
CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

BY: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

City Council 

Geoff Dolan, City Manager rqf} . 
Richard Thompson, Director of Community Developm~L . 
Rosemary Lackow, Senior Planne~ 

September 1, 1998 

Proposed Amendment to Title 5, Chapter 48 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal 
Code Prohibiting Leaf Blowers 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is recommended that the City Council: 

Conduct the public hearing and introduce Ordinance 1986, prohibiting the operation of portable leaf 
blowers in the city. 

BACKGROUND 

On June 16, 1998 the City Council discussed and accepted public input regarding leaf blowers. The 
Council directed staff to schedule this public hearing for consideration of a change to the city's 
Noise Ordinance that would prohibit leaf blowers in the city. A written citizen petition and several 
speakers prompted the council's action at the June council meeting (see minutes Exhibit 2). 
Generally the petitioners requested the City Council to ban leaf blowers due to their high noise 
levels and effect on the environment. Another common complaint is that operators often use them 
inappropriately to blow dirt onto adjoining properties and the street. 

DISCUSSION 

The purpose of the Noise Ordinance is to implement the goals of the City's General Plan and 
specifically the Noise Element. The Noise Element states that "The most effective method to 
control community noise impacts from non-transportation noise sources is through application of 
the Community Noise Ordinance." The Council enacted limitations for use of leaf blowers in 
February 1990 and these were carried forth in the City's comprehensive revision of the Noise 
Ordinance in 1993. 

In 1995 the Council amended the Noise Ordinance to include a provision (MBMC 5.48.275}. 
authorizing "Landscape Maintenance Plans" (LMP) for sites five acres or larger. Under an 
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administratively approved LMP, large area sites can establish maintenance schedules to meet 
their unique needs and the authorized activities are exempted from other provisions of the Noise 
Ordinance. Currently the Manhattan Village Shopping Center operates under an approved LMP 
issued in November 1995, with approval of a nearby homeowner association. The plan 
recognizes that the mall is a busy and relatively large retail center with lushly landscaped parking 
areas, and permits the maintenance crews to operate portable leaf blowers and non portable steam 
cleaners at certain times that otherwise would be prohibited. 

In its June 16th report on this matter, staff noted that there are approximately 20 cities in 
California that have adopted total bans on certain types of leaf blowers. Of these, four including 
Del Mar, Hermosa Beach, Santa Monica, and Laguna Beach prohibit gasoline and electric 
models. Three cities, including Santa Barbara, Lomita and Claremont, prohibit gasoline models 
but have other restrictions such as maximum noise level or permitted hours for electric models. 
The majority of the, city bans are applicable to all properties. Two cities (Los Angeles and Santa 
Barbara) prohibit leaf blower operation at certain distances from residential development. 

Current Regulations: Lawn and Garden Tools 

Under current noise regulations gasoline powered leaf blowers are specifically prohibited except 
between 9:00 am and 5:00 pm on weekdays (MBMC 5.48.100.B). All other power operated 
lawn maintenance tools including mowers, edgers, string trimmers etc. are also permitted 
throughout the city during limited hours (between 8:00 am and 8:00 pm Monday through Friday 
and between 9:00 am and 8:00 pm on weekends and holidays). 

Proposed Ordinance/Enforcement 

The proposed ordinance makes findings that the use of leaf blowers results in excessive noise 
and pollution, that there are viable quiet and environmentally sensitive altemafores available such 
as a rake and broom. A new section of the Noise Ordinance, 5.48.330, entitled "Mechanical 
Blowers" is proposed which defines the type of tool being regulated, establishes an outright 
prohibition and specifies punishment for enforcement purposes. As drafted, violation would 
constitute an infraction issued to the operator (similar to a traffic ticket) and carries a fine set by 
the state. The ordinance provides that the offense will tum into a misdemeanor if the defendant 
is convicted of three or more of the same violation in a 12-month period. While an infraction is 
not considered a serious offense and court time is not required, a misdemeanor is more serious, 
involves the court and could potentially lead to a jail term. 

The other substantive change to the Noise Ordinance is a provision added to 5.48.275 relating to 
Landscaping Maintenance Plans. Staff believes that because many of the large commercial sites, 
including the Manhattan Village Shopping Center are close to residential neighborhoods, enactment 
of a leaf blower ban should also apply to commercial sites. Therefore reference to proposed section 
5.48.330 Mechanical Blowers is included in 5.48.275 Landscaping Maintenance Plans. To keep 
the entire chapter internally consistent, Sections 5.48.100 Domestic Power Tools and 5.48.240 
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Residential Lawn Maintenance Activities also provide reference to the new prohibition. 

The proposed ban would be enforced upon complaint by the Community Service Officers (CSOs). 
The CSOs provide parking enforcement and other code enforcement duties as required. The 
ordinance if adopted would be in effect 30 days after date of adoption, but it is expected that 
citations will not be given for a period of at least three months and that warnings will be issued 
prior to a citation. 

Gas vs. Electric 

At the June meeting, the council requested additional information regarding the relative noise levels 
of electric versus gasoline powered leaf blowers. Staff found it difficult to acquire data showing the 
difference in decibel level between comparable electric and gasoline powered lawn tools. 
Generally electric blowers are thought to be quieter than gas models. The City of Menlo Park 
conducted noise tests and reported those results in April 1998. The results of those tests actually 
indicated that electric models could produce similar noise levels as gasoline models (77 dBA for a 
newer model gas blower, compared to 78 dBA for two types of electric blowers, measured 25 feet 
away). 

Echo, a major gasoline blower manufacture claims that it has produced a model that measures 65 
dBA at 50 feet away. Consumer Reports however, in the September 1997 edition of its monthly 
magazine reports that the tool tested somewhat noisier, at 69.5 dBA 50 feet away. 

The City's Noise Ordinance utilizes what is known as an "A-weighting" (dBA) network to 
measure noise. Table N-2 from the General Plan (Exhibit 3) illustrates various indoor and 
outdoor noise decibel ratings, based on this method of measurement. For example, a jet flyover 
at 1000 feet is rated at 103 dBA, a passenger car is rated 77 dBA 25 feet away and an air 
conditioning unit is rated 60 dBA 100 feet away. 

Public Input 

Two large display notices were placed in the Beach Reporter advertising this hearing. The notice 
was also mailed to approximately 10 local gardening firms licensed with the City and several 
managers or owners of non-residential properties. The Manhattan School District and Civic Center 
Library were notified, as well as the Manhattan Village Homeowner Association, Manhattan 
Village Shopping Center and other large commercial or industrial sites in the city. 

Several new letters and/or e-mail messages have been received from city residents requesting that 
the Council move forward in adopting a leaf blower ban (Exhibit 4, letters). A packet of material 
has been provided by a local landscaper, on behalf of the CLCA (California Landscape Contractors 
Association) and is attached for reference (Exhibit 5). 

Staff has consulted with the Public Works Department and Police Department in preparing the 
proposed ordinance. The Police Department has reported that it will enforce the proposed ban and 
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the Public Works Department has stated that no City maintenance operations will be affected 
because the city or its landscape maintenance contractor does not utilize leaf blowers. 

Senate Bill 14 

A law concerning leaf blowers known as SB 14 was introduced this summer in the state Senate. 
SB 14 has two main components that would establish limitations on local government authority to 
regulate leaf blowers. As currently structured it would prohibit cities from establishing noise limits 
on leaf blowers emitting a noise level of 65 dBA or less, measured at 50 feet away in accordance 
with standards established by ANSI (American National Standards Institute). The bill would also 
provide that cities could not prohibit the use of leaf blowers except between the hours of 6:00 pm 
and 8:00 am on weekdays and 5 :00 pm and 9:00 am on weekends. Several local governments as 
well as the League of California Cities have lobbied against the passage of this bill on the grounds 
that it would restrict local control of these matters. This bill, if successful, would partially preempt 
Manhattan Beach's current regulations (the portion that relates to permitted hours of operation) and 
would nullify the proposed Ordinance if it is adopted. 

On August 26, 1998 the State Assembly approved SB 14. The bill subsequently returns to the 
Senate, the house of origin, for concurrence. Concurrence must happen before the end of the 
legislative session (August 31) and if it does not, the bill is dead. With Senate concurrence, the bill 
would go to the Governor who has 30 days to either approve or veto it. A copy of the bill text and 
analysis is attached for reference (Exhibit 6). 

ALTERNATIVES 

Upon conduct of the public hearing on this matter, the Council may: 

1. Introduce Ordinance No. 1986 as submitted, or with minor text changes. 
2. Continue the public hearing to a date certain and provide direction to staff. 
3. Receive and file this report with no further action. 

Attachments: 
Exhibit 1: Proposed Ordinance 1986 
Exhibit 2: CC minutes, 6/16/98 
Exhibit 3: Table N-2, MB General Plan 
Exhibit 4: Letters in favor of a leaf blower ban 
Exhibit 5: Packet of material submitted by CLCA 
Exhibit 6: SB 14 Analysis 

c: Jeff Graham 
Mike Garcia, CLCA representative 

rl H leaf blowers cc 9/01/98 
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ORDINANCE NO. 1986 

AN ORDINANCE OF TIIE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
MANHATTAN BEACH, CALIFORNIA, ADDING A NEW 
SECTION 5.48.330 AND AMENDING SECTIONS 5.48.100, 
5.48.240 AND 5.48.275 OF CHAPTER 48, TITLE 4 OF THE 
MANHATTAN BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO 
PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN LEAF BLOWERS 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MANHA TT AN BEACH, 
CALIFORNIA DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION I. The City Council of the City of Manhattan Beach hereby finds as 
follows: 

A. The use of portable leaf blowers create§ excessive noise and pollution; 

B. Viable alternative§ to such devices are rakes and brooms which produce no noise and 
pollution; 

C. In order to protect the environment and the quality of life of residents of the City this is an 
area which the City can and should regulate by prohibiting all portable_leafblower devices. 

SECTION 2. A new section 5.48.330 is hereby added to Chapter48 of Title 5 of 
the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code to read as follows: 

"5.48.330 Mechanical Blowers 

A. Defined. Whenever used in this Code, the words "mechanical blower" shall refer to 
a portable device which is used.._ designed or operated to produce a current of air by mechanical, 
electrical or other means to push, propel or blow dirt, dust, leaves, grass clippings, trimmings, 
cuttings, refuse or debris. · 

B. Prohibited. Use of mechanical blowers for any purpose shall be prohibited. 

C. Enforcement. Violation of this section shall constitute an infraction and shall be 
punishable as described in Section 1.04.0IOB of this Code. Any offense which would 
otherwise constitute an infraction shall be deemed a misdemeanor if a defendant has been 
convicted of three or more violations of this chapter within the twelve (12) month period 
immediately preceding the commission of the offense. For this purpose, a bail forfeiture shall 
be deemed to be a conviction of the offense charged." 

SECTION 3. Sections 5.48.100, 5.48.240 and 5.48.275 of Chapter 48 of Title 5 of the 
Manhattan Beach Municipal Code shall be amended in their entirety to read as follows: 

"5.48.100 Domestic Power Tools 

A. It is. prohibited for any person to operate or permit the operation of any 
power saw, sander, drill, grinder, or similar tool, or pneumatic or other air-
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powered tool except between'7:30 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. so as to be audible at or 
beyond the property line where the tool is located. 

B. It is prohibited for any person to operate, or permit the operation of any 
internal combustion powered lawn mower or other power operated lawn 
maintenance tool within the City except during the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 
p.m. Monday through Friday, and except during the hours of 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 
p.m. on Saturday, Sunday, and City specified holidays) or as provided by 
section 5.48.275 and 5.48.330 below." 

"5.48.240 Residential Lawn Maintenance Activities 

Residential lawn and garden maintenance activities are exempted from the provisions of this 
Ordinance except as prohibited in Sections 5.48. l 00 and 5.48.330." 

"5.48.275 Landscaping Maintenance Plans 

All landscape maintenance activities (including steam-cleaning) for a site over five acres 
which are expressly permitted by a landscaping maintenance plan which has been approved by 
the Director of Community Development are exempted from the provisions of this ordinance 
except for the provisions of Section 5.48.330 of this Chapter." 

SECTION 4. All other provisions of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code shall remain 
unchanged and continue in full force and effect. 

SECTION 5. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held to invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court or competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of the 
ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each 
section, subsection, sentence, clause, and phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or 
more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. 

SECTION 6. Any provisions of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code, or appendices 
thereto, or any other ordinances of the City, to the extent that they are inconsistent with this 
ordinance, and no further, are hereby repealed. 

SECTION 7. This notice shall be published by one insertion in The Beach Reporter, the 
official newspaper of the City, and this ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and 
operation thirty (30) days after its final passage and adoption. 

SECTION 8. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this ordinance; shall cause 
the same to be entered in the book of original ordinances of said City; shall make a minute of 
the passage and adoption thereof in the records of the meeting at which the same is passed and 
adopted; and shall within fifteen (15) days after the passage and adoption thereof cause the 
same to be published by one insertion in The Beach Reporter, the official newspaper of the City 
and a weekly newspaper of general circulation, published and circulated within the City of 
Manhattan Beach hereby designated for that purpose. 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this __ day of __ , 1998. 
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...... 

Ayes: 
Noes: 
Absent: 
Abstain: 

Mayor, City ofManhattanBeach, California 

ATIEST: 

City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TD F22aq( 

B~ • 
City Attorney 



9810616.19 Mr. Yury G11rvich Re Concerns Relative to Citv Council 

Mr. Yury Gurvich, 1430 :- 11th Street, voiced his concern that his character was assassinated at 
a previous Council meeting; that the Councilmembers never respond to comments he makes at 
the meetings; and that the Councilmembers are not concerned about Manhattan Beach. He 
questioned why the Council apparently feels more parking is needed in the Downtown area and 
said that he will continue his actions until the Council stops their anti-residential activity, or until 
they are thrown out of government. 

9810616.20 Ms. Judy Scott Re Garden Tour 

On behalf of VOICE, Ms. Judy Scott announced the upcoming garden tour to benefit the 
botanical gardens at Polliwog Park on Sunday, June 28, 1998. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

None. 

GENERAL BUSINESS 

9810120.19-13 Discussion ofleafBlower Re~ulations 

Senior Planner Rosemary Lackow presented the staff report. She clarified that this was not a 
public hearing, but an opportunity for interested parties to address the City Council and for the 
Council to discuss the idea of setting a public hearing to amend the City's Noise Ordinance to 
further restrict leaf blowers. 

In answer to questions from the Council, Senior Planner Lackow provided input with regard to 
other cities' ordinances which regulate leaf blowers. 

Referring to written material of record distributed at the meeting and a petition signed by 
residents opposed to leaf blowers, Mr. Jeff Graham, 2204 Laurel Avenue, discussed the 
negative aspects of leaf blowers, including pollution, noise and the blowing of garbage from one 
property to the next. Mr. Graham emphasized that leaf blowers are hazardous to our health;· 
related his understanding that leaf blower bans have been successful in other cities; and asked the 
Council to ban leaf blowers in Manhattan Beach as soon as possible. Following inquiries from 
the Council, Mr. Graham indicated that gas powered leaf blowers are more polluting; that he 
would prefer banning all types of leaf blowers; and that, should leaf blowers be allowed in 
Manhattan Beach, he would favor electrical ones. 

Having signed the petition opposing leaf blowers out of friendship, Mr. Bill Triplett, 228 -
18th Street, contended that there are bigger issues which the Council should be addressing. As 
an attorney who has spent much time in environmental Jaw, Mr. Triplett affirmed that leaf 
blowers pollute the air; however he said that the main problem appears to be noise pollution, 
which is also caused by car alarms and helicopters near the beach (especially on weekends). 
Should leaf blowers be banned, he suggested that they be replaced with electrical vacuums. 

Councilmember Jones stated her intent to examine what can be done to regulate helicopters 
flying over Manhattan Beach. 

City Council Meeting Minutes of June 16, 1998 4 
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Referring to written material of record distributed at the meeting, Mr. Harry Ford, Jr., 54 
Village Circle, strongly urged the Council to ban leaf blowers throughout the City. He voiced 
his hope that any ban imposed will be enforceable and suggested that the idea of imposing 
citations/fees on violators be considered. He highlighted the need to address the use of leaf 
blowers on commercial properties near residential areas. 

Mr. Jerry Schwartz, 1550 - 21st Street, expressed his opm1on that this issue has been 
overstated. Should leaf blowers be banned, he suggested that chippers and gasoline powered 
lawn mowers also be banned; mentioned that leaf blowers are manufactured because there is a 
market for them; and explained that he tolerates noisy things such as leaf blowers because they 
are necessary to his way of life. 

As the parent of two asthmatic children, Mr. Mike Dunitz, 1440 - 10th Street, voiced his 
opposition to leaf blowers. 

A speaker whose name was inaudible read aloud a letter from a Manhattan Beach 
teacher/resident opposing gasoline powered leaf blowers. 

Ms. Margaret Jose supported banning all leaf blowers. She noted an Air Quality Management 
District/Environmental Protection Agency study on the relationship of air quality and respiratory 
problems. Ms. Jose advised that dust from school construction has negatively affected her 
granddaughter. 

Ms. Helen Chrisman, P.O. Box 1945, questioned what would happen if people would spend as 
much time talking about more important issues as they have spent talking about leaf blowers. 

Councilmember Jones indicated that she is in favor of further regulating leaf blowers, including 
banning gasoline powered ones. She related her desire of additional information on the 
difference in the noise level of gasoline and electrical powered leaf blowers and supported 
holding a public hearing on this matter. She said that she does not want to see a huge use of 
water as an alternative to leaf blowers, but noted that such things as rakes and brooms could be 
used; recommended that the idea of banning other items, such as chippers and gasoline powered 
lawn mowers, also be discussed; and requested that copies of other cities' ordinances banning 
leaf blowers be provided to the Councilmembers. 

Mayor Pro Tern Napolitano related his continued concern over leaf blowers. He pointed out that, 
should cities ban gasoline powered leaf blowers, the market will address the need for electrical 
ones. Mayor Pro Tern Napolitano favored banning leaf blowers and he noted the need to discuss 
their use near residential areas. 

Councilmember Wilson supported holding a public hearing to further discuss this topic. She 
questioned to what extent leaf blowers should be banned and related her feeling that this is a 
major issue in that the "quality of life" in Manhattan Beach is extremely important. 

Councilmember Lilligren voiced his opposition to banning leaf blowers. He felt that the clean 
yards resulting from leaf blowers are worth related detriments. 

Mayor Cunnigham stated his preference for an ordinance which bans gasoline powered leaf 
blowers; but, he would like to leave the door open for electrical ones. 

City Attorney Robert V. Wadden, Jr. advised that there is no legal requirement to hold a public 
hearing on leaf blowers. 

City Council Meeting Minutes of June 16, 1998 5 



The Council directed staff to~ a public hearing on Tuesday, September 1, 1998, to discuss leaf 
blowers and asked that the consideration of this topic be noticed. 

9711007.30-14 Presentation of Plans and Svecifications for Sevulveda Corridor Phase 1 and 
Authorize Advertisement o(Bids 

Pu ic Works Director Neil Miller presented the staff report. He explained that the design of the 
impr ements for Phase l of the Sepulveda Corridor has been completed and that the project is 
ready t ut out to bid. He clarified that, contrary to information in the staff report, Phase II 
improvem ts do not include keystone comer bollards and related staff)! anticipation that, 
should the uncil approve the authorization to advertise bids at this time, the project should be 
completed be e 1999. Responding to questions from the Council, Public Works Director 
Miller advised th the joint street widening project with the City of El Segundo and Caltrans is 
scheduled to begin · n January 1999 and staff, therefore, recommends that the corridor work 
proposed for the se nt of Sepulveda Boulevard between Rosecrans and Marine Avenues be 
rescheduled to follow t street widening work. He indicated that a double left-tum lane on 
northbound Sepulveda B levard at Manhattan Beach Boulevard is not in the scope of the 
project; that it could be don with Federal funds, should they be received; and that there would 
be some issue of right of way. 

Community Development Director 'chard Thompson advised that the Jiffy Lube proposal at the 
comer of Manhattan Beach and Sepu eda Boulevards might include a right of way issue. 

Mayor Pro Tern Napolitano emphasize he need for timely improvements on Pacific Coast 
Highway between Marine Avenue and 18th treet. 

Public Works Director Miller explained that the ity cannot work on Caltrans highways (such as 
Sepulveda Boulevard) without a permit, which uld be difficult to obtain in this case due to 
liability reasons. However, as an interim measure, altrans will put a maintenance overlay on 
Sepulveda Boulevard. Following a question from the Council, Mr. Miller clarified that the 
Council previously approved that the design for the impr vements should proceed. 

MOTION: Councilmember Jones moved to accent the esentation; approve the plans and 
specifications for the Sepulveda Corridor Phase I Project; an o authorize the advertisement of • 
competitive bids. The motion was seconded by Councilm ber Wilson and passed by 
unanimous roll call vote. 

Ayes: 
Noes: 

Jones, Napolitano, Wilson, Lilligren and Mayor Cunnin 
None. 

Absent: None. 
Abstain: None. 

9810616. 

(Not-to-Exceed $35.000> 

Assistant to the City Manager David Doyle provided the staff report. He advise that the 
creation of a new Downtown Business Improvement District was identified 1 as desirabl 
Downtown Strategic Action Plan. 

Representing the Downtown Manhattan Business and Professional Association Board f 
Directors and the Business Improvement District (BID) Formation Committee, Mr. Davi 
Levin, 300 Manhattan Beach Boulevard, explained that this issue arose during discussions of 
the Downtown Strategic/ Action Plan. He recommended that a consultant be hired to assist with 
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Rosio Lackow 

~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------To: 
Subje1:t: 

Jefferson Graham 
RE: My Statement 

-----Original Message----- _,r 
From: .Jefferson Graham [mailto:jeffersongraham@prodigy.net] .«(----­
Sent: ~;aturday, August 22, 1998 7:36 AM 
To: Rosie Lackow 
Subject: My Statement 

I did hear from the Sacramento contact that SB 14 wasn't heard on Friday. 
Also, Harry Ford sent me his statement for your report which made me realize 
I hadn't written anything for it! So, if it's not too late, here goes ... 

Statement from Jefferson Graham, 2209 Laurel Avenue 

The City Council has a very clear-cut and easy decision to make. They can 
take a :;tand to better the quality of life for its residents, or side with 
out of town lawn maintenance workers by continuing to allow the unrestricted 
Monda~1 through Friday 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. use of gasoline and methanol powered 
leaf blo..vers in our city. 

To reccsp: 
--According to CAL OSHA, exposure to more than 20 minutes a day of the 
averag1i gas leaf blower will result in hearing loss. 
--According to the SCAQMD, one hour of leaf blower exhaust fumes is 
equivalimt to six hours from an automobile. 
--Leaf tlowers are major polluters that contribute nothing to society. 

Have you ever heard an average citizen stand up and say, "Hey, I like leaf 
blowers." Probably not. Of the 22 letters written this year to our local 
paper, ·1-he Beach Reporter, in response to the Leaf Blower issue, some 93% 
were in total support of a ban in Manhattan Beach-only two writers 
disagre1~d. 

It was citizen outrage about the noise and pollution produced by leaf 
blowers that caused city councils in some 20 major California cities to 
institute bans. (They include Beverly Hills, Santa Monica, Laguna Beach, 
Hermosa Beach, Malibu, Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Lawndale, Lomita and 
West Hollywood.) 

Despite claims that rates will go up, gardeners will lose work and lawns 
will be c; mess, I have forwarded information to the city that none of these 
things did indeed happen in other cities with leaf blower bans. Rates are 
still where they were, most gardeners are learning how to do their jobs the 
way the / did before blowers-with rakes and brooms, and citizens still have 
clean la-Nns. 

Yet still, gardeners loudly cry that they can't live without their 
blowers-despite the health risks of a machine that seriously harms their 
iearing and breathing. 

While I <.1m in support of a total ban-like Hermosa Beach-I am willing to 
compromise. If these people feel blowers are so important to their work, 
fine, let them blow-with an electric blower, which has been shown to be 

1 1 



better for the environment. There have also been reports about a new battery 
powered blower that could work. • 

Finally, let me ask you a hypothetical question. What if I was a·house 
painter who serviced homes in Manhattan Beach, and I came to the city and 
said that with an old-fashioned brush and roller, I couldn't paint enough 
homes in a day to make it worth my while? 

So now, I've corne up with a way to BLOW the paint onto the homes instead. 
The oniy downside, of course, is that the process is incredibly noisy, and 
really, 1eally stinky. But who cares? No one's home anyway. 

Oh yeah. There's also one more thing. After I leave the house, this new kind 
of paint leaves behind particulates in the air which are kind of harmful to 
breathe. They remain in the air for hours, and inhaling them into your lungs 
is kind of like smoking cigarettes. 

But who cares? No one's home. And besides, I have to paint more houses and 
this is tl1e only way I can do it. 

Well, honorable Mayor and City Council members, I would hope that you would 
say to this house painter that his way of work was unacceptable in your 
city. That it was a nuisance and serious health risk for your citizens. 

I would hope you would say the same thing about gasoline and methanol 
powered leaf blower use in Manhattan Beach. With our beaches, small town 
atmosphere, great parks and community programs, Manhattan Beach is the 
California dream that is envied all over the globe. We just have this one 
asteris~. that could easily be taken care of, by doing something that 
supports our citizens, as opposed to the people who work for them. 

Please vote to better the quality of life in Manhattan Beach, by returning 
breathe ble air and peace to our neighborhoods by banning gasoline powered 
and methanol powered leaf blowers! 

2 
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Manhattan Beach City Council 
City of Manhattan Beach 
1400 Highland Ave. 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

(1 

16 July 1998 

Subject: Noise Ordinance and Health issues by Leaf Blowers 

Dear Mr. Steve Napolitano, Mayor Pro Tern 

I would like to provide my input regarding the noise and health 
issues created by leaf blowers. I understand there will be a 
future hearing on this subject. 

On 9 July 98 at 1:30PM two leaf blowers were blowing up a fury of 
dust clouds at 1203 N. Sepulveda Blvd. They were cleaning the 
parking lot of the Creative Preschool located at the rear of the 
building. The noise from the equipments was loud. They were 
blowing dirt and leaves toward the street which they later 
gathered up. The other leaf blower used his equipment and blew 
between the plants in the enclosed planter area thereby stirring 
up dirt, tossing up cat feces and other waste particles into the 
air. He then blew them into the neighboring vacant lot. The 
workers were approached by the Oak Ave residents. They were asked 
to rake the leaves and other waste materials in lieu of blowing 
them around. It appeared they did not want to listen or ignoring 
what we were asking them. 

I recommend the ban of all leaf blowing equipment in the City of 
Manhattan Beach. Lets keep our environment free of polluters who 
have no regard for other peoples' health and property. Our neigh­
boring cities have enforced a ban on leaf blowing equipment. Why 
can't we? 

cc: Ms Rosemary Lackow, Planner 
Community Development Dept. 

Very Respectively, 

i)?' --~, ~tl1,,c;t1. . " ''( 



08/05/1998 13:22 3105465117 

arry A. Ford, Jr. 
54 VIiiage Circle 
Manhattan Beach, Callfomla 90266-7 
Phone & Fax: ( 310-648-6117) 
E-mail: Sealmage9@aol.com 

To: Bomd of MVEHA, and Tony Navano of Ava 

To: Manhattan VUlage MaH General Manager via 

To: Richard Thompson, Rosemary Lackow, Julie 

Fax: ( 310-545-7469) Board ofMVEHA Pages: 

Phone: (310-546-1737) Data: 

FORDS 

I 

' 
Re: RE: continuing violations of Noise Ordinance & Man~n 

0 Urgent liZJ For Review D Please Comment Reply : 0 Please Recycle 

: ! .\ 

PAGE 01 

Since the leaf blower Ordinance is coming up before C unal I /though I would let you kn '. . I a · e Manhattan 
Village Mall continues not to follow the Noise Ordinance and ~ ng plan they had ag· · · This morning 

around 8:00 a.m. the leaf blower was in the area by th homes: near lph's market and ~ : r gate (pink 
area) (report# 293). Per the Plan they are not sup to be\ in this rea until after 8:30 . i' ·ng the week 
(9:00 a.m. in the rest of City, and no Saturday or Sund . Repo~ nu us violations sin · • 9 .. When is the 
Mall going to start following the Noise Ordinance ? lease lrevoke their special i ' ·~ i' ance MBMC 
5.48.275 at the Council meeting where the leaf blower Ordina~ce is · as the Mali · s ~ been able to 
consistently follow the rules since 1985. Also, ban the I af bloWers on mmercial property I k . er cities, and 
within 500 feet of residential like the City of Los Angeles, and ban m ol or other fuels th~ :~ e · in the same 
noisy blowers, and noisy electric blowers. Also I re bl~rs out t improper times a '. ·~ · of times this 
year (at least four), and to new Mall management at a m ·ng ~th H eowner's Associati ' j · • · ulie Clift. 

