts, refuse scrips, clippings, cuttings and sweepings of tobacco prepared in such manner
as to be suitable for chewing, sniffing or smoking in a pipe, rolling paper or other tobacco
related devices. “Tobacco” or “tobacco product’ also means electronic delivery devices and
any component or accessory used in the consumption of to a tobacco product, such as filters,
rolling papers, pipes and liquids used in electronic smoking devices, whether or not they
contain nicotine. This ChapterTobacco does not include any nicotine cessation product that
has been authorized by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration to be marketed and for sale
as “drugs,” “devices,” or “combination products,” as defined in the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act. does not apply to devices that have been approved or otherwise certified for
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sale by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration for tobacco use cessation, or for other
medical purposes, and is being marketed and sold solely for that approved purpose. (Ord.
1424 02-13-12) (Ord. 1455, 10-21-13) (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
TOBACCO-RELATED DEVICE: Any pipe, rolling papers, or other device intentionally
designed or intended to be used with tobacco products. Tobacco-related device includes
components of tobacco-related devices which may be marketed or sold separately.
Tobacco-related devices may or may not contain tobacco. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
VENDING MACHINE: Any mechanical, electric or electronic, or other type of device that
dispenses tobacco licensed products upon the insertion of money, tokens or other form of
payment directly into the machine by the person seeking to purchase the licensed product.
(Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
LICENSE REQUIRED:

306.03 LICENSE REQUIRED:
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A. License Required. No person shall keep for retail sale, sell, or offer to sell at retail any
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B. Application. An application for a license to sell licensed products must be made on a
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C. Action. The City Council may approve or deny the application for a license, or it may
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D. Term. All lLicenses issued are valid for one calendar year from the date of issuefrom
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E. Revocation or suspension. Any license issued may be suspended or revoked following
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F. Transfers. All licenses issued are valid only on the premises for which the license was
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G. Moveable place of business. No license will be issued to a moveable place of
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H. Display. All licenses must be posted and displayed at all times in plain view of the
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I.

licensedtobacco product as defined in this Chapter without first having obtained a
license to do so from the city. (Ord. 1133, 1-24-94) (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

form provided by the city. The application must contain the full name of the applicant,
the applicant’s residential and business addresses and telephone numbers, the name of
the business for which the license is sought, and any additional information the city
deems necessary. Upon receipt of a completed application, the City Clerk will forward
the application to the City Council for action at its next regularly scheduled meeting.
If the City Clerk determines that an application is incomplete, it will be returned to the
applicant with notice of the information necessary to make the application complete.
delay action for a reasonable period of time to complete any investigation of the
application or the applicant deemed necessary. If the City Council approves the
application, the City Clerk will issue the license to the applicant. If the City Council
denies the application, notice of the denial will be given to the applicant along with
notice of the applicant’s right to appeal the decision.
July 1-June 30.

the procedures set forth in Section 306.09.

issued and only for the person to whom the license was issued. The transfer of any
license to another location or person is prohibited.
business. Only fixed-location businesses are eligible to be licensed.
general public on the licensed premises.

Renewals. The renewal of a license issued under this ordinance will be handled in the
same manner as the original application. The request for a renewal must be made at
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least 30 days, but no more than 60 days, before the expiration of the current license.
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J. Issuance as privilege and not a right. The issuance of a license is a privilege and does
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A.L.

260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267

not entitle the license holder to an automatic renewal of the license.

K. Smoking is prohibited within the indoor area of any retail establishment licensed under

this ordinance. Smoking for the purpose of sampling licensed products is prohibited.
(Ord. 1424, 02-13-12) (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

Samples prohibited. No person shall distribute samples of any licensed product
free of charge or at a nominal cost.

306.043 APPLICATIONFEES.
No license will be issued under this ordinance until the appropriate license fees are paid
in full. The fees will be established by the city’s fee schedule and may be amended from
time to time. The application for a license to sell tobacco products shall state the full name
and address of the applicant, the location of the building and the part to be used by the
applicant under the license, the kind of business conducted at such location and such other
information as shall be required by the application form. (Ord. 1133, 1-24-94) (Ord. 1555, 618-2018)

268
269
270
271

306.05 BASIS FOR DENIAL OF A LICENSE
A. Grounds for denying the issuance or renewal of a license include, but are not limited to,
the following:
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1. The applicant is under 21 years of age.
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2. The applicant has been convicted within the past five years of any violation of a
federal, state, or local law, ordinance provision, or other regulation relating to licensed
products.
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3. The applicant has had a license to sell licensed products suspended or revoked within
the preceding 12 months of the date of application.
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4. The applicant fails to provide any of the information required on the licensing
application, or provides false or misleading information.
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5. The applicant is prohibited by federal, state, or other local law, ordinance, or other
regulation from holding a license.
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B. Except as may otherwise be provided by law, the existence of any particular ground for
denial does not compel the city to deny the license.
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C. If a license is mistakenly issued or renewed to a person, it will be revoked upon the
discovery that the person was ineligible for the license under this ordinance. The city
will provide the license holder with notice of the revocation, along with information
on the right to appeal.
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306.06 PROHIBITED SALES:
A. In general. No person shall sell or offer to sell any licensed product:
1. No person shall sell, offer to sell, or give away any tobacco related product to

any person under the age of 21 years. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
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2.1. No person shall sell or dispense any tobacco product through the useBy

means of a vending machine. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

3.2. By means of loosies as defined.
3. Containing opium, morphine, jimson weed, bella donna, strychnos, cocaine,

marijuana, or other deleterious, hallucinogenic, toxic, or controlled
substances except nicotine and other substances found naturally in tobacco or
added as part of an otherwise lawful manufacturing process. It is not the
intention of this provision to ban the sale of lawfully manufactured cigarettes
or other products subject to this ordinance.

4. No person shall allow the sale of tobacco products Bby self-service

merchandizing whereby the customer may have access to those products
without having to request the products from the licensee or licensee’s
employee and whereby there is not a physical exchange of the
licensedtobacco product between the licensee or licensee’s employee and the
customer. All tobacco licensed products must be stored behind the sales
counter or other area not freely accessible to customers, or in a case or other
storage unit not left open and accessible to the general public. (Ord. 1133, 124-94) Provided, however, the requirements of this section shall not apply to
establishments which:
a. Prohibit persons under 21 years of age from entering the
establishment at all times;
b. Post notice advising of the prohibition at all entrances to the
establishment; and
c. Derive at least 90 percent of their revenues from the sale of tobacco
and tobacco- related licensed products. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)

B. Legal age. No person shall sell any licensed product to any person under the age of 21.
1. Age verification. Licensees must verify by means of government-issued
photographic identification containing the bearer’s date of birth that the
purchaser is at least 21 years of age. Verification is not required for a person
over the age of 30. That the person appeared to be 30 years of age or older
does not constitute a defense to a violation of this subsection.
2. Signage. Notice of the legal sales age, age verification requirement, and
possible penalties for underage sales must be posted prominently and in plain
view at all times at each location where licensed products are offered for sale.
The required signage, which will be provided to the licensee by the city, must
be posted in a manner that is clearly visible to anyone who is or is considering
making a purchase.
C. Flavored products. No person shall sell or offer for sale any flavored products.
D. Liquid packaging. No person shall sell or offer to sell any liquid, whether or not such
liquid contains nicotine, which is intended for human consumption and use in an electronic
delivery device, in packaging that is not child-resistant. Upon request by the city, a licensee
must provide a copy of the certificate of compliance or full laboratory testing report for the
packaging used.
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306.07 INDOOR SMOKING PROHIBITED: RESPONSIBILITY:
All licensees are responsible for the actions of their employees in regard to the sale, offer to
sell, and furnishing of licensed products on the licensed premises. The sale, offer to sell, or
furnishing of any licensed product by an employee shall be considered an act of the licensee.
Nothing in this section shall be construed as prohibiting the city from also subjecting the
employee to any civil penalties that the city deems to be appropriate under this ordinance,
state or federal law, or other applicable law or regulation.
Smoking is prohibited within the indoor area of any retail establishment licensed under this
ordinance. Smoking for the purpose of sampling licensed products is prohibited. (Ord. 1424,
02-13-12) (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
IDENTIFICATAny person who sells, gives, or furnishes a tobacco product
must verify that the recipient is at least 21 years of age. Each person who sells,
gives or furnishes a tobacco product shall examine the recipient’s governmentissued photographic identification. No such verification is required for a person
over the age of 30. That a recipient appeared to be 30 years of age or older shall
not constitute a defense to a violation of this section. (Ord. 1133, 1-24-94) (Ord.
1555, 6-18-2018)
306.07306.08 ENFORCEMENTCOMPLIANCE CHECKS:
All licensed premises shall be open to inspection by Roseville law enforcement or other
authorized City officials during regular business hours. From time to time, but at least twice
per year, the City shall conduct compliance checks. In accordance with state law, the city will
conduct compliance checks that involve the participation of a person at least 17 years of age,
but under the age of 21 to enter the licensed premises to attempt to purchase licensed
products. Prior written consent from a parent or guardian is required for any person under the
age of 18 to participate in a compliance check. Persons used for the purpose of compliance
checks will be supervised by law enforcement or other designated personnel. One check will
be conducted by engaging, with the written consent of their parents or guardians, a person
over the age of 15 years but less than 17 years of age, to enter the licensed premises to
attempt to purchase tobacco or tobacco products, tobacco-related devices, or electronic
delivery devices. A second check may be conducted by engaging a person over the age of 18
but less than 21 years of age, to enter the licensed premises to attempt to purchase tobacco, or
tobacco products, tobacco-related devices, or electronic delivery devices. Persons used for
the purpose of compliance checks shall be supervised by the Chief of Police, or the Chief of
Police’s designee. No person used in compliance checks shall attempt to use a false
identification misrepresenting the person’s age and all persons lawfully engaged in a
compliance check shall answer all questions about the person’s age, asked by the licensee or
licensee’s employee and shall produce any identification, if any exists, for which the person is
asked. Nothing in the subdivision shall prohibit compliance checks authorized by State or
Federal laws for educational, research, or training purposes, or required for the enforcement
of a particular State of Federal law. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
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306.08306.09 VIOLATIONS AND PENALTIES:
A. Violations:
1.

Notice. A person violating this ordinance may be issued, either personally or

by mail, a citation from the city that sets forth the alleged violation and that
informs the alleged violator of his or her right to a hearing on the matter and
how and where a hearing may be requested, including a contact address and
phone number.
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2.

Hearings.
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a.

Upon issuance of a citation, a person accused of violating this
ordinance may request in writing a hearing on the matter. Hearing
requests must be made within 10 business days of the issuance of the
citation and delivered to the City Clerk or other designated city
officer. Failure to properly request a hearing within 10 business days
of the issuance of the citation will terminate the person’s right to a
hearing.
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b.

The City Clerk or other designated city officer will set the time and
place for the hearing. Written notice of the hearing time and place will
be mailed or delivered to the accused violator at least 10 business
days prior to the hearing.
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3.

Hearing Officer. The City Council will designate a hearing officer. The
hearing officer will be an impartial employee of the city or an impartial person
retained by the city to conduct the hearing.
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4.