Last report that I bothered to make was 3129/98 when oken by. leaf tlower, and street around 8:00 
a.m. on SUNDAY MORNING out behind Ralph's mark 

Ralph's ~Hy leaving trash car1s o I 
I 

\ 

Thank& for your assistance in advance. Any questions? 

i 
Hopefully some time before the millennium is over we wi be able to 
environment outlined in the Noise Ordinance Policy? 

E 

I 

: ! 

: I 
''; 

rience the peacefUl · 

HIBIT 
$ '-/ 
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Harry A. Ford, Jr. 
54 Village Circle 
Manhattan Dea.ch, California 90266-7222 
l>bone & Fax: 310-546-5117 
-mail: Seaimage9@aol.com 

l1 

Thursday, August 20, 1998 - Hand Deliver to Rosemary Lackow's office at City Hall for 98/0901.xx (9/1/98) 

Honorable Mayor Cunningham, and City Council Members Jones, Lilligren, Napolitano, and Wilson, and 
Rosemary Lackow, Senior Planner, 
City of Manhattan Beach, 1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach, California 90266-4795 

Dear Honorable Mayor, City Council Members, and City Staff: 

Re:,> ;,,, 98/090txxrWritten commehts,.questions; and sugg(:!stions· for, the 9/1/98 agenda item; 
Amendment of the Noise Ordinance for Leaf Blowers, etc. · 

I would strongly urge the City Council to BAN noisy leaf blowers, and regulate hours of other noisy 
equipment that is not specifically regulated by the Noise Ordinance, throughout the City of Manhattan Beach. 

The proposed ordinance should also eliminate the special interest exemption for properties over 5 acres; 
MBMC 5.48.275. In the year since this new ordinance was adopted I have continued to be disturbed by the 
Manhattan Village Mall's leaf blower and street sweeper (with an attached leaf blower the driver uses should 
also be banned) which have operated in violation of their agreed upon hours. Despite notification to the Mall 
and City the violations have continued, including being awoken at 8:00 a.m. on Sunday morning by the Mall's 
leaf blower and street sweeper. There is no difference if the noise and pollution is coming from a commercial 
property on the other side of the fence, versus your neighbors yard. Other cities commercial properties, by 
residential, have been able to get along without leaf blowers, why can't those in Manhattan Beach? 

One of the major problems with this, and other, noisy equipment on commercial property is the difficulty 
in enforcing the ordinance. Other city ordinances ban various types of equipment within 500 feet of residential 
properties. As long as. there is no penalty for those who use leaf blowers, they will continue to be abused. How 
many citations for leaf blowers. and other noisy equipment, have been issued in Manhattan Beach over the last 
three years? Please also refer to the General Plan sections I have quoted on the attached page. Table 3 of the 
City's Noise Ordinance (MBMC 5.58.010) provides Exterior Noise Standards which may not be exceeded for a 
cumulative period of more than 5 minutes in any hour; for residential the limit from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. is 60 
decibels, and 55 decibels for more than 15 minutes in any hour. If one was foolish enough to leave your 
window open the Interior Noise Standard in MBMC 5.68.020 provide for no more than 45 decibels for more 
than~ minutes in any hour from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. Even a 65.decibel blower would violate the City Ordinance. 

I would also urge the City Council to pass a motion to send a letter to California State Senator Richard 
Polanco (Senator.Polanca@SEN.CA.GOV - e-mail) to continue to make this a LOCAL quality of life issue. 

The only way residents will be able to enjoy a peaceful and quiet neighborhood is if leaf blowers, and 
other noisy equipment used early in the morning or late at night and on weekends and City specified holidays, 
are banned throughout the City, and effective enforcement occurs. Why doesn't the Cities landscape 
maintenance contractor use leaf blowers, and for how long? The following Cities banned leaf blowers long ago; 
Carmel in 1975, Beverly Hills in 1976, and Laguna Beach in 1993, etc. 

Q/ease return Manhattan Beach to a peace{Ul and quiet small town atmosphere ! 

Sincerely, Harry A. Ford, Jr. ~~~"'-.. ~ 
Attachment: 5 pages - materials for the City Council for the June 16, 1998 Council meeting. 

1 



August13, 1998 

City Council 
CIO 

Rick and Susan Boettner 
1605 Magnolia Avenue 

Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Department of Community Development 
1400 Highland 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

RE: noise ordinance and ban on use of leafblowers 

Dear Sirs, 

I have lived in Manhattan Beach since 1968 and have never been incited enough 
to write a formal letter to you regarding an issue affecting our community. No 
longer. Leaf blowers are not only a noise nuisance in my area, but a polluting 
nuisance as well. Since I moved to east Manhattan a year ago, I have found the 
problem particularly bothersome. Every week we have at least four separately 
contracted gardeners blowing debris from one house to the other, usually on 
separate days. Since I work from home and have an infant, it makes me nuts 
and keeps my son from having any peace and quiet. Also, noise, smell from the 
gasoline, and the dust always end up on my porch. 

My husband does the gardening the old fashioned way .. with a broom and a lawn 
mower ... so he knows firsthand how much effort it takes to do a lawn and minor 
landscaping in a house such as ours. You can't convince either him or myself 
that the leafblowers are 1) more effective or 2) more efficient than regular 
gardening. I personally would love to see them banned immediately. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ 
Susan Lundin-Boettner 
1605 Magnolia Avenue 

PlECEIVED 

AUG 1 7 1998 
•MNACJttfS OFftCE 



August 11, 1998 

Manhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

City Council: 

RECEIVED 

AUG t 31998 
~GE"'S OFFICt: 

Attached is a letter I have sent to the Beach Reporter 
stating my position on the ban of leaf blowers in 
Manhattan Beach. The letter explains my reasons for 
supporting a ban on leaf blowers in our community. 

Sincerely. 

Madonna Newburg 
2008 John St. 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-2610 
310-546-1876 

/ 
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August 11, 1998 

Beech Reporter 
500 S. Sepulveda #215 
Menhettan Beech, CA 90266 

Dear Letters-to-the-Editor: 

The Manhetten Beech City Council has scheduled a 
community meeting on Tuesday, September 1 to discuss a 
proposed ben on leaf blowers. I hope homeowners will be 
there to meke their voices heerd ebout this issue. 

I am taking a stand ageinst the use of leaf blowers in 
our community. Twenty major cities in California have 
made them illegal with good reason. The blowers are 
hazardous to our health for their air and noise 
pollution. 

I understand the gardeners's fear of losing time and 
money on their jobs. We know that the gardeners using 
the leaf blowers suffer from the air end noise pollution 
from these machines. It seems to me that spending a 
little more time with rakes end brooms is a small price 
to pay for better health for the gerdeners. 

Save the date of September l and make your voice heard. 

Medonna Newburg 
2008 .John St. 
Manhettan Beech, CA 90266-2610 
310-546-1876 

ll 
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TEL. (310) 545-1935 

Gecf P 
B~ 

l/~T" 
-rao 

Manhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland Ave 

June 16, 1998 

Dear Mayor and City Council, 

'58 J.1' 17 AJJ =46 

Regarding leaf blower regulations within the city, I would like to see a complete ban 
on their use. These contraptions are more often than not extremely loud and are used 
by professional gardeners at all hours, every day of the week (on Sunday 14th. June at 
3 p.m. when I was relaxing in my yard the peace was shattered by the gardener arriving 
next door with his loud machines - he often comes between 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. on 
weekends, disturbing any entertaining we might want to do). The quality of life in 
Manhattan Beach has certainly declined since the advent of these noisy, air polluting 
machines; we are bombarded with noise, the dust level created by particles airborne 
by these blowers is incredible, and the release of gasoline pollutants decreases the air 
quality. When we add these to the noise from the Chevron refinery, LAX, and 
helicopters flying over, the air pollutants from those sources and Allied Chemical, the 
cumulative impacts become considerable. It is not very easy to compel large 
corporations like Chevron and Allied Chemical, or Public facilities like LAX , to reduce 
their noise and air pollution. However, leaf blowers we can control! · 

Other cities have banned the use of leaf blowers out of concern for the adverse effects 
of noise and air pollution on their citizens and I would like to see Manhattan Beach 
follow suite. 