Decision. A decision will be issued by the hearing officer within 10 business
days of the hearing. If the hearing officer determines that a violation of this
ordinance did occur, that decision, along with the hearing officer’s reasons for
finding a violation and the penalty to be imposed, will be recorded in writing, a
copy of which will be provided to the city and the accused violator by inperson delivery or mail as soon as practicable. If the hearing officer finds that
no violation occurred or finds grounds for not imposing any penalty, those
findings will be recorded and a copy will be provided to the city and the
acquitted accused violator by in-person delivery or mail as soon as practicable.
The decision of the hearing officer is final, subject to an appeal as described in
section 11, division (A)(6) of this section.
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5.

Costs. If the citation is upheld by the hearing officer, the city’s actual expenses
in holding the hearing up to a maximum of [ $1,000 ] must be paid by the
person requesting the hearing.
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6.

Appeals. Appeals of any decision made by the hearing officer must be filed in
Ramsey County district court within 10 business days of the date of the
decision.
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7.

Continued violation. Each violation, and every day in which a violation occurs
or continues, shall constitute a separate offense.
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B. Administrative penalties.
1.

Licensees. Any licensee found to have violated this ordinance, or whose
employee violated this ordinance, will be charged an administrative fine of [
$3001,000 ] for a first violation; [ $600$2,000 ] for a second offense at the
same licensed premises within a 36-month period; and [ $12,000 ] for a third
or subsequent offense at the same location within a 36-month period. Upon the
second violation, the license will be suspended for a period of 3 consecutive
days. Upon the third violation, the license will be suspended for a period of not

less than [ 30 ] 7 consecutive days. and may be revoked. Upon a fourth
violation, the license will be revoked. (Ord 1594 12-07-2020)
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2.

Other individuals. Individuals, other than persons under the age of 21, who are
found to be in violation of this ordinance will be charged an administrative fine
of [ $50250 ]. (Ord 1594 12-07-2020)
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3.

Statutory penalties. If the administrative penalty authorized to be imposed by
Minn. Stat. § 461.12, as it may be amended from time to time, differ from that
established in this section, then the higher penalty will prevail.
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C. Misdemeanor prosecution. Nothing in this section prohibits the city from seeking
prosecution as a misdemeanor for an alleged second violation of this ordinance by a
person 21 years of age or older within five years of a previous conviction under the
ordinance.
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A. Any person who violates this Chapter shall be subject to criminal, administrative, and/or
licensing penalties as described in this section. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
B. Criminal Penalty: Any person who violates this Chapter shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
C. Administrative Penalty: Any person who violates this Chapter shall be subject to
administrative offense penalties under Chapter 102 and as set forth in the City’s fee
schedule. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
D. Licensing Penalty: In the event any licensee or licensee’s employee violates this
Chapter, the City Council may revoke, suspend, or deny renewal of such license.
Mandatory minimum suspension periods and revocations shall be set forth in the City’s
fee schedule. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
D. Hearing and Notice: Revocation, suspension or denial of renewal of a license shall be
given to the licensee by a hearing before the City Council. A hearing notice shall be
given at least ten days prior to the hearing, including notice of the time and place of the
hearing and shall state the nature of the charges against the licensee. (Ord. 1133, 1-2494) (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
F. Remedies Not Exclusive: The remedies herein are in addition to any civil and/or
criminal penalties permitted under State and Federal law. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
306. 10 Exceptions and Defenses:
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A. Religious, Spiritual, or Cultural Ceremonies or Practices. Nothing in this ordinance prevents
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B. Reasonable Reliance. It is an affirmative defense to a violation of this ordinance for a person

the provision of tobacco or tobacco-related devices to any person as part of an indigenous
practice or a lawfully recognized religious, spiritual, or cultural ceremony or practice.
to have reasonably relied on proof of age as described by state law.
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306.11 SEVERABILITY:
If any such provision of this Chapter, or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance, is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect any other provision of this
ordinance that can be given effect without the invalid provision or application. Each invalid
provision or application of this ordinance is severable. (Ord. 1555, 6-18-2018)
306.12 EFFECTIVE DATE:
This ordinance becomes effective on the date of its publicationJuly 1, 2021, or
uponfollowing the publication of a summary of the ordinance as provided by Minn. Stat. §

484
485

412.191, subd. 4, as it may be amended from time to time, which meets the requirements of
Minn. Stat. § 331A.01, subd. 10, as it may be amended from time to time.

Meeting with Tobacco Retailers (Via Zoom)
January 5, 2021
3:30 p.m.
City Staff Present: Pat Trudgeon, City Manager and Katie Bruno, Deputy City Clerk
Guests Present: Adam Mishal, Bruceanne Phillips (ls2 Group), Tim Gross (MN Petroleum Marketers
Association), Andy Showalter (Rosedale BP), Jeremy Charles (Cub Foods), Matt (B-Dale Shell), Lance Klatt
(MN Service Station & Convenience Store Association), Mohamed (Noble Tobacco), Pamela (Rosedale
BP), Khader Safi (Consolidated Trading, Inc.), Bruce Nusted (MN Retailers Association), Josh Kath (Kath
Fuel Oil Service) , Cap O’Rourke (O’Rourke Strategic Consulting), David Purdy, Mahir Safi (Discount
Smoke Shop & Roseville Smoke Shop), John Ella (Representing Discount Smoke Shop & Roseville Smoke
Shop).
Following an overview presentation of the proposed changes by Mr. Trudgeon, the following comments
were shared.
Bruce Nustad, MN Retailers Association wanted to be sure any new councilmembers would be brought
up to speed on the items received prior to 2021. Nustad also requested council look at local (Roseville)
statistics as well as National.
John Ella, representing Discount Smoke Shop & Roseville Smoke Shop stated that recent T21 legislation
was put in place to protect young adults. Ella made the comparison of flavored liquor being legally sold
at liquor stores (21 and over). Ella explained that restricting flavors would cause his client to go out of
business. He requested council consider an exception for 21 and over establishments, as many other
cities have.
Andy Showalter, Rosedale BP expressed concern that their customers will go to other cities, and they
will lose sales from gasoline and convenience store items. He commented that menthol and wintergreen
flavors do not appeal to youth.
Adam Mishal also expressed concern that customers will travel to neighboring cities. He stated he has
had a rough year, with the pandemic and rioting and looting earlier this summer. He stated many store
owners are older, feeling targeted and unable to succeed in their business.
Lance Klatt, MN Service Station & Convenience Store Association shared MN Department of Education
data from October 2020, indicating that 7% of (Roseville Schools) 11th graders have tried tobacco,
30.6% have vaped. The data indicated that 92% of the youth received the product from social sources.
He also indicated that retailers will lose sales from gasoline and convenience store items. He
commented that menthol and wintergreen flavors do not appeal to youth.
Cap O’Rourke, O’Rourke Strategic Consulting stated that the proposed restrictions will hurt the small
business. He indicated that e-cigarettes are sometimes used to aid in smoking cessation.
Josh Kath, Kath Fuel Oil Services, will lose sales from gasoline and convenience store items, especially if
menthol and wintergreen flavors are included. He indicated he may have to sell the business.

Matt, B-Dale Shell explained that many of their customers do not have access to transportation, and
they walk to their location.
Khader Safi, Consolidated Trading, Inc. stated that the FDA regulates tobacco products, and encouraged
council to make scientific decisions. He also explained that it may be difficult for retailers to unload
inventory.
Tim Gross, MN Petroleum Marketers Association requested the council consider the economic impact to
the Retailers.
Maher Safi, Discount Smoke Shop & Roseville Smoke Shop suggested Council consider allowing gas
stations to continue to sell menthol products, and tobacco stores be allowed to sell all flavored
products. He indicated that 45% of his sales are for flavored product, and he would not be able to stay
operational if the proposed changes are adopted. He also requested reconsideration for the
administrative fines, and look-back period for violations.
Bruceanne Phillips, ls2 Group shared the concern that retailers will lose sales from gasoline and
convenience store items. She expressed concern with unintended consequences of enforcement, and
commented that youth will find a way to get what they’re looking for.
Mr. Trudgeon thanked all of the participants and encouraged them to reach out to the City Council, and
to participate in the January 11th meeting.
The meeting ended at 4:30 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted by:
Katie Bruno, Deputy City Clerk
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cigarettes are more likely to become addicted and become long-term daily smokers.4 There
are also concerns that menthol is creating and sustaining health disparities in our African
American communities. Data shows that 85% of all African American smokers use menthol
cigarettes and seven out of ten African-American youth smokers use menthol cigarettes.5 We
all must do what is needed to put an end to the tobacco industry’s lure on our youth and
communities of color.
Cigarette smoking remains the leading preventable cause of death in the United States 6, and
while there are many strategies already in place to reduce the use of tobacco, strategies are
still needed to ensure that adolescents and young adults do not start to smoke. Placing
restrictions on the sale of all flavored tobacco products will play a key role in delaying
initiation rates of tobacco use by adolescents – and will help ensure that our progress in
reducing youth tobacco use continues.
On behalf of the MMA, I urge you to acknowledge the long-term effects of tobacco use on the
adolescent brain and adopt an ordinance to protect this community’s children.
Sincerely,

Marilyn Peitso, MD
MMA President

4

The Flavor Trap - How Tobacco Companies Are Luring Kids with Candy-Flavored E-Cigarettes and Cigars, Report issued
by Campaign for Tobacco-Free Kids, American Academy of Pediatrics, American Cancer Society Cancer Action Network,
American Heart Association and American Lung Association, available at:
https://www.tobaccofreekids.org/microsites/flavortrap/full report.pdf
5
Id.
6
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Health Effects of Smoking, available at:
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/data statistics/fact sheets/health effects/effects cig smoking/
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December 16, 2020
The Honorable Dan Roe and members of the Roseville City Council
Roseville City Council
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville, MN 55113
Dear Mayor Roe and Roseville City Council Members:
I am writing on behalf of Tobacco-Free Alliance to express our support for the proposed ordinance that would
prohibit the sale of flavored tobacco products including menthol, in Roseville. The Tobacco-Free Alliance is a
nonprofit organization with the mission to prevent youth from using commercial tobacco, prioritizing communities
adversely affected by industry marketing and health disparities.
Youth tobacco use is on the rise due to the popularity of e-cigarettes which has prompted the U.S. Surgeon
General to officially declare youth e-cigarette use “an epidemic.” According to the 2019 Minnesota Student
Survey, one in four 11th graders used an e-cigarette, and the rate of e-cigarette use nearly doubled among 8th
graders from 2016 to 2019. There is widespread concern that the e-cigarette epidemic is eroding decades of
progress to reduce youth tobacco use. Removing sweet, menthol, and candy-flavored tobacco products from all
stores reduces their appeal to youth and strengthens the positive impact of tobacco prevention policies that
reduce youth access, like Tobacco 21.
We also encourage you to continue to include menthol, mint, and wintergreen flavors in your flavor restriction.
Menthol tobacco poses a unique health risk to our communities. Historically, marketing of menthol cigarettes,
products known to be more addictive and difficult to quit than other tobacco, has targeted African Americans,
youth, women, and the LGBTQ community. As a result, a disproportionate number of these individuals use
menthol products, and are burdened by tobacco addiction. The tobacco industry is making an enormous profit
while our most vulnerable communities suffer from the health consequences of tobacco addiction.
The role that local communities play in the advancement of public health cannot be overstated. Local
communities have historically been at the forefront of adopting innovative policies that protect the public from the
deadly health effects of tobacco use. Passing this comprehensive tobacco prevention ordinance will help prevent
another generation from a lifetime of addiction and tobacco-related disease.
Sincerely,