yours sincerely, 

~~~ 
Jill Weisbord 



Dear city council members, 

Please ban leaf blowers. They don't just blow leafs they blow dirt and 
dust. ·We live on the top of 15th street and the home owners to our west 
have gardeners that use them. There is usually a breeze coming from the 
ocean and along with the blowers every bit of street and yard debre and 
dust blows into our air, yard and house. I have talked to the gardeners 
and asked them to please sweep but I was told that they to not carry a 
broom on their truck and my offer to loan them one was turned down. If you 
live anywhere where there is a breeze the blowers make for a small dust 
storm. I have on several occasions, when they did not know I was looking, 
seen the gardners not even bother to rake the grass and leafs but just to 
blow it all into the bushes and our yard and the street. We mow our lawn 
and we use a broom and a little water ...... what do you know --- no 
dust. 

Thank you for concedering this matter. 

Ralph and Dolorine Mann 
613 15th St. 
M.B. 
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FAX COVER SHEET t I 
~ RECEIVED 

Wednesday, August 19, 1998 02:52:4S1Tp~ERK'S OFFICE 

To: City Council 
Fax #: 545-9927 

'98 AUG 19 PS :25 

From: 
Fax: 2 pages and a cover page. 

Note: 
Good afternoon, 

Please include our Memo re leaf blowers in 
the Staff Report for the September 
1 hearing on leaf blowers. 

Could you please provide copies of the 
Memo re Oppose SB-14 to members of the 
City Council? Please let me know if this is 
not possible. 

Thank you very much. 

Cathy Bergeron 

cc: CoVl"lc•· L 
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To: Manhattan Beach City Council 
c/o Department of Comm~nity Development 

From: Cathy Bergeron 
1909 Harkness Street, 
Manhattan Beach, California 90266 
310-379-0972 

Date:August 1~. 1998 

Re: Leaf Blowers 

What is a leaf blower? It is a machine that blows lawn 
maintenance debris from one property to another property or to 
the street and sidewalk areas. This debris often includes 
pesticides, trash and dog droppings. It is disgusting. A leaf 
blower does not clean up anything. It blows the debris somewhere 
else. Notably, it is blown off the property of the person paying 
for the service. This family is among the many in this community 
who no longer care to tolerate the use leaf blowers. 

There has been discussion of some need to balance noise pollution 
with economic issues. There is nothing to balance. Using a leaf 
blower saves time and probably reduces the cost of the service. 
This certainly does not mean that money will be lost by not using 
them. The lawn maintenance company can and should charge a price 
that compensates them for the work they do. If my neighbor wants 
to professionally maintain his lawn, I am sure he can also afford 
to have cleanup to be done in an appropriate manner. 

My family and I are entitled to the peaceful enjoyment of our 
home. We have a seven-year old son, and I run a transcription 
business from our home. As a result of the noise, fumes and 
debris blowing around from leaf blowers, we frequently are forced 
to come in from playing outside. We routinely have to shut the 
doors and windows to reduce the noise level to a point where we 
can hear ourselves. I have had to terminate telephone calls 
because I cannot hear or be heard over these machines. 

The situation is simply not acceptable to us. We ask you to keep 
in mind the fact that not just one lawn is being cared for on a 
given day or even at a given time. There have been many 
occasions on our street where two or more lawns are being worked 
on at the same time or on the same day. 

This family supports a ban on gas powered leaf blowers. 
Actually, we support an absolute ban on all leaf blowers in 
Manhattan Beach. We urge you to vote in favor of such a ban for 
Manhattan Beach. 



To: Manhattan Beach City Council 
c/o Department of Comntunity Development 

From: Cathy & Phil Bergeron 
1909 Harkness Street 
Manhattan Beach, California 90266 
310-379-0972 

Date: August 15, 1998 

Re: Oppose SB-1~ - Protect Manhattan Beach's 
Right To Hake A Choice On Leaf Blowers 
and Other Similar Equipment 

As you may know, SB-1~ is now awaiting action by the 
Assembly having been passed by the Senate. The passage of this 
bill will severely limit communities in the State of California 
in terms of restricting or banning th~ use of gas powered leaf 
blowers and other similar lawn maintenance equipment. It reads 
in part: 

l/ 

"This bill would prohibit a city, county, or city and 
county from prohibiting the use of leaf blowers meeting the 
established noise level standard, EXCEPT BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 
6:00 P.H. AND 8:00 A.H. ON WEEKDAYS AND BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 5:00 
P.H. AND 9:00 A.H. ON WEEKENDS. (Emphasis added.) 

We believe that the "noise level standard," which uses 
decibels, is a joke. It would be difficult, if not impossible to 
enforce. 

We urge you as a City Council and as individuals to 
express opposition to this bill. As you can see, it will do much 
more than take the decision making process out of our hands as a 
community. This bill will INCREASE by more than 60 percent the 
possible number of hours a week that this equipment could be used 
in Manhattan Beach. It does this by adding the hours of 8:00 
a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. weekdays AND the 
hours of 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on SATURDAY and SUNDAY. 

The situation is intolerable now. In spite of the fact 
that Manhattan Beach currently prohibits the use of gas powered 
leaf blowers on weekends, as I write this at 9:15 a.m. on 
Saturday I am listening to round two of a gas powered leaf 
blower being used by a neighbor's lawn maintenance company. 

Please help protect our right to make this decision for 
our community. Express opposition to Senate Bill 1~ and urge 
Governor Wilson to veto it should it pass. Thank you. 



Rosie Lackow 

From: 
1ent: 
io: 

Andrews, James, M.D. Uandrews@SURGERY.MEDSCH.ucla.edu] 
Monday, July 13, 1998 12:55 PM · 
Rosie Lackow 

Subject: RE: Banning Leaf Blowers 

My address is 118 S. Dianthus St., Manhattan Beach, CA 90266. In general 
the idea of leaf blowers is bad because they just scatter the debris 
everywhere else than the area of clean up. In addition the noise of the gas 
powered blowers is excessive. The best ecological way to clean up is the 
broom. 

From: Rosie Lackow 
To: 'James C. Andrews, M.D.' 
Subject: RE: Banning Leaf Blowers 
Date: Friday, July 10, 1998 1 :53PM 

Thank you for your message; it would be helpful to the Council if you 
provided your address; and further why you think they should be banned. 
Are you against all types of blowers or just the gas powered? 

---Original Message-----
From: James C. Andrews, M.D.[mailto:jandrews@surgery.medsch.ucla.edu] 
Sent: Friday, July 10, 1998 1:52 PM 
To: rlackow@ci. manhattan-beach .ca. us 
Subject: Banning Leaf Blowers 

I as a resident of Manhattan Beach would like to see leaf blowers banned 
from use in this city. 

1 
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ADDENDUM #13 - BACKGROUND PACKAGE 

• Article - CALIFORNIA LANDSCAPING, June/July 1997, "And The Ban Plays On For 
Leaf Blowers" 

• Article - HOME LAWN & LEISURE, July/August 1997, "A Quieter Blow-Hard" 
• Article - Los Angeles, CA, Times, July 4, 1997, "Leaf Blowers, A City By City 

Overview" 
• Editorial - GROUNDS MAINTENANCE, July 1997, "Gasoline-Powered Blowers; "How 

Do You Feel About Bans On Power Blowers?" 
• Article - LAWN & LANDSCAPE, July 1997, "Winds Of Change" 
• La Palma, California Leaf Blower Ordinance, April 1, 1997 
• Article - Long Beach, CA, Press-Telegram, July 20, 1997, "Leaf Blowers: There Are 

Health Concerns, Too" 
• Article - Telluride, CO, Times-Journal, July 17, 1997, "Leaf Blowers Huff And Puff A 

Bunch Of Mechanical Racket" 
• Article - Long Island, NY, Newsday, August 6, 1997, "Making Some Noise; Residents 

vs. Landscapers On Leaf Blowers" 
• Editorial - PRO, September/October 1997, "Still Making Noise About Blowers" 
• Council Agenda Report, City Of San Luis Obispo, Power Blower Committee Report And 

Proposed Noise Ordinance Amendments · 
• Labor Efficiency Comparison 

'EXHIBIT I 
J_ • 0--
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4318 Crystal Lake Road, Suite H. McHenry, Illinois 60050 Phone: 815/363-0909 Fax: 815/363-0933 e-mail: 1me@imeinc com 
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i\nJ thee B,!.n_Jt] JPlay§ On n 
f ((})r Leaf Bl((})wcer§ 

CLCA Coachtlla Valley Chapttr Prcsidtnt 
Bill Wolfs ttstifits btfort tht Palm Dtsm 
City Council to dissuadt tht council from 
banning ltaf blowtrs within tht citv. 
(Photo by Barbara Augsdorfcr.) . 

H's noc quiet on 
he "1\'escern front. 
nd for that land· 

s~ape professionals can 
h~ thankful. Outright 
b,ms, restrictions and 
proposed legislation sin· 
gling out leaf blowers 
are making the rounds 
in sever~ Southern 
California cities. The 
thinking seems co he. 
·•If Los Angeles can Jo 
it, why can't we?" Palm 
Desert, La Quinta and 
Indian Wdls (near Palm 
Springs) are oases for 
annual flocks of snow· 
birds. Residents can 'c 
do anything about the 
wind that blows and 
blows. but just try to 
pull the starter rope on 
a leaf blower. 

It all started ,,;ch the 
passage of che latest leaf. 
blower legislation lase 
summer bv the Los 

Angeles Cicy Council. This ordinance prohibits the use oi gas· 
powered leaf blowers \\ithin 500 ieet oi a residence. Durin~ the 
fight to Sa\•e leaf blowers in Los Angeles, Robin Pendergrast, a 
partner v.ith International ~larketing Exchange in ~fcHenry, 
Illinois. commented that it was important that the industry not 
lose in a city the size of Los Angeles. It would be too easy for 
smaller cities to follow suit. How right he was. The story was 
reported in the Los Angeles 1lmes, which is v.idely circulated 
throughout Southern California. 

Reacting to letters supporting a ban on leaf blowers. the Palm 
Desert City Council took cautious action. It voted in ~larch to 
ban leaf blowers v.ithin its city limits; however, the measure was 
put on hold by the city council pending meetings with the 
Coachella Valley Chapter oi the California Landscape 
Contractors Association (CLCA), the Desert Gardeners 
Association, homeowners' associations and manufacturers. 

CLCA released a six-page position paper stating its opposi­
tion to across-the-board bans on gasoline-powered leaf blowers. 

"CLCA belie\'es these bans are unnecessary, bad public pol­
icy and extremely harmful to the landscape industry," states the 
position paper. 

"CLC.\ belie,•es many clients can't afford or are not \\illing 

8 Culo(ornoa Lund.capon!!• htrf'l/\vw" tahfPrnooJlandscaron.~ '"m • Juncl)u/1· 1997 

By Barbara Augsdorier 

to pay ior the additional costs oi performing landscape maince· 
nance without the leaf blower." the position paper continues. 
"They would either allow their landscapes co Jeccriorate. do the 
work themseh·es. or tlaunc the law by using leai blowers or hir· 
ing gardeners \\illing co do so. The last option is a possibility 
because leaf-blower bans ha\'e been difficult to enforce in 
municipalities thac have passed an ordinance co Jaw." 

Between the !lfarch 27 and April 24 meetings oi the Palm 
Desert City Council. battle lines were drawn. Boch sides oi che 
leaf-blower issue senc letters and made phone calls co city hall 
voicing their opinions. Petitions pro and con were circulated 
and signed. 

"Those ior che ban are in ior a rude awakening." said 
Christine Coleman. a landscaper in Palm Desert in a phone 
inter\'iew prior to che meecin~. "We'\'e started a petition drin? 10 
stop the ban because these ordinances are jusc outrageous ... she 
continued. "We wane to see chac e\'eryone usin~ this equipment 
is educated to their proper use. If condominiums and gaced 
communities want to sec restrictions. more power co them: hue 
don't impose those rescriccions on ever•one else." she said. "If 
a ban passes in Palm Desert. nexc will '.Je Cathedral Cicy. chen 
Rancho ~firage and Palm Springs ... 

Fonvar<l E~c of the Battle . \rca 
Forward Edge of the Battle Arca is a military term. le can 

apply to the line drawn between chose ior and against lear' hlow· 
ers. People on boch sides cry the -minds and good intentions or' 
their elected officials who seem co he caught in the ul1ima1e 
Catch-22. 

"We Jemonscraced the [Echo! PB--i6LX and ic made a hit: 
impact," said Pendergrast. "And J'\'e met with !Los .-\ngelesj 
Mayor Richard Riordan se,·eral times. Xew technology has had 
a tremendous impact. The newer blowers are quieter and meet 
California Air Resources Board standards. It's going to he a con· 
tinuing process in Los Angeles. July 1 will noc pass \\ithouc a lot 
oi action.'' 

The "lot of action" was a proacth·e campaign and numerous 
demonstrations that resulted last month in the Los Angeles City 
Council revising the ordinance to eliminate the -45 dBa limica· 
tion from vacuums and allo\\ing the use of \'acuum accachmencs 
on leai blowers. 

"The bottom line is thac this is a major de,·elopment ior land· 
scape contractors," Pendergrast said. ".\ \'acuum attachmenc 
costs as little as S20-830 and it's \'ery easy to con\'ert a blower 
to a vacuum." 

But one by one, Palm Desert residents against leaf blowers 
voiced their opposition to the council. ''Leaf blowers are 
killers," one woman said in her attack at the .-\pril 24 meeting 
of the Palm Desert City Council. 

"These noisy dire blowers hm·e forced me co stop m~· mom· 



ing \\'alks." charged anmher resident. 
Similar attacks continued ior more than rwo hours during 

the puhlic: comment segment oi the meeting. 
"Put yourself in the place oi the little gu~·." Coleman said in 

her tescimonY heiore the city council. "\\'e can go hack to using 
brooms. It would be rhe same as cakin.g away your computers 
and iax machines and replacing them \\ith t~1)ewriters. \\'e can 
also go hack co the Jays ol using outhouses, but should we'?" 

Time and efficiency are the points addressed in the CLCA 
position paper: "~fost landscape industry estimates suggest that 
it takes at least iive times as long to clean a typical landscape 
site with a broom and rake than it does with a power leaf blow­
er. A similar estimate was prO\ided in 1994 by the city of San 
Luis Obispo for its parks and public buildings; the city"s main­
tenance super\'isors estimated that their crew would take 50 
hours to do work that took 10 hours with leai blowers, and that 
much ol the work would require the use of water. 

"Some estimates substantialh· exceed the fi\'e-times-one 
rule oi thumb: In a 1992 labor effi~iency comparison report. the 
city oi Whittier concluded that a job that took 2.25 hours with 
a backpack leai blower took i6 labor hours \\ith a hose and 282 
hours with a broom! The bottom line is that without leai blow­
ers. public agencies and prirnte owners would ha,·e to spend 
more time on outdoor work or accept a lower le,·el oi upkeep." 

The :'\oise Issue 
April JO also coincidentally happened to he the second 

annual "International :\'oise :\wareness Day." In publicizing this 
enmt. the Ltague for the Hard oi Hearing, based in New York 
City. released a poster shO\\ing decibel Je,·els oi \'arious noises. 
During the April 24 meeting, Palm Desert City Councilman 
Robert Spiegel held up the poster and read from it. ''It says here 
that leai blowers are 140 decibels and a· rock concert is 120 
decibels." An audible groan oi disbelief rose from the landscap­
ers in the council chambers. (According to The m)r/d .-\lmanac 
a jet plane at takeoff is measured at 100 decibels.) 

"\\'e measured them {the leaf blowers) oursel\'es," says 
~ancy :\'adlt:r. Director oi the ~oise Center for the Leagut: for 
the llard oi Hearing. ''Some are 110 dccihds on up to lJO. It 

Safe Sound Levels 
To avoid noise-induced hearing loss, OSHA recommends 

that hearing protection be worn when loudness levels and 
exposure times exceed allowable standards. Hearing protection 
will allow you to hear and understand everything, including 
voices and warning signals, but at a reduced level. 

Safe Sound Level 
90 dBa 
92 dBa 
95 dBa 
97 dBa 

100 dBa 
102 dBa 
105 dBa 
110 dBa 
115 dBa 

Time Allowed per Day 
8 hours 
6 hours 
4 hours 
3 hours 
2 hours 
90 minutes 
60 minutes 
30 minutes 
15 minutes 

Palm Desert City Councilman Robert Spiegel holds up a poster from the 
League for the Hard of Hearing promoting "Noise Awareness Day.· 
(Photo by Barbara AugsdDrjer.) 

depends on the model and the distance the user is from it." She 
was not aware of newer models \\ith lower decibel ratings. 

The CLCA position paper addresses the noise issue. "CLC.\ 
strongly encourages leai-blower manufacturers co place a high 
priority on noise reduction irnprO\·ements. Today's leai blowers 
are significantly more quiet than their predect:ssors of 10 years 
ago. ~fanufacturers have steadily reduced noise le\'els. and in 
recent vears one manufacturer has \'Oluncarih· adhered co a 
maxirn~m of iO decibels at full throttle at 50 ieet from the 
source. 

"The dBa rating oi the PB-l6LX ior the user is about 9J.". 
Pendergrast said. "\\'e recornmt:nd that hearing protection he 
used with all power equipment ... (Equipment rated at 9J deci­
bels can he used between iour and six hours per day heiore 
hearing damage occurs. according to a brochure published by 
the League for the Hard oi Hearing.) 

"CLCA belie\'es the \'ast majority of commercial operators 
use their leaf blowers responsibly," the position paper contin­
ues. "We acknowledge that improper use is a problem. It is 
caused chietly by lack oi knowledgt:, but it is sometimes a result 
of lack of courtesy ior others.·• CLC.\ ad\'ocates using lcai blow­
ers at half-throttle. which is sufficient to Jo an effecti\'e job and 
well below dangerous noise levels. 

Tht PB-46L\" 
grntraus 65 dBa 
at full throule at 
50 fur per A."iSI 
Bl 75.2-1990. It~ 
powered b.v a 44· 
cc, two-stroke 
commercial-

. grade cngif.lc. 
(Photo courtcsv: 
Echo Inc.) 



Protect Your Hearing l1 
Noise-induced hearing loss may be the most widespread potential health hazard. Anyone whose occupation requires 

exposure to extended periods of noise must wear some sort of hearing protection. 
Nationally, more than 5 million workers are exposed to hazardous noise and more than 1 million have suffered signifi­

cant hearing loss as a result of noise exposure. Hazardous noise is any continuous sound that exceeds 84 decibels or any 
brief (impact) sound that exceeds 140 decibels. 

The decibel is an arbitrarv unit of loudness. It doesn't matter whether you're hearing a chain saw or amplified music. at 
levels above 84 decibels, yo~ are at risk of developing a noise-induced hearing loss. A noise-induced hearing loss is typical­
ly painless and so gradual that it goes unnoticed in the early stages. Later, victims may complain that speech is hard to 
understand and often resort to asking others to repeat themselves. 

With proper precautions, hearing loss due to noise is preventable. The use of properly fitted hearing protective de\ices 
(HPDs), provides excellent hearing protection and comfort. If you wear your HPDs and receive monitoring audiograms on 
schedule, you could avoid a permanent hearing disorder. Ears don't get toughened or "used to" noise; deafness takes place. 

Everyone gradually loses some hearing as they get older. But, if you add noise-induced hearing loss during your career. 
what's it going to be like when you retire? If you protect your precious gift of hearing today, a hearing aid might not be need­
ed tomorrow. 

Adapcedfrom the Na-cal Medical Information Marn14ement Center Web site at: htcp:ll'U1WW-nmimc.med.nat:y.mil. 

:'\ot Gone With the Wind 
Bill \\'olfs. president of the Coachella \'alley Chapter and also 

a resident oi Palm Desert, told the council that CLCA is in the 
midst oi an educational program ior its members. ''\\'e advocate 
that hlowers he used only during normal husiness hours:· Wolis 
told the council. 

"\\'e also advocate usin~ leaf hlowers at half-power. which is 
enoui;h ior most johs. ·• Wolfs continued. ".\nd there are no 
known links to upper-respiratory ailments and leai hlowers ... he 

These restrictions mirror those found in manv area coun­
try cluhs. which are governed by autonomous homeowners' 
associations. , 

Ordinance 842 is scheduled to take effect on June 8. "By 
the time the ordinance is on the books, we will have guide­
lines in place ior the registration and licensing of leaf blower 
equipment." says M. E\•elyn Bridges, Senior Code 
Compliance Officer for Palm Desert. "And onlv commercial 
leaf blowers will have to be registered." · 

The city council is also looking into the possibility of a 
huy-hack program for older equipment, which will help 
smaller landscape companies buy equipment that conforms 
with the new restrictions. 

CLCA Executive Board Vice President David Norred, 
owner of Nor-Land Landscaping in Laguna Niguel, is a liaison 
to the Coachella Valley Chapter. Norred was instrumental in 
helping to change the minds of the Palm Desert Citv Council. 

"The [Palm Desert) city council was adamant ~ainst the 
blowers before the demonstration in earlv March." The 
demonstration was arranged to compare v~rious pieces of 
landscaping equipment and their noise factors. Test items 
included an electric leaf blower, the Echo PB-46LN, a string 
trimmer and a lawn mower. 

"The electric blower was the first one we fired up," Norred 
said. "It was pretty quiet ... like a vacuum cleaner. Then the 
Echo model was quieter than the electric model. The citv 
council saw that blowers are just as valuable as lawn mowe;._ 
and they understood the importance of the machinery. Then 

continued. contradicting a charge from an earlier opponent. 
Finally, a compromise issue was presented. The Palm Desert 

City Council voted unanimously to: 
• allow leaf hlowers to he used hetween R a.m. and J p.m. 

weekdays and 10 a.m. and 2 p.m. on Saturdays. They are pro­
hihited on Sundays and holidays. 

• require commercial operators to register their equipment 
• iorbi<l leaf hlowers louder than iOdB and within 10 leet 

of windows, doors and air ducts. 

when we raised the issue of equipment registration, one oi 
the council members said, 'Now we're getting somewhere.' 
We saw a complete change of opinion." 

"It's certainly much better than ha\'ing a leaf-blower ban. 
CLCA worked very hard to get a compromise," says Wolfs. 
"!The ordinance) was a combination of the demonstration 
and the concerns of the homeowners' associations of the 
country clubs," he continues. "An average of a 20-percent 
increase in homeowners' dues is quite significant when you 
consider that our economy is driven by tourism and that • 
increase would have a dramatic impact on our economy.·• 

Meanwhile, in next-door La Quinta and Indian Wells. leaf­
blower users face more battles. Indian Wells has a law on its 
books that prohibits all gas-powered leaf blowers at all times. 
but allows electric-powered leaf blowers for use b\· home-
owners only. · 

According to Wally Nesbit, associate planner for the city of 
La Quinta, the planning department is collecting information 
regarding other cities in the Coachella Valley to report back 
to the city council. It may take up a leaf-blower ordinance 
later this summer. 

While the Palm Desert ordinance can be considered a \'ic­
tory, the Forward Edge of the Battle Area still exists. ''I heard 
that Evelyn [Bridges) received calls from officials in 
Cathedral City, Rancho Mirage, La Quinta and Palm Springs 
regarding her findings," Wolfs commented. "But based on 
what Palm Desert has done, I feel these other cities will fol­
low suit." + 
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A Quieter Blow-Hard 
Echo has been developing quieter, two-stroke 

gines for its blowers since its first one was intro­
auced to the United States more than two 
decades ago. Each year since, thanks to new 
technology and new materials, incremental 
improvements in both noise output by the engine 
source and overall noise output by the blower 
itself have been realized. 

The technological breakthrough, however, 
comes with the introduction of Echo's PB-46LN. 
This power blower operates at least five dBa 
(decibels) below the 70 dBa rating of model PB­
.4600. Not only does it reduce the noise associ­
ated with blower use by 50 percent, it 
addresses the concerns of the environ­
ment. At full throttle, the PB-
46LN performs well 
below most noise stan­
dards. 

Two years ago, 
Echo vice president of 
engineering, Larry Will, 
and other members of 
Echo's U.S.-based mar­
keting and engineering 
team were given tile 
responsibility of not only 
breaking the 70 dBa level,· 
but to go well below it to pro­
vide users with a benchmark 
for power blower noise levels. Their 
assigned task was two.fold: develop a quieter 
blower and do so without compromising overall 
performance and cost effectiveness for users. The 
fruit of their labor is the newly introduced PB­
.46LN. 

According to Will, "There's a reason blower 
manufacturers have taken two decades to dip well 
below the 70 dBa barrier. Applying the princi­
ples of sound attenuation becomes progressively 
more difficult as the engine gets smaller. 

"Unlike larger engines, they can produce a 
more disturbing sound, and there's littie opportu-

t1 
Clippings 

nity to cover them with sound-deadening materi­
al. Not only is space limited but anything that 
adds weight to the engine takes away from the 
inherent application of portability. 

"Through the use of frequency analysis, we 
looked at all noise sources on the current PB-
4600," continues Will. "We started with the part 
of the unit that generated the most noise and 
marched our way through the blower, stomping 
out the highest level of noise and going on to the 
next noise generator." 

Will associates noise attenuation procedures 
to fighting a forest fire. Stamp out the fire in one 
place ana it will pop up in another. The same 

holds true with noise. A sound that may hove 
gone unnoticed because of a higher­

pitched sound suddenly becomes 
noticeable when the other sound is 
eradicated. The challenge 
magnified on a 

blower where 
the engine and blow­

ing mechanism are working 
ct high speed lo get the job done. 

Included in the new design are a r&­
designed muffier, en enclosure around the engine 
comprised of materials that absorb end block out 
sound, a modified air intake end the addition of 
sound<lttenuating materials around the blower 
itself. 

"The new design in no way detracts from the 
performance of the blower," odds Will. "The new 
PB46LN not only produces less noise than its pr&­
decessors, it does so at on equal performance 
level." 
Circle 206 on the reader MrVice card. 

Two New, Too Nice 
Two new models hove joined the line of Regent 

Lawn Tractors from Simplicity Manufacturing, Inc. The 
Model 16H.4.4 hos a Briggs & Stratton 16 hp OHV Van· 
guard engine and hydrostatic transmission. The ne"."' 
model 16G4.4 has a 5-speed gear transmission and. is 
powered by a 15.5 horsepower Briggs & Stratton _Dia· 
mond OHV engine. Both of the models have 44-inch 
mowing decks. ·. . . 

Regent Lawn Tractors will retail through S1mpl171ty 
servicing dealers with suggested !etail prices ranging 
from $2350 to $3195. 
arde 226 on the reader MrVice card. 



I Le~f--Blowers, a 
feity by City Overview 

'.: • . . 1 ' ~ ~ . ' .. .":- ". ~ 

( 'onr1•rnf'1I ahout no1sP and air pollution, Los Angeles this week joined 
noon· than 10 California c1lies in restricting gas-powered1l~af blowers. 
In"'"' of the most ~ggre~sive local laws, Los Angeles ena"Cm an out· 
roghl li.111 on thr hlowers within 500 !eel ol any residence. Olfenc.lers­
g.11 d1·111·rs anol homeowners-can be fined up ID $1,000 or sent to jail for 
.1~ lu11g .• ~six month~. F.lsrwhrrl' in Loll Angdes County, many clllra 
"·" ,. 11o1 sp1·r1lir I.ow~ n•g;mhng thr garc.lc11i11K 111.1chines but lustca!I 
1111111 1 ho·ir "·"'tu h.-tw.·1•11 7 ;1.111. anti olu:ik liccause of general noll!e ordi-
11.11 .. ,., ~:i1·1 1rir .mot hallrry -nperalt~I blower:1 are also exempt In moet 
1111o-.. 111.-hutinl( Los A111wl,.s. Here ill a look al how cities acrou Lcll 
t\111:1'1<'• County stand on gas -powered leaf blowers: 

A&oura Hiiia: Restricted by noise 
ordinance. 

Alhambra: Restricted by noise 
ouJinance. 

Arcadia: Restricted by noise 
ordinance. 

Artesia: Reslricted by noose 
urdtnanc;e. 

Avalon: No ban. 

Azu1a: No ban. 

Baldwin Park: No ban. 

Bell: No ban. 

Bellftower: No ban. 

Bell Gardena: No ban. 

Beverly Hiiia: Oanned. 

Bradbury: No ban. 

Burbank: Restrocted by noose 
01d11\Clnc.:e 

C•labHas: No ban. 

Carson: Rest11cted by noise 
ouhnance. 
Cerritos: Restricted p11manly in 
res1<1cnhal areas. 

Claremont: Oanned. 

Commerce: No ban. 

Compton: No ban 

Covina Nu ban. 

Cudahy: No ban. 

Culver City: No Loan. 

Dh•mond Bar: Nu ban 

Downey: Restncted by noise 
1ucJ1nanc.:e. 

Duarte: No ban. 

£1 Monte: No ban. 

El Secundo: Reslncled by n:iose 
u1ctuacmce iHU1 other hm1lations. 

Cardena: Restricted by noise 
l>rll11111nce 

Glendale: Restricted by noose 
urchlhJflCe 

Glendor•: No ban. 

Hawaiian Garden•: Restricted by 
noose ordinance. 

Al.SEIB; I.A. Timn 

Jose Casas, above, holds leaf 
blower at City Hall protest 
Tuesday against L.A.'s ban. At 
right. a gardener puts a gas· 
powered machine to use 
before the ban took effect 
Wednesday. 

Hawthorne: No ban. 

Hermoaa Beach: Banned. 

Hidden HIU•: No ban 

HunUncton Park: No ban. 

lnduatry: No ban. 

lncJewood: No ban. 

Irwindale: No ban. 

u CINlda RlntrfdCe: Reslrlcted by 
noise ordinance. 

u Habra HelCht1: No ban. 

u Mirada: No ban. 

u Puente: No ban. 

u Verne: No ban. 

ukewood: No ban. 

uncHter: Restricted by noise 
ordinance. 
uwndale: Banned. 

Lomita: Restricted by noise ordinance 
and other llrnllatlons. 

Lon& Beach: Restricted by noise · 
ordinance and olher llmllatlons. 

Lo• An&elff: Banned. 

Lynwood: No ban. 

Malibu: Banned. 

Manhattan BHch: Banned on 
weekends only. 

Maywood: Reslricted by noise 
ordinance. 

Monrovia: Restricted by noise 
ordinance and other llmllatlons. 

Montebello: Restricted by noise 
ordinance. 

Monterey P•rk: Restricted by noise 
ordlnence. 

l.twt•,....rdl't' ,,,,.,,.,....., CtCllle Aetimut._... Dole 9""" trtd Jodi Wlp'.,. encl cor,noondllnl1 JolW'I Co•. McMlf Kl'florlilrl. Sustn McAlltW n Ak:l\lld ~. 
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D 1,242,884 
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llIDlBCB,.irESS CLll'l'INGS 

···~ i .. 
Norwalk: Restricted by noise ~ I RolUni HI~: No ba~'. • . ·r !, .: • 
ordinance. • Rollllll ""' Eatat•: Banned on 
Plllmdale: No ban. Sundays and legal holidays. · 
Pal08 Verdel EatatH: Banned on Restricted by noise ordinance IOd 

. Sundays and legal holidays. . other llmltatlons. 
Restricted by noise ordinance and Roeemeacl: No ban. 
other !Imitations. San OlmH: Restricted by nolsa 
Paramount: No ban. ordinance. 

Puadena: Restricted by noise S•n Fenuindo: Restricted by noise 
ordinance and olher limltatlons. ordinance. 

Pico Rlw.,a: No ban. ' ' San Gabrlel: Restricted by noise 
Pomona: No ban. '· ordinance. 

Rancho Paloe Vercle1: Banned on San Mutno: Reetr~ed by noise 
. Sundays and legal holidays. " · ordinance. · . , 
: Reslllcted by noise ordinance. ~ • Sant. ca.r1: Restrlcted by noise .. 

Redondo 8eacll: Restricted by ~olse °; •. ordinance. 

· -d.ARl;HC9 WILLIAM! I WI ....... Tloon ,... ... . 
onllnence. 

lant.. Monica: Banned. 

Slerni Madr9: Restricted by noise 
ordinance. · · 

sicnid Hill: No ban. 

SOuth E Monte: No ban. 

South G•te: No ban. 

South Puaden•: Banned. 

Temple City: No ban. 

Torrance: No ban. 

V.R*!: No ban. 

Walnut: No ban. 

WHt Coylne: No ban . 

WHt Hollywood: Banned. 

• Ofdlnence. 5lnta Fe lprlllCI: Reatrtcted by noiH 

Weit a..o. v11a.ce: No ben. 

WlllUI«: Ho ban. 

l.IM Aftlrlr:i T1ml'11 





Gasoline-powered blowers 11 
Q: How do you feel about bans on power blowers? 

Robin Pendergrast, 
marketing/public relations consultant, 
Echo Inc. 

The noise issue with power blowers has 
been a conundrum since its appearance more 
than a decade ago. At the time, a few 
cities, ·including Los Angeles, challenged 

manufacturers to create technology more pleasing to the ear. 
And manufacturers responded, coming up with quieter 

and cleaner blowers. Echo bas taken a pro-active stand to 
encourage and educate end-users on proper blower use. 

Over the years, education and new technology combined 
with self-regulation has proven to be effective at controlling 
blower noise and misuse. Unfortunately, some cities have 
ignored technological advances and self-regulation in favor 
of restricting these pragmatic and powerful cleaning tools. 

Other types of equipment, including gasoline-powered 
equipment, make more noise than blowers. While cities like 
Los Angeles can't seem to live with power blowers, others 
have gone out of their way to ensure that power blowers and 
their operators co-exist peacefully with residents. 

Irorucally, the city that more than a decade ago challenged 
manufacturers to come up with cleaner and quieter blowers 
is now trying to ban their use. No, the manufacturers haven't 
failed. In fact, blowers are quieter and cleaner than ever. 
They meet stringent regulations, and Echo--for one-has 
developed a blower at least twice as quiet as its predecessors. 

It's not a question of technology, self-regulation and 
education-the industry bas excelled in these areas. It's a 
question of a fe\l· vocal people who don't like blowers 
because they can't see their value. 

These people should be asked to ride a horse and buggy and 
· read by candlelight. They can't turn back time, but they can 

make life miserable for an industry that bends over backward 
to ensure its products are safe, quiet and used properly. 

Marvin Braude, 
councilman, 

City of Los Angeles 

The unregulated use of gasoline-pow­
ered leaf blowers is incompatible with 
enjoying our neighborhoods. In our 
homes, we deserve peace and quiet, not 
daily assaults by loud, polluting machines. 

--.... 

Citizens complain about gardeners blowing debris onto 
neighbors' propeny or into the street, or using leaf blowers 
for the smallest cleanup jobs. 

Air-quality experts say gasoline leaf blowers produce as 
much pollution hourly as a car traveling 100 miles. In Los 
Angeles, leaf blowers spew 1,800 tons of pollutants into 
the air annually. 

Users' health is threatened by blowers' noise. California 
OSHA recommends onJy 20 minutes daily exposure before 
hearing damage occurs. Most gardeners use blowers far more. 

Leaf blowers are incompatible with the new workplace. 
One-fourth of employed Americans work at home. This 
includes home-based businesses, whose operators cannot 
succeed without the quiet needed to think; have phone 
conversations and work productively. 

Our new Los Angeles law takes effect July 1. It allows 
electric blowers. This compromise recognizes that they 
produce less objectionable noise than gasoline blowers and 
no emissions. Gardeners who fought our ordinance pre­
dicted their financial ruin if the law passed. Yet, not even 
their professional association produced any instances of 
alleged hardship from the several_ California cities already 
banning leaf blowers. 

Just because a labor-saving device is widely used, it is 
not necessarily good for society. The easing of gardeners' 
work, useful as that is to them, is not sufficient reason to 
subject urban residents to the weekly assault of leaf blowers. 

: ;_..:rs -, · · ·:"· •· - • ·; .,,eader ·v1·ews · .. ' ... · .. ·, · ·"···::. -; · : .. ·..-~.·. ·~~-.. }t-·~· ,.. , · ... , ....... , · ·.n :--·\1·., .. ,- ·~ .. '.:.,.: •. ~·~· .... ~;,,:,,,,:,~·. 

A.ban such~ 
this will hilv!' .a,ll 
catastrophlc 111't«'1 
pact on eve~ -ff 
one In the green -. 
Industry:. - i\ ': 

.. , sticker should 
. be placed on the unit to remind 
1he user to use discretion when 

· operating machinery. People are 
using blowers at unreasonable 
hours, (causing] discontentment 
However, this is a much-needed 
piece of equipment Without the 
use of my blower, [I] will be out of 
buslness.-Michsaux Brandau, 
president, Timely Lawn and und· 
scape Inc., (Baltimore, Md.) 

A tjf-~~-t 
11ons could be. i 
avolde~lf :o~· ~ 
erators .JJsed 
more common 

'._,...,._sense about 
. --.- -~·how they used 

;~blowers. However, you occas-
~ sionalfy have no choice but to use 
1 blowers during odd hours, so 
1here needs to be some flexiblllty 
on the part of residents as well. If 
people were more willing to talk 
and compromise, we could come 
up with good solutions Instead of 
knee-Jerk government regula· 
tions.-Stwen Schwartz. president 
s & R uwn Care (Pomona. N. Y.) 

12 Ground• Maintenance July 1997 

siowers are air;': : 
talnly a· ileces~-' 
ary ·piece· of "} 

equipment for. l 
our Industry. 

, Customers ln-
1 sist on a well-
. manicured lawn along with de-

bris-tree planting areas, sidewalks 
and driveways. However, we 
should use some discretion In 
regards to the time of day, close­
ness to doors and windows and 
the rpm of the unit. There are al­
ways people waiting to take up 
the flag.-Ortey Betcher, presi­
dent, Betcher Landscaping ~ 
uwn Care Inc. (Justice, Ill.) 

!I am not In fa· 
vor of banning 
blowers. Power 
blowers are 
economical 
and efficient to 

~ use. Without 
, them, project quality might be 

affected due to the higher la­
bor cost required to accom­
plish the same task. Hopefully, 
the manufacturers will address 
some of the public objections 
to these tools through design 
modifications,-Ron Fowler. 
superintendent. Raytown Parks 
and Recreation Dept. 
(Raytown, Mo.) GM 

-
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hey've been called" obnoxious," "whiny" 

and "annoying." They've been the sub­
ject of complaint in communities across 

the United States during the last 11 or 12 
years. And contractors love them. 

Gas-powered blowers have been at the 
center of a controversy for years. but it's a 

conflict that keeps returning like gag birthday 
candles that refuse to go ouc. According to Robin 

Pendergrast of1ncemational Marketing Exchange in McHenry. 
Ill., who has been cracking blower initiatives across the 
country and helping landscapers fight back. there are more 
than 400 hundred communities with noise control initia­
tives in the United Scates aimed ac limiting or banning use 
of gas-powered blowers. 

The issue runs deeper, though, and in some places. it has 

spilled over into talk oflimiting the use of other landscape 
maintenance products such as gas-powered hedge clippers 
and even mowers. 

These waves of initiatives have been building in recent 
years. but the waters of regulation may hit flood stage soon 
as highly visible cities such as Los Angeles pass extreme noise 
ordinances. 

"Wich all che negative coverage being given to blowers in 

consumer magazines and newspapers chat contain tremen­
dous amounts of misinformation, I estimate chat we could 
see a tripling in the number of communities restricting 
blower use by chis time next year," said Pendergrast. 

LA. STORY. Los Angeles' ban on any gas-powered hand-held 
blower operating above 65 dba within 500 feet of a resi-

• 
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LOSANGa.ES 
• ORDINANCE: No gas-powered • 
• blower use within 500 feet of a denccwas slated to go into effect 

July I. Ac this writing, the ordi­
nance looks as though ic may be 

challenged in court. Even if it is 
nor. che ordinance holds several 
potential repercussions for che 
green industry: 

• • residence any time during the year. 
• PENALTY: A $1,000 fine to the • 
• contractor and the property owner . 
• • STATUS: Effective date was July 1. 

' Area contractors will have 

to restructure their operations in terms of manpower. 
machines and customer prices. if they can. If contractors 
can't raise their prices, they will have ro seccle for lower 
profits due to increased labor costs. 

•Customers will have to get used to paying more, having 

less done on their landscapes. accepting possibly lower 
standards for cheir landscapes' appearance or maintaining 
cheir landscapes themselves. 

• Dealers and distributors have already lose business 

ch rough plummeting sales of gas-powered blowers to both 
consumers and commercial users, in expectation of chis 
ordinance. 

• Los Angeles' move has already encouraged ocher 
California communities co discuss or enact limitations or 

bans on power blower use. Some of these discussions have 
covered other rypes oflandscape cquip~ent. 

•Communities throughout the U.S. are watching che 
sicuacion, especially in active areas around Chicago and 
New York Ciry, co see how che sicuacion plays itself out. 

The situation has been bubbling for years. spurred on in 
che last few years by Ciry Councilman Marvin Braude. 
slated to retire July I. Earlier this year, he got what he 

(crinnnurti on page .!BJ 
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wanced- a much~ - ~,iicized debare on rhe 
~ue - complere v:: '.;, tesrimony offered bv 

. 1ovie stars. · 

"All the point~·.: :heir arguments have 
been negated by nC'·" ·:::hnological develop­
ments and the u~ :·,:ning California Air 
Resources Board r::::::tions," Pendergrast 
pointed out. "The ::·.ue isn't as much leaf 
blowers as it is poi::.:· .. " 

Larry Rolfes. c:'.::~:tor of governmental 
affairs for the Cal:'.·.:nia Landscape Con­
tractors Associatio:-. <~reed: "Most cities we 
work with are reasc.:.-:.le, bur I can'r say this 

SCARSDALE, N. Y. 
• ORDINANCE: PrG:osed ban on • 
• blowers June 1 IG Sept. 30. 
• • PENALTY: First violation merits a 
• 
• warning. Violatior~ thereafter earn a 
• minimum fine of 150. 
• • STATUS: After thr: New York State 
• Turf &. Landsca~~ Association had • 
• the ban declared unconstitutional in 
• • court, the verdict 'l12s overturned on 
• appeal. The indu~try has decided • 
• against further aooeals. 

one is. \X'e thini: '':might bans on leaf 
blowers is a mim.h. · 

At a meering ir: =~rly ~fay, the Portable 
Power EquipmC'nt .'.!anufacturers Associa­
tion and other gr',.JD\ asked the cirv to 
consider a one-:·~: .delay. Don Pu;cell, 

PP EMA' s executiYe c:rc:ctor, explained: "We 
asked for the del-.:: because CARB is ex­
pected to rake actir,:i within rhe year and 

that could make th: noise question moot. 
They weren't lisrenin~. They turned it down 
and had no imem: in delaying the ban." 

Ar press time. th city and the industry 
were discussing a po~·.ible compromise which 
would allow use c,f power blowers using 
vacuum arrachmc:r.r·. that keep rhe noise 
level to 6; dB . .\ orb;. There was also dis­
.... ussion of raking th: wdinance to court and 

: remore possibiliry that the city would 
repeal the ordinance after Braude retired. 

Questions rem:.in on whether commer­
cial operaror5 wou:c accept a compromise 
such as this and :ven ·11hether many contrac-

"lft f I' IU t l'I I I 11""'., - • - ~ 

GREAT NEO< ESTATES, N.Y. 
tors will follow the ordinanc~ as it 

stands. 
CLCA used an industry study 

to estimate that it takes approxi­
mately five hours of manual work 
to do the work of one hour with a 
blower. Ir also surveyed its mem­

bers ro determine rhat the cost to 

the contractor and the property 
owner is expected to rise approxi­

mately 20 percent to 40 percent 
when blowers are banned. 

Whether the marketplace will 
pay higher prices. orwhetherconrractors are 
comenr to live with lower margins, is yet to 
be determined. As more and more commu­
nities try to regulate operating hours or ban 
blowers outright. the industry will have to 

adjust its rradirional practices. 
It may mean explaining to homeowners 

why they will have to pay more for the same 
services. Rolfes noted chat some homeowners 
ma\' choose to maintain their own proper­
tie; or let their standards for maintenance 
slide. "Landscapes may not look the same. 

You won't get the same manicured, perfect 

look with a blower," he noted . 
Garris Chupa. owner of Garris Chupa 

Landscape. Santa Rosa, Calif., agreed: 
"Homeowners have become accustomed to 
a particular look for their landscapes. In 

ORDINANCE: No blower use, June 15 to Sep. 15. 
PENALTY: "First offenders" are fined a minimum 
of S250 . 
STATUS: This is the first season the ban has 
been in place. Officials labeled it a "trial 
ordinance," meaning it will be enforced for one 
season and reassessed in the fall. This approach 
rendered the industry's appeal process useless. 
The industry is also concerned about backlash 
against other equipment. 

areas where blowers have been banned. we 
see pockets ofleaves left on a landscape. rhe 
garden beds may look more rustic - it's a 
differenrlook. Whenacommunirysays, 'We're 
banning blowers,' it's really saying, 'We're 

changing the look of where we live,' or '!e's 

costing us more to keep the same look.'" 
For rhe contractors who may have co 

accept lower levels of productivity while 
employees sweep. rake, gather up and cart 
off landscape debris they used ro blow. the 

noise ordinances may mean a significant loss 
of dollars. 

Most industry experts admit that blowers 
have been abused and there are many tasks 
done just as well and maybe more effi~iendy 
without a blower (such as moving a large pile 
of debris some distance). 

You Have the Right to Remain Silent 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

n response to the many Initiatives to limit the use of power blowers, the California 
Landscape Contractors Association wrote a position paper Intended partially as an 
educational tool. According to Larry Rolfes, CLCA's director of governmental affairs, 

Nft has caused several communities to rethink their plans." 
CLCA recommends that anyone using a power blower anywhere in the country foil ow 

common courtesy rules listed below to foster good relations with the public: 
• Run blowers at half throttle and not In the morning or late at night. 
•Keep leaf blowers at least 10 feet from doors or windows. 
• Crews should operate only one leaf blower at a time on a small residential site • 
• Use rakes or brooms to loosen heavier debris. 
• Use the full extension so the air stream can work close to the ground. 
• Use attachments in dry conditions to suppress dust. 



HEATINGUP.Californiahassomc40commu­
nitics that have restricted or banned blowers, 
but they arc not the only region in the 
country battling the tide of public opinion. 

The village of Great Neck Estates, N.Y .• 
banned blower use between June 1 and 
Sept. 15 after a three-month battle between 
a group of citizens and the Nassau-Suffolk 
Landscape Contractors Association. 

According to NSLCA Executive Direc­
tor Pat Voges. legal counsel has said that the 
ordinance would be difficult, if not impos· 
siblc. to overturn because it is being termed 
a "trial ordinance" by the community. In 
other words, officials will reevaluate the bill 
in the fall to determine if it worked the way 
it was supposed to. 

"The lawyers told us that if we appealed 
it, a judge would likely say, 'Well, this is trial 
law. Let's take a look at it after the season,'" 
said V ogcs. "They arcn' t very optimistic." 

Although the rhetoric at the communirv 
meetings leading up to the ordinance was ;t 
times bizarre, Voges said the group was 
well-organized and was tapped into the 
activities of other citizen groups attacking 
blowers on the East Coast. 

"W c presented facts and figures showing 
the potential economic impact of a ban on 
blowers that included potential landscape 
service price hikes to customers," explained 
Voges. "But they came back with written 
testimonials from landscape customers in 
Scarsdale and Larchmont where bans arc in 
place claiming that at no time did the price 
of their landscape service increase, in spite 
of the ban. This was definitely a well-orga­
nized effort." 

(muinwJ/ on P"fP !JO) 

SANTA BARBARA, CALF. 
• ORDINANCE: Proposed ban on all • • blowers, both gas and electric • 
• • PENALTY: Undetennined 
: STATUS: After nearly a decade of 
• appearing before city council, a 
• • citizen took matters Into his own 
• • hands and generated 9,600 signa-
: tures on a petition to get the ban on 
• the ballot. Voters decide in 
• • November. 

-:eye?On!lllUIPment 
rronnnwJ from!".(' 19) 

The growing sophistication of the ami­
blower ~~vemcnt could give groups in 
communmes across the countrv momen-
tum to go forward. · 

But that's not to say blower critics have 
been given free reign to set up noise ordi­
na.nces. The mayor and city council in 
Pnnccton. N.J .• reversed their course in earl 
June and decided against a blower ban ch~ 
had already passed. 

"They realized chis ban was going to set 
a dangerous pr~c~dem." noted Pendergrast. 

The ban onginally passed despite testi­
mony from the police chief who said it 
would bear the bottom of the list of laws to 
enforce. according to Hum Stockwell, a lo­
cal activist working to stop the ban. ID 

The 11ud1or is Editor of Lawn & landscape 
magazme. Paul Schrimpf & Bob wesr con­
rriburrd to this report. 
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Item Number: 

@ AGENDA ITEM 4 

TO: CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: CITY MANAGER 

Submitted By: 
Tami K. Piscotty~ 
Senior Managemeht Assistant 

Meeting Date: Subject: Leaf'Blowcr Regulation 

April 1, 1997 /-J; f'-5) 3 -;J;y I 
RECOMMENDATION: 
It is recommended the City Council introduce Ordinance No. 97-01, by reading the title only, waiving 
further reading: 

AN ORDINANCE OF TIJE CITY COUNCIL OF Tiffi CITY OF 
LA PALMA REGULATING 11iE OPERATION OF LEAF BLOWERS 

BACKGROUND: 
At its January 21, 1997 meeting. the City Council requested stafF prepare an ordinance which would 
regulate the operation of leaf blowers .. The Council desired that the ordinance reduce the permitted 
operating hours, establish a maximum noise level, and prolu"bit the blowing of debris into gutters and 
stonndrains. 

SUMMARY: . 
The La Palma City Code does not address leaf blowers directly. The proposed ·ordinance would add 
Section 18-26 to the City Code entitled "Limited Use of Leaf Blowers." The proposed Ordinance 
includes the following provisions: 

(a) The use of gasoline.driven leaf blOwers will be protu"bited except during the hours of 8:00 A.M. 
to 8:00 P.M. Monday through Saturday. and 10:00 A.M. to S:OO P.M. on Sundays and legal 
holidays. 

(b) Leaf blowers win not be permitted to emit noise which exceeds seventy (70) decibels when 
measured at a distance of fifty (SO) feet. and the noise level emitted by leaf' blowers shall not 
exceed fifty.five (55) decibels for more than a total of fifteen (15) minutes on any particular lot or 
parcel on any day. : 
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HOURS OF OPERATION: 

17 

The City Code cum:ntly prohibits the oj,cration of any tool, appliance or equipment sufficient to disturb 
an occupants' sleep between the hours of 10:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. Leaf'blowcrs arc regulated under 
this section if complaints are lodged. 

The City Council cxp1csscd a desire to further limit the permitted operating hours of leaf blowers. The 
proposed Ordinance specifically addresses the hours leaf blowers are permitted to operate. It should be 
noted that other tools, appliances or equipment will be able to operate according to the existing code 
sections. 

The proposed Ordinance would only allow the use ofleafblowers during the hours of 8:00 A~M. to 8:00 
P.M. Monday through Saturday, and 10:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. on Sundays and legal holidays. Table A. 
Survey of Cities Which Regulate Leaf Blowers. summarizes the leaf blower operating hours permitted 
by Orange Co\lllty cities. La Palma's proposed Ordinance is consistent with other cities regulation of 
this equipment 

NOISE CONCERNS: 
Leaf blowers arc often a source of conlplaints due to the amount of noise they produce. The Council 
directed the Ordinance establish a maximum leaf blower decibel level. Leaf blowers operate at a variety 
of decibel levels. Older leaf blowers and those not properly muffled can exceed ninety (90) decibels. 
Properly muffled models produce less noise. Table B provides a listing of several leaf blowers used in 
the industry which operate at seventy (70) dB or less. Seventy dB is believed to be a noise level which 
is safe to the ear and allows two people to hold a conversation while standing near a leaf blower 
operating at this level. 

S01md equipment (i.e., a decibel reader) will be used to enforce a noise restriction in the field. The 
proposed Ordinance would restrict the noise level to 70 dB measured at a distance of (50) feet away 
from the leaf blower in operation. 

POLLUTION CONCERNS: 
The Council expressed concern about thC blowing of leaves and debris in gutters, catch basins and storm 
drains. The Council directed that the ordinance address this problem. Upon further examination. staff 
bas determined the City Code adequately addresses this problem. The Federal Clean Water Act's 
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requires jurisdiction to implement measures 
to prevent pollution from entering the storm drain system. The NPDES requirements have been 
incorporated into the City Code to prohibit this activity. 

' 

Section 25-75(c) entitled Control ofUrb~ Runoff; Litter Control, states that no person shall discard any 
waste material, including but not limited to common household rabbish or garbage of any kind (whether 

I 
I 
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generated or accumulated at a residcn~ business or other location), upon any public or private property, 
whether occupi~ open or vacant, including but not limited to any street, sid~ alley, right-of-way, 
or open area point of entry to the storm.water drainage system. Leaf blower opera.tors who blow leaves 
and debris into the streets can be prosecuted under this existing City Code section. 

The preferred operation of a leaf blower is to blow leaves into a pile for collection. Many Orange 
County cities have enacted ordinances which permit use of the equipment, but prohibit the blowing of 
leaves or debris into gutters. La Palma's City Code appears to meet the Council's desire to regulate this 
activity . 

. CITY USE OF LEAF BLOWERS: 
The proposed Ordinance will apply to City activities which use leaf blowers. The City uses leaf blowers 
in its gardening and landscaping activities. Currently, City crews blow leaves and associated debris into 
a pile. The pile is vacuumed or picked-up by hand. Public Works crews will abide by the new hours of 
operation. City-owned leaf blowers will not be allowed to exceed the proposed noise level of seventy 
(70) dB. 

OUTREACH EFFORTS TO LEAF BLOWER OPERATORS: 
The City sought to inform potentially· affected parties of the consideration of that Ordinance. The 
impact of such a regulation would affect not only leaf blower operators (gardeners and landscapers), but 
also residents whose monthly water bills may be affected by a change in usage. 

A press release was issued to the local newspapers infonning them of the April 1st date this item was 
scheduled for consideration. Gardeners and landscapers holding City business licenses, as well as local 
area nurseries, were contacted. Other organizations contacted include the Southern California Gardeners 
Federation and California Landscapers Contracting Association. 

CONCLUSION: 
It is recommended the City Council adopt the Ordinance regulating the operation of leaf blowers. The 
proposed Ordinance will: 

1. Limit the hours of operation from S:OO A.M. to 8:00 P.M. from Monday through Saturday, and 
10:00 A.M.. to S:OO P .M. on Sundays and legal holidays; and, 

2 Limit the maximum noise level to sr:Vcnty (70) dB measured at a distance of fifty (SO) feet from the 
lcafblower in operation. 

i 

As Council directed at the January 21, t997 meeting, the new Ordinance will be enforced on a complaint 
basis only. The City will not use active efforts to cite offending operators. It should be noted, however, 
that the NPDES provisions in City Code:Section 25-75(c) will continue to be actively enforced. · 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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• TABLE A 17 
SUMMARY OF CITl~S WHICH REGULATE LEAF BLOWERS 

CITY HOURS OF OPERATION DECIBEL LEVEL 

Anaheim Loud noises in general 

Costa Mesa M-F 7 a.m. to 5 p.m. 65 decibels 

Sat 9 a.m. ta 5 p.m. 
Sun and Legal Holidays 12 p.m. to 5 p.m. 

Cypress M-F 8 a.m. to S p.m. 55 decibels 
Sat 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. 

Dana Point M-Sat 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 70 decibels 
Prohibited on Legal Holidays 

Fountain Valley M-F 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. 70 decibels 

Sat 9 a.m. to6 p.m. 
Prohibited on Sunday 

Fullerton M-Sat 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. 55 decibels 
Prohibited Sun and Federal Holidays 

Huntington M-Sat 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. 55 decibels 
Beach Sun and Legal Holidays 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. 

Laguna Beach Ban on leaf blowers 

Los Alamitos M-Sat 7 a.m. to 5 p.m. 55 decibels 

Prohibited on Sunday 

Newport Beach M-Sat 7 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. 70 decibels 

Orange M-Sat B a.m. le 7 p.m. 
Sun 9 a.m. to: 5 p.m. 

San Clemente Equipment must be muffled 65 decibels 

Seal Beach M-Sat 7 a.m. le 8 p.m. 
Prohibited on Sun and Legal holidays 

Tustin M-F 7 a.m. to.S p.m. 
Sat 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

Westminster M-Sat 8 a.m. ~o 5 p.m. 70 decibels 
Sun 9 a.m. lo 5 p.m. 



TABLE B 
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Decibel Level of Common Leaf Blower Models 

MANUFACTURER MODEL AVG dB 

Echo PB-210E 69 

Echo .; PB-2400 69 

Echo PB-1000 69 

Echo ES-1000 70 

Echo PB-4600 70 

Homelite HB-180 67 

Red Max HG-260 68 

Snapper 2100-HHB 66 

Stihl BG-61E 69 

Stihl BG-72 69 



()rdinance No~ 97-01 
' 

AN o:lwINANCE OF nm CITY 
COUNCiL OF THE CITY OF LA PALMA 
RE~TING mE OPERATION OF 
LEAF Bi.OWERS 

WHEREAS. leaf blowers are a concern of La Palma residents due to the often 
high level of noise emanating ft-om the:se pieces of equipment, and the disturbances they 
cause during the early morning and evening hams; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to limit the hours of operation and noise 
levels oflcafblowcrs specifically. 

NOW lBEREFORE mE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LA PALMA 
DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1: Section 18-l6 is hereby added to of the La Palma City Code to read as 
follows: 

Limited Use of Leaf Blqwers: 

( 1) The use of gasoline-driven leaf blowers is prolu'bited except during the 
hours of8 A.M. to 8 P.M Monday through Saturday. and 10 AM to 
5:00 P.M o~ Sundays and legal holidays. 

(2) Leaf blower$ shall not emit noise which exceeds seventy (70) dea1>cls 
when measured at a distance of fifty (50) feet and the noise level 
emitted by leaf blowers shall not exceed fifty-five (55) dca"bcls for 
more than a total of fifteen (lS) minutes on any particular lot or parcel 
on any day.• 

Section 2: Should any·section, paragraph, scotena; phrase, term, or word of this 
Ordinance be declared for any reason to be invalid, it is the intent of the City Council that 
it would have adopted all other provisions of the Ordinance independent to the elimination 
herefrom of any such portion as may be declared invalid. 

Section 3: The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to certify as to the 
passage of this ordinance and to give notice thereof by causing copies of the Ordinance to 
be published as required by law. 

I 
I 

APP~OVED AND ADOPTE~ by the City Council of the City of La Palma at a regular 
mcc:ung held on the Is" day 1April 1997. 

! 

J7 



ATIEST: 

Tami K. Piscony 
Deputy City Cleric 

STA TE OF CALIFORNIA ) . 
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) . SS 
CITY OF LAP ALMA ) 

Mayor 

I, TAMI K. PISCOTTY. Deputy City CJerlc of the City of La Palma, California, 
DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing ordinance was adopted by' the City Council 
of said City at a regular meeting of said city Council held on the 1 s• day of April 1997, 
and that it was so adopted by called vote as follows: 

AYES; 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

Tami K. Piscotty, Deputy City Clerk 

/ 7 
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/Leaf blowers: 1bere are health concerns, too 
_,, 

[ ..,.,.,--

· By Jack Cuticlione leaf blowers and concluded, •1t is apparent that 

T 
hat damn WHINING noise! I med to the leaf blower ia ruilty of aubataotially increuiog 
think that wu the worst · about the particulate llution of an already dirty atmoa-
leaf blowera. A. I bawl~~ more phere in~~ air dome.~ ~e added,• ... parti-
about the full range of their polluting C:les (especially thoee compnsmg soluble com-
eft'ect, noise ii only one oC &hem. Air- pounda) are retained in the ~UDgl ~d ca;i cauae 

borne debria ia the other. IUbaequent ~t.e and chrome reactiom. 
Environmental acientiata call this debrill "t'Ugi- In addition t.o fugitive duat, there ia the pollution 

tive duat. •it can be deadly. Fugitive dU8t containa caused by the guoline engine ofleafblowi;rs. 
micoacopic particlea of pollutanta 1pewn tram Becauae these two-cycle engmea bum a mixture or 
dieael trucb, cara and chemical W:toriea, u well pa and oil, they. pollu~ four times u much. u a 
aa residuea from peaticidea, feces, decayed imect lawn ~ower engine, which buma only gasoline. 
matter and a hoet of bacteria. It \I dangerowi ' Acconling to the EPA. one hour uae of a gu-riw-
enough to bave theae particulatea in the fint ered l~olower pollutea u much u a car driven 
place, but to reintroduce them weUly into the air 250 milea. \. ' · 
by uaing leaf blowers - all for the aa.b ofa apot- In addition to the harm in breathing fugitive 
leas aidewalk - ii a grou ~udgment of neigh- dust, there ia the added annoyance that du. duat 
borhood benefit and human well-being. landa everyw hera in our yarda, dirtying our patio 

La.It year, an air quality study oC 239 metropoll- .. furnit~ plan ta and newly wu_hed ~ It ~ 
tan areaa by the Natural Reeourcee Defenae .. ;~' · blowa mto our ho~ and depoeita on everything. 
Council ranked. the Loa Angelea/Long Beach area We Uled to be aatiafied with uaing rakee, brooma 
u the deadlieat with ita eatimated 5,873 deatha and dU8t Jl&U. But technology told ua we were 

•. per ~ear due, in part, to breathin( in microacopic doing it all wrong. Were brooma too quiet? Wu the 
particlea of pollution. - · air too clean? 

Epidemiologiat C. Arden Pope, ofBrigbam Young Our gardeners used to quickly hOM down the 
· University, who co-authored several envircmmen- walkways after picking up the debria. With the 

ta1 at~cli.e with the tiarvard School of Public put water shortage, we learned to cooaerve water. 
Health and the American Cancer Society, reviewed Maybe that trade-off ahould be revisited. At least 

- the NRDC study and found the methodology "rea.- .. with minor water uae, the particulate• stay on the 
· - • aonahl~ ... Pope~ in hia own studiu, found that .. sround. However, I think the real iaaue ii not 
brea~ particulates cauaea premature death, using rakes and broolDI and water. It ii more the 

. • and 1nd1cated that the moat dramatic riab are to expeditious uae of the gardener's time. 
.. _the elderly ~d people aftlicted with aa~ aogi- · In our aociety we have learned lor should be 
-:.. na, pneumo~a or other lung and heart ailmenta. learning) that when we excel at doing one thing 

ln a technical, well documented reaearch paper better at the upenae ofhanning aomething else, 
• by~· G. Scott for the University ofSouthem we end up paying to repair that harm later. 
~:·California School of Environmental Engineering Gardeners have told me that it would take longer 
'(on file at the Long Beach Health Department), to do a yard without a leaf blower, and therefore 

Scott specifically studied the polluting effect.a of they would charge more. 

"" 

A~~'~"',;~. ·!..:.:.~.. • -- . .. . 
'~ t.o.: A~ fAthl~ wfft.ON~ N: All Ea1~1~t. AAU«P. r 
WA~ liAa W"fH 1'~ e#ctlll6P LANl&~i:(', 3: V.fltt 1.l'llV. M' tbl1W.f "Nin'' 
~itw °"~ s. ~f ~~ ~ ~·r titr OJt' 114~ f~.Q:XR _AH'IVCAY.' 

There have been dozena of citiea that have 
banned leaf blowers, and there have been com­
plaints by aome gardeners and leaf blower manu­
facturers. But, due to competition and the fact that 
there ia a very strong and defendable argument to 
ban leaf blowers, we have not seen an actual 
reduction in service or an appreciable rile in coeta. 

Diana Mann and I have formed Reaidenta For 
Le81 Pollution to help protect our neighborhooda 
against the air and nolSll pollution ofleafblowera. 
So many of U8 now work or 1tudy at home, or work 

nighta and need P10re quiet time. What about the 
retired, or the elderly? Aren't we all entitled to 
!lajoy the CullDell oC each day without the disrup-
tive intrusion oC leaf blowera? : 

Reaidenbl for Leu Pollution givea ua a rallying 
point and a proceea to ban leaf blowers. Call (562 
984-8309 or write P.O. 30166, Long Beach, 90853 
to aak. how you can help . 

Jad Caatiglione ia a Bizby KnolU reaident and 
small bwineu owner. 

·-----------------·~----.. -·-........ -.. -···· 
..... _______ ,,_,, __________________ . 
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~af blowers huff and puff 
a bunch of 01echanical racket 

I have a deep-seated hate for leaf-blowers. And not 
because I don't have plenty of autumn leaves blanket­
ing my walks and my yard every fall. I view leaf-blow­
ers as symptomatic of some deep psychological flaw in 
the American way of life. 

Therefore, I am particularly happy to report that, 
according to National Public Radio News, California 
lawmakers have just passed landmark legislation that 
outlaws the use of these terrible machines. 

I came to know about the evils of leaf-blowers on 
frequent visits during the last decade to that great coastal 
empire to our west 

In truth, my ONLY close personal 
encounters with these awful ma­
chines took place in Sacramento, the 
capital city of that golden state. 
Members of my family, Chicagoans 
for generations. have become lauer­
day Californians, so for the first time 
in my life, I have had a specific rea­
son to travel there rather frequently. 

In particular, I spent time visit­
ing my wonderful, aging mother, 
who was living on the seventh floor 
in a pleasant, retirement apanmcnt complex close to 
downtown Sacramento. 

Sacramento. I quickly learned, prides itself on its 
trees. And rightly so. Even on its steamiest days, this 
city's broad, central avenues are deeply shaded by the 
majestic trees that line its corridors. 

Still. as a longtime transplant to the quiet rural life 
in the San Juan Mountain region of Western Colorado, 
I've become out-of-tune with the incessant din-n-n-n of 
metropolitan life. · · 

Even from the distance of that seventh-floor apart­
ment, the roar of the week-day traffic was unrelenting 
- except for Sundays, which for me became a holy 
respite from the grating, screaming, pounding noise of 
the city. 

That is, until one Sunday morning when I was awak­
ened by the unholy roar of some strange, new machine, 
just outside my mother's seventh-floor balcony. Not a 
chain saw. nol a s1ripped-down motorcycle, and not a 

nize - but a nasty, new sound. 
Furious, I marched out onto the liuJe balcony. There, 

directly below in the parking lot, I saw a maintenance 
man, and cradled under his arm was a machine that 
looked like a bazooka. Maybe a little smaller than the 
real thing we sec on television, shouldered by some 
crazed. third-world revolutionary, but it was definitely 
similar. 

With the force of a well-focused tornado, the Cali­
fornia machine was furiously blowing leaves - just 
plain ol' everyday leaves, mind you- aaoss the park­

ing lot. I further observed that when 
a leaf or two danced off in the wrong 
direction, the machine's operator 
revved up the thing and - with in­
creased fury - chased down those 
errant leaves.as if they wen: escaped 
murdcm'S. 

"Holy Sacramento. What's this 
world coming to?" I asked myself . 
.. Have I lived in San Miguel County 
so long that I am centuries out-0f­
touch with what goes on in the real 
world. the world outside?" 

1be answer, unfortunately, turned out to be "yes." 
During my next visit, which had to do with which 

relative would drive me where, I stayed overnight at the 
home of my niece, Edie, and her husband Tim. She is a 
school psychologist, and he is an attorney. They have 
two school-age girls. 

I was to busy myself doing whatever, during the 
morning. Then Edie would pick inc up at noon, and 
together we'd attend some no-longer-remembered 
school function. · 

It was spring. This was a safe, yuppie sort of subdivi­
sion with circular drives, formula landsc8ping, and, well, 
everything was just terribly NEAT. 

Perfect for a morning walk. But I'd hardly gone a 
block (make that a semi-circJe) before I saw that the 
whole place was being invaded by a small army of work­
ers who were arriving in pickups trucks filled with 
mowers. chainsaws, clippers, trimmers. deep-roo1 feed· 
ers and sprayers. 

!7 
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And, I soon learned, leaf­
blowers. 

By 10 a.m. the noise was 
deafening. 

This was a war zone. It was 
nature being conquered by 
machines and, it appeared, an 
unhealthy dose of chemicals 
as well. Weed killers, bug kill­
ers, and fcrtiliurs- stuff like 
that. 

Tu my rural eyes, the scene 
seemed absolutely surreal. 
Worker bees, moving swiftly 
to complete 'their particular 
task. Power mowers growling 
across sloping lawns, maneu­
\'erin g expertly to trim 
uound sculptured greenery, 
and along the requisite curv­
ing entry walks and paved 
driveways, both of which 
were spotless. 

Like some alien from an­
other planet, I walked wide­
eyed through this residential 
landscape. Here, a worker-bee 
with a screaming chainsaw, 
taking down a sickly tree. 
There, the bazooka-leaf 
blower thing, on the hip of 
another worker-bee, blasting 
twigs, grass cuttings and what­
ever along the curbs. 

I saw vinually no one else. 
Just the teams of yard-and­
garden technicians- and me, 
the walker. At this hour, all the 
homeowners are away, I said 
to myself, Working at what­
ever it is they do. 

And so they have no IDEA 
what massive, ear-splitting, 
brain-busting stuff goes on 
during summer mornings in 
their otherwise sublime Cali­
fornia subdivision. Perhaps 
the residents here never actu­
ally deal with this deafening 
noise pollution. 

By the time they wheel in, 
along the circular drives and 
crescent lanes, tranquillity 
prevails. Nature has been 
tamed, trimmed, and the 
scraps blasted away. 

Now, perhaps four or five 
years later, my hean lifts as I 
listen to NPR, telling me that 
a lot of somebodies in Cali­
fornia figured that leaf-blow­
ers were simply the LAST 
STRAW.And that it's now ille­
gal lo run those idiot ma­
chines in that state. 

The news story pointed 
out that California cops say, 
sourly, they have better things 
to do than hotly pursue law­
breaking leaf-blower opera­
tors. So enforcement of this 
landmark new law is uncer­
tain. 

. 8ul caiif~rnia has once 
again stepped forward, lead­
ing the way, first 'with air-qual­
ity legislation, and now noise 
pollution. Admittedly, out­
lawing leaf-blowers is a tiny 
step, but it DOES send a sig­
nal. 

As we sit here, on the cusp 
of a new century, I find that 
heartening. 

A vtttran rtgional rt­
porttr, Gract Hmulon is Chi­
cago rtartd, Colorado Col­
ltgt tducattd, and stasontd 
by fivt dtcadts of Norwood 
ranch lift. Now, a cunnudg­
tonly columnist, sht trta­
surrs tht Wtst, worries about 
lcids, f ortsts and optn spoct, 
and still thinks hontsty is tM 
btst policy. 

l? 
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·Mclking Some-Noise 
By Andrew Metz R • d t lndU1try wu born. 
l'TAJT WlllTtll es1 en s vs. By 1976, Bnttly Hilla. ptThapa thl' pinnacle nf Im· 

At the end of a nnlly groomed lane In Great Neck peccable lawna, bad banned bloweno. decrying thf.m 
ric Pomerance ia el\ioying a peaceful summer a.Iler: 1 d · a nulaancee. Thn1Ugh the 19808 othr, r.atlfomia mu-

. He 11etllra Into I chair .. 1train1 or I Tlolln an scapers nicipallliee took up reetrictiona. And "~home hu In· 
con o lhread lhroul!h.hil ll•lng room. crnaingly become 1 workplat'f, and PnYironmental 

The f(JmPI lhe IOn~ uaaull. Pomeranct erinpt. 1 af bl aw1rene11 hu height.ened, the Idea fanned out. 
lfe ahu~ ~e beck door, barely dunpenin1 the din. on e owers MeenwhUe, the tool, whether beclrpack·ilyle hand-

"You coldd IOH your unity. That'11 medical feel ~or mounted on wheis, hu become itandard In 
You could ro crazy. :.You are being 1ttack4!d," the pnpa,equipment lhmaand utility trucka. ll 11 U8ed 
rellred 1nim1tion cameraiti1n Mid the other day, In- in_ nery aapect of yard cleanup and hal nm been 
velghlng ep.inat the" w.U of • leaf blower down the belii, the ~lume at the epicenter of a dance dub.) Mlapted £or blowln1 out flrea. 
1treel. "Why tbe law allowl you lo mount an Internal Armed with itatistics on pollution emileiolll and By Industry estlrnatea, then are mott than 8 tnll· 

b ti ...i- • ......._._ r.... lnh 1 • deafening noise, ban proponenll amtend the dnlcee lion ____... blo I th c:om ua on ena" ... on • man '..-a • WDIDI. t 1 lrri ti and dan t.o __ .. th -·"'- IM-1"""'""'" Wft'I n e country today; and 
nonsenae." . 1. are ta 1111 ~ro~ uaen .... t.o e in-- IJIOther U million an eipected lo be eold In 1997. 
P0tneran~ II not alone In hll anU-blower lnftd.!Ye. llc. tr the nolae doem t dnni ~ t.o depremlon or Federal Ellvlronmental Proltttlon Apney lilfUrn 

In a qulnt.euentlall7 suburban m)pmienl that THn . dementia, the IUIOl-creaUnR emiaelona and the air- put the aktln1 popul1Uo1 at cloeer to 3 million. 
from rallonJI to..rabW·tmd don1 the way tape Into borne partkulate matte~ wUI liclten, maybe kill JUU. Communlliel from c:out t.o cout hive ronaidend 
anvlronmiiit and dua homeownen and lawmaken 11>me or the lllOllt lmpaaioned opponenll argue. ngulatlJJI the drficn. N. least 40 communltin In 

Jl1i lawn·1nd-prden ~munlUe1 ICl'Olll Long leland "You can't uee your garden. People 1111 th.,. can\ Callfomill ban ba111 or iestrictione. Tbree Chicqu 
,n~ the nallon are tumin1 apiNt the machine that think. th11 can't atudy, they can't write," aid~~ 111burbl, 8"era1 New .leney t.owne, and eeven com­
fot t.hrte decades bu ham-s 180 mph l\lltl to Mendel, chairwoman of the Oreet Neck Eatates £.., inunltln in Weetcheeter, includinr Bc:andale, which 
manicure lbeir homeeteadL •lron-ntal Conaenallon Commlee!m, wblcb led tlll bad Ill law briefly atruck down a aneoNtltuUonal. 

The tool that qulckenl'd the pam of ..,den croom· push for the vlllap ban. ba•e reatric:tione or eeuonaJ bana. 
In~ lw become the latelt suburban IC'OUrp, P""· Ho'lt't!Yer, lnduatry HperU and P!"'ealcmal pr· On Long laland, the l.ownl oro,iter Bay and Hunt· 
celved by eome u 1 threat to the ..thetlc and quality denen lllll't that the blowen are '!e1n1 an£alrlJ' lln· in«l.oD a :well 11 the City of Loni Beach and the 
or 11£11 It helped perftcl sled out from other loud power equipment In I t.;tJt Vlli...,. or AllanUc Beach. Roelyn and Sea Cliff haTe 

Thie June, t.'ie VIUap or Oreet Nect r...talft en- between a TOC&l, al1lue!'t and lnOuenUal mlnorityand restricted when blowen can be Uled. In New 'iork 
llC'ted a auauaer ban on lllL.,lln.-powefed blowen, thouaanda or unorpn1zed, work.inc-clam prdeterl. City, Queem Councilman Sheldon Lerner la b:ivesU­
malting It tbe Clnl on Long Jaland to do., and rollow- And. 1~rdin1 to commercial ueen, blower .. are ptiq the £eulbWty of 1 ban or a muffie requin­
.inl thr lead or munlcipalltiea Jn ~ Count1 Umt--~nnr t.ooll, without which bmli.- waul ., meaL And ofJldala and raidtnll In the Grat Neck 
~d Caliromia, lncludinf Loe ArigeJet which ii llnlg- and pnces would aoar. t'fllqel or Tbomal&on IDd Kenain,ton an Cllllllider· 
If ln1 to implement a amtenUoua ,..;..,..,..nc1 bu i. "It ii abeolutely null. You can't bellne the rflltorie q outright bana. 
IUD 1ut month. we hear," uld Joeeph TlneW. 1 W•lcbelt.er lnda- "lt'1 90pe. Jl'1 the thing to do. Tbe perceptJon II 

Two Long bland tawmhlpe. 1 hanclruJ or Yl1lapl caper and Conner preeldent or tha New York ltate that th• city mancile are doing 11>mething IOQCI. But 
111d Nrw York City ... ., all ,_llJ restricted the Turf anrt l..andacape Aaaodatlon. ''The - dut an thly don't ban ID1 Idea or tbe potenl.lal backlash. .. 
0oti .. whn blowera 1C111 be .-d. And olTldall In -- arsuilll for these bans are allJueat. .,. the •• aait Robin Per.des 1111t. wbo for the put 11 yean baa 
uaJ oU~r local wmmmdties.,.. eoaaderinr atrider t,rpel. They are retired or they wort at home." lifn1 beWln1 propDled bani on bebalf.of Echo Inc.. 
probibltlona. ... s, IDOlt acmunta. pown blowen rant entera\the tben1Uon'1.,.... blower 1111nuracturer. 

"I ~t more cvmplalnta about ie.r blowen than arr, American yard-are araenal In the _..,. J910a, Ind YhenYer there are bana, 118en and deaJen contend 
other town lmrue,"' -!tf '":!9]· 'f'wn Board mem- like many ~he~~ fin' l~1P,fJd~'tltlp ~:t!l:.,R ~: F'! ~ff ~'ll!Jl~,li\- l\'~'f~r, ~ 
ber Steve Jm1el, who 111 p · • !l t.cnnnrlcle ph11N011t i; f«?'Plf ·,~PD~ a 4roupt lri !lie mlil·1V'1p;, ,,P,f~ .~..2 1 ~,,.,.. ~- ':1¥Vll'e.1fell.1Ki1inr u ;~111 blo:-en 
olblowera louder than 65 dee , the touted output ot Ur i:ontenatkln •• mandated, blcnr1111 rep&actd 
the q~ model. (01d9r blowan can aClllld 90 ded- boming to clean clriftW.,. and aldewalka. 'l'hua, .. Pi-. - LEAF on Pap A.Sf 
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because of the bans and dealers report that theit 1 

sales have dropped. And in Los Angeles, one of the; 
. top power equipment deale~ in the state said hiii 
.. blower sales have. been. reduced 40 percent thiS: - year ';;d· 

'-:. "It's really not a leaf blower," said Bob Schui>­
bach, president of the Nassau chapter of the Nas'J 1 

... sa.u-Suffolk Landscape Gardeners Association,' 1F 
:..:.,..1,3()0,,member organization. "It's a power brooirin 
'~and it's able to make uifwork-riitJre emae't'ltly.n-:nu 

Schupbach estimates that without his blowers; ·tt~ 
- typical- property would take llt · 1ea.st: -40~ perce"~u 
-.-more· time to clean usingi:akes and brooms. "It hMr; 
· become an essential part of our business;" he saiii~11 

• Andrew Hanlon, a North Merrick landscaper, 
. ·agreed: "I am a gardener for 44 years ~ow. I did 

... gardening before rotary mowers, before string 
trimmers and we had to sweep. The blower does it 
all very quickly. We.would probably need two more 
men in a ~ if we had to really sweep or rake. . 

"They are noisy," he acknowledged. "But we are· 
-making an effort to educate the gardeners" -so 1 

· blowers are less of a nuisance. · · . ·•· / ·[ 
AB the noise complaints have mounted nation­

wide, Echo and a few other companies have devised 
quieter blowers and advocated limiting use to rea- · 
sonable hours, running as few aa possible, and when · 
possible operating the machines at half throttle. · 
And Echo, an Illinois-based company, this summer 
unveiled a $425 backpack blower that it advertises 
is the quietest on the market - 65 detjJ1els. . 

The company, however, is locked in a dispu~::: 
with Consumer Reports, which published ~t r:e:i.-i 
suits last month indicating the machjn_~.wu ~·I 
siderably louder. · . 

Pat Voges, a retired Bay Shore garden equip• ~ 
. ment dealer who also is a member of the garderl· 
~ers'·8880Ciation, said that much of the backlash 
· here is because of non-licensed gardeners, cavalier 1 

crews who pay no heed to the time of day or num­
ber of blowers in use. In an effort to educate gar· 
deners, the usociation has started blower training 

· sessions and ia issuing certlllCBtion to *1ioae who 1
1 take the class. . _ _ · ~ · 

l1 

_The unmistakable, high-pitched whine - often i 
played by a symphony of blowers on the same I 
street - may be the annoyance that calbt people to ' 
the cause, but the environmental issues are what 
really enrage many opponents. 

"We didn't realize there were a lot of contamin-
- ants being blown into the streets. That was an eye­

opener for us•" said Great Neck Estates' Mendel. 
"There are many more reuons than noise to have 
this restriction." 

Among the major environmental complaints 
about blowers are that they stir up and spread 

· harmful particulate matter - feces, dirt, chemi­
cals and bacteria. These airborne irritants agitate 
allergies and have been linked to respiratory and 
other serious health problems. 

Opponents also decry the blower's smog-causing 
emissions - hydroc:arbons,. carbon monoxide and 
nitrogen oxides . 

According to EPA studies, one leaf blower oper­
ated for an hour gives off the same amount ofvola­
tile organic compounds, or hyrdrocarbons, as a 
typical passenger car driven 100 miles. California 
air quality agencies put the number between 350 I 
and 500 miles, depending on the blower.· I 

"It's like having 12 diesel engines sitting on my t .. 
front lawn running,'' said Maureen Cruise, a for­
mer public health nurse from the seaside Los An· 
geles community of Pacific Palisades. "This has 1 

been painted as an elitist issue .... The blower is 
an eqUal opportunity polluter, but it t.ends to affect , 
the gardener with more ferocity." . . 

Sitting at her kitchen table on a recent evening, 
Cruise said professional gardeners are the front­
line victims, often uneducatea or without access to 
public health data. And they are being exploited by 
blower manufacturers,. who know the product's 
risks, she said. "These guys are being poisoned. 
We know these machines kill ... and we are next 
in line," she said. 

In 1994, the EPA called the pollution from lswn 
and garden tools a "significant source of ozone and 
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~oise on Leaf Blower Issue 
carbon monoxide emissions" and estab­
lished standards for new, two-cycle en· 
gines, which power the blowers. The 
regulations go into effect at the end of 
the monlh and are expected to reduce 
hydrocarbon emissions by 32 pettent, 
according to the agency. California hu 
had similar standards since 1995. 

lawn and garden equipment contrib­
ute about 6.8 million tons of pollution a 
year, according Lo the EPA. And they 
account for about 50 pettent of all 1um· 
mertime emiuions from nonroad 
sources, according Lo the agency"s fig· 
ures. But that is leu than 1 percent of 
all emissions nationwide, agency and 
industrv data show. 

Many ban supporters acknowledge 
that lheir e!Torta are not the anawer Lo 
pollution, but part of an overall effort 
Lo clean up the environment and iln· 
prove quality of life. 

u trimmen or mowers. And because 
like moet other 1imilar bans, the village 
only barred blowers from residential 
areas, not expan1ive tractl like gotr 
cou..-. 

"You have got to act evenhandedly, 
not arbitrarily," said Knaplund, who is 
now retired and living on Cape Cod. "It 
banned a particular machine without 
banning others that may or may not be 
just as noisy ... People in like circum· 
stancea were being treated difTerenlly." 

Experta on both aides or the issue 
aaid they know or no other challenges. 

Thia summer in the Village or Great 
Neclr. Eatatea, officiala said the reprieve 
from blowers has been a delight, except 
for the 11 gardeners who have been 
cited for illegal u.e. 

"It ia so much quieter," said Mendel. 
"It is hard Lo believe what we have 
been 11\lffering through all these years." 

Of course, come fall, she said. the vii· 
!age will gladly welcome back the ma· 
chinet - "we think they have a use 
during leaf eeaaon." 

And, not lost on the landacapera, ill 
thia nib: a conflict between lhoee who 

E~IQJi!ll' "11;"'1.-i.J~'·~· ·i!!!!c!inc.s;·jO!!JMl!!!~!!,..!!.•!!lil!!..Q!!!!!!l!:!!i!!lt!!!:;.~!!!!~:::_-::-_;..;==~ pay to have their lawna IDJlintained, -ltl-i.- and thoee who do the work. 

"lt'1 for the public good," explained 
Larry Nadel, the mayor of the Village of 
Great Neck Estates. Residents "were 
looking for some relief. We can't get rid 
of lawn mowen becau.&e lhere ia no oth· 
er way, and we want to have grass. We 
can't get rid of airplanes. This wu 
something we could do to move forward 
to a quieter, more peaceful summer." 

Gardeners and industry officials call the environ­
mental conce11U1 t1ndocumented and exagerated. 

ing legal action apin1l Los Angele11 although chal· 
Jengea historically have been unsuccesaful - acept 
for a brief and eyebrow-raiaing decision in 1994 by 
then-Sc:andale Village Justice Virginia Knaplund. 

"The people that are complaining 
know nothing about our trade," Hanlon said. "All 
they know ia that they come home and the house i~ 
clean. If you gave them a rake and said 'here's that 
pile of leavee out there,' they'd be there all day. 

"Feces and all that stuff, I'm sorry, I don't buy it," 
.. id Pendergrut, Echo's national 1pokeiman. "If 
-..._wen cauaed bodily harm. if they were irliurious, 

e the lint one to call them off the market. But it'1 
. not the aue." 

Pendergrast said the company is looking into tak.-

In her ruling, which wu later overturned, Knap­
lund found that Scandale'a ban on blowen wu un· 
con1titutional becauae it tarseted blowers regardleea 
of actual volume or relation Lo other equipment, such 

"If you are cutting 12, 14 lawruo a day and you have 
cat to put the whole crew over there to 1tart aweep­
ing, that 11 leu boutee you can do a day. And there's 
·your income 11r your profit out the window." 

Gardening Crimes in L.A. 
Use of blowers is illegal, but debate over their use continues 
By Andrew Metz 
ST AfT O>RRESPONDENT 

Los Angeles - It is just past 
noon on a hot, cloudless dav in the 
sky-high Wonderland Park- section 
of the city, and Raudell Salazar, a 
aecond·pneration gardener, i1 en· 
gaging in a criminal act. 

In a verdant yard of roeea and or· 
chid1 and lantanas, neatled into an 
ivy•COVered precipice of the IUD• 

ba.lr.ed Hollywood Hills. Salazar 
bends to the close-cropped grus, 
yanks an engine pullcord, then 
hoists the blaring contraption to his 
1houlden. 

"We've been using this machine 
1ince the '701 when the first 
drought came around," said Salazar, 
30, leading the leaf blower nozzle 
over the concrete D&tio and around 
a flower bed. "[It) cuts my work in 
half and it savea the homeowner a 
lot of money and water." 

Its use is also illegal, carrying a 
. potential $1.000 fine, a court cit•· 

"on and untold other penalties. 
After an ll·year fight that has 

cleaved thia city along IOcio-econom· 
ic lines, firing up the ubiquitous 
gas-powered leaf blower - the tool 
that has helped make Los Angeles 
one of the most manicured apota on 
earth - has been prohibited within 

500 feet or homes. 
Although dozens or cities in Cali· 

fornia and around the nation have 
prohibited or restricted blowers, no­
where in the country is the debate 
over blowers more pronounced, ~ 
catching or influential. 

"I don't think we are limply look· 
ing at the effect in a city of 3.1 miJ. 
lion people," aaid Glenn Barr, depu­
ty to one or the law'a main 
proponents, Councilwoman Cindy 
Miacikow1lr.i, and to il• architect, 
former city councilman Marvin 
Braude. "There ia a aignificant po­
tential ripple effect in the state and 
the rest of the country." 

lnduatry officials, gardenen and 
ban advocates are focused on the 
city as it tries to implement the law, 
which went into effect July I. A 
week later, at the urging of the Los 
Angeles Police Department, enforce­
ment was ltalled for aix months. 

"There are some challenges to be 
overcome," aaid Cmdr. Art Lopez, 
who oversees the force's amall noiae 
enforcement team. "But we aren't 
saying it can't be done." 

Among the pre11ing que1tion1 
that came before the city council 
were: Would blowers be confiscated? 
Would employen and homeownen 
who sanctioned their use alao be 
cited? Would waminga be iaaued? 

And would beat cope do the polic­
ing? 

The council ia aetting up a com­
mittee to resolve these and other 
outatanding iaaues, and according to 
Miac:ikowa.lr.i, pouibly to expand the 
law. 

Many ban supportera in her dia· 
trict have urged a total prohibition. 
Currently, as with moat of the bana, 
the tools can 1till be med in non· 
reaidential areu such aa atadiuma 
and urban street&. 

"Can you imagine cleaning out 
Dodger Stadium with a broom? Or 
New York City after a ticker tape 
parade?" said Steve Tsajiuchi, man· 
ager of Yamada Company, one of 
the largest power-equipment dealen 
in California, which aella as many as 
1,000 blowen a year, and has sup­
plied the City of Loi Angeles. "Thia 
ia lilr.e in the conltnlction industry 
ta.lr.ing a-y circular sawa." 

The arcument doean 'l away pas· 
1ionate blower opponents in this 
city where air pollution ill a top ia· 
1ue and cause celebre. Finl both· 
ered by the blower's noise, the advo­
cat e 1 or a ban now fear 
environmental and health hazard1. 
And they .. y if the tool ia ao impor· 
tan!, the ban will fotte manufactur· 
era lo create an environmentally 
friendly alternative. 

"It really touched a nerve," said 
Miacikowa.lr.i, a former Braude aide 
wbo last month replaced him in rep­
resenting District No. 11, one of the 
city's moat affluent areas. "The 
tranquility of our homea and our 
environment is really a health ie­
IUe." 

The reaull ia a bitter deadlock 
that is dredging up divisions in a 
city wrinkled with class and race 
fault lines. "You are tallr.ing about 
people who are in the entertainment 
industry, people who can afford to 
atay home," said gardener Brian Ya· 
maaaki, characterizing the anti­
blower contingent. 

Pausing from grooming a meticu· 
lous garden or azaleas, impatiens, 
pittoeporum and queen palm, Yama­
-aalti. aecretary or the Southern Cali· 
Comia Gardener's Federation, said 
he hopes the city will consider a 
compromise, such as restricting the 
noiae level or when blowers can be 
uaed . 

The whole dispute has left gar· 
deners - who have mounted large· 
-1e protests at city hall - feeling 
tamillhed. "Before, we wet'I! seen as 
hard·wor.lr.ing people," said Salazar, 
blower in band, dirt glommed onl.o 
panta, boota, T-shirt and baseball 
cap. "Now we are aeen as pollut· 
era." 



Tom Hatlen 
Editor 

Company 
buyers beware 

I talked to a contractor who bought companies and has made money on 
his deals from tM start of each. I also talked to a contractor who bought com­
panies and in some cases lost 50% of the new contracts in the first few 
months. Then I asked the contractors and a couple of industry consultants 
what happened. From this, I came up with 3 major categories of is.wes that 
came into play: 

1. Knowing what you're getting into in buying a company, what to e~pect. 
2. Following the acquisition rules to prevent bad things from happerung. 
3. Acquisition pricing. 

What you're getting into . 
When you talk about buying companies, you're talking about finanaal 

W\Jes, right? So 1 contacted financial consultant Frank Ross to address the 
subject. What struck me the most, was that he didn't talk that much about 
financing. He was emphatic about relationships'. . . . . 

In buying accounts, you're trying to buy relatiOnships. relationships with 
new customers, relationships with employees. lltis is nothing like buying a 
retail store with a good location where people will come to buy their milk 
and bread no matter who's behind the counter. 

This is a relationship business and you really can't buy relationships. I 
._thiN<J:hat's why this is.we was planted so finnly in Frank's ~cial mind. 
wt:' "Mi"~'With quantifiable issues. Relationships are a wild card that can 

ti . wrench into a perfectly calculated acquisition. Relationships end 
when the past owner or customer contact leaves. U you're unable to build a 
new one. you lose the account. 

Follow the acquisition rules 
OK. there really aren't any hard and fast rules. That's one of the things that 

makes buying companies such a precarious business. There are, however, a 
number of things you can do to to encourage accounts to stay on and to pro­
tect yourself if they don't: 

•Avoid buying companies where relationships are too close - because 
you'll never be good enough. 

• Keep people at the center of the relationships on for a transition period. 
• ne your payments to the accounts continuing to pay you. 
• Use confidentiality and non-compete agreements. 
The theme section articles on pages 8, 10 and 12 address these is.wes in 

detail. But this issue of protecting yourself needs further exploration. 
The contractor who suffered heavy account attrition lost them for several 

reasons. Probably the most easily preventable losses were due to not having 
the proper agreements in place. 

He lacked non-compete agreements. Right after he bought out a company, 
the seller went back into business. The seller's established relationships with 
the customers easily won back customers away from the buyer. 

The account thief's argument was that he didn't go out looking for the 
accounts. They came to him due to poor work or bad service or whatever 
excuse he could come up with at the moment. 

This guy would probably advise anyone to sell their company. He's proba~ 
~ bly sold his several times. 

Acquisition pricing 
The going price and how you calculate it for buying a company's accounts 

varies a lot depending on who you ask. where you live and what 
· •1y. Here are a few approaches: LETTERS POLICY 

LEnERS lt 
...... > t .:-".:. (~-·. 

Still making noise about blowers 
Over the past 10 years, power blowers have been making .hea.d.lin~ in 

major metropolitan papers on the East and West Coasts an? m oties m 
between. Unfortunately, the stories with these headlines fail to convey 
how practical these machines are and how landscapers and lawn mainte­
nance professionals depend on them to make a living. Instead, they d~ell 
on the perceived negative environmental impact they have, more speafi­
cally on the noise they make. 

Power blower manufacturers, distributors, dealers and end-users, 
especially lawn maintenance professionals, have too much at stake to 
allow restrictions to go unchallenged. Restrictions which put an end to 
what a few groups find to be an irritating noise, more succinctly threat· 
ens the very existence of lawn maintenance companies and an industry 
that serves them. 

The noise issue as it relates to power blowers was not and is not a 
passing fancy. Several cities today have blower restrictions in place; some 
even have outright bans. 

How to be proactive . . 
U you're in the lawn maintenance business and think the noise JSSUe 

will never affect you or your business, think again. It can happen to you 
and the onlv way to ensure it won't is to take a proactive stance today: 

• Make ~ure the people who operate your blowers do so with the pub­
lic's best interest in mind. Operate the blowers at reasonable hours and at 
reasonable throttle rates. About 95% of the population isn't annoyed by 
blower use. But the 5% that find it troublesome need not be encouraged 
by less than thoughtful use. . . 

• Keep your equipment maintained too. And when 1t comes time to 
purchase a new blower. shop around. There are quiet blow~rs on the . 
market that have significantly reduced decibel output. Again. the key IS 

to use blowers as unobtrusively as possible and still get your work done 
as efficiently as possible. . 

• Stay tuned in to complaints about blower noise in your comn:mru­
ties. To be sure, if a customer has a noise complaint, then work qwckly to 
rectify it. The same holds true for a neighbor. And if there is a public dis­
cussion about blower noise, don't ignore it. Get together with fellow 
users and present a united front to demonstrate how sensitive you are to 
the public's need and to show you will not allow a vocal minority to take 
away one of your most valuable tools. 

Handling debris the old-fashioned way 
Strangely enough. the same people who argue against blower use 

don't have an argument over equipment that operates at a much higher 
decibel rate than blowers. 1ltis leads one to believe the issue is less an 
environmental one and more a philosophical one. Blower use detractors 
would rather see contractors do the job the old-fashioned way and use a 
broom instead of using power equipment to get the job done. 

In today's competitive market. the old fashioned way is unacceptable. 
Just ask any of several hundred lawn maintenance operators around the 
country who have lost their right to use blowers. You n:u'Y be tired of 
reading about the blower noise controversy. But you will be ~ven more 
tired if restrictions find a place in your backyard. The moral IS: Always 
work with the public's interest in mind - but don't let this same public 
take away tools that help you earn a living. 

For more information. contact Echo Incorporated, 400 Oakwood Road, 
Lake Zurich. Illinois, 60047 or call (847) 54().84()0. 

Robin Pendergrast of Jntmuitional Marketing £%change. Inc., 
public rtlations consultllnt to Echo, Inc. 

;ank Ross suggests you pay for profits over an agreed-upon 
~ .. <Jd of time - maybe 3 years. You don't pay on the sales price 
because you pay expenses and overhead as you go. You're really 
buying profits. U 3 years of profits were $100,000, that would be 
your price. 

• Contractor Gary Kart says the going rate to buy accounts in 
Atlanta is 3% to 8% of each billing over a set period of time, maybe 
1to3 years. Since Gary's profit is higher than this, and since he 

PRO reserves the right to edit letters to the editor for length, clarity, grammar and 
faimess. PRO will try to print letters ~tml. 1pau permitting, but inclusion cannot 
be guaranteed. uttns •hovld be limited to kn th11n 300 words in length. utters must 
be signed by the author, and hld!UU comparry name_ dty and phcnu 1ftlmbn. Letters 
tru1y be T1nified by phone. 

utters can be unt to PRO tria mall: Editor, PRO magazine, 1233 fanes'f1ille Af1e., 
Fort Atkin.son. Wilcon.sin. 53538;/ax: Attention PRO editor, (920)563-1699; or by 
e-mail: thatlenOjltpress.com. 

• • r _ • _ ·- ' 1 1 __ ~- ...... '--- .. 1 .............. ..-



council 
aqenOa uepout 
CITY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO 

, I i 

FROM: AmoJd .Jonas, Camm1111ity Dnel~?ent DinCtor: (Mo 
Prepared By: .Tadith Lautner, Allociate Pbnner . - j 

I 
SUBJECT: Power blower commitb:c report and proposed noise ~inance amendments 

I 

11 

1. Review fu..i ~port from the City's PoMr B~wer Committee; • ttl" '' t. -~- ! ~· 
CAO RECOMMENDATION JI _ ·- ________ _ 

2. Adopt Negative declar.rtion of onvironmcnw Impact; I . · · 
3. Adopt an!ordimnce modifying the noise regulations to p~ibi use of blowers on Sundays and 

require a ~urn noise output of 70 dBA at SO f=t ftom ~owcr, and 
4. Review the dCaft education program. Make suggestions or ur· ts as !111aprwpmro""'pt""'iate. 

! I .. REPORT-iBiF 
1 

; 

The City Council has ctiscussed power blower use in this city °'l several occasions. In February 
1997. lhe Council di.rcdal staff' to draft amendmc:nt.s to the noise rc.auiatiom. to prohibit blcrM:r use 
on Sundays ~ tp limit noise l~ls from blowers to 70 decibels rt SO feet tram the blower. 1be 
Council also ~ted sraff'to creab: a cmmuittcc ofvoluntcc:n to op a mmc effective education 
program, to educate users and derradors of power blowcn. 

The: amend-L._L_ve been drafted and the committee foaned. colitt= has met four times 
and bas dev~ educational program. The primary element o program is the eteation of a 
flyer ta be distn"butcd widely and bpi at shops where blowm ~. SCJ d. Tha Oyer would spell out the 
City's laws exactly, provide tips Car proper use, .ad explain how tm:f laWS are enforced. 

I I . 
. Other elemems ~ the education program include ~ police iapanse, creating newspaper 

advertising, and re-writing lhe noise regulations. Not all of elrments will necessarily be 
implemented.! i 

I I · I 
The Council should adoptlhe amendments and review the,c:ducati 

I I . I. 

DISCUSSION I 
i 

Badcgrotmd: 
I I 

OnJ2W3l'y ~. 1?')3, the City Council responded to complaint$ by citiz= (Alan Friedman) about 
problems assrx:ia¢d with lcatblowets. The Counc:il dinaed mfr research the issue :md return 
with ~Oil F lbese machines. ·, 

OnJ~.~. ~.die ~il J"Mewed a report~ these ~me:s- After plblic te!timony 
and d1sn1s11011. die Cnnm:al diI'ccrl:d sraff ·to work with the: ~orma- l.andv1pc Contractors' 
Association (CLqA) to 1) prepare amcndmcn«s to City noise ODS to limil farther lhe ham's 
that power ~ may operate; ml 2) develop an ed · progi:am to inform 1andscapc 
1'0rbrs of the proper ways to use these mariJine-.. . . 
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l1 
,I 

On April ~9. 1994, the Council held a public bea:riug to.rcvi~ ~to t!1e noi~ ~immre 
and to ~ a .draft ntt1oricmal program. TJz Camc.11 ~ to FJD1 m ordmais:e limi~ the 
use of power blDwen to between me hams of· 8 a.m. and 6 p.m.. ml accepted. the educanooal 
progmn. Becm,9e of amcems raised by the Public Workl DUa:uJr. the Colmcil delayed final 
:.ction on tbe noise ord~ dmlge until July 19, 1994. At that time tbc changes were finally 
paDtd as initiated. 

In OCIDber 1994. the Council changed the regulations to allow·~ to be operated outside 
residcnrinl a:reaii frOlll 7 :a..m. to 6 p.m-, ruher thm from 8 a..DL.m 6 p.m.. ml uted tbal sQff 
rcmm with an ord.in•nce serring decl'bel limits for ~. inchuling a c:ertifica.tioo progr:un m 
au.tte cnforccm=t of the DCrise limits. Such an mdinm:e was ~mi to the Council ~ ~ 
19. 1996 mi rejected hec3nse it was difficult to implrment. ~ 1 . . • 

l ~ I 

On February 18... 1997, the Council once again dis:ulsed b~Afia:r laking testimony ftam 
1cvcra.1 citizmsT the Camcil directed S12ff m remm wirh es I to Ille noise ieguLuiom 
prolul>iting l>lo\fer use on Sundays, and limiting mile levels m o dJiA at fifty feet from lbc 
blower. The Capncil also din:ctcd the Police ])eparttneut to start logging blower camplaiml and 
directed staff to jes_~lish a cmnminee of votum=rs to rq><>rt to the Couucil on SUJme5a:d ways to 
•educate users ~ detractors about the differenr types of equipment.• Staff was to report on me 
~up or~ rn=· ii! charge am1 spedfic pma:dures. I 
'lb.e draft am~mems m dJc noise reguWiDbS arc m:uplelC. A vplumeer cmmrince has met four 
times and ~ a series of rccommcndatiom on DDi1c • amencJmmts u well as a nr:w 
and improwd r.ducation pn>r part of .•tuch is UDdc.tway 

Eyal112tion , . ~ 
I j 

1. Conunitttt rt aad recommeadadom. A volunteer ~ittcc bas been c:n:all:d. Tbe 
membership of the cmnmibec has varied over the times it~ met, but generally c:onsists of 
ieptcsencati~ fiom the Iandsc:apc maim.eoance industzy, an acoustical easioccr, and City public 