Elyse Levine Less
Executive Director

2395 University Avenue W, Suite 304, Saint Paul, MN 55114-1512
651-379-0196 | www.mntobaccofreealliance.org
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
FW: Letter in Support of Ordinance Restricting Flavored and Menthol Tobacco Products in Roseville
Wednesday, January 6, 2021 8:15:31 AM

----------------------------------------------Patrick Trudgeon | City Manager
O: 651.792-7021 | | F: 651.792.7020
pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

From: Mark Miazga
Sent: Wednesday, January 6, 2021 7:59 AM
To: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>; Wayne Groff <Wayne.Groff@cityofroseville.com>;
Jason Etten <jason.etten@gmail.com>; julstrahan2@cityofroseville.com; rwillmus@msn.com
Cc: Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Letter in Support of Ordinance Restricting Flavored and Menthol Tobacco Products in
Roseville

Hello Mayor Role and Councilmembers,
I hope you are having a terrific start to 2021. I am writing in support of the ordinance to clear
the market of all flavored and menthol tobacco products in Roseville.  The tobacco industry
has deliberately targeted our youth with flavored tobacco such as mint, candy, and fruit with
the intention to create new and addicted users. This has been going on for the last several
years and continues to this day.  Today, we have what is known as the youth vaping epidemic
because of the rise in youth using e-cigarettes and vaping products.  I am very alarmed by this
national and local health crisis and see its' impact in my neighborhood and in Roseville Area
High School personally and through conversations with neighbors, colleagues and
friends.  That is why in 2018, I voted alongside my Falcon Heights City Councilmembers to
restrict the sales of all flavored tobacco products, including menthol in Falcon Heights.
Why are youth using vaping products? Seven in ten youth reported they are attracted to the
different
flavors tobacco companies offer because they mask the harsh taste of tobacco. Clearing the
market of
all flavored and menthol tobacco products will work to reduce the appeal of tobacco products
to youth.
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In addition, it will work side-by-side other tobacco policies such as Tobacco 21 to prevent
youth access
to tobacco products.  I urge you to vote Yes to clear the market of all flavored tobacco
including menthol in Roseville. Join Falcon Heights and other neighboring cities to protect
youth from the harms of tobacco. It's having desired positive effects here in Falcon Heights
and can in neighboring Roseville as well.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Mark Miazga
Falcon Heights City Councilmember and University of Minnesota Researcher
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Maher Safi
Katie Bruno; Pat Trudgeon; *RVCouncil; Dan Roe; Jason Etten; Wayne Groff; lisa4roseville@gmail.com;
rwillmus@msn.com
Roseville Retailer - Flavored Tobacco - Ordinance.
Tuesday, January 5, 2021 4:17:51 PM
2021 01 04 Letter to City of Roseville re Proposed Amendments to Tobacco Ordinance - Roseville Smoke
Shop.pdf
600+ Customer Petitions - 1732 Lex Roseville location.pdf
100+ Customer Petitions - 2113 Snelling Roseville location.pdf

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Dear Honorable Mayor and Council Members
My name is Maher Safi, I own and operate two Tobacco Shops in the City of Roseville. The
first is Roseville Smoke Shop located at 1732 Lexington Ave N. and the second is DBA
Discount Smoke Shop at 2113 Snelling Ave N.
Menthol and other Flavored Tobacco Products are at least 45% of our overall business. If they
are banned we would have to close both of our locations in the City of Roseville.
Our establishment only allows those who are over the age of 21 to enter the store. Adult 21+
Customers who smoke or vape these products also purchase other related devices and
accessories which adds to the losses of business in our stores. These products can't be
substituted with any other products to be able to stay in business since the majority (90%) of
our sales come Tobacco Products and related accessories.
The first location has been serving Adult customers in Roseville and surrounding
neighborhoods for over 27 years. It is probably the second if not the first Adult only Tobacco
Shop establishment to open for business in the State of Minnesota.
As you know, tobacco products are highly taxed. This location alone has paid over 20 million
dollars in Federal and State taxes over the years. And now is paying over 500 Thousand
dollars in taxes PER YEAR. Yes, that is crazy numbers. This is only from One Tobacco Shop
location. We believe this is not the time to deprive the State of Minnesota from much needed
monies that are often used for the greater good of the general public.
I purchased the store which was around 600sft in 2017, and a couple of months later expanded
next door to over 3000sft space and signed a new 15 year lease. The new space now is costing
me over 4,300.00 per month in rent. The remodel was a huge challenge that took a lot of hard
work and cost me my life's savings which was over 100,000.00 spent on remodeling and
fixtures. I then stocked the store with products demanded by Adult customers and took on a
substantial debt that I must pay back or risk loosing my livelihood. The second location was
opened in middle of 2019 and just recently broke even.
You will probably hear from other Tobacco industry arguments about the need to stop this
ban. But I'm writing this letter to talk about my business and would like to point out an
important fact. The fact is that NO city in Minnesota has ever banned the sale of ALL
Flavored tobacco products without excluding adult only establishments from the ban. Cities
that were able to ban all flavored tobacco products without excluding Adult only
establishments did not and do not have a tobacco shop licensee operating in their city.
Example; Falcon Heights does not have an existing tobacco shop in their City.
One other point to make is the City's urgency to make such a restrictive proposal. E- cigarettes
and Vapor has seen an increase in demand in the past 5 years. Other categories such as
flavored cigars, pipe tobacco, chew and Cigarettes have been on the decline and projected to
continue to decline for the foreseeable future. One brush of paint does more harm than benefit
for businesses and residents of Roseville.
A Gas Station, Pharmacy or Grocery store can survive this ban, if for example Menthol is
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Tuesday, January 5, 2021 3:19:55 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Flavored Tobacco - Roseville Retailer

Contact Information

Name:

Maher Safi

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Phone

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Dear Honorable Mayor and Council Members
My name is Maher Safi, I own and operate two Tobacco Shops in
the City of Roseville. The first is Roseville Smoke Shop located
at 1732 Lexington Ave N. and the second is DBA Discount
Smoke Shop at 2113 Snelling Ave N.
Menthol and other Flavored Tobacco Products are at least 45%
of our overall business. If they are banned we would have to
close both of our locations in the City of Roseville.
Our establishment only allows those who are over the age of 21
to enter the store. Adult 21+ Customers who smoke or vape
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these products also purchase other related devices and
accessories which adds to the losses of business in our stores.
These products can't be substituted with any other products to be
able to stay in business since the majority (90%) of our sales
come Tobacco Products and related accessories.
The first location has been serving Adult customers in Roseville
and surrounding neighborhoods for over 27 years. It is probably
the second if not the first Adult only Tobacco Shop establishment
to open for business in the State of Minnesota.
As you know, tobacco products are highly taxed. This location
alone has paid over 20 million dollars in Federal and State taxes
over the years. And now is paying over 500 Thousand dollars in
taxes PER YEAR. Yes, that is crazy numbers. This is only from
One Tobacco Shop location. We believe this is not the time to
deprive the State of Minnesota from much needed monies that
are often used for the greater good of the general public.
I purchased the store which was around 600sft in 2017, and a
couple of months later expanded next door to over 3000sft space
and signed a new 15 year lease. The new space now is costing
me over 4,300.00 per month in rent. The remodel was a huge
challenge that took a lot of hard work and cost me my life's
savings which was over 100,000.00 spent on remodeling and
fixtures. I then stocked the store with products demanded by
Adult customers and took on a substantial debt that I must pay
back or risk loosing my livelihood. The second location was
opened in middle of 2019 and just recently broke even.
You will probably hear from other Tobacco industry arguments
about the need to stop this ban. But I'm writing this letter to talk
about my business and would like to point out an important fact.
The fact is that NO city in Minnesota has ever banned the sale of
ALL Flavored tobacco products without excluding adult only
establishments from the ban. Cities that were able to ban all
flavored tobacco products without excluding Adult only
establishments did not and do not have a tobacco shop licensee
operating in their city. Example; Falcon Heights does not have an
existing tobacco shop in their City.
A Gas Station, Pharmacy or Grocery store can survive this ban, if
for example Menthol is allowed to stay, because they do not sell
much of other flavored tobacco products and because they have
other products unrelated products to sell.
I operate on a small margin and can't replace these products and
definitely can't survive this type of a ban.
Furthermore; I will be reaching out to you by phone in the near
future to invite each one of you ladies and Gentlemen to my shop
so that you could see first had on how we operate and so that we
could show you numbers related to the sales of Flavored
Tobacco Products that I can't disclose in this setting.
I urge you to consider allowing adult only establishments to
operate as they should and without any restriction on adults who
could simply purchase the same products from an online
distributor in New York or China, and deprive the State of
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Minnesota from collecting taxes on these products.
Maher Safi

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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2021 STEERING COMMITTEE

January 5, 2021

CHAIR: Anne Snowden, MPH, CPHQ
University of Minnesota – Clinical and
Translational Science Institute (CTSI)

Roseville City Council
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville, MN 55113

VICE CHAIR: Kris Newcomer
Firefly Sisterhood

Mayor Roe and Members of the Roseville City Council:

Stacy Annear
St Luke’s Regional Cancer Center

Minnesota Cancer Alliance strongly supports the proposed ordinance that would end the
sale of flavored tobacco products including menthol in Roseville and we urge you to take
final action to adopt it.
The Minnesota Cancer Alliance (MCA) is committed to reducing the burden of cancer for
all people living in Minnesota. We are a coalition of over 100 organizations from diverse
backgrounds and disciplines dedicated to reducing the burden of cancer across the
continuum: from prevention and detection, to treatment, survivorship, and end-of-life
care. Our members include Fairview Health Services, the Masonic Cancer Center at the U
of M, the Mayo Clinic Cancer Center, Health Partners, Medica, Blue Cross Blue Shield of
MN, and the MN Medical Association – to name just a few.
Tobacco is the leading preventable cause of cancer, and cancer is the leading cause of
death among Minnesotans. Youth tobacco use is a growing problem. In 2017, Minnesota
youth tobacco use rose for the first time in 17 years, a nearly 50% increase since data was
collected in 2014. Much of this youth increase is due to the appeal and accessibility of
flavored tobacco products. The tobacco industry has a long history of marketing its
products to teens through social media and the internet, and the nicotine in these devices
primes young brains for a lifetime of addiction.
Menthol tobacco poses a unique risk. Research shows people who smoke menthol have a
much harder time quitting. The tobacco industry has targeted the African American
community and the impacts are felt daily with 88 percent of adult African American
smokers using menthol products, compared to 26 percent of adult white smokers. Most
recently, the MN House Select Committee on Racial Justice Report to the Legislature,
listed tobacco use as a contributor to health disparities in Minnesota. They list banning the
sale of menthol and flavored products as a policy recommendation to dismantle racism.

SECRETARY/TREASURER: Jerri Hiniker, BSN
Stratis Health

Brittney Dahlin
Minnesota Association of Community Health
Centers
Steven Devine, MD
Be the Match
Patty Graham
HealthPartners
Shari Hahn, MSN
Sanford Bemidji Cancer Center
Robin Johnson
Fond du Lac Human Services Division
Deborah Laxson
Health Care Literacy Project
Sarah Manes
Angel Foundation
Mary Manning
Minnesota Department of Health
Emily Myatt
American Cancer Society Cancer Action
Network
Sumedha Penheiter, PhD
Mayo Clinic
Christopher Pennell
University of Minnesota – Masonic Cancer
Center

The Minnesota Cancer Alliance strongly supports the ordinance that has been proposed to
you, as we believe it will protect Roseville’s young people and community members from
the burdens of addiction and a myriad of cancers and other chronic diseases. Your
leadership sets the example for the state to follow. We support this ordinance and
encourage you to adopt it.

GayLynn Richards, PhD

Sincerely,

Patrick Tarnowski
Blue Cross Blue Shield of Minnesota

Kathy Scheid
American Cancer Society
Esha Seth
Association of Nonsmokers-Minnesota

Nancy Torrison
A Breath of Hope Foundation

Anne Snowden
Chair, Minnesota Cancer Alliance Steering Committee
cc: Donna McDuffle
Comprehensive Cancer Control Program
Minnesota Department of Health

Richard Zera, MD
Hennepin County Medical Center
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January 4, 2020
The Honorable Dan Roe and Members of the Roseville City Council
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville, Minnesota 55113
Dear Mayor Roe and Council Members:
Minnesotans for a Smoke-Free Generation is a coalition of more than 60 organizations working to
reduce youth tobacco use and end tobacco’s harm for good. We urge you to adopt a policy to end the
sale of all flavored tobacco products in Roseville. Clearing the market of all flavored tobacco products
will create a healthier future for our kids and directly improve the health of Black communities and
other groups targeted by Big Tobacco.
The COVID-19 pandemic demonstrates the need for strong public health policies to improve lung health
and reduce commercial tobacco addiction. Ending flavored tobacco sales would address several public
health crises including systemic racism, youth e-cigarette use and smoking, which remains the leading
cause of preventable death and disease.
Flavored tobacco products are a key reason Minnesota is facing a youth nicotine epidemic. Thankfully,
Minnesotans overwhelmingly support restrictions on these products. A recent poll found three-quarters
of Minnesota residents support prohibiting the sale of all flavored tobacco products, including menthol
cigarettes.
While youth cigarette smoking is at historic lows, e-cigarettes and other flavored tobacco products have
erased decades of progress to reduce youth tobacco use. The tobacco industry blatantly uses flavors to
attract the next generation of smokers, along with sleek products and predatory marketing. In addition
to fruit and candy flavors, the industry has long used menthol flavoring that makes it easier for kids to
start smoking and harder for adults to quit. Flavored products mask the harshness of tobacco, but are
just as addictive and dangerous as other products.
Menthol tobacco products are aggressively marketed not only toward youth, but also to Black
Americans, women and LGBTQ communities. For decades, tobacco companies have channeled menthol
tobacco products into Black communities in particular, causing premature death and disease. Exempting
menthol-flavored tobacco products from regulation has left kids, people of color and LGBTQ individuals
vulnerable to tobacco addiction and its health harms.
Unfortunately, for decades the federal government has failed to address the threat posed by flavored
tobacco products. Weak federal rules still allow the tobacco industry to use kid-friendly menthol, candy
and fruit flavors to attract the next generation of tobacco users. By prohibiting the sale of flavored
tobacco products, Roseville can join leading communities striving to reverse the youth nicotine
epidemic, address systemic racism and reduce health care costs.
For decades, strong local tobacco prevention policies have paved the way for state action. Our coalition
aims to pass a statewide bill and we will continue working toward that goal. In late December, the
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House Select Committee on Racial Justice made a number of policy recommendations to address racial
disparities, including removing menthol and all flavored tobacco products from the marketplace.
Research has found that local restrictions on flavored tobacco products limit availability and reduce the
chance that teens will ever try tobacco products. Furthermore, local flavor restrictions in Minnesota had
a much smaller impact on retail than predicted by tobacco lobbyists. One study found that business
impacts from local flavor restrictions were SIX TIMES LESS than predicted by the tobacco industry.
Our kids and our neighbors targeted by Big Tobacco need strong tobacco prevention policies that put
public health ahead of tobacco industry profits. On behalf of Minnesotans for a Smoke-Free Generation,
thank you for considering this important policy to reduce commercial tobacco addiction. We hope we
can count on your support.
Sincerely,

Molly Moilanen
Co-Chair, Minnesotans for a
Smoke-Free Generation
Vice President, ClearWay MinnesotaSM

Janelle Waldock
Co-Chair, Minnesotans for a
Smoke-Free Generation
Senior Director of Policy, Blue Cross and Blue
Shield of Minnesota

About Minnesotans for a Smoke-Free Generation
Minnesotans for a Smoke-Free Generation is a coalition of more than 60 organizations that share a common goal
of saving Minnesota youth from a lifetime of addiction to tobacco. The coalition supports policies that reduce youth
smoking and nicotine addiction, including increasing tobacco prices, raising the tobacco sale age to 21, limiting
access to candy-, fruit- and menthol-flavored tobacco, and funding tobacco prevention and cessation programs.
Partners include: The African American Leadership Forum, Allina Health, Allina Health | Aetna, American Cancer
Society Cancer Action Network, American Heart Association, American Lung Association in Minnesota, Apple Tree
Dental, Association for Nonsmokers – Minnesota, Aurora/St. Anthony Neighborhood Development
Corporation, Becker County Energized, Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Minnesota, A Breath of Hope Lung Foundation,
Cancer Legal Care, CentraCare, Children’s Defense Fund-MN, Children’s Minnesota, ClearWay MinnesotaSM,
Comunidades Latinas Unidas En Servicio – CLUES, Dodge County Public Health, Education Minnesota, Essentia
Health, Gillette Children's Specialty Healthcare, A Healthier Southwest, HealthPartners, Hennepin Healthcare,
Horizon Public Health, Indigenous Peoples Task Force, ISAIAH, JustUs Health, LAAMPP Alumni, Lake Region
Healthcare, Local Public Health Association of Minnesota, LPCFC – Lincoln Park Children and Families
Collaborative, March of Dimes, Masonic Cancer Center - University of Minnesota, Mayo Clinic, Medica, Meeker
McLeod Sibley Community Health Services, Minnesota Academy of Family Physicians, Minnesota Association of
Community Health Centers, Minnesota Cancer Alliance, Minnesota Council of Health Plans, Minnesota Dental
Association, MHA – Minnesota Hospital Association, Minnesota Medical Association, Minnesota Nurses
Association, Minnesota Oral Health Coalition, Minnesota Public Health Association, Minnesota Society for Public
Health Education, MNAAP – Minnesota Chapter of the American Academy of Pediatrics, ModelCities, NAMI
Minnesota, North Memorial Health, NorthPoint Health & Wellness, Olmsted Medical Center, Open Cities Health
Center, PartnerSHIP 4 Health, Perham Health & Living, Preventing Tobacco Addiction Foundation, SEIU Healthcare
Minnesota, ShiftMN, St. Paul Area Chamber of Commerce, Steele County Public Health, Tobacco-Free Alliance, Twin
Cities Medical Society, UCare, Vision In Living Life – Change is Possible, WellShare International and Zumbro Valley
Medical Society. Find out more at: smokefreegenmn.org.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cassandra Russo
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Thursday, December 31, 2020 5:17:41 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Thank you,
Cassandra Russo
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Wednesday, December 30, 2020 12:12:25 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

flavored tobacco

Contact Information

Name:

Jamie Crandall

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

Minnesota

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Roseville City Council,
Please see the attached video, created by Roseville Girl Scouts
troop 56916.
https://spark.adobe.com/video/h8g4Ia7ghZL8Z

The troop would have liked to attend the city council meeting
when you will be voting on the topic of flavored tobacco sales in
Roseville, but they are not able to due to COVID. Instead, they
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made this video and hope that you will hear their perspectives.
Thank you,
Jamie Crandall, troop leader for troop 56916

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Importance:

Rebecca Olson
Katie Bruno
FW: Proposed City Bank of Flavored Tobacco, Menthol, Etc. OBJECTION
Tuesday, December 22, 2020 10:24:07 AM
High

FYI
Rebecca Olson | Assistant City Manager
O: 651.792-7446 | | F: 651.792.7020
rebecca.olson@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

Confidentiality Statement: The documents accompanying this transmission contain confidential information that is legally privileged. This information is intended only for the
use of the individuals or entities listed above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in
reliance on the contents of these documents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this information in error, please notify the sender immediately and arrange for the
return or destruction of these documents.

From: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2020 10:22 AM
To: Rebecca Olson <Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fw: Proposed City Bank of Flavored Tobacco, Menthol, Etc. OBJECTION
Importance: High

Not sure this one was copied to staff...
Dan Roe | Roseville Mayor
H: 651.487.9654
E: dan.roe@cityofroseville.com
www.cityofroseville.com
City of Roseville: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube
Mayor Dan Roe: Facebook | Twitter

From: Lorilee Fritz
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2020 10:04 AM
To: Dan Roe; Jason Etten; Wayne Groff; Lisa Laliberte; 'rwillmus@msn.com'
Cc: Lorilee Fritz
Subject: Proposed City Bank of Flavored Tobacco, Menthol, Etc. OBJECTION
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Greetings,
Please consider this my absolute objection and rejection of the proposed ban of all flavored
tobacco.

ATTACHMENT D

I am an Adult who chooses to consume these legal, menthol cigarette products and have the right to
purchase them, which I do at an ADULT ONLY tobacco shop in the City of Roseville.
It is unacceptable, inappropriate overreach for the City to attempt to mandate Adult purchase and
consumption of these legal products. Overreach negatively impacting both me as a consumer and a
merchant conducting business in the City.
I respectfully, vehemently submit you do not go forward with this action.
Thank you and regards,

Lorilee L. Fritz
Roseville, MN 55113
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Olson
Katie Bruno
FW: Tobacco exclusions
Tuesday, December 22, 2020 10:24:20 AM

FYI
Rebecca Olson | Assistant City Manager
O: 651.792-7446 | | F: 651.792.7020
rebecca.olson@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

Confidentiality Statement: The documents accompanying this transmission contain confidential information that is legally privileged. This information is intended only for the
use of the individuals or entities listed above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in
reliance on the contents of these documents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this information in error, please notify the sender immediately and arrange for the
return or destruction of these documents.