~~~gstan: ,. ,.· · .... ·. ' .. 

At~ :r .volu"'"'f" .--- given 11ie ~DD prDYided by tho Council in februmy 
(see.minutes 0£.~.m=ting. ~hecO-.l;bc ~ion. was to .. educe usors and detractors about 
tbc di types of cquipmeuL • A ~iming session was conducted In the following 
meetings th committee soliciicd additional: comments and information Crom ble>wa" advocates 
_and . and the: Police Q~._. Same conelusions wac drawn: 

• 0 I ; I ! • I • • I 

.. I •. . I· . . I ,,.·.\ .•• 

1M prilrlory nau., prohkIM ~fr.om ~(~~gin ~-tlown'!'W" area and in shopping t:f!nlD' 

pari:lng Joa. is wodc !ms to ;be done at tim ~t busine~ aie dosed or have little br•sincss 
'Thcrd'~ ~ mairib:nancC crews me. blowers in tbe middle of the mght. particularly in 
sboppiug ~ lats (m violada.n of regulations). Public parking lots dowmown are maintained 
under ·~the City, and thcRfOM tbcsc: worken haw been requiral to me blowms only 
during tbi: al hours. ! . I I • 

Meeting the ~ity's cum:nt ~ircmcnts results in a qm.ndary: when blowers are used in parking 
lots anlY: aftvr 7 LID., the opcmor DlUSt wort around vehicles and persons arriving for ~rk. 
Ac:c:ording r~ landscape contract.on on ~nee, it tabs about twice as long to cieaa 
parking lots 

1
sr:vetJ. than ~ This mp the noise continues for longer periods and more 

I . ,. I 
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people are offended by the noise and dusL On the other hand, downtown residents an: sometimes 
awak:=ed by blower$ used bc:forc seven. 

I 
. ! 

Nom concef'n.r an not ralrictttl to leaf blowen. Citizzns i invited to committee meetings 
cxprc:sscd c:ona:ms with sidewalk stc:mH:1eaning opera1iam, c:oostrudian noise, md other 
power c:quipmcnL There were 1CCOJ1UDendations to pmhibit construction activity on Sundays 
and holidays. Because c:onsuuction md stcamcleaning is ·different from yard work. the 
committee ~ not in a position to comment on or make recormncmlations on these other areas. 
It would not be inappropriate to regulate othel' power gardening eqnipment use in a manner 
similar to that of power blowers. lf du: Cmmcil chooses to puaue such an option,· it ?uld 
provide specific directlon to staff'. I I . 

An edu~4 program has been ctraftec1~ The committee and its guests came up with many 
ideas Coria) ip!oaning users of the City'~ lavp on JX>WCI" blow=; b) encouraging appropria1c use 
of blowers. ; F c) letting people know. w!:t ta do when these laws an: broken. A copy of the 
dr.lft edUQtir program is attached. The folrwing para~ explain parts of the progmn. 