From: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2020 10:22 AM
To: Rebecca Olson <Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fw: Tobacco exclusions

A tobacco email to the council.
Dan Roe | Roseville Mayor
H: 651.487.9654
E: dan.roe@cityofroseville.com
www.cityofroseville.com
City of Roseville: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube
Mayor Dan Roe: Facebook | Twitter

From: Ian Stanford
Sent: Sunday, December 20, 2020 12:58 AM
To: Dan Roe; Jason Etten; Wayne Groff; Lisa Laliberte; rwillmus@msn.com
Subject: Tobacco exclusions

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Mayor Rose and City Council members,
I have read the wording of the proposed ban on the sales of all flavored tobacco cigarettes,
menthol, cigars, snuff, chew, and e-juice.
As a former smoker I can respect your intentions towards this matter but as an ongoing
Constitutional Law student I cannot.
I remember when Minneapolis banned Menthol cigarettes in North. I remember instantly
thinking how racially and age directed this action was. If one dug into their intentions that is
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what you would have found too.
The fact of the matter is that adults over the age of 21 have the right to purchase these
products whether we like it or not. I know one of your intentions is to keep these products out
of the hands of minors. They will get it anyhow and with that issue you would have to just as
much close liquor stores too to keep flavored alcohol away from them. The issue is the
outlets, not a ban.
When you pinpoint distinct products such as these you open up that racial profiling along with
cultural discrimination (yes, blacks enjoy Menthol products but so did my white grandmother).
And while that may be a legal stretch it does exist or at least frames this overreach by
Roseville city government.
These products are popular and legal. Your best intentions would be controlling where these
may be sold. Smoke shops that specialize in these products and can focus on the end
customer are your best outlets for control. And outright ban is a simply an overreach and, I
believe ethically, is outside of your realm. Control but do not ban.
Yes, this coming from a former smoker. Education is the direction and the most effective
approach. At some point adults have to be responsible for themselves and for not letting
these items along with alcohol, drugs, pornography, etc into the hands of children. Control the
outlets but do not take it any further than that.
Best regards; -Ian

Ian Stanford
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number of other e-cigarette products that have not applied for FDA authorization.
Again, we respectfully urge you to enter into a dialogue with our organizations, retailers, consumers and
other stakeholders so that the City Council can be fully appraised of the facts and have the information needed
to judiciously discuss various options for responding to the underage use of electronic cigarette products.
We would greatly appreciate an opportunity to work with the Mayor and City Council to address this issue
together.
Thank you once again for listening to our concerns and we look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,
Lance Klatt

Jamie Pfuhl

Executive Director
Minnesota Service Station Association

President
Minnesota Grocers Association

Tim Gross

Bruce Nustad

Executive Director
Minnesota Petroleum Marketers Association

President
Minnesota Retailers Association
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tobacco smoke, making it easier to inhale and harder to quit. The
tobacco industry has spent decades marketing menthol to the
African American community. These tactics have created
disparities among those who smoke menthol: 88% of Black
smokers use menthol cigarettes compared to 25% of white
smokers. Anti-smoking activists have been resounding on this
issue for a long time. The tobacco industry can’t continue to
escape responsibility for the damage they have done for
decades. We need to hold the tobacco industry accountable for
their actions.
We must take action by clearing the market of flavored tobacco,
including menthol, mint and wintergreen flavors in Roseville to
protect the health and wellbeing of all community members.
Sincerely,
Molly Schmidtke

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katelyn Schilling Varvel
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 6:28:28 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Berger
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 5:57:12 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Matthew Berger-Huber
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hanifa Oketch
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 5:47:57 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sam Mishal
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 5:37:40 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeremy Soleya
Katie Bruno
Forward to City Council- Tobacco Ordinance
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 4:45:26 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor and Council Members
I am writing you as an adult (over 21) user of flavored nicotine products. I am asking that you do not take away my
choice to purchase legal products where I live. Do not implement a complete ban on flavored tobacco. Exclude
"adult-only" stores from any bans. No other City has passed a ban if they had smoke shops within their limits.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone

ATTACHMENT D

ATTACHMENT D

ATTACHMENT D

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

RV Info
Pat Trudgeon; Katie Bruno
FW: Online Form Submittal: General Inquiry Form
Friday, December 4, 2020 9:32:23 AM

For the City Council
From: noreply@civicplus.com <noreply@civicplus.com>
Sent: Friday, December 4, 2020 9:11 AM
To: RV Info <info@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Online Form Submittal: General Inquiry Form

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

General Inquiry Form
Please complete this online form and submit.
Contact Information

First Name

Mindy

Last Name

Greiling

Address 1
Address 2

Field not completed.

City

Roseville

State

MN

Zip Code

55113

Home or Cell Phone
Number

Select how would you
prefer to be contacted
Please share your
comment, question or
concern (no character
limit)

Email

Mindy Greiling, President, NAMI Ramsey
Roseville, MN 55113
Dec. 4, 2020
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Mayor Dan Roe and City Council Members
2660 Civic Center Dr.
Roseville, MN 55113
Dear Mayor Roe and City Council Members:
On behalf of NAMI Ramsey (National Alliance on Mental Illness),
I am contacting you in strong support of your proposed ordinance
on flavored tobacco. The NAMI Ramsey board believes that
since flavored-tobacco encourages some people to smoke,
banning it will help many people, including people with mental
illnesses.
People with a mental illness have a high rate of smoking and
once they begin they have a harder time quitting. According to
NAMI, in America, 44.3% of all cigarettes are consumed by
individuals who live with mental illnesses and/or substance
abuse disorders. People with schizophrenia are three to four
times as likely to smoke as the general population.
Smoking is known to cause heart disease, stroke and lung
disease, among other medical problems. Many antipsychotic
medications cause an increased risk of heart disease, so it's
important that individuals living with a mental illness quit
smoking.
Every year, smoking kills about 200,000 people who live with
mental illnesses. Also, smoking increases the breakdown of
medicines in the body, so smokers often need to take higher
doses to get the same results as someone who does not smoke.
If a smoker quits, they can usually get the same treatment results
from lower doses of psychiatric medications.
We recognize that cigarette and tobacco use is a dangerous form
of addiction that creates more significant health problems.
People with mental illnesses have the right to be smoke free and
they must be given the education and support to make healthy
choices. This includes not being tempted to begin smoking in the
first place through flavored tobacco.
Thank you for working on this important ordinance. NAMI
Ramsey also sees it as a housing issue. Most apartments are
non-smoking, and we don’t want to see people with a mental
illness evicted due to smoking in their apartments.
Sincerely,
Mindy Greiling
Cc: Pat Trudgeon, city manager; NAMI Ramsey board members;
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Sue Abderholden, Executive Director, NAMI-MN

Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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SENT VIA E-MAIL

November 12, 2020
Dear Mayor Dan Roe and Roseville City Council Members (Jason Etten, Wayne Groff, Lisa
Labliberte, and Robert Willmis):
On behalf of Children’s Minnesota, I am writing to support your efforts to restrict the sale of all
flavored tobacco products in Roseville.
Children’s Minnesota is the state’s largest pediatric provider of health care. Last year, we saw
over 135,000 patients; more than 1,900 of those patients were from Roseville. Children’s
Minnesota is also one of the state’s largest Medicaid providers with approximately forty-four
percent of our patient population reported as Medicaid eligible in 2019. Children’s Minnesota
is committed to promoting a healthier future for our kids and addressing systemic racism.
Removing all flavored tobacco products from the marketplace furthers both these goals. We are
deeply concerned about the rising rates of tobacco use among Minnesota youth and the
persistent high rates of tobacco use among African Americans, American Indians, members of
the LGBTQ community and other diverse populations targeted by the tobacco industry.
Candy and mint flavors are extremely attractive to children and young adults, and at these
young ages they are especially vulnerable to addiction. Last year, experts at Children’s
Minnesota found a cluster of cases of vaping-related severe lung injuries in teens and young
adults. Despite these injuries and growing evidence of the health harms of e-cigarettes,
thousands of flavored vapes remain on the market alongside flavored cigars and menthol
tobacco products.
Kids in Minnesota know that cigarettes are bad for them, but there is a huge misperception
about the dangers of e-cigarettes and other flavored tobacco products. The 2019 Minnesota
Student Survey found that 76 percent of Minnesota 11th-graders said there is “no, slight, or a
moderate risk to using e-cigarettes.” That statistic shows we have a new generation of youth
falling for the tobacco industry’s marketing.
Research shows that flavored tobacco products are just as harmful and dangerous as their
unflavored counterparts. In particular, menthol gives a cooling sensation and masks the
harshness of tobacco, making it easier to start smoking and harder to quit, especially among
African-American smokers.
The tobacco industry has studied our kids and figured out how to target the next generation of
customers. More than 80 percent of youth who ever tried tobacco reported starting with a
flavored product, and youth who use e-cigarettes are more likely to go on to smoke combustible
cigarettes in the future.

5901 Lincoln Drive | Edina, MN 55436 | 952.992.5734 | childrensMN.org
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Title continued …
Page 2

Children’s Minnesota applauds efforts being made in cities across our state to address youth
tobacco use and reduce health disparities. We hope to see the City of Roseville join others that
are addressing flavored tobacco and working to secure a brighter future for our children.

Sincerely,

Maria Christu
Senior Vice President of Advocacy & Health Policy
Chief Legal Officer
Children’s Minnesota
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Olson
Katie Bruno
Fwd: Please restrict the sale of ALL flavored tobacco products
Friday, October 30, 2020 2:51:20 PM

Katie,
Please keep this with any other correspondence on this issue.
Rebecca Olson
Assistant City Manager
City of Roseville
651-792-7446
rebecca.olson@cityofroseville.com
From: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 2:14:04 PM
To: Rebecca Olson <Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fw: Please restrict the sale of ALL flavored tobacco products

Another correspondence on tobacco
Dan Roe | Roseville Mayor
H: 651.487.9654
E: dan.roe@cityofroseville.com
www.cityofroseville.com
City of Roseville: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube
Mayor Dan Roe: Facebook | Twitter

From: HANSEN, MARY SUE
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 2:10 PM
To: Dan Roe; jason.etton@gmail.com; Wayne Groff; Lisa Laliberte; rwillmus@msn.com
Cc:
Subject: Please restrict the sale of ALL flavored tobacco products
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mayor Roe and Members of the Roseville City Council,
The Suburban Ramsey Family Collaborative (SRFC) strongly supports your
efforts to restrict the sale of all flavored tobacco products. SRFC is a
partnership of schools, county, public health, corrections, nonprofit
agencies, mental health service providers, faith communities and youth
organizations working to support children and families with a focus on
wellness, learning, safety, and security. We support this ordinance.
Flavored tobacco products are a key reason Minnesota is facing a youth
nicotine epidemic. Flavored products mask the harshness of tobacco, but
are just as addictive and dangerous as other tobacco products. Some of
these flavors include chocolate, apple, grape, mango, cotton candy, berry,
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mint/menthol and wintergreen. According to the 2019 Minnesota Student
Survey, 20.5% of Roseville School District 9th graders used e-cigarettes in
the last 30 days. This is higher than the statewide average for 9th graders,
which is 16.4%. The survey results found that 21.2% of Roseville School
District 11th graders reported using e-cigarettes in the last 30 days, which
is an 11% increase from 2016.
The tobacco industry has a long history of targeting youth with their
products. Tobacco executives admitted to these intentions in emails and
industry documents throughout the late 20th century. Now, the industry is
craftier, but their intentions are still clear. The tobacco industry uses
countless flavors to appeal to teens, ultimately leading to addiction. In
fact, 80% of youth who use tobacco use fruit, candy or menthol flavored
products.
Weak federal rules still allow the tobacco industry to use kid-friendly
menthol, candy and fruit flavors to attract the next generation of tobacco
users. The FDA banned flavored cigarettes other than menthol in 2009, but
the ban does not affect other tobacco products. The FDA issued a ruling in
February 2020 that left thousands of appealing flavored products like
mint/menthol, mango, and grape on the market. This ordinance would be
closing these loopholes.
The city of Roseville must address flavored tobacco. Restricting the sales of
all flavored tobacco products will reduce the availability and appeal which
will lead to reduced tobacco initiation and use among youth. We cannot
wait for the state or federal government when we have the opportunity to
protect our kids now.
Thank you for your time in advocating for those policies which protect our
children and our communities.
Sincerely,
Mary Sue.
SRFC has been compiling a List of Basic Need Resources related to COVID-19. We are updating this
GOOGLE DOC on hourly basis of as we meet with our partners and learn of any new resources or information
related to COVID-19.    Go to RAMSEY COUNTY BASIC NEED RESOURCES FOR COVID-19 to access this list.
Contact MarySue.Hansen@isd623.org if you would like editing rights to either copy or customize this list for
your own needs.
Mary Sue Hansen, Suburban Ramsey Family Collaborative Director
Pronouns: She/Her
The Suburban Ramsey Family Collaborative (SRFC)
1910 West County Road B, Roseville, MN 55113
Phone: 651-604-3514
Fax: 651-604-3501
Email: marysue.hansen@isd623.org
Providing an umbrella of resources and support to Suburban Ramsey children, youth and
families. We are Stronger and Better Together!
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If you’d like to know more about SRFC, check out our website @ www.HowAreTheChildren.org
If you’d like to get on SRFC’s List Serv, contact Mary Sue Hansen@ MarySue.hansen@isd623.org