· ~ Tlae Oyer. The primary .;Icment of the propans is the creation of a flyer that 
' is1speciflc to San Luis Obi~. t tlyer is to let people know, in a friendly manner, 
~y what the law says. It wil also provide tips on proper use uid who to call for 
~ violations. A c;apy ·of dra!t vmion of that fl:ycr will be available at the 
~cil's meeting. . l 

1 

~ committee n:cammmds ~ the City send tbc flyer om in all warcr bills, 
~bute it to all businesses ~in tN: city and zmst of the county that sell power 
b~ send it to all known ~·aamtmance penoas who work within the 
~ limits, distribute it at ~ of the California Landscape Coatractms" 
Afsociation, to the Cal Poly ~ental Horticullure Department, and :my other 
~ant atpniutions. Copies wpuld be handed tD pusuns applying for business tax 
~ficares far landscape main~cc. This broad-bnash approach is intended to Jch most n:aidetrts and~ in the city •. 

t;. Police rapame. ~ing Police c:ffcctiveucas was also high on the 
apn_aiittc:e,s list. Cmnpla~~~ said that when they call the police, citations an: 
rap:ly issued and the, fCSJ?Ondiag officer nonnally lbs not appear to know what the r.tiom say. . . 

~ directed by the Council, ~ Police D~ (PD) has created a separate code 
ftf power blower ~ls, so .t:b:at;lhe ~of complaints may be more IC:Qarately 
~- Noise violations lire misdemeanors, which means that the officer must 

S sec and bear the ~bdian ~ hri pr !me can :isme a ciaation. Because most 
is done in a matter of l1lilu£s, the oftic:.cr often docs not have an opponunity 

bscrw: the blower in adjoa. In these eases, the complainmt is often dissatisfied '1"' the response ta the c:mnplainL · . 

I~ 1997. a total otrm qn~ wue loged in under the new blower code (S314). ~ne 
1~ =~tcd m a <ilati<A ; ~ -iblc ~same calls ~ tU= am Jogpd 
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~ a separate cumber, but that is possible with any type of caJI. This number is 
consistent with the numbets in previous years, md indica11:s that blower complaints 
m wU not high in nwnbc:r. 
I 
~ committee dctamincd that tbcrc are two ways the: PD can enhance: blower jon:am:nt, without the: nr::cd to acaac a ~hole new program: 

• &/vcatia11... The noise control officer can ID.lb sure that beat-duty 
! officers arc made aware of the hour restrictiom. 

Use ·Fr cards". The police arc mthorized to use T.eld Intcmptioo · ·· 
canls" when: there an: -suspicious circumstances". The officcrs'Who 
arc called for a blower complaint can be din:cb:d 10 take dawn the me mid address of persom suspecred of using blowa-s in vioi.tion 
of1}ic regulations (Ul cues whctc citations c:annot be issued). These 
names wollld then be given to the persons responsible for mailing 
informational flyen, and letters with flyers would be sent to the 
alleged offender. IC the same operator then violates the: law at a later 
da.t.c, the: officer would have a record tbll he or she bad been 
informed and may choose ta str:p up cnfor=ment efforts. 

1'!though these small changes can imptOY'C the effectiveness o( police &esponsc. 
~ibly the greaest change needs 10 tab: place in public apeabrtion. Complainants 
often do aot uadcntmd why omcms cumot write citations for \liolatiom they do not 
~dns observe. The flyer and ad= edncational efforts are expected to help jpnm: dml undcntmding. 

9 Other efl'ans. The committcc esrabli.shed the following as medium• aad low­
Pfiority on the educarfon program. These ideas would be pursued if determined 
Tessary after the high-priority items an: implemented: 

tain-lanpage no;. arrlinance. Many membas of'thc committee confessed to some 
contusion in reading and ~ding the way the ordinance is now 
formatted and written. An. admimble goal for the committee is ta rewrite Id 
1c:ast that section. ~t deals ~ power blowers, so mat it is immediately 
comprehellSiblc t? ma~~ 

. • • t. • . 

swspaper ~~ing._ ~y~lng, . grapbically-i!ense display ads cauld be 
produced, ,that JJrm¥c .~ dps,for conswm:rs. in a format similar m that 
used by ~c. Uti. ·u~~ ~~c:nt in its 'c:un'Cnt publK; relations cmupaign. The 
blower campaign ~not be as large ar dabome u Utilities", but would 
be fairly replar. For rnmple, ads may be pmdi'Ced quarterly. A related 
pmiDillty is the addition of blower laws and lips to the City's 'Web pages. 
Cast for this item could very widdy, depending on the type of ad (display or 
public scrricc), iU size and fiequc:ucy of publication. 
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BkJ~1f•S1. An event at Mission Plaza or els~. offering information. 
demonstrations, tips on how to get the most from a blower c:fficicntly {and 
with less pollution). The event coald be mnd-alon.e (not likely to attract a 
large crowd) or part of some other rda!r:d evmt. 

Other ideas wm be revicwt:d further as the high-priority projeas arc completed. The committee 
has bcc:n meeting monthly, and is sdac:dulcd to. meet again on Ode~ IS. to review lhe 
Council's actions on this item, finaJjn: the design of the flyer, and pursue lllfy next steps. The 
committee's work is cssemiaJJy complete, with !he exception of follow-up review and a.tistmcc 
as nccem.ry. Meetings in the fUture are expected to be called less fi!quemly. ______ . ____ . . __ 

2. Noise ~ulatiou changes are made. Amcnclmcm to the noise regulations have been drafted, 
that lunit decibel levels and prohibit power blower use on Sundays. These changes are 
incorpozatcd into the attached draft ordinance. The power blower committee discussed 
prohibiting blowers on holidays as well, to~ the.quiet for SCYCa1 extra days per year. 
Howev~, there was conc:em that people would not know which holidays arc affected, and that 
holidays are the only chmce for some resi~cnts to do many maintenance jobs around the home.. 
and many of those jobs require a power r· For these reasnns, the committee suppons the 
prohibition on Sundays but not on holidays 

. . 

The City's parb maintenance supervisor is conccmcd about pmlul>iting the use of all blowers on 
Swida"- The Jack House property is usually mainlaincd on Sundays. with 1hc me of electric 
blowers~ The minutes refer to bJowa-s, with no distinction in kind. If it wu not ~ intent of the 
Council to prohibit all blowers, the regulations can easily be amenda:t to cona:t this. 

' . 
j I 

The committee's acousdcaJ engineer and the Police Department 1epesernative have both 
commertted llw regulations limiting decibel levels ~ not likdy to be enforceable, mccept in~ 
e"1:n:n1e: cases where separam tJ:sting is worthwhile. Sound mcasun:mcm is qot simple and is -,,;­
affi:c:ted by many variables in the t:nvironmenl The only fair way tc dc:rezuainc if a machine docs 
not exceed the 70 dBA linait1 is to test it in c;ontrollcd circumstances, an option not normally 
available to the avemge police officer. 

I 
However, it is appropriate to have such a limit in our onUnance, This regulation can be used 10 . ~ / 
sway blower buyers IOward the quielu machines.. Vartually all new blowers are being VV 
man~ to meet this ftandard today, and are marked by stickcis an the machines 
themselves. But many older~h machines are still on the madccL It will still take a few years to 
phase out all of the older, noisier, more-polluting nnchincs. 

I 
I 

CONCURRENCES ... 

Public Wmb Parka maintaumce staff' is on the committa: and i1 inta:csttd in retaining the ability to 
use power b~rs in maintenance of all City properties. The Police Dcpanmcnt mtcs that education 
is good., but;aJso dw incn:acd ia,owtedge oftlu: Jaw may lead to a greater number of complaints. 
Other dCJJalffncnts have no I with blowers. .. 

FISCAL IMPACT · 
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kJ eurrently aonstrucb:d, the education progmm ii mtpCGtc:d to s:ost an initial Sl ,ODD for flyer 
n:productioauNl mailing castl. Periodic musivc ro-mailinp (every year or "tr/ athu year) would 
GOit a similar mnount. Newspaper advertising may be a •pmllc Rl'Vice", ff the committee feels the 
mwspaper mt? can craie eft'ective ads. This advcrtbing is more likely to be In the ·fonn of paid 
display ads, . which w0uld be designed with cost in mind. For thi: limit.eel need 11 present. City 
Bf8Phic:s-capablc ltlft" i1 being used. The Publie Wmb and Community Development Departments 
are anticipating sharing tbs: costs. . 

ALTERNAnvES 

The Council: may Mlopt an mod1fied aniinance, if c:cmccms ~raised durins the hearina that have 
aat bDCll addrcucd by it. 
. I I 

The CouacU:may continue action. Din=ctioa: lhauld be giwn to staff. 
' 

The Coum:ilmay. by minute action, choose.to mm no change• at this time. 
' 

The Council· may m:ammend or mandate certain changes to the education program or require its 
elimination., . . I 

I 

Altacb.mntl 

I 
dnft ordinance 
environmental initial study 
draft educatlim program 
draft flyer (if' available) 
minute1 of~ty Counc:il February 18, 1997 meeting 

i 



ORDINANCE NO. (1997 Sl:RIFS) 
AMENDMENTS TO THE NOISE REGULATIONS 

LIMITING DECIBEL LEVELS OF POWER.BLOWERS AND 
PROm:errING THEIR.USE ON SDNDAYS 

l7 

WBERl.AS, die Cliy Council CODductcd a public hearing on October 7. 1997 aml hu 
conmdez'Cd tcstimoay Qf iD!crclted parties and ~ evaluation and reccnrmM I rfadon of staff; ml 

BE IT ORDAINED by t¥ City Council oftb.e City of San Luis Obispo a follows: 
I I 

SECTION 1. The City COwlcll ~ mi dctcnniDcs that the project'a Negative 
Declaration : adequately addresses tbc potr#i•I Jignificant envirammnta1 impactl of the 
proposed text amendment to the misc regnl•tinm, ad ndtectc tbl: indepenrJent judgment of 1be 
City Cot1acil. Tbo Council JM::mby adapts said Negative Dec1aradon.. 

SECTION 2. Section 9 .12.0SO of the Mmll«"Jpal Code is 1meby nnenc!ed u follow&: 

9.12.0SO i I 
••• 

I 

; 
e. Specific Proln"bitiona. Tbe :t a set forth in this section, am the cmsing or permiuing 

tbcreof, are declared to be in! violation of this cbapta'. . 

10. Dmnm1c Power T,, ~· . 

b. Operating a pqwer blower in & ra;dmti•• zoa: or within two hundred feet of 
a resident''' zqm bctwa six P·~ and eight a.m., ~Y.·lhrouah 
Slturday !'81 te erea 1 aeile 1Hh'r~nan MflH a 1esidm'ili Ral. 'a p "'1 1••~ · 

c. Opcn1ing 1 power blower in U1J con-mtdenrtal zone beta.rem six p.m. and 
ICYm un •• Monday duou~ Saturday; • 111111:111 9iR p,a ·• eipa 1.m. 
t>mcfny, • 11 te en1le ~ ,. llintlRnr u f llEl&a 1 1111 pupe11sr 'he 

cl. n--.:~. • · ··' · ·b10-n:u li"'iUC!i'i"i:ia.....,. u·m "' ee.5 •fallow" -..-~. pclll'Ct.. . ~ - • - ·" . - .. . . . . IDI 
ID™'•~: . . 

~"""' · .~ .. -· !.·-.r~,_......._m. ~ •• ,_.,, dBA ~1~ 
....... , ... -,i::·.~···""··· . ., ·~"'.. . . - . 

. . . ::•t::·. .P.·:.:~: r ~ . . . _ .. ~-:-~ wn;1, 

,enc--~ ....:..'.u..:~ :- '~-.:··· ·~·: . ·: : •;·:·· '• . •' .,. : ·• 10 dB 
JU~ J.I.~..., ""' ..... ~. •"'~· I ,• • _,_.... •• •••• ti.: •• ~ ... 

• • • • • •• .. • .... • . •.•••• 1;·~:.. • .... • ··-··· :.. • • 



I . 
e. ~mi.;,~~a,::··j wet biawet •iki:£mi~\ii"i'Saiili.v. ~.rw---:.~ .... ·:.~t-1.· •• ·-:- •• ,,,lf",,,~· •. -............ , . .. .. : 'J 

&;.r; Any motor, mKhinr:ryi or pump, such u swimming pool~ 
em., lhall be IUfficU:mly em:IoHd or mdfted m:l maimined sou not to create 
a noise disturbu:lcc in ICCCrdance with Secdcm 9.12.060 ot'thil chapter. 

8EcrION 3. A synopsis of this ordimacr, appaoYCCI by the City Attmuey 1 taptber with 
1lm names oftbe Council Member voting for aDd apinst, aball be published at least tl'Vt d&ys prior 
to its final p11uge, in tbe Tel~-Tn'bune, ~ newspaper published and circulated in this City. 
This ordinance shall go into dfecf at the cxpiraUDD of thirty (30) da.ys after' its final pnap 

~ 
INI'R.ODUCF.D AND PASSWJ TO PIINT by the Coum:il of the City af'San LUis d~ --- ·= 

It a meedng held on the day or ~ cmmotion or 
I by ad on 

the following roll call vote: 
I 

AYES: 
I 

NOBS: 
I 

ABSENT: 

Mayor Allen Settle 
I 

ATI'EST: I 

City C1crit , 
. I 

I 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

CityAUomey 

l 

I 
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Labor Efficiency Comparison 
er:;::;~ ;-:i .~:;;-__. ~;;:i 
~ 

IJlUJ 

1m11 

BROOM I HOSE DOWN 

168,989 Sq. Ft. I 168,989 Sq. Ft. 

Approx. 282 
labor hours 

$4,018.50 

Approx. 76 
labor hours 

$1,083.00 

SOURCE: Leaf Blower Comparison Report/City of Whittier, CA 9/92 

©19% ECHO INCORPORATED 
All Rights Reserved 

GIANT VAC I BACKPACK 
BLOWER 

168,989 Sq. Ft. I 168,989 Sq. Ft. 

Approx. 18 
labor hours 

$256.50 

Approx. 2.25 
labor hours 

$32.06 

~ 
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15. 
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Article - LAWN & LANDSCAPE, January, 1997, "Blowers Are The Only Option." 

Chart - Labor Efficiency Comparison, Broom/Hose/Giant Vac/Backpack Blower. 

Editorial - Golden Eagle Distributing Corporation ECHO NEWS Insert, January/February 1997 
Issue, "Enough Is Enough!" 

Ordinance No. 3449, Burbank, California, With Results. 

CLCA Position Paper - DRAFT 

Article - Portland, OR, Oregonian, January 18, 1997, "Don't Be Ridiculous." 

Noise Control Position Paper, John Cockerill, February 12, 1997. 

Article - T & 0 SERVICE TECH, January/February 1997, "Too Much Noise Is Big Trouble." 

Editorial - YARD & GARDEN, February, 1997, "Not Just Hot Air" 

Article - YARD & GARDEN, March, 1997, "Industry Unites On Blower Issue; L.A. Ban Is A 
Wake-Up Call For Future Legislation" 

Article - Great Neck, NY, Great Neck News, February 14, 1997, "New Environmental Group 
Takes Aim At Leaf Blowers" 

Article - Fresno, CA, Bee, February 15, 1997, "Blowers Pay Off' 

Article - Santa Barbara, CA, News-Press, February 16, 1997, "So Many Reasons To Ban 
Blowers," "Using The Right Tools For The Job" 

Article - Saratoga, CA, Saratoga News, February'l9, 1997, "Council, Planners Consider, Reject 
Restrictions On Leaf Blowers" 

Article - Los Angeles, CA, Rafu Shimp~1 february 20, 1997, "Lawndale Bans Leaf Blowers" 

Article - San Luis Obispo, CA, Countv Telegram-Tribune, February 20, 1997, "SLO Council 
Sounds Off On Noisy Leaf Blowers" 
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17. Article - Santa Barbara, CA, News-Press, February 24, 1997, "Aren't There More Important 
Issues Than Leaf Blowers?" 

18. Power Blower Position Paper, April 1, 1997 

19. Article - Moorpark, CA, Star, May 17, 1997, "Tempest On A Sidewalk" 

20. Article - LANDSCAPER PUBLICATIONS, March, 1997, "Blowers Banned In Los Angeles; 
Industry Reps Meet To Discuss Impact" 

21. Article - Visalia, CA, Times-Delta, May 18, 1997, "Leaf Blowers Are Next Targets In Clean Air 
Wars" 
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BLOWERS ARE THE ONLY OPTION 
Gasoline-powered blowers continue to face potential 

restrictions from near-sighted groups focusing exclusively 

on the noise produced by these valuable tools. 

"This chart illustrates labor and cost 

One municipal study illustrates the value of blowers by 

measuring their productivity against vacuums, hoses and 

brooms. The study showed that an area of 168,989 square 

feet can be cleared in two hours and 15 minutes with a back­

pack blower, but takes 18 hours of work with a vacuum, 

three days with a hose and almost 12 days with a broom. 

· savings with a backpack blower for 
dearing an area of 168, 989 sq. ft. / 

Critics also ignore the fact that backpack blowers triumph 

in affordability with a labor cost of $32.06 for clearing that 

area, compared to $256.50 for the vacuum, $1 ,083 for the 

hose and $4,018.50 for doing the job with a broom. 

v 
SERVICEMASTER CONTINUES 
GROWTH - BUYS BAREFOOT 

' A MOVE char surprised 
~ entire lawn care induscry, 

ServiceMaster LP., Downers 
Grove, Ill., announced plans 
co purchase Barefoot Inc., 
Worrhingron, Ohio, for $230 
million. The purchase, by rhe 
company chat owns 
TruGreen-ChemLawn, will 
form rhe lawn care industry's 
largest company. with more 

rhan 3 million customers. 
According co ServiceMascer, 

rhe rransaccion will be carried 
our wich a render offer co 
Barefooc scockholders of 516 
per. share. The deal is subject 
co regisrracion wich che Sec­
uricies and Exchange Commis­
sion, anriuusr approval and 
complecion of final due dili­
gence by ServiceMascer. 

Barefoot Grass ao Patrick 

Norton Oeft) noted that with 

the sale of the company to 

ServiceMaster, Barefoot will 

now benfit from the 

emphasis given to service 

and training at T rvGreen­

ChemLawn. Credit: 
Photographic Design Group 

LAWN & LANDSCAPE •JANUARY 1997 

'II· ! I ' 18 2 2 : .... :_ .s 
Host . 6ianl • ~ 

Broom Down YIXIM11 Blower 

Parrick Norron, CEO of 
Barefoor Inc;., expected che 
deal co move smoothly, noc­
ing, "I would anticipate 
closing in about three 
months." He said rhe move by 

• • • • • • • • 

Source: Echo Inc. 

excited abour combining the 
nation's two largest lawn care 
companies wirh the object­
ives of creating expanding 
marker opporruniry, econo­
mies of scale and producriviry 

._·.fl (_4_:_\).f ·. ~-~~~,.. •( ".'~-

. ji:J:~f;)~i1_fo~·t~1: 'J~iif bg 

improvements," said 
Carlos Cantu, CEO of 
ServiceMaster. 

~orron added, 

thg·J;;,;~ve;t itJW1J !:tJ.re . ~ 

wBarefoor is joining wich 
che narion 's largesc lawn 
care company and one of 
rhe leading service 
companies in rhe 
counrry. Service~fascer 
has a reputation for 
oumanding customer 
sen·ice, wirh an 

.r:or1Jp!.nJJ in thKJJ.S,, .. 
11t~:;~JiZft1hl£ri!J~'.::'·.' 
~ .. : . .-.~~:·.~J:~:~>'?~:<'1 ·-. 
J1JJl1JbiJ ·1~iJtor,rJe1·1. ·-··: -

.:. :1·-:·.·:~::.r~~,:~t·t:~~~~!. . r~:·,::·~- .~~~ ~,,. 
'JJ.tHJfi)'t;~·'f:·zhtnJ $j:)J 
<j4J}tZ;::f;;·eve:l)1Nf;.~ emphasis on training 

and developing people." 

:. ':.~ ,. - : •'f ~:: .. ~/:.; .. ~ -- -~ • ....;. .. ::: .... ~- Barefoot reported 
annualized revenues in • • • • • • • • 

ServiceMascer is consisrenr 
wirh rhe company's srraregy 
for growth through acquisi­
tions and called chis deal the 
"biggest consolidation" so far. 

Execucives of both firms 
nored advantages for rhe 
combined company. "We are 

excess of Sl25 million 
from 53 company owned 
branches and 50 franchises. 
T ruGreen-ChemLawn 
reported customer level 
revenues of more rhan 5630 
million from 2.5 million 
customers serviced by 200 

fronrinutd 011 pagt 8! 
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Labor Efficiency Comparison 

r~1 

'·':'D 

-
fOfAt. IJAll8'1ti 
~6"f "' ' " i, ti :. J( I ' t \:.,, ' 

1 

~Ji1 
' .~. ··"'-"· '~, ..... J:\ ..... ~ 

BROOM 

168,989 Sq. Ft. 

Approx. 282 I labor hours 

$4,018.50 

HOSE DOWN GIANT VAC 

168,989 Sq. Ft. 168,989 Sq. Ft. 

Approx. 76 I Approx. 18 
labor hours labor hours 

$1,083.00 $256.50 

SOUIKE: !£al Blower Comparison lkport/City of Whillit·r. CA !l/92 

<i'll!J!lli Erno INCORl'Ol~ATEll 
All Righls lkst•rvc<l 

QUIE1J .. 
Echo Incorporated 
400 Oakwood Road 
Lake Zurich, IL 60047-1564 
(847) 540-8400 FAX: (847) 540-8413 

I 

BACKPACK 
BLOWER 

168,989 Sq. Ft. 

Approx. 2.25 
labor hours 

$32.06 



DISTRIBUTING CORPO 
\ 

t:nough • 
IS enough! 

.'!_, Roben Hurst, Golde11 Eagle Distrihwing Corporation President 

NE W ~ 

' • 

r ·-:: ::igain. g:i.;-powered blowers ha' e been under attack. This time. the city of Los Angeles is the culprit, developing and then passing an insane ordinance that 
\ erely restricts the use of blowers for nearly everyone within the city. except municipal workers. 

, "-'w can that 1'e~ you ask. Simple. for want of a better solution to what some see as a growing noise problem in Los Angeles. city officials have devised an 
<>dinance th2t bans the use of blowers I' ithin 500 feet of residences. After July I, 1997, the only people who will be able to use these resourceful machines in the 
city will be city workers whose parks and city offices are well away from homes. 

This i< ju>t another insult to the imel I igence of professional gardeners. homeowners. other users of blowers, and to the dealers who sell and service them. 
De,pite improved technology. edu.:a1111n programs. growing concern by the entire outdoor power equipment industry over the environment and ways to preserve 

lnd improve it, pol' er blowers continue to be singled out for their "negative·· impact on the environment and select residents who inhabit it. 
These attacks have been and continue to be unfair and totally misguided. They single out one industry and one product within that industry - our industry. They 

aho fail t<J toke into consideration the benefits derived from using power blowers. Power blowers work to enhance the environment and to make life easier and more 
producti\ e for its caretakers. 

Even more discouraging. these attac~' ignore what the industry. in general. and Echo. in particular, have done to quiet the noise issue. 
Over the last decade. Echo. its dealer'. and distributors have taken a pro-active stand to not only encourage but to educate end users on proper blower i.:~e. Where 

>elf-regulation has been given a chance. 11 works. It even works with ordinances that put reasonable restrictions on blowers. 
In conjunction with its "Be Smart''" r'rogram. Echo has intervened on behalf of dealers and end users around the country. to either help prevent potential legisla­

tion against blower use or to work to turn back unreasonable or unfair restrictions. The company has proven time and time again it won't ignore this issue ... and it 
won't ignore Los Angeles either. 

Echo product engineers de\'eloped what has become the quietest gas-powered blower on the market. The PB-46LN backpack blower represents a new generation 
of blowers. This ad\'anced blower dramatically reduces noise associated with blower use by 50 percent. And at full throttle, it pertorms well below most noise 
-;undard,_ 

The PB-46LN has had a positive resp<mse from users and anti-noise activists throughout California and. I understand throughout the country. 
Yet there are still communities where education. self-regulation. new technology and the best effons of an industry are put on hold so that a few people can make 

it difficult for everyone else. Unfortunateh 1.os Angeles is one such community. 
Power bl0wers didn "t just emerge over: )11. And this endless struggle between those who want to discriminate against blowers and those who make a living sell­

ing and using them is not new either. 
Echo. with the help of its dealers and , · 

ho" ever. No. the cure has come and '' i' 
a,honce,_ There is no excuse for passil'' 

Coruialh·. 

Rob 

;hutors. has dedicated itself to finding a cure for what ails the blower industry nay-sayers. This cure is not in a vaccine. 
·"lie to come through education, self-regulation. and working together with municipalities and through technological 

•;nance that ignores the reality of such a cure. And there is no place for such an ordinance in this state or in any other. 
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AN ORDINANCE OF Tr."'E COUNCIL OF Tii=: CITY OF 
BURBANK OROERI1;G A SPECIAL ELECTION TO SE 
HELD IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE PRIMARY 
?lOMINATING ELECTION ON FEBRUARY 25, 1997, 
FOR TE PURF'OSE OF SUBMITTING A..'if ADVISORY 
BALLOT PROPC•SAL P.'C'GARD:NG LEAF BLOWERS ':'O Tn"E 
ELECTORS OF TF..E CITY OF BU-.rtEANK, Al\."D GIV:NG 
NOTICE T:~E::U:OF. 

COUNC:L o: TF-3 C!'!'Y OF BURBANK OR.DAINS : 

· A spec!al electic~ c~ the City o~ 3urbank is c=dered 
ar.::. shal! be held i:: the City of Burbank, Cali!or::ia, c:: ':uesdav, 
th~ 25t~ day o! February, 1!97, i~ conju::=~!on with the ;=!mary· 
r:=~inating elec=io::, fer the purpose cf submi.:: tinq co t!:e 
~..:.~:if ie.=. elec=ors c= the Cit:y ar. advisc:-j' b.:=.:lot p:·=posa: as 
:cl2.ows: 

Ac~1:.sory Vote Only 

"S!:all the Ci~v c~ B~rbank enac: a 
new crdina::ce c=c~ibi:ina the use o: 
gas-powered le~! blowers-withi~ Cit:y 
lirr:i :.s? II 

YES NC 

2. The recu::~s o~ said elec=io~ sha:! be canvassed and 
de=lare~ as provide~ b~ law, and if a majc=~:y o~ :he voces cas: 
c~ :he p:::oposicic:: a: sue~ electio~ are i~ !~vc:- of such 
t=:::=po~c.l, the City Cou::.ci~. c~ ~he C~t:y of :::~::-bank ma:' ccn::ice~ 
e~a=~~~g a~ cr=ina~c: p:-c~~bi:~nq cne us~ c: gas-pcwe:-ed lea: 

• .. I 0 I 0 • • o 

=~owe~s w~c~in City iin~~~. 

3: Said snecia! elec:io~ shall be c=nsolidacei wit~ the 
;=~rnary ::o~inati~g election wh~ch shall be cc~ducte~ on t~e same 
da~e. 

4. Said snecia: elec:io~ shall be held in the ~ar.ne~ 
;::::=\·ided by law for thE:: hclciing a:: the p::imary 1nomi::.:!ting 
elec:io~ and the procedure for voting for =r agains: this ~allo: 
P==posal shall be the procedure p=cvided by o::- pursua::t tc law 
fc::- voti~; upo~ meas~res a: a prima::y nonina:ing elec=ion. 

L\..,.t. \:Xl:S' C:•·OOCS' .c-.,.\\OT. IU!J .. , ... ~ Pege 1 



February 25, 1997 

Results 

Yes: 3,760 

No: 4,488 

Qualified by the Burbank City Clerk's Office. 

J 7 
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CLCA Positions on Leaf Blowers -- DRAFT · 

o The California Landscape Contractors Association (CLCA) opposes across-the-board 
bans on gasoline-powered leaf blowers, such as the 1996 Los Angeles ordinance which 
prohibits their use within 500 feet of a residence. CLCA believes these bans are 
unnecessary, bad public policy, and extremely harmful to the landscape industry. 

o Blowers are essential for landscape maintenance professionals. This is because 
blowers are very efficient tools for cleaning up leaves and other small debris from 
landscape sites. Since their development in the 1970s, blowers, to a large extent, have 
supplanted brooms, hoses, and rakes. Blowers even perform functions that no other 
tool can handle effectively, such as cleaning areas covered by rock, gravel, bark or 
mulch. 

o Blowers save enormous amounts of time. Most landscape industry estimates suggest 
that it takes at least five times as long to clean a typical landscape site with a broom 
and rake than it does with a power blower. A similar estimate, ":Vas provided in 1994 
by the City of San Luis Obispo for its parks and public building"s; the city's 
maintenance supervisors estimated that their crews would take 50 hours to do work 
that took 10 hours with blowers, and that much of the work would require the use of 
water. Some estimates substantially exceed the five times one rule-of-thumb: in a 
1992 labor efficiency comparison report, the City of Whittier concluded that a job that 
took 2.25 labor hours with a backpack blower took 76 labor hours with a hose and 282 
with a broom. The bottom line is that without blowers, public agencies and private 
owners would have to spend more time on outdoor work or accept a lower level of 
upkeep. 

o Time is money. CLCA members estimate that their costs (and therefore their charges) 
would increase from twenty to forty percent if they must perform the same functions 
without the blower. 

o CLCA believes many clients can't afford or are not willing to pay for additional costs 
of performing landscape maintenance without the blower. They would either allow 
their landscapes to deteriorate, do the work themselves, or flaunt the law by using 
blowers or hiring gardeners willing to do so. The last option is a possibility because 
blower bans have been difficult to enforce in municipalities that have passed an 
ordinance to date. That option would adversely affect our members because we play 
by the rules, by the very nature of the way our businesses are organized. CLCA 
members are all state-licensed contractors. We have a license bond on file with the 
Contractors State License Board, and we pay workers' con:ipensation as well as 
liability insurance. We deduct federal and state income taxes from payrolls. Most of 
our members offer health insurance for employees and their families. 