This email and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the
sender immediately by return email, delete this email and destroy any
copies. Any views or opinions presented in this email are solely
those of the author and might not represent those of Roseville Area School
District.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Anderson, Michelle
*RVCouncil
pat.trudgeon@cityofrosevilles.com
Flavored Tobacco Ban Letter of Support
Friday, October 30, 2020 10:17:53 AM
image635212.png
City Of Roseville Flavored Tobacco Ban Letter.pdf

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Attached, please find a letter of support for the proposed ordinance to ban flavored tobacco
products in the City of Roseville from MNGI Digestive Health.

Michelle Anderson


Executive Assistant

T: 612-870-5588
F: 612-870-5888
E: Michelle.Anderson@mngi.com

mngi.com

Minnesota Gastroenterology is now MNGI Digestive Health
PLEASE NOTE:
(1) This message and any files transmitted with it may contain federally protected health information, and/or
information that is otherwise privileged, confidential, or proprietary. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, you are not permitted to use, copy, or forward it, in whole or in part. Please notify the sender of the error
by reply email, disregard the foregoing message, and delete it immediately.
(2) Although it is a violation of federal law for any person to intentionally intercept an electronic communication
without consent, email sent through the Internet is potentially subject to interception by third parties. Please notify
the sender of this message if it was sent unencrypted, and you prefer to receive electronic communications in an
encrypted format.
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especially since they are often targeted consumers. As Roseville
continues to carry forth a racial justice agenda please consider
this issue as part of that commitment.
I am including some findings from the Public Health Law Center
regarding this topic.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Best
Dr. Jessica Lopez Lyman

****************************
Many people are asking about the flavored tobacco litigation in
Minnesota (Edina and Arden
Hills) and California (L.A. County and San Diego County). The
following analysis will explain how
regulations that completely prohibit the sale of all flavored
tobacco products, without
exception, advance public health and are legally defensible.
Added flavor in tobacco products—from menthol, mint, and
wintergreen to cotton candy,
grape, “tropical breeze” and “jazz”—has been used by the
tobacco industry to lure and addict
young people and keep adults smoking. Menthol is the most
dangerous flavor in tobacco
products. Its cooling properties reduce the harshness of tobacco
smoke and the irritation of
nicotine in cigarettes, e-cigarettes, and other products. Unlike
other flavors, menthol was left
out of the Tobacco Control Act’s (TCA) prohibition of
characterizing flavors in cigarettes. So,
there are no grape cigarettes, but menthol cigarettes remain on
the market. Other popular
flavored tobacco products include cheap, flavored cigars and kidenticing flavored nicotine
liquid in e-cigarettes (which led to the youth vaping epidemic).
The FDA has had the ability to prohibit menthol in cigarettes and
all flavors in other tobacco
products for over 10 years but has failed to do so despite
overwhelming evidence of industry
targeting and the significant harms of flavored tobacco products
to the public. The FDA’s
failure has led to a lawsuit against the agency by public health
organizations. But state and
local governments do not have to wait to prohibit flavors in all
tobacco products, without
exception. (Please note that exemptions make policies less
effective and more susceptible to
Equal Protection and other legal challenges.) The states of
Massachusetts and California, as
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October 19, 2020
Roseville City Council
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville, MN 55113
Dear Members of the Roseville City Council:
Roseville Lutheran Church (RLC} is writing in support of the proposed ordinance to ban flavored tobacco
products in our city. Our mission is based on the book of MATTHEW 22: 37-39. Simply: LOVE GOD. LOVE
YOUR NEIGHBOR. We are united in our community by Grace. Grace allows us to care for those most
vulnerable.
We applaud the city council for considering banning the sale of all flavored tobacco products, including
menthol. We care deeply about the health and safety of our children and those most impacted by
, targeting of the tobacco industry. The proposed ordinance is a response to address racial and health
equity in Roseville.
The tobacco industry has intentionally destroyed the health and livelihood of the vulnerable among us,
including youth and people of color. We are called to love and care for our neighbors, especially those
most vulnerable, this is contrary to what the tobacco industry has been doing for decades.
Tobacco companies heavily marketed and promoted menthol cigarettes, one of the deadliest products,
to the young and poor. Uncovered in the tobacco settlement documents, we found this to be extremely
intentional, with RJ Reynolds saying: "We reserve the right to smoke for the young, the poor, the black
and the stupid." They also use cheap, kid-friendly fruit and candy flavored products to lure a younger
generation to a lifetime of addiction and disease. Today, Black smokers use menthol at higher rates and
experience greater disproportionate death and disease. According to the 2019 Minnesota Student
Survey, data shows that 26% of high school juniors have used an e-cigarette in the last 30 days. That is a
54% increase since 2016.
We, as a church community, are committed to the health and safety of the most vulnerable among us
including our children.
We support this step in creating a healthy and safe community
Sincerely
�
�

·�

Pastor Lauren Wrightsman
1215 Roselawn Ave. West
Roseville, MN 55114
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Sunday, October 25, 2020 5:26:00 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Thanks for continuing the flavored tobacco conversation

Contact Information

Name:

Amanda Bartschenfeld

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

No Reply Necessary

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

After last Monday’s city council meeting, I am pleased to see that
the council is moving forward with discussions around banning
flavored tobacco products. If you need any backup stats or fact
sheets, I encourage you to refer to the email I sent to Mayor Roe
and all Councilmembers on July 31 with the subject line
“Constituent Note: Flavored Tobacco” (text also copied below). A
special thank you to Councilmember Etten for our additional
exchanges on the issue.
I look forward to continuing my support. Thank you! Amanda
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Bartschenfeld
***
Subject: Constituent Note: Flavored Tobacco
Date: July 31, 2020
Attachments Included with Original: “Fast Facts_Flavored
Tobacco_04292020.PDF”; “2020-FactSheetsTOBACCOFLAVORING.PDF”
My name is Amanda Bartschenfeld. I am a constituent and a
member of the American Heart Association’s Minnesota
Advocacy and Community Impact Committee. I am also a senior
manager of Inclusion & Diversity at Medtronic.
In May, Minnesota passed a statewide Tobacco 21 law that goes
into effect this Saturday. (Thank you, Roseville, for leading the
way!) Now it is time to move forward on restricting the sale of
flavored tobacco. I saw that 15 cities in Minnesota have done
some form of flavor restriction, and just last month Edina voted
unanimously to ban the sale of all flavored tobacco products
including menthol. I think it’s a good idea and would love to see
Roseville be next on that list.
I am proud of this city council for being at the forefront of
Tobacco 21 two years ago and hope we can take our progress
further now. For the health of our citizens — particularly our
middle schoolers and high schoolers — it’s essential we aren’t
contributing to the ease of starting tobacco use and difficulty
quitting.
I attached two fact sheets on flavored tobacco and menthol for
your review. Let me know if you have any questions or concerns,
and I am happy to have a conversation about this or connect you
to the right person.
Many thanks for all you do,
Amanda Bartschenfeld
, Roseville

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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available at ADULTS-ONLY-ESTABLISHMENTS (Tobacco shops & liquor stores) that way we can prevent
targeting minors, also we can save the small businesses thats already been struggling with covid.
4- banning the flavored tobacco in roseville city may turn customers to the black market who readily supply
smuggled flavored and electronic tobacco products to anyone of any age. Elected officials should not enact a law
that would promote more crime in a community.
Thank you all for your time and efforts.
Sam

Sent from my iPad
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
Fw: Roseville Flavored Tobacco Policy
Wednesday, October 21, 2020 2:38:04 PM
image003.png
Roseville Flavor Ban LOS American Heart Association.pdf

From: Jess Nolan <J
Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2020 2:29 PM
To: Dan Roe; Wayne Groff; Jason Etten; Lisa Laliberte; rwillmus@msn.com; Pat Trudgeon
Subject: Roseville Flavored Tobacco Policy
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Good afternoon Mayor Roe and members of the Roseville City Council,
We are very excited to hear that the council decided on Monday night to move forward with
discussions on a flavored tobacco policy. Please find the attached letter of support for a Flavored
Tobacco Ban in Roseville, from the American Heart Association.
Thank you,
Jess

Jess Nolan

Government Relations Director
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Tuesday, October 20, 2020 4:25:27 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use
caution.

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Flavored Tobacco Restriction

Contact Information

Name:

Molly Schmidtke

Address:
City:

Roseville

State:

Minnesota

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

How would you prefer
to be contacted?
Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact
information.

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:

Field not completed.

Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Hello Mayor, Council Members and City Manager,
I am contacting you today letting you know that I was able to tune
into the work session held yesterday and I am very excited that
the city of Roseville will tackling flavored tobacco in our
community.
It is important to note that flavored tobacco is a reason for the
youth vaping epidemic we are facing today with over 30% of
teens reporting using a flavored product. Also, according to the
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2019 Minnesota Student Survey, data shows that 20.5% of
Roseville 9th graders have used e-cigarettes in the last thirty
days, which is an increase by 13.1% since 2016 and is greater
than the statewide 9th grade average (16.4%).
Flavored tobacco restrictions and Tobacco 21 go hand-in-hand.
They are about access (T21) and appeal (flavors). We have
reduced access and we need to reduce appeal to curb youth
from initiation.
As city leaders, you can pass a policy that will prevent tobacco
addiction and create a healthy Roseville community. Again, I am
very grateful this council will be tackling this topic.
Thank you,
Molly Schmidtke
Roseville, MN, 55113

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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Traditional Flavored Tobacco Products Should be Removed from the Ordinance: We ask that the city
council give serious consideration to removing traditional flavored tobacco products (menthol cigarettes,
mint and wintergreen flavored smokeless products, pipe tobacco, and flavored cigars) from the proposed
sales ban ordinance for the following reasons:
•

Based on the following data from the Minnesota Department of Health’s 2019 Minnesota Student
Survey of 11th graders in the Roseville Public School District, these traditional tobacco products are
not the issue because use rates of these products are at historic lows and, in two categories, almost
zero:
o
o
o
o

95.6% of Roseville 11th graders did not smoke a cigarette in the last 30 days
96.8% of Roseville 11th graders did not smoke a cigar in the last 30 days.
99.2% of Roseville 11th graders did not use chewing/smokeless tobacco in the last 30 days.
78.8% of Roseville 11th graders did not use an electronic cigarette in the last 30 days.

•

Roseville retailers have a near perfect 96.4% compliance check passing by not selling tobacco
products to an underage person according to the outcome of 198 retail tobacco compliance checks
conducted from 2012 to 2020 by the Food and Drug Administration through the Minnesota
Department of Human Services (see accompanying FDA retail compliance check report).

•

Retailers are now prohibited from selling tobacco products to anyone under 21 under federal law
that went into effect in December of 2019, and under the recently passed State law conforming to
the federal law. These provisions should be allowed to work to further reduce underage access to
and use of tobacco products.

Our collective associations and Roseville retail members share everyone’s interest in keeping tobacco
products out of the hands of persons under 21 years old, but the ordinance overreaches because the main
concern should be with the rise in underage vaping as shown by the Minnesota Student Survey data.
Vaping Product Restrictions Need to be Explored with Retailers: While the vaping issue is being
addressed by the Food and Drug Administration through a ban in February 2020 on those vaping products
used most often by underage youth including flavored cartridge-type electronic nicotine devices (except
tobacco and menthol flavors), and by removing many other products from retail shelves for which
manufacturers did not file for FDA approval by September 9, 2020, we urge you to enter into a dialogue with
our organizations and retailers so that we can provide additional information and discuss various options for
responding to the underage use of electronic cigarette products. The opportunity to work with the city council
to address this issue would be appreciated.
Thank you for considering our concerns and we look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,
Lance Klatt

Jamie Pfuhl

Executive Director
Minnesota Service Station Association

President
Minnesota Grocers Association

Tim Gross

Bruce Nustad

Executive Director
Minnesota Petroleum Marketers Association

President
Minnesota Retailers Association
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Trudgeon
Dan Roe; Rebecca Olson
Katie Bruno
RE: tobacco ordinance
Monday, October 19, 2020 1:10:49 PM

Thanks. We will make sure that this email is part of future packets discussing flavored tobacco
regulations.
----------------------------------------------Patrick Trudgeon | City Manager
O: 651.792-7021 | | F: 651.792.7020
pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

From: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2020 1:08 PM
To: Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>; Rebecca Olson
<Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fw: tobacco ordinance

FYI this was sent to the council members.
Dan Roe | Roseville Mayor
H: 651.487.9654
E: dan.roe@cityofroseville.com
www.cityofroseville.com
City of Roseville: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube
Mayor Dan Roe: Facebook | Twitter

From:
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2020 12:18 PM
To: Dan Roe; Jason Etten; Wayne Groff; Lisa Laliberte; rwillmus@msn.com
Subject: tobacco ordinance

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello Mayor and City Council members,
Please read the attached letter regarding my views on this matter. As a business owner in
Roseville and
Arden Hills, I would like you to know my perspective on the impact your decision on this
matter will have.
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Thank you for your time,
Ted Brausen

October 19,2020
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Theodore Brausen
Brausen Family Repair

Dear Roseville Council Members,
As the public hearing on the tobacco ordinance approaches, I truly hope that each and everyone of you have done your due diligence
researching facts when and taking into consideration all aspects of the economic impact that your vote will have. This ordinance will have a
tremendous effect on all retailers who sell these products. Have you talked to your local schools to see what tobacco products are actually
confiscated? Have you spent a day at a local retailer or 2 and observed the non-tobacco sales that will be lost from the customer that
purchases the products you are trying to ban? Will the retailer be able to survive pending the outcome of your vote? Can your city afford to
lose several businesses if you do a total ban like Arden Hills? (Can you afford a lawsuit like the City of Arden Hills is involved in right now?)
Have you looked and the ordinances of your neighboring cities to see if your city will lose tax dollars to neighboring cities? Reading the
proposed ordinance, 706.010 “Purpose and Intent” it is clearly outdated information, some of which is 22 years old!
The City of Arden Hills DID NOT in any way put forth effort in seeking current information regarding statistic of tobacco usage among all
users. This data, as you have also used, has been specifically chosen from years of 1999 – 2012. Why?? Because after those dates,
statistics show a decline in overall tobacco usage, something anti-tobacco groups do NOT want you to know!
The problem with the tobacco and youth today is electronic devices such as the Juul brand. I know that as a retailer who has been selling
tobacco products for 50 years, I have not yet had an underage person try to even buy one of these devices. Due to the of the ease of
purchasing this product online, the underage youth do not have to prove their age other than clicking a button. Employees have been
trained to card every customer that appears to be 30 years or younger and there is no room for error. They are explained and understand
the consequences of having to appear in court and that they will get a personal citation if they violate this law. I am sure the retailers
within the City of Roseville are as diligent as we have been in Arden Hills keeping tobacco out of the hands of minors. These kids are NOT
getting tobacco from local retailers - Retailers are actually the ones keeping tobacco AWAY from minors. Keep in mind, retailers are working
WITH you, not against you. Please do not punish retailers by including tobacco flavors such as menthol mint and wintergreen in the flavor
ban. Arden Hills included these flavors and I personally stood to lose 30-35% of my non tobacco business. This is why I have joined the
lawsuit against the City. I had put a 3-million-dollar renovation on hold as I could not make that kind of investment knowing I will lose that
much business. (In 1 hour alone, I have watched several customers who purchased a tin of Grizzly or Copenhagen, also purchase $35-$50
in gasoline and $3-$8 in soda and snacks, all which will now go 1 block down the road to Shoreview for their new 1 stop shopping
experience. (Shoreview EXCLUDED menthol, mint and wintergreen in their flavor ban)
We live in a much different world today than even 20 years ago. No matter what you change the legal age to or what is legal to purchase,
minors will always get their hands-on something they should not such as alcohol or tobacco. We need to focus more on educating the kids
on the financial and health impact on the choices they make and follow through with tougher consequences when they make bad choices.
If they choose to break laws then they should be considered mature enough to accept the financial responsibilities of the fines that go
along with that choice. When we do not punish them for breaking the law, we do not give them a reason to stop. The extent the
government should have is to make a law that carries punishment to those that break the law, not to the retailers who abide by it. The
anti-tobacco groups will also preach about the health costs of long-term tobacco use, obesity has caught up to those costs and will soon
surpass that due to the decline in tobacco usage. What will be next, a ban of Happy Meals at McDonalds or soda consumption to
overweight minors because it leads to obesity? I truly hope that you will take into consideration that while tobacco is a health issue, it is
also a legal product and the menthol, mint and wintergreen products have been legal for more than 50 years. I agree with keeping tobacco
away from our youth, you have no argument there, but this is a parenting issue, not a government issue and should be kept as that.
I would like to reiterate that the youth today are not purchasing or using the traditional tobacco products, the severe increase is the
electronic devices which is easily purchased online. I urge you to go hard after those sales as the local retailers have, and will continue to
refuse tobacco sales to minors.
Sincerely,
Theodore Brausen
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Pat Trudgeon
Katie Bruno
FW: Banning the Sale of All Flavored Tobacco Products
Monday, October 19, 2020 2:26:53 PM
Coalition Letter to Roseville City Council 10.19.20.pdf

FYI
----------------------------------------------Patrick Trudgeon | City Manager
O: 651.792-7021 | | F: 651.792.7020
pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com

2660 Civic Center Drive | Roseville, MN 55113
Facebook | Twitter | YouTube

----------------------------------------------------

From: Dan Roe <Dan.Roe@cityofroseville.com>
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2020 2:26 PM
To: Pat Trudgeon <Pat.Trudgeon@cityofroseville.com>; Rebecca Olson
<Rebecca.Olson@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Fw: Banning the Sale of All Flavored Tobacco Products

Another direct contact.
Dan Roe | Roseville Mayor
H: 651.487.9654
E: dan.roe@cityofroseville.com
www.cityofroseville.com
City of Roseville: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube
Mayor Dan Roe: Facebook | Twitter

From: Lance Klatt
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2020 2:21 PM
To: Dan Roe; Jason Etten; Wayne Groff; Lisa Laliberte; rwillmus@msn.com
Subject: Banning the Sale of All Flavored Tobacco Products
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Dear Mayor Roe and Roseville City Council Members,
My Name is Lance Klatt; Executive Director of the Minnesota Service Station & Convenience Store
Association. My organization is one of four trade organizations comprising the Coalition of
Neighborhood Retailers representing many retailers offering sale of Tobacco products in the city of
Roseville. I have enclosed a letter from my coalition along with the most recent statistics within the
letter pertaining to data compiled from the MN Department of Health’s 2019 Minnesota Student
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survey of 11th graders in the Roseville Public School District. I am asking you not to discontinue the
sale of mint, menthol and wintergreen products for sale in retail store locations in Roseville. As
COVID19 continues to be a looming issue for many retailers, our small Neighborhood gas stations
have seen a drop in gasoline volume and inside store sales. Again, I am asking for Mayor Roe and
City Council Members to review the attached letter and discuss MN Department of Health’s 2019
Student survey as you discuss this agenda item in your meeting this evening?
Please consider all flavored tobacco sales in Roseville supporting our struggling retailers. On a
personal note, I have two kids in the Rosemount/District 196 school district. What I hear from them
and other parents are issues with vaping. Maybe we can look at this ordinance as a ban on vaping
flavors? Retailers in the city of Roseville have a great compliance rate not selling tobacco or flavored
tobacco products to underage young adults, compliance rates are at 96.4%. Our retail outlets are
not the problem, social sources are.
Again, Please feel free to share the attached letter in this evening’s council meeting. Please call me
on my cell phone at
if you would like to talk through any of part of this letter and/or
to discuss other items pertaining to this banning sale of flavored tobacco products.
Thanks,
Lance

Lance L. Klatt
Executive Director
Minnesota Service Station & Convenience Store Association
Minnesota Professional Towing Association
Minnesota Independent Oil Co. (Minnoco)

**This is a transmission from Minnesota Service Station & Convenience Store Association and may contain
information which is privileged, confidential, and protected by the work product privileges. If you are not the
addressee, note that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this message is prohibited. If
you have received this transmission in error, please destroy it and notify us immediately at our telephone number
The name and biographical data provided above are for informational purposes only and are not
intended to be a signature or other indication of an intent by the sender to authenticate the contents of this
electronic message.**

ATTACHMENT D

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Char
*RVCouncil
menthol-flavored and other flavored smoking products
Thursday, January 7, 2021 11:10:11 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
I strongly favor your taking a stand rejecting these products, and prohibit their sale
Charlene Follett, resident of Roseville.