1 



CLCA Position Paper 
DRAFT 

l7 

Unfortunately, we compete against a vast underground economy of unlicensed 
operators which does not play by the rules. It would flaunt a blower ban if given the 
chance, and consequently it would be able to underbid our members for landscape 
maintenance contracts. Legitimate landscape contractors could go out of business and 
their employees would lose good paying jobs. 

o The blower is an alternative to hosing down walks and driveways with water. Using 
water in this manner is unreasonable, especially irt drought-prone California. 

o Blowers make no more noise than other types of power equipment. Nor does the hum 
of these tools dwarf the decibel output of other gasoline-powered equipment such as 
the automobiles we drive and the trains we ride. 

o High decibel noise exposure can be severely damaging to hearing. However, to 
provide some perspective on the issue of blower noise and hearing loss, it should be 
pointed out that the U.S. Department of Labor Occupational Safety & Health (OSHA) 
does not require a hearing protection program for employees unless noise exposures 
equal or exceed an eight-hour, time-weighted average sound level of 85 decibels. 
Although this regulation should not be taken to imply that lower decibels are always 
safe, compare it with the noise from a typical blower. Most of the newer machines are 
rated at somewhere between 65 and 75 decibels at 50 feet at full throttle. And, unlike 
blower users, who need hearing protection because of their long hours of exposure to 
noise coming from a machine a few feet away from their ears, residents and 

· homeowners distances. 

o CLCA acknowledges that blowers can be a nuisance. However, we be the culprits are 
old technology and improper use. Both problems can reminded by means other than 
indiscriminate bans. 

o CLCA Strongly encourages blower manufacturers to place a high priority on noise 
reduction improvements. However, credit should go where credit is due. Today's 
blowers are significantly more quiet than their predecessors of 10 years ago. 
Manufacturers have steadily reduced noise levels, and in, recent years most have 
voluntarily adhered to a maximum of 70 decibel (dBa) at full-throttle at 50 feet from 
the source. In 1996 one manufacturer introduced a revolutionary blower that generates 
a mere 65 dBa at full throttle at 50 feet from the source - without sacrificing 
performance. Manufacturers can be expected to make future noise reduction 
improvements, if given the chance. 

o Although CLCA prefers other methods of dealing with blower noise, our association 
does not oppose efforts to prohibit outmoded equipment - as long as the standards are 
not unreasonable in light of the existing technology on the mar~et. 

2 
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We suggest that efforts to prohibit outmoded equipment be accompanied by buy-back 
programs such as the one instituted by the City of Redondo Beach in 1994. At a 
minimum, bans on outmoded equipment should go into effect ar least one year after a 
decision is made. This would give users crucial lead time to phase out their 
equipment. 

o CLCA believes the vast majority of commercial operators use their blower responsibly. 
Nevertheless, we acknowledge that improper use is a problem. It is caused chiefly by 
lack of knowledge, but regrettably it is sometimes a result of lack of courtesy for 
others. 

o Cities, municipalities, and the CLCA should partner together to educate the public as 
well as the landscape industry about proper use of blower equipment. Educational 
programs should include the following information: 

- Generally speaking, blowers should be run at half throttle most of the time. Low 
throttle speeds not only significantly reduce noise, but they also provide the operator 
with maximum control. Full throttle is seldom necessary. 

- Blowers should not be used in residential areas at unreasonable hours - early in the 
morning or late at night when people are likely to be disturbed. 

- Debris should never be blown onto adjacent property, the street, vehicles, people, or 
pets. 

- Blowers should not be used within ten feet of doors or windows. 

- Crews should operate only one blower at a time on small residential sites. 

- Rakes or brooms should be used to loosen heavier debris. 

- The full nozzle extension should be used so the air stream can work close to the 
ground. 

- The muffler, air intakes, and air filters should be routinely checked to make sure they 
are working properly. 

- Blowers should not be used to move large debris piles from one spot to another. 

- If conditions are very dry and dusty, mister attachments should be used. 

3 
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o CLCA believes that informed citizens and landscape maintenance workers are likely to 
be more considerate. For the few bad apples who may lack common courtesy even 
with more knowledge, city ordinances to require proper use under penalty of a steep 
fine may be necessary. CLCA does not oppose ordinances that mandate common 
sense rules of blower courtesy. 

o Electric-powered blowers are not an acceptable substitute, for gas-powered machines. 
Most landscape maintenance professionals estimate that electric blowers reduce 
efficiency by 50 percent. They tend to be less powerful than gas blowers, and they are 
limited by the need for an extension cord that must be continually plugged in and 
unplugged. In addition. they can be hazardous to operators. Swimming pools, spas, 
garden ponds, and moisture from garden irrigation make for a potential electric shock 
problem. Finally, the heavier duty electric blowers, which are comparable in power to 
gas blowers, do not reduce noise that significantly. Plus, the electric blower's noise is 
compounded by the noise produced by a generator if electrical outlets aren't available . 

.:. :. 

o The dust issue is spurious. Brooms create dust too. Properly used blowers do not 
raise an inordinate amount of dust. No scientific documentation whatsoever exists on 
the health impacts of airborne particulate matter from blowers. 

o The air emissions issue is likewise spurious. Standards that were put in place by the 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) for 1995 have been met, and in most cases, 
exceeded by all blowers sold in the state today. Air pollution issues are being 
addressed, and should be addressed, by CARB, the federal Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), and the regional air quality districts -- not cities and counties. 
Moreover, the frequently used criticism that blowers produce emissions greater than 
automobiles should be placed in proper perspective. Actual emissions from blowers 
are few because of the equipment's intermittent use. For example, one year of volatile 
organic compound (VOC) emissions from automobiles compares to 21 years of 
emissions from portable lawn and garden products. Portable lawn and garden 
equipment contributes only 0.8 Percent of all U.S. emissions, 0.6 percent of carbon 
monoxide emissions, and no nitrogen oxide emissions. (This comparison comes from 
an analysis of EPA emissions inventory data prepared for the Portable Power 
Equipment Manufacturers Association by Heiden & Associates of Washington, D.C.). 

o CLCA members are always willing to work constructively with city and county public 
officials to find win-win solutions to this increasingly prominent issue. 

*** 
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f Don't be ridiculous 
t 
: There aren't any 
~substitutes available 
~ equal to the job 
.of gas-powered 

. : outdoor equipment 

.. 

·. 
uring 1996 there has been an alann· 
ing number of attacks on gasollne­
rueled outdoor power equipment. D We have been told on and In the 

news that using thls equipment emits pollu· 
. tants. and we are led to believe that it Is a major 

cause or air pollution. We have been asked not to 
run our equipment on days 
that have high pollution 
levels. We have been bribed 

• by our power companies to 
· trade In our gasollne­

powered mowers for 
•lectric ones. And we have 
been led to believe by mis­
informed. naive people that 

~this equipment should be 
banned (ror example. The 
Oregonian 's Uvtng feature 
blov. 9 "Leaf Us Alone." 

: · I would like to clear some 
·0c the air surroundtnc the 

• use ofthls equipment. 
. First of all. Installing and 

·maintaining good.quality 
landscaping helps OW' environment much more 
than it hurts it. Landscaping enhances the value 
and beauty o< our property while putting life­
illving oxygen back In the atmosphere. Main· 

· taining thls landscaping Is a way or Ufe ror 
many individuals In the landscape maintenance 

· and arboriculture Industries. 
· Thousands of people are employed In these In­
dustries as well as by the companies that rnanu· 
facture and/or maintain this equipment. Cur· 
rently, there are no comparable electric tools 

. that will do the job or a professional.quality 
·gasoline.powered piece or outdoor power equip­
ment. 

Electric products that have the same power u 
psollne-powered equipment would be too heavy 
to carry around. Additionally, It Is simply not 
prac:tlcal to use corded or battery-operated 
electric products In many applications. 

Now tor some other facts: 
In the early 19905. Congms passed the Clean 

Air Act. This gave the government the authority 
to Identity polluten and require that they ellml· 
nate their pollution or suft"u the consequences. 
For Jean. the Environment.al Protec:tlon Agency 
and similar state agencies have dlrec:ted their ef· 
rorts toward lhe major polluters - Industrial 
processes such as those o< petrocbemlcd and au· 
tomottw industries. power prvrlden. larp rac. 
tories, and the like. 

While they have done a remarlcable job ot re­
ducinc the pollution created by tbe9e. In my 
oplnioa If these agencies were to continue with 
their eG'orts, they would either bankrupt theM 
Industries or make their products so expensive 
none oC us would be able to all'onl them. So In an 
eft'ort to Justify their continued existence. the 
agencies appear to bave dlActed their eft'orts Io­
wan! other, smaller sources o< pollution that do 
not have the resources or the Wier Industries to 
cle{encl themselves. One o< these is the outdoor 
power eqaipment Industry. 

In the early 1990s the Calllomla Air Resources 
Board ldentJfied gasoline-powered landscaping 
equipment a a minor source oC air pollution 
and began drafting emission standards for this 
equipment. 1'be Initial regulations look efl'ect In 
January oC this year. The federal eovemment 
eot Involved and the EPA has adopted similar 
reculatlons for the entire United States. which 
wW take eft'ect over the next 12 months. 

The outdoor power equipment Industry has 
spent an estimated S60 million over the last five 
yean to meet or exceed lhese new emission stan· 

dards. Lawn rnonn. trimmers. leaf blowers. 
chain saws. hedge trimmers and tiie like are 
now being manu!actured to be much cleaner. 
But Just how dirty were they be{ore these new 
costly regulations were enacted! 

In a study commissioned by the Portable 
Power Equipment Manu!acturen Association in 
~he mid-'90s. Heldea and Associates. a well· 
known reseatc:h group. found (based on £PA 
data) the following: 

e The Volatile Organic Compounds {VOC) 
emissloas bmntory In the United Stales on a 
yarty bull Is m8de up o( lea than O.I percent 
l'rDm ponable lawn and prden. equipment; 99.2 
pen:ent comes Crom other soarc:es - such as In· 
dustrtal processes, residential CUeJ COllS1Dlllltlon. 
automobiles. trucks and marine use. · 

• Industrial processes' voe emissions l'or one 
year equal u rears oC on-road emlssloa soun:es 
(autos and trucks>: H.4 years from residential 
l\Jel consumption: W years tram recretlianal 
marine etDlssions; and ~u ,_,.. from euollne­
powered portable lawn and r.anlen equipment. 

IC n take I loot at Voe emlsaions from just 
mobile ICIUl'CleS, the aulDmobUe Is stW the single 
largest ofl'ender. Based on EPA data, It would 
take flve years oC recreational marine emissions. 
Z1 years o< portable lawn and garden equipment 
or 439 years oC loainc cb.aln saws to equal the 
emissions of •utnmot>lles for Just one year. 

Gasoline-PCIWW'ed la.TI and garden equipment 
ls a very ealclent and safe way to maintain your 
landscape whether YoU do It yaunelf or have it 
done for you. Doa't be fooled by Just one side or 
the story. 

~ RlcMy is Wn~rn rqional man.ager for 
Sh1ndo1wa Inc. of Tualatin. an oUldcor po1ur 
equipment manulacrurtr. 
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We must eliminate the noise revel that causes complaints. 
Those who are opposing the noise have a few courses to 
take. One is to legislate against our !,!irring up contaminants 
and the annoyance of excess noise which disturbs the peace. 
It has been clearly demonstrated in 200 municipalities across 
this land that we are a problem on both counts. We have 
denied it up to this point. We have taken unsuccessful 
approaches through the court syst~m. We have threaten the 
consumer with claims that have not been substantiated. The 
irony in this case is that the reason for the nois~ in the first 
place is our believing that making noise somehow has justified 
our exl'Sfence fu the customer. This reminds me of the maid 
who make a lot of dust in the air while putting the dirt under 
the rug. fn fact we have irritated everyone to the point of 
legislation. Those stubborn noise makers among us have not 
realized the irony, and continue to make noise in defiance of 
the law. What do we do now? 

Firstly we must admit the obvious. We do make too much 
noise and we are now strapped with a legal tide against us 
about which no one else really cares. The s1mpath~ we seek 
is not earned and nowhere forthcoming. There are ose 
among us that believe we cannot persuade our own peers to 
stop making the noise. The belief is that our noise making 
peers are so ignorant that only a policeman can convince 
them, and even then only if the fines are so stiff that it costs 
more to operate while making noise than if they stop. "I get 
caught a few times and f pay the fines. So what is the big 
deal?" " So let them stop me and I will pay the fines." There 



is a community of operators in our industry who are openry 
defiant of the laws, and they laugh in our face. . 
WHAT ARE OUR OPTIONS? 

l1 

We can continue to proclaim that the problem is not rear and 
make noise in spite of the law. ' 

• We can make an arr out effort to educate the ignorant among 
us and perhaps in time make some progress. 

We can become proactive in the control of noise and tell the 
authorities to come down hard on the operators who continue 
to make noise. 

We can strike a compromise with the communities and arrow 
a low noise quotient with high fines for flagrant violators. 

The last seems the best option, but it may be too late. We did 
not implement a conservation program when we first had that 
option, during the first blower bans. In fact we ignored the 

· problem and the solution and· did nothing after being given a 
second chance. Will we get a third chance? After the recent 
litigation? After years of patience on the part of 
municipalities? Its a very delicate shot. 

What about striking a compromise in the communities that 
have not yet Jost patience, together with working very hard on 
a peer education program? If we can affect a good noise 
abatement program with the use of quiet blowers at minimum 
noise production through vigilant conservation and peer 
pressure, can we set an example of compromise in these 
communities and then go back to the blower ban communities 
and show how the program can work? i think it is worth a try. 
I think it is our onry remaining option. We need to identify the 



communities where we can try this experiment. Perhaps 
/1 

Yonkers, Grenburgh, and Bronxviffe are communities for a 
start. We have to publicize to all communities that we are 
working hard on this program. We have to ask the 
cooperation of these communities in the area of compromise 
legislation and police cooperation in implementing that 
cooperation. We have to appeal to all customers to demand 
that their gardeners knock off the unnecessary noise and 
pollution. Then we must work the streets to police those 
renegades in our line of work who are out there unaware of 
the problem they create 1 and teach them however we must to 
conserve noise generation for the benefit and comfort of their 
customers. 

·~ 

The singf e greatest cost of this program will be ' ·", · 
communications with the part time operators and the non­
Engfish speaking operators who do not know what is 
happening in the larger picture. The correction of information 
to locate and get the message across to this group wm either 
make us or break us. The commitment will have to be one of 
outreach, and hard salesmanship on the part of every 
professional in our trade. We have to reach them in the 
neighborhoods where they Jive, at the work place, on radio, in 
newsprint, through the repair shops, in our Association 
training program activities, and in church if necessary. Many 
of the violators are our own employees who feel they are 
justifying their own existence on the job by making noise and 
looking busy. Employers must manage their own employees, 
limit the equipment on the trucks, and find quieter ways to get 
the job done, using blowers in· a more conservative and 
thoughtful way. We must learn and teach how to avoid blower 
operation if we suspect it to be annoying to others. We must 
teach each operator in a very well defined training program 
how to become more sensitive to reducing annoying noise. 
We have to become vigilant about the effect our blower 



operation has. not so much on productivity but on the peopre 
living around our work sites. We must be conscious of the 
noise and the dust that is created, and where that noise and 
dust goes which could be annoying. 

Unless we begin to adjust our thinking to identification of the 
problem and choosing among the alternatives we have and 
implementing them, we are doomed to return to primitive 
ways of completing our maintenance tasks. We have abused 
the privilege. We will pay the price. If we can show that we 
can respect the privilege, we may regain respect as 
professionars and not have to be spoken to, at the point of 
law. ·~ 

t1 



I n many areas of the coun­
try, landscape technicians 
are coming under fire for 

using one of the most time-sav­
ing, convenient tools of the trade 
- the backpack blower. 

According to Robin Pender­
grast, president of International 
Marketing Exchange, Evanston, 
lll., some 275 communities have 
banned, or are considering ban­
ning the use of blowers in sum­
mer months or altogether. 

The highest profile case has 
been in Los Angeles, where late 
last year the use of blowers was 
banned within 500 feet of any 

'dence - which really means 
blowers cannot be used in 
maintenance of residential 

landscapes. 
The impact of this legislation 

won't be felt for a few months 
when the ban takes effect, but 
this will certainly cost landscape 
crew members valuable produc­
tion time and contractors money 
in lost work. To make matters 
worse, Pendergrast reported that 
nearly a dozen communities are 
following Los Angeles' lead and 
arc setting up their own legisla­
tion that will impose some sort of 
equipment ban or restriction. 

How docs this affect you, the 
company you work for and your 
community? Well, in cities and 
counties where bans are being 
fought, the legal fees and time 
spent on trying to overturn or 
relax bans are astronomical. And, 
manr times the reason that com­
munity forces mobilize against 
power equipment is the misuse 
of the equipment by crew work­
ers. Equipment operated too 
early or late al night, in the \;cin­
ity of children or in inappropri­
ate situations can spur commu­
IJ,l~Y acth;sm. 

nothcr hot spot for noise 
J!ation has been the north-

1 

em suburban area of New York 
City. Larry Wilson, president of 
the New York State Turf & Land-

ALCAFocus l-·/ 

Too Much Noise Is 

Big Trouble 
scape Association, a state asso­
ciation member of ALCA, de­
scribed the situation there in a 
recent interview: 

Q: What is the situation with 
equipment restrictions today? 

A: We had a coun action to 
challenge the seasonal ban which 
has been implemented in many 
Westchester County communi­
ties. The county has 40 different 
municipalities, and many of these 
have blower bans in the summer 
months. In addition, many of the 
same communities that have ap­
proved a ban have exempted 
schools systems, utility compa· 
nics and, in some cases, the golf 
courses from compliance. These 
situations have been especially 
offensive to us - it clearly shows 
that they are going after the land­
scape contractor. 

Q·: What is the organization 
trying to do? 

A: We have had many discus­
sions and we are tying to imple­
men l an offense agai nsl the ordi­
nances. We see public relations 
as a big part of this. We have 
always had an educational pro­
gram to instruct members and 
the industry as a whole on the 
proper use of equipment. We 
feel that some public relations 
efforts will now be necessary. 

We'd like to send a message to 
homeowners that, first of all, if 
we're excluded from using ma­
chines then we have no alterna­
tive other than to spend more 
time doing our work without the 
blower than we did with the 
blower. This ultimately translates 
into higher prices for them. 

Secondly, the public should 
know that we are making an ef­
fort to instruct members in 
proper equipment use. Many 
people work in this industry ille­
gall}", don't pay taXes an<! <lon't 
have the proper educ:••;.·· rhey 
are out working on ::>umlay at 

8:00 or 9:00 in the morning, and 
many of the complaints have 
stemmed from that abuse. In con­
trast, our members attend meet­
ings and we preach about proper 
equipment use - and they think 
~;cc before cranking up that 
blower before 9:00 in the mom· 

ing. And they certainly think twk~ 
before they go out to work on a 
Sunday, period. 

Professionals have the right 
education, and it's in the public'A 
best interest to know that hirinK 
a professional is ultimately rt!! 
better for the community. liiii 

• as simple as that lnslall the Mini-Clik rain sensor with your sprinkler 

• ·'115. and your crews wiH spend a lot less time ruming around turning 

~ ··: • · · off and on. or correcting the problems of overwatering. The world"s 

be~t-seller. Mini-Clik Is the most refiable and acx:tJrate rain sensor on the 

mar1<et - even under the most def'!18nding conditions. In fad. ii comes with 

an unparalleled five-year warranty. 

Mini-Clik is inexpensive. too. and irs the ideal match for any irrigation 

system: new or retrofit. Help your cfients conserve water. while you save 

costly service and maintenance calts. can Glen-Hilton Products today at 
1-800-476-0260. and leam more about 

the ways our money-saving products 

can enhance your profitability. 
MINl·CLIK~ 
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Not Just Hot Air 

I
've never seen anything like it. 

The day was January 15. The 
city: Los Angeles. We're in a hotel 
conference room, sitting at a long 

U-shaped table. The mood is serious. 
The air is thick with anticipation. We all 
scan the room pensively, wondering 
what the outcome of such a gathering 
will be. 

The meeting gets underway. Starting 
at one end of the table, each participant 
introduces himself and his position. 
They are from all over the country. This 
room represents a complete cross-sec­
tion of the industry. There are manufac.. 
turers. Distributors. Dealers. 
Landscapers. Associations from every 
level And me. 

The only time I've ever seen this 
many different elements of the industry 
in one place is during the International 
L;lwn, Garden and Power Equipment 
EXPo in Louisville every July. But even 
there, they are never together in one 
room, uniting on one issue. And though 
they all attend EXPO, they don't all 
speak up. 

But at this meeting, everyone voiced 
their stance. Every single person in the 
room committed their support to the 
cause and offered ideas toward a solu­
tion. Everyone took a slightly different 
spin, but all agreed on one thing: some­
thing has to be done. Now. 

The issue: a backpack blower ban in 
the city of Los Angeles, effective July 1, 
1997. The ordinance passed in 
November. 

Now, some of you will stop reading 
here. You say, "So what? That's in LA It 
doesn't affect me." And you'd be right 
But you'd also be wrong. 

Fact is, we are talking about L.A. 
today. But it could be your town tomor­
row. Equipment baris are cropping up in 
small towns around the country. It just 
so happens LA is a big, high-profile city 
that attracts attention and headlines. But 
the issue is real. It is widespread. And it 
may affect your bottom line sooner than 
you think. 

We will provide more details on the 
blower ban and the meeting in our next 
issue, but I want to tell you what I 
thought the most important point of the 
meeting was: This issue has nationwide 
implications. 

If we don't pay attention to what 
seems like a local issue, if we don't band 
together as an industry and become 
proactive in educating people in areas 
not yet affected, dealers and landscapers 
across the country will be in the same 
spot as our industry brothers in LA 
Trying to overturn a decision is much 
harder than defeating one. 
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111dustry Unites on Blower Issue 
L.A. ban is a wake-up call for 
future legislation 

Br 1\·oel Bronn 

0 
n January 15, 
1997, the Portable 
Power Equipment 
Manufacturers Assoc. 

(PPEMA) hosted an industry-wide 
meeting to discuss the latest and 
most high-profile city to ban blowers. 
An ordinance was passed in the city of 
Los Angeles restricting the use of gas­
powered blowers within 500 feet of a 
residence, effective July 1, 1997. 

"We were very pleased with the meeting," 
says Don Purcell, director of PPEMA "It was the 
first time all interested parties were able to sit 
down in one place and articulate their ideas." 

Indeed. Participating manufacturers included 
Echo, Stihl, John Deere Consumer Products, 
Toro, Shindaiwa, Poulan/Weedeater, Little 
Wonder, Tru-Power and Kawasaki. There also 

, were several distributors, includ-
ing Bee Tee Equipment and 

"111ercs a 
,~cncral apathy 
in llw ind11Sll'J: 

Golden Eagle Distributing. At. the 
dealer level, representatives 
included Garvey Equipment Co. 
and Yamada Co. A handful of 
landscape companies and associ­
ations also were represented. 
Even a New York landscape con­
tractor attended to provide per­
spective on the Scarsdale ban. 

U11lil it happens 
i 1d1J1c

1
rc llJCJ arc

1
, 

ca crs arc 110 . 

,~, going lo non;r 
a/Jout it - but ii, 

aff ccts llwir f ulurc. " 

The meeting agenda was sim­
ple. After a brief presentation out­
lining the background of the 
issue by Echo representative 
Robin Pendergrast and political 
perspective from lobbyist Tom 

McCarty (also representing Echo), the session 
turned interactive. The blower ban issue is nine 
years old, and although it's a hot issue in LA, 
there also are ordinances and bans popping up 
all over the country. In fact, currently there is 
activity on this issue in more than 30 states. 

Pendergrast highlighted a poignant fact of the 

:!:! YARD & GARDE:-; • MARCH 199;-

ordinance 
passed in L.A. 

He discussed how the 
city council based their conclusions about the 
hannful effects of blowers on limited knowledge 
and misinformation. 

Purcell posed two questions and asked every 
person in the room to answer them: "What are your 
concerns?" and "What are your expectations?" 

Many feel the issue has nationwide implica­
tions and a call was made for a united effort from 
the industry. "We need to have a common voice 
on this issue," says Little Wonder's George 
Tmker. "We need to be proactive in educating 
communities and come to some sort of resolu­
tion on this topic." 

"We as manufacturers must offer alternatives, 
and we as an industry must offer a nationwide 
solution," says Echo's Larry Will. 

"Entire product lines are in jeopardy," says Tru­
Power's Rick Hlaves. "We as an industry didn't get 
organized to fight this: We kept thinking, 'Cooler 
heads will prevail' but they didn't listen to the facts. 
We have to salvage the situation." 

Lee Richey from Shindaiwa agrees. "There's a 
general apathy in the industry. Until it happens 
where they are, dealers are not going to worry 
about it- but it affects their future." 

"We have to think, 'What can we do in our 
areas in the future?' We missed an opportunity 
here," says Jim Baylor of the Professional 
Gardeners Federation of Northern California. 
"We've got to be proactive and bring solutions to 
the community before it is a problem." 

"We really need a nationwide standard," says 
\Villiam Guerry from the Outdoor Power 
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Equipment Institute. 'These conflicting stan· 
dards are a manufacturer's nightmare." 

"We have complacent acceptance in the 
industry on this issue," says Tom Griswold of 
John Deere. "Our present ways of dealing with 
these issues one-by-one is a failed strategy. We 
must deal with it on a national and global level" 

"It's the 'mow, blow, and go' guys who abuse 
the privilege and give the industry a bad name," 
says Stan Price of Golden Eagle Distributing. 
"We need to broaden the myopic view of this 
issue, and start a groundswell of support to 
include homeowners. These actual purchasers 
are voters: They have a voice." 

Many talked about educating the public and 
the government about benefits and drawbacks 
to blowing as well as the alternatives. "We need 
to educate customers about the new technolo­
gies," says Steve Tsujiuchi of Yamada Co. "We 
have to look at other solutions and figure out 
what we have to offer as an alternative for our 
customers." 

Purcell took careful notes to bring to the 

17 
PPEMA board at their February 28 meeting. 
"We'll present an options package to the board 
regarding the next steps of 
this issue," he says. "We'll 
get our marching orders 
on what they want to pur­
sue. The mayor of Los 

· Angeles said he will review 
the law in six months. We 
are looking. at new ways to 
approach the subject to get 
the mayor to reconsider. 
And we are discussing 
ways to develop voluntary 
standards, then work at the 
local, state, and federal 
level to come to a solution 
we can all work with." 

YG 

'·nc /1arc lo l11inli. 
·1111al can nc tlo in our 
areas in l/IC future?' 

nc missed an 
. , . opportunity I1erc. 
JJc'n! got to /Jc proacli1c 

mid bring solulio11s 
lo ll1c communily before 

it is a problem." 
'1: ::~ 

For background on the blower issu~, refer to 
the YARDstick column in the July/ August 1996 
issue of Yard & Garden. 

MOWERS FOR TWO s 
Commercial Quality Priced Within the Consumer Range! 

• Encore's Z42 is an agile 
rider with extremely easy 
to handle, zero-radius 
turning and direct 
hydraulic drive. 

• This Encore 32" S-s1 
commercial walk-beht 
customized for homeo 

with a 12 hp IJC I 
and Stratton. 