Flavored
Tobacco Products
Attachment E

WHAT TYPES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS ARE FLAVORED?

Flavored tobacco products include cigarettes, cigars, chewing tobacco,
blunt wraps, electronic cigarettes, and shisha, the tobacco used in hookah.
These products help the tobacco industry get around the FDA’s 2009 ban of
cigarettes with flavors other than menthol.1 Menthol is the only flavor allowed
in cigarettes.
E-cigarettes, also known as vapes, come in a variety of youth-friendly
flavors. JUUL, the most popular e-cigarette on the market, resembles a USB
flash drive. These devices deliver a high dose of nicotine with a modern
design that is easy to conceal.2
Disposable vapes like these were not
regulated by the U.S Government when it
instituted restrictions on flavored vapes in
February 2020.

WHAT ARE SOME COMMON FLAVORS USED IN TOBACCO
PRODUCTS?

Cigars, chewing tobacco, blunt wraps, vapes and shisha are sold in fruit,
candy, dessert and novelty flavors. Popular flavors include chocolate,
piña colada, apple, grape, berry, cotton candy, bubble gum, mango, mint/
wintergreen and menthol. The same flavorings used in tobacco products are
also used in candy and Kool-Aid drink mixes.3
Menthol flavored tobacco is easier to start and harder to quit.4 Tobacco
companies add menthol to tobacco products to cool the throat and make
them taste better.

Suorin is a popular e-cigarette among youth
because of the many available flavors.These
devices are refillable and are not regulated by
the federal government.

JUUL is still the top-selling e-cigarette brand
despite the company stopping sales of some
flavored pods, such as cool cucumber and
mango. JUUL and other brands that use
disposable pods are prohibited by the federal
government from selling pods in flavors other
than tobacco, mint and menthol.

WHO USES FLAVORED TOBACCO PRODUCTS?

The tobacco industry uses flavored tobacco to attract the next generation
of smokers.5 Young people are much more likely to use flavored tobacco
products than adults.6 In fact, 80 percent of youth who use tobacco use
fruit, candy or menthol flavored tobacco.7 Studies show that young people
perceive flavored tobacco products as tasting better and being safer than
unflavored products, even though they are just as dangerous and addictive.8

Cheap cigars come in bright packages and a wide variety of flavors, such as chocolate, grape,
peach, strawberry, blueberry, tropical fusion and pineapple, that appeal to youth.

MORE ABOUT MENTHOL FLAVORED TOBACCO
Attachment E

The tobacco industry has a long history of targeting the African American
community, women, LGBTQ and youth with menthol tobacco marketing.
Tobacco industry documents show targeted efforts to market menthol
products to African Americans, LGBTQ communities and youth. 9,10 Menthol
makes tobacco easier to start smoking and harder to quit.4

HOW DOES THIS IMPACT COMMUNITIES?

As a result of industry targeting, African Americans smoke menthol cigarettes
at higher rates and are more likely to suffer from tobacco related diseases.
In fact, 88 percent of African American adults who smoke use menthol,
compared to 25 percent of adult smokers overall.11 Menthol smoking
significantly reduces quitting success among African American smokers.12
In Minnesota, 34 percent of teen smokers smoke menthol.13 Nationally, 70
percent of LGBTQ youth smokers smoke menthol.14

WHAT CAN COMMUNITIES DO ABOUT FLAVORED PRODUCTS?

While the FDA banned flavored cigarettes other than menthol in 2009, the
ban does not affect other tobacco products. Because the FDA ruling does not
prevent local communities from addressing other types of flavored tobacco
products, state and local governments can adopt laws that restrict the sale
of flavored tobacco products within their jurisdiction. Limiting the sale of
products, setting a minimum price or creating a minimum pack size are some
of the ways communities can protect their youth by making flavored tobacco
products less accessible and less appealing.

The tobacco industry heavily targets
African Americans with menthol tobacco by
advertising in popular magazines, as well as
supporting music festivals.

The FDA issued a ruling in February 2020 that banned flavored, disposable
e-cigarette cartridges like those used by JUUL, except for tobacco and
menthol flavors. This ruling left thousands of appealing flavored products,
such as Puff Bars or refillable systems like Suorin, on the market. The ruling
also allows for the continued sale of tobacco-flavored and menthol-flavored
e-cigarette cartridges. As a result, mint and menthol are popular among youth.
Communities that restrict
sales of fruit- and
candy-flavored tobacco
Communities that restrict
sales of all flavored tobacco,
including menthol

The Association for Nonsmokers-Minnesota is dedicated
to reducing the human and economic costs of tobacco
use in Minnesota.
(September 2020)

References are available at www.ansrmn.org/flavors

Communities that prohibit
sales of all flavored tobacco,
including menthol

2395 University Avenue W, Suite 310, St. Paul, MN 55114
651-646-3005 | www.ansrmn.org

www.BeautifulLieUglyTruth.org
This publication is made possible by funding from the Minnesota Department
of Health’s Tobacco-Free Communities Grant Program.

Minnesota communi�es restric�ng the
sale of ﬂavored tobacco
Attachment E

19% of Minnesotans are covered by a ﬂavored
tobacco policy.

Duluth
Communi�es that restrict sales of fruitand candy-ﬂavored tobacco
Communi�es that restrict sales of all
ﬂavored tobacco, including menthol
Communi�es that prohibit sales of all
ﬂavored tobacco, including menthol

Fridley
Robbinsdale
New Hope
Minneapolis
Golden Valley
St. Louis Park
Edina

Rushford

www.ansrmn.org
Updated September 2020

Shoreview
Arden Hills
Falcon Heights

Lauderdale
Saint Paul
Mendota
Heights

Lilydale

Proposed Ordinance Amending
City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette
and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021

Background
•

At the October 19, 2020 City Council meeting, the City
Council directed staff to draft an ordinance that would
prohibit the sale of flavored tobacco products within the
City of Roseville

•

Staff worked with the Association of Non-Smokers and
the Hamline/Mitchell Law School Public Policy Group in
drafting amendments to Roseville City Code Chapter 306
which regulates cigarette and tobacco product in the city

•

The entirety of Chapter 306 has been reviewed and
proposed changes have been included to not only
address flavored tobacco but to also better clarify and
strengthen the ordinance

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021
Chapter 306.01 Findings of Fact and Purpose. This section has been
redrafted to provide information on the use of tobacco and tobacco related
devices by young person, including the direct marketing to young persons
regarding flavored tobacco and tobacco related devices, as well as the overall
public health implications regarding the use of tobacco and tobacco related
products. The findings also include references to medical and scientific studies
verifying these facts and impacts.
Chapter 306.02 Definitions. New definitions have been
created for:
o Child-Resistant Packaging
o Cigar
o Electronic Delivery Device
o Flavored Product
o Indoor Area
o Licensed Products
o Loosies
o Moveable Place of Business
o Nicotine or Lobeilia Delivery Product

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021

Definitions:
FLAVORED PRODUCT. Any licensed product that contains a taste or
smell, other than the taste or smell of tobacco, that is distinguishable by
an ordinary consumer either prior to or during the consumption of the
product, including, but not limited to, any taste or smell relating to
chocolate, cocoa, menthol, mint, wintergreen, vanilla, honey, fruit, or
any candy, dessert, alcoholic beverage, herb, or spice. A public
statement or claim, whether express or implied, made or disseminated
by the manufacturer of a licensed product, or by any person authorized
or permitted by the manufacturer to make or disseminate public
statements concerning such products, that a product has or produces a
taste or smell other than a taste or smell of tobacco will constitute
presumptive evidence that the product is a flavored product
LOOSIES. The common term used to refer to single cigarettes, cigars,
and any other licensed product that have been removed from their
original retail packaging and offered for sale. Loosies does not include
premium cigars that are hand-constructed, have a wrapper made
entirely from whole tobacco leaf, and have a filler and binder made
entirely of tobacco, except for adhesives or other materials used to
maintain size, texture, or flavor.

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021

Chapter 306.03 License Required. Additional language was
added to this section to better clarify the application and
administration for a license.
Chapter 306.04 Fees. states the a license shall not be granted
unless the appropriate license fee is paid to the City.
Chapter 306.05 Basis for Denial of License. This section
has been added to better layout the criteria when a license can
be denied issuance.

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021
Chapter 306.06 Prohibited Sales. This section has been changed to expand the
listing of prohibited sales. The following would be prohibited sales under the new
ordinance:
• Sales by means of a vending machine
• The sale of loosies as defined in the ordinance
• The sale of items that have other substances within the product except for what
is found naturally in tobacco or added as a part of the otherwise legal
manufacturing park
• The sale of products when a customer has access to a product without
interaction with an employee unless it occurs in a place that restricts persons
under 21 from entering
• The sale to persons under 21
• The sale of flavored products as defined under the ordinance which includes
flavored tobacco products, including menthol and wintergreen, and the flavored
liquid used through an electronic delivery device, except for tobacco-flavored
liquid
• The sale of any liquid, whether it contains nicotine or not, that is not in childresistant packaging.

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021
Chapter 306.07 Responsibility. This new section has been added
that states all licensees are responsible for the actions of their
employees regarding the sale of licensed products
Chapter 306.08 Compliance Check. This section has been
modified to clarify compliance checks will utilized persons between
the age of 17 to 21 under the supervision of local law enforcement
Chapter 306.09 Violations and Penalties. This section has been
updated to include clarification on the process to dispute a violation
and the administrative penalties for violation of Chapter 306
Chapter 306.10 Exceptions and Defenses. This section has been
added recognized that Chapter 306 does not limit the provision of
tobacco and tobacco-related devises for religious, spiritual, or
cultural ceremonies or practice and acknowledgement of an
affirmative defense to a violation for person who has reasonably
relied on proof of age
Chapter 306.11 Severability. This section has remained
unchanged
Chapter 306.12 Effective Date. The current draft states the
ordinance becomes effective on July 1, 2021.

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021

On January 5, 2021, staff met with
retailers for an informational meeting
regarding the proposed ordinance.
Concerns from the retailers included:
•

A ban on flavored tobacco and
tobacco-related products will have a
negative economic impact to their
businesses and lead to their closures

•

That persons over 21 should have the
ability to purchase menthol and
wintergreen flavored tobacco

•

This ordinance will put their business
at a competitive disadvantage with
businesses in surrounding community
businesses.

Proposed Ordinance Amending City Code Chapter 306 Cigarette and Tobacco Products
January 11, 2021
Public comments regarding the ordinance amendment have been
included with the Council packet
The fee for a Cigarette and Tobacco Sales License is $200.00
annually. Roseville has issued 26 Cigarette and Tobacco Sales
Licenses for 2021
According to the Centers of Disease Control (CDC), there are
disparities in tobacco use across groups defined by race, ethnicty,
educational level, and socioeconomic status1. In addition, the CDC
states that tobacco companies have aggressively marketed menthol
products to young people, African Americans2, and the LGBT
community3.
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/index.htm
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Tobacco Use Among U.S. Racial/Ethnic Minority Groups—African Americans, American
Indians and Alaska Natives, Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders, and Hispanics: A Report of the Surgeon General. Atlanta: U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Office on Smoking and Health, 1998 [accessed
2018 Jun 12].
Https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/disparities/lgbt/index.htm

Questions?