For Information on Beco; 
an Encore Dealer Cal 

1-800-267-42 
ASK ABOUT ENCORE COMMERCIAL MOWERS 

I-· &-I ENCORE 
FAX: 402·223-4103 

Hydrostatic Walk-Behinds Z'8 Rider 5-Speed Walk-Sehinds P.O. Box 888 •Beatrice, NE 68310 

= INDICATE 69 ON INQUIRY CARD 

YA R D & G . .\ R D E :-> • '.\! A R C H I 9 9 ~ '.? 3 
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New Environmental 
jGro.up Tak.es Alm At 

Leaf Blowers 
By Karen Rubin 

Even before spring blossoms and the grass sprouts anew, a 
new environmental group in ,Great Neck is tackling the noise­
pollution· created by the leaf and lawn blowers that are sure to 
come.with the change of season. · 

Safe Action for a Sustainable Environment (SAFE) plans to try 
to get villages to impose regulations on the use of the gas­
operated leaf blowers. Liye Sidon, chairperson, said she hoped to 
raise the issue before the Village of Kensington trustees at the 
Feb. 19 meeting. 

The peninsula-wide committee is dedicated to "preserving the 
quality of life, health and well being of the citizens of Great 
Neck," Ms. Sidon said. "To begin, we are addressing one of the 
most important and lethal forms of pollution-noise pollution. We 
are seeking to regulate the landscaping practices and noise levels 
which have gone .unrestricted up to now. Not only is noise pollu­
tiori a threat to the nervous and auditory systems of children and 
adults as well (iµcluQin_g. Uio_~~- V1ho might be ill and tryitig_to _re-

. cuperate), l>ut the inevitable-disturbance and loss of precious top 
soil is known to contribute to serious respiratory problems." 

She added, •a.1995 statistics shows that one hour of running a 
gasoline powered lawn mower is equal in pollutant emissions of a 
car driven for 350 miles." 

A similar proposal to regulate the use of leaf blowers is being 
considered in Great Neck Estates, having been raised by its Envi­
ronmental Committee. The Village of Grea~ Neck Estates, at its 
Jan. 13 Board of Trustees meeting, considered a proposal to ban 
the use of leaf/lawn blowers from May 1 to Oct. 21 and between 
Dec. 20 and Mar. 21 

At that meeting, Mayor Lawrence Nadel asked the Village at­
torney to investigate how other villages in the state have imposed 
bans and implemented their ordinances. · 

Mrs. Sidon told the Great Neck News she has done research to 
show that bans or restrictions against the blowers have been i m­
posed in Larchmont, New Rochelle, Pelham Heights, Scarsdale 
and White Plains in Westchester, and 14 communities in Califor-
nia, among others. . 

She stressed, "We are not adversarial. We hope to work with 
the gardeners to come up with a satisfactory solution." 

Among the regulations SAFE is proposing: to regulate the use 
of leaf blowers; that garden machinery be properly muffled; and 
that mechanized gardening activity begin after 10:30 a.m. 

The group is inviting those who would like to join to contact 
Liye Sidon at 487-3390. 
···································································--
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: Blowers pay off 
Originally the leaf blower de­

bate in Los Angeles was about 
noise, but it was twisted around 
to where the noise issue was all 
but dropped, and the anti-blower 
crowd targeted air pollution as 
the real reason. 

At one poinfit was~ 
by gas-powered opponents that • 
lawn and landscape professionals 
use electric generators to power 
their electric hlowers. Let's see, 
they ban a 2.5 to 4-horsepower 
blower and reJ!lace it with a 10-
to 12-horsepower generator set 
to.power a brace of electrics. And 
this pollutes less? What abput 
low-flying plan~ freeway traffic, 

· circular saws, ~ and motor­
cycles? 

It gets better. At the L.A 
hearing, some of the town's 
prominent citizens turned out to 
add their two cents to the discus-

, sion. This made all the papers, 
along with new oomplaints, such 
as the noise of mow blowers. 
You see a pattern developing 
here, don't you? Today leaf blow­
ers. Then chippers? Tririfmow­
ers? 

Let's look at the cost- and la­
bor-savings issue. Pasadena did a 
study comparing blowers to man­
ual labor to clean up after the 
Rose Bowl. The 100,000-plus 
seat stadium was cleaned out by 
six workers in eight-and-a-half 
hours with blowers. Without? 
Try four days and 80 people! 
Lots of time and money saved. 

Ginny B. Rezzonlco 
Oakhurst 

ll 



\ - BLASTing away 
No tomer's electrlcll;y. They are qui· 

et er. 
Co11tinutdfrom Paat GJ Quality orllre- For Increasing 
produce. numbers or people, gasoline- • 

Environmental damage - Gaso- powered leaf blowers are a tel1'1· 
line leaf blowers, which have a ble nuisance. Night workers wfio 
muzzle veloclt;y or 150 mph or sleep during the day, retired per-
more, blow away topsoil and sons, students, telecommuters ; 
ground cover that, tr ten In place, and other people who work at : 
would help soil to hold precious home - all need to minimize the 
moisture, and would minimize loud noises which Increasingly as-·· 
the number or times plants have sail them during the daylight 
to be watered. hours. 

Airborne dissemination or dan- Anger directed at gardeners -
gerous chemicals - Leaf blowers The unrestricted use ofleaf • 
spread herbicides and pesticides, blowers has generated wide· . 
making them airborne. This Is es- spread 111 wlll against gardeners. 
peclally serious for asthmatics or Strong support for the proposed 
people with other breathing dlffi- ordinance - In 1991, 3,400 Santa 
cidUes - about 10 percent of the Barbllfll residents signed a peU-
populaUon - and for those with lion calllng for a total ban. 
allergies. In September 1991, a ban on 

Ineffec&lvene11 - Leaf blowers, gas-powered blowers In reslden-
as generally used, don't remove tlal areas was defeated In Clcy 
leaves, dust and other debris, but Council by the vote of Just one . 
simply blow them somewhere council member, who gave as his 
else, ollcn onto neighbors' prop- only reason that the measure was 
erty. "not strong enough." . 

Health concerns - Lear In the November 1995 election, 
blowers generate, at CUil throttle, I ran for a seat on the City Coun-
about 109 decibels of noise for ell on the single Issue orbannlng 
their operators. Cal OSHA allows leaf blowers and l received 2,161 
only 20 minutes of aggregate dally voles - more than 13 percent of · 
exposure to a noise I· · I that the total ballots cast .. 
high. Clearly, most .. cners use Absence of hard data about ad-
thelr blowers far I . . ,d thal verse Impacts In other clUes -

Legitimacy as 11 ''" ;'.blative ls- Gardeners and blower lobbyists 
sue-Al least 43 California cit- raise the specter of dire economic 
les, with a total or over 6.4 mllllon consequences If a blower ban 
people, already have blower bans, · passes. But they have never sub-
or nre In the process of adopting mltled any firm data, based on 
thc11L the experience of these other cit· 

A vallablllty or alternative les, to back up their predictions. 
equipment- Under the BLAST Can't we fairly conclude that 
proposal, gardeners who don't these predictions are groundlesS? 
wish to use rakes and brooms - Facilitation or enforcement ....; 
which were sufficient before they Regulations based on permitted 
had blowers - could still use hours or operation are very dlffi-
electric blowers, which are far cult to enforce, and are widely!~-
cheaper to buy (In the $00 range, nored. A complete ban would . 
as opposed to $100-$400 for gas· make enforcement simple. ' 
powered). Moral obligation of the City 

They also weigh less, thus caus- Council to do what Is rlght-Tl\e 
Ing less operator fatigue. They do council has few opportunities lo 
not pollute. They are less likely to enhance the lives ofso many. : 
blow tar&!' clouds or dust Into the Jfyou want to help BLAST, · 
air. The operator does not have to please contact us al P.O. Box 55,' 
s1•poly fuel, but can use the cus· Santa Barbara 93102 • 

Using the right tools 
YES 
Continutdfrvm Page G l 
ablllt;y or middle-Income 
Santa Barbarans with gardening · 
services to afford their service. 

This ban would affect everyone 
that appreciates the pristine con· 
dltlon of our clt;y and not Just 
those who have been paying the 
maintenance bills. 
· It ls argued there are other 

. communities with laws that ban 
different types of blowers. I un­
derstand that enforcement or 
those laws In those areas Is Im­
possible. 

Unfortunately, the munlclpall· 
ties are not the only ones paying 
more. Commercial property man· 
agers and condominium assocla· 
lions ar:e having to recontract 
with service providers for higher 
maintenance contracts because or 
the addlUonal labor lime needed 
to perform the same Job. 

I cannot disagree that blowers 
and hedge trimmers generate 
noise and are combustion-. 
powered tools. I would be the 
first to purchase an affordable, 
noiseless and exhauslless power 
tool for my business. 

I u11derstand there are many 
blowers being used are outdated 
and should be replaced with new­
er, quieter and more efficient 
models. We should look toward 
solutions to bring In those units 
Just as we have taken steps to gel 
Inefficient automobiles ofTlhe 
road. 

I recently purchased a new 
blower that ls the newest genera­
tion or maintenance equipment 
technology. It has the same work 
perfonnance as older model 

blowers but operates at less thaO 
65 decibels at full throttle. ll ls : 
stealthy enough U1at It ls hard lo 
hear It unless you are wearing I( 
and operating IL : 

We act responsibly with our ; 
tools and are considerate ofthe: 
wishes of our customers. There '. 
are a few of my customers who ; 
prefer we not blow off certain ·; 
parts of their property and others 
that prefer we refrain from ma~: 
Ing noise with any power machine 
at certain times. : 

We respect their wishes and ; 
their right to govern what hap- ·. 
pens on their property. · 

Banning anything that provides 
a safe and effective service to a : 
property owner takes away their: 
option to choose how to best 
maintain their property. 

Blowers and other small enghfo 
tools we are currently using me~l 
all state emissions ratl~ for 
their class. The technology and 
consumer demand for better -· 
equipment ls continuing to pro· 

· duce cleaner and quieter units. I 
am amazed al the changes being 
made In my Industry, especlallf 
those changes to our powertoolit. 

Taking extreme measures to .. 
satlslY overly concerned deslre3" 
for a complete ban will create lii­
credlble maintenance problem:!' 
and unnecessary financial hard;~ 
ship on many oflhe people who· 
are trying only to make a decenl 
living. .. 

I don't believe anyone using · • 
any gardening equipment ls out lo 
disturb someone else's peace or. 
mind or destroy our envlronmenl 
On the contrary, we are the one.s: 
working to keep the city clean ·· · 
and preserve Its beauty. 
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So many 
reasons to 

ban blowers 
By ASDLEIGD BRILLIANT 

T 
o the people of Santa Barbara: 
How much longer wlll we al­
low our streets and neighbor· 
hoods to be poisoned by the 
noise, dirt and pollution of a 

technology gone her.jerk? 
The gasolln•' -powered dirt bloweB 

which our City Council has pennltted 
to proliferate like a plague - despite 
a decarle ofplea::i n·om outraged citi­
zens - a~ the worst example or a de­
ter!oraUng environment that we have· 
It In our power to do something aboul 

Wby has tho council Culled tQ act?. . ~ 
Because, like the rest or us, the dirt \ · . . ··: . 

. 
Ashleigh Brilliant is a Santa 
Barbara Writer. 

l blower users, backed by the dirt 
blower sellers and manufacturers, 
have been well organized. 

Hence the formation of BLAST. 
BLAST believes, In the long run, we 

will all l111'iudlng the gardeners, ben­
ellt fror-• using safer, saner methods 
or dealing with dirt and debris, meth· 
ods wl1ich do not annoy evecyone 
withil1 hearing and breathing dis· 
tance. 

Many other cities have already been 
through this process, the latest being 
Los Angeles. You might expect that. If 
a city as large and complex as LA 
could ban those machines, the leaders 
or our community would al least be 
willing lo reconsider their own posl· 
lions. 

Yet, amazingly, most members of 
our City Council have already de­
clared their minds made up, and they 
are resolutely opposed to any kind or 

"" :-

ban. They know regulation won't 
work. The past six years have proven 
that conclusively. They are simply 
afraid to deal effectively with the 
problem 

How did the people or LA ever do 
It? Simply by carefully considering 
the facts. The following list Is adapted 
from a document Issued by Los Ange· 
les City Council member Marvin 
Braude, who led the successful fight 
for a blower ban there: 

Air Pollution - According to the 
Southern California Air Quality Man­
agement District, a two-stroke com­
mercial blower generates m pounds 
ofvolatlle organic compounds, 825 
pounds of carbon monoxide ,.. • 'l.3 
pounds of particulates per) 

gasoline-powered leaf blower gen­
erates as much talli>li>e emi~lons In 
one hour as an automobile traveling 
100 miles. 

Noise - The quietest gas-powered 
blowers available today generate 
about 70 decibels,9fnolse, measured 
at 50 feel The legal pre-ban limit In 
Los Angeles was 65 decibels. 

Santa Barbara has no legal llmil 
The 1091 Santa Barbara leaf blower 
ordinance prohibited, as or July 1, 
1993, all blowers which did not meet 
the standards developed by the Amer­
ican National Standards Institute. But 
those standards put no limit on noise. 
They merely require all blowers be la­
beled with the amount or noise they 
SEENOONG2 

Using the 
right tools 
for the job· 

87 ADAM P. GRAHAM 

A
n outright ban ofgaa 
powered blowers and hedge 
trimmers would not be a 
workable solution to our 
perceived problem 

Leaf' blowers are tools that have 
their place In our community's effort 
~ maintain ltselt They are tools that. 
when used properly, serve to beautll'y 
our1iropertles by making It possible 
to remove debris and garden cllpp- · 
lngs quickly and emclenUy. · 

A ban on all blowers and hedge 
~rlmmeB targets ha~ W9J.19!1' \ndl· 
viduals who are In business or are 

Adam P. Graham operates 
Ironwood Landscapes and is 
Santa Barbaro Chapter presi­
dent of the California Land­
scape Contractors Associa­
tion. 

employed by our city to clean up and 
beautl!Y the clcy. 

Alternatives to blowing off patios, 
parking lots and driveways are hosing 
them off or sweeping them with a 
broom Using water to clean off sur· 
faces ls time consuming and Is gener­
ally not recommended In communities 
like our own, where water costs are at 
a premium The Increased labor costs 
lo replace blowing with sweeping 
would drive maintenance costs higher 
and would mean many property own­
ers would no longer be able to afford 
the costs of keeping their properties 
well maintained. 

A tool ban that Increases costs will 
directly affect the city budget a1•" the 
SEEYESONG2 
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COUNCIL, PLANNERS 
CONSIDER, REJEC'f' 
RES'TRICTIONS ON 

LEAF BLOWERS 
.----.---·· --------
Some citizens ru1a111 a ban 
on blowers, others don't 

Current ordinance stands 

By SARAH LOMBARDO 

T he suhject came and went like a leaf 
being blown by a noisy gasoline­
powered blower. But in the end, . 

arter touching on topics ffom economic 
hardship to the utility users tax, the Sarato­
ga City Council, in a joint meeting wi.tl:i ~~e . 
Planning Commission. dedded to leave·~ 
current leaf-blower ordinances alone. 

The council and commission discussed 
the possibility of banning or restricting the 
use of gasoline-powered leaf-blowers with­
in city limits after resident John Vance 
wrote to the council on the subject. 
Addressing city officials last week, Vance 
said he knew the subject had come up 
before. hut he decided to ask the council to 
i.:onsider it again after learning that Los 
Angeles had recently adopted an ordi­
nance hanninp, \he use of gasoline-pow­
ered blowers in residential neighborhoods. 

"If L.A. can do this, then surely a smaller 
i.:ilycan likewise, within lhe residential wm­
munilies.g.et rid of these things," Vance said. 

The City Council last looked at the issue 
of leaf-blowers in 1994, when the city con­
ducted an informal written and telephone 
survey of residents.The poll showed that oul 
of l hl' almosl 70 responses \he Clly Manag­
er's oflice received. a majority of respon­
dents supported a ban on all leaf-blowers. 
In cunlrasl, the responses rei.:eived al the 
City Hall receptionist's desk showed thal 
h8 out of I 23 residents opposed a ban on 

Pfrase 111m111flll>(l'8 
'·, 

Leaf blowers 
Continued from page I 

blowers, compared with 50 responses 
in favurof a ban.The council al lhal 
lime decided lo rely on the 1991 Noise 
Ordinance, which stales thalgasoline 
leaf-blowers can be used Mondays 
through Saturdays between the hours 
of8a.m. and5 p.m.only. 

But Community Development 
Director Paul Curlis said enforce­
mcnl of lhe ordinance has always 
posed a problem: 

"One of lhe di[licullies in enforc­
ing !the noise ordinance I is thal hy 
\he lime you send somebody oul for 
a noise reading, lhey're probably 
done," he said. "So, il 's very hard lo 
\rack \his down." 

Many commissioners and council 
memhcrs said enforcement prob­
lems should be considered, espe­
cially in light of the city:S currcnl 
hudgcl rcslrainls and recent talk of 
culling down on staff. 

"We want lo foster respeel for lhe 
law, and if we want to pass a series 
of regulations and so on that really 
arcn 'I enforced or can 'I he enforced 
as a prnclical mailer, we're going lo 

he doing a disservice lo lhe cum­
munily," said Planning Commis­
sioner Mark Pierce. 

Said Councilman Paul Jacobs: 
"We can 'I ever really have any city­
wide surveys lo determine how the 
cily feels, so it's hard lo know 
whether the majority of the public 
would supporl these kinds of restric­
tions or not, bul one thing we have 
had is lhal we did have a majority cul 
our budget. ... If people want more 
regulation, somebody's got to pay 
for it. You have what I perceive, at 
leas! from the puhlic in this city, they 
don't want to pay for regulation, and 
if they don 'l want lo pay for ii, then 
I don'l lhink we arc in a position lo 
be providing more regulation ... 

Jacobs also said he would prefer 
that the issue go before the puhlic. "I 
would much rather put it on the bal­
lot and let the voters decide at the 
next municipal clection. I mcan, lhc 
volcrssay they want lo have lhe righl 
lo make major decisions. I mean, la 
ban I is in a way an economic decision. 
For a lol of people in this communi­
ty, hanning gas hlowcrs might cost 
them as much annually as lhe utility 
users lax would have co~t lhcm." 

Jacobs' conuncntssparked a heat-

ed response from Councilman Sian 
Bogosian, an opponenl of lhe recenl­
ly defeated tax. 8ogosian said he was 
dismayed al what he perceived lo be 
an allilude of punishing the residenls 
because they voled down \he lax in 
Novemhcr. "l really don't like hear­
ing thal somehow hccause lhc voters 
decided in a certain way on lhc utili­
ty tax that we're going to come oul. 
and punish them hy not hringing 
these issues forward," he said. 
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Lawndale Bans Leaf Blowers 
-·--· 

The Lawndale City Council last 
week approved an ordinance simi­
lar to a 1996 law passed by the Los 
Angeles City Council that will ban 
gas-powered leaf blowers. 

The Lawndale ordinance bans 
gas-powered leaf blowers starting 
July l. Electric leaf blowers are 

allowed if they are below 45 deci­
bels. 

Meanwhile, another South Bay 
city. Palos Verdes Estates, is also 
considering a leaf blower ban. The 
city had banned leaf blowers t{ack 
in 1987, but revoked the law in, 
1991 during the drought. ! 

lt 
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! SLO council .sounds off 
on noisy leaf blowers ·7· 

City's leaders 
tighten restrictions, 
stop short of a ban 

SAN LUIS OBISPO 

"In the short run, I wo1&ld 
probably raise my rates 30 · to 
so percent to my clients, and In the 
long run it would probably put me 
out of business in the city llmib," 
Holmes said. · 

"It's a competitive business, and 
a lot of my clients are on a .flXed 
income," headded. 

By Coleen Bondy :T Leaf blowers work .better than 
~ Telegram-Tribune broom, and~ p0pula.r'as an 

. alternative to hos!ilg down side-
.· Sail Luis Oblspo's City Cotincn .. walks during lhe'<l:t'Ouaht. Hohhe~ 
has tightened its restrictions on i ~ ·, " '· ::,·t..i \ · "i ·d ' 
gas-powered leaf blowers, but . rm not going .11 be allle to d ~ 
backed away friim a total ban. good ~f ':)ob (without blowers>.; 

The council voted unanimously he wd. My customers woo, t1be 
to ban the blowers on Sundays happy with that. N. • . "... : 

and to keep the decibel levels on . ' 
the machines below 10 at all t1mes. 'I thought it was a r : 

The council also voted Tuesday 
to form a task force to come up really reasonable :J 
with possible regulations for all 
nolsygardenequipment. compromise. We nee '. 

"We basically did feel that we t d.J- th ti' t ' 
wanted to take some action, but we 0 a wess e en re . . 
didn't feel that we could justify a (noise) problem, not ~. : 
ban," said council member Kathy 
smith. just the gas blower.' : 

Enforcing a ban would be tough · .... Kathy Smith, 
because It would require police · city councilwoma, _n 
action. 

"I thought It was a really reason· 
able compromise. We need to 
address the entire (noise) problem, 
not just the gas blower," she 
added. · 

The issue has been before the 
council several times in the past 
few years. The council had already · 
set limited hours for use of gas. 
powered leaf blowers. 

Four people asked the council 
for an outright ban Tuesday, but 
five asked the council to illow 
continued use of the cost-effective 
blowers. 

Bill Richardson, who thinks the 
blowers are a bane in the city, 
wished the council had gone all 
the way with the ban. 

"! can't imagine that it will 
accomplish much, because most 
people aren't out there working on 
Sundays," he said. 

"At least they won't disturb the 
Lord on his day," Richardson -
added wryly. 

The blowers are mainly a nui­
sance downtown, he said. Elderly 
people and people with asthma and 
other respiratory ailments are 
particularly sensitive to the clouds 
of dust stirred up by the blowers. 

"I would like to see them ban it 
at least in the commercial areas 
downtown where they go shop­
ping," Richardson said. 

But landscape contractor Kevin 
Holmes told the council that the 
leaf blowers are an essential tool 
for his trade. 

If they are banned, he said, he 
will have to raise his rates. 

But Holmes also said he sYinPa· 
thlzes with l)e9ple who can't stand 
the noise from' the blowers:··" : 

But lf someone asks him to Use 
the leaf blowers at another time, 
Holmes said, he will rearrange his 
schedule. · j 

"I consider it more of a courtesy 
issue than a noise or dust issue," 
he said. 

The new equipment ls quieter 
now, Holmes added. He said his 
blov•ers operate at less than 70 
decibels. · · : 

"My blowers are a lot quieter 
than my lawnmowers," he said. 
"The industry - the manufactur. 
ers - realize there's a problem 
because cities keep bannl)lg 
them." • 

' Holmes also pointed out thatian 
array of noisy equipment is used 
in the city, Including jackham­
mers, chainsaws and tree grind­
ers. 

"Leaf blowers I think just have a 
big target painted on them. Soi:ne 
people won't stop until they're 
gone," he said. ' 

More than 40 cities in Califor~ia 
have banned gas.powered leaf 
blowers, including Los Angeles .• 

Leaf blower use in San Luis 
Obispo is now allowed from 8 a.m. 
to 6 p.m. in residential areas, ahd 
from 7 a.m. to 6 p.m. outside j 
residential areas. · 1 

(·1 
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LmERS TO THE EDITOR 

l1 

Aren't there more importan issues than leaf blowers?: 
I have been struggling with 

the issue of the potential ban 
on gas-powered leaf blowers 
and hedge trimmers," trying to 
understand how we can spend 
so much time worrying about a 
ban when there are so many 
other issues which are seem­
ingly more important 

I worry about whether or not 
'lUr children are getting a good 

focation. 
Are we doing enough to re­

duce violent crime? Are our 
tax dollars being spent effi­
ciently? 

Then I remembered that I 
was in Santa Barbara So I de­
cided to get with the spirit of 
the community. Those darned 
leaf . blowers and hedge 
trimmers! How dare they inter­
rupt my brilliant thoughts. 
They make too much noise and 
they pollute the air. Let's get 
rid ofthem all! Wow, I feel bet­
ter already. 

But now I have other con­
cerns. 

What do we do with those 
now-banned gas leafblowers? 

lfwe throw them away, we'll 
fill the landfills. 

What to do? 
Since they blow air outofone 

end, theymustbesuckingairin 
the other end. 

Hey, maybe we don't have a 
problem after all. Packed cor-

RICHARD Mll.HOUANO 

rectly, we now. have gas­
powered leaf suckers. 

We could even use our vacu­
ums as leaf suckers. Except 

that since they are electric : 
they would need a source of: 
power, maybe a gas-powered: 
electric generator. : 

Another approach would be'. 
to sell hoses to attach to the: 
tailpipes of our cars to use as· 
leaf blowers. · 

I'm worried about this ap-: 
proach, however, because now: 
your car might be considered a. 
blower and be banned from the 
city. I know, I know, I just gave 
the anti-car group a new idea. 
for an ordinance. 

But what about those gas­
powered hedge trimmers? 

The newly developed sucker 
~hnologydoesn'tapply here. 

No problem, just use chain­
saws. 

_Since they aren't hedge; 
trimmers, theywon'tgetcaught · 
in the new law. · 

Or, better yet, a · set of 
stickers can rename all of 
those bad hedge trimmers into 
hedge saws. 

What a concept 
Don't we have more import­

ant issues facing us? 
Randy Shaffer 
Santa Barbara 
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Power Blower "Sound -- Not Noise" 

Despite improved technology, education programs, growing concern by the entire 

outdoor power equipment industry over the environment and ways to preserve and improve it, 

power blowers continue to be singled out for their "negative" impact. It's Echo·s position 

that these attacks have been and continue to be unfair and totally misguided. 

Most of the complaints against power blowers revolve around the issue of noise. 

Admittedly, blowers that are improperly used or maintained can be a nuisance, just like any 

other piece of equipment. But power blowers make no more noise than other types of 

power-equipment. Nor does the hum of these tools dwarf the decibel output of other 

gasoline-powered equipment such as the automobiles we drive and the trains we ride. 

Moreover, throughout the last three decades, the power blower has proven to be among the 

most useful of any power equipment tool ever invented. 

Since being challenged 10 years ago to develop quieter running blowers, the industry, 

spearheaded by Echo, has responded. Echo engineers studied every aspect of the blo\ver, 

coming up originally with a series of power blowers that could set the standard for quiet 

operating machines (70 dB a and lower at 50 feet when operated at full throttle). More 

recently, the company introduced a revolutionary low noise power blower that generates a 

mere 65 dBa at full throttle at 50 feet. The new blower reduces noise output by up to 50 

percent over many current models on the market. 

In addition to advances in noise abatemen4 Echo was one of the first to introduce an 

engine that met the very stringent 1995 California Air Resources Board (CARB) standards. 

There is no question that today's blowers are significantly quieter and cleaner to operate than 
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their predecessors of 10 years ago, or even a year or two. tl 
To supplement its design and engineering efforts, Echo has long been a proponent of 

educating the end-user to operate not just blowers but all power equipment in a safe and 

courteous way. Eight years ago, the company instituted its natiomvide "Be Smart!" program. 

Through poster, video, literature and other education vehicles, including an operating brochure 

translated into six languages, Echo has and continues to instruct people on how to use 

equipment without offending bystanders. 

Echo dealers and sales representatives have also played a key role over the years 

alerting customers about the growing sensitivities over blower use and how they can be 

minimized by following a few simple guidelines. 

Through it all, Echo has made itself available to city councils and their constituents to 

help resolve any blower noise situations. 

Despite these efforts and those of other industry associates, selected communities 

around the country are still trying to either ban blowers altogether or seriously restrict their 

use. Most recently, Los Angeles passed an ordinance that bans the use of blowers within 500 

feet of residences. The ordinance, scheduled to go into effect July l, 1997, will severely 

restrict the use of blowers at both the consumer and professional level. Los Angeles doesn't 

stand alone. There are literally hundreds of communities around the country that have 

ordinances against blower use or are considering some degree of regulation. 

Common sense tells us that a pragmatic tool like the power blower, one that has been 

employed for decades and one that is gening quieter and cleaner to operate, should be taken 

off the most wanted list. Common sense tells us that efforts to educate end-users and a 

3 



tl 
willingness to work with all parties to find an equitable solution should count for something. 

Common sense tells us, as well, that if more than a few communities can find an 

equitable solution without bans and other severe use restrictions, others can, too, if they only 

try. 

The key with cities such as Los Angeles is they're not trying ... and it's our growing 

belief noise and pollution aren't the issues. The issue is ignorance, ignorance about the 

important roll power blowers play in helping, not hindering our environment. 

Sounding Out The Problem 

New technology, educational programs, and heightened awareness among users hasn·t 

made an impact on Los Angeles and other committees where unreasonable regulations and 

ordinances against blowers have passed. The stated problem is noise and pollution. 

But it's not noise -- more specifically too much noise -- that's the problem. After all, 

if noise were the issue, there would be plenty of other engine-powered products on the cutting 

block ahead of power blowers. Pollution by way of engine emissions and dust would seem 

insignificant, as well, when compared to other producers of the same. 

The only "reasonable" conclusion to be drawn from this unfair and in our estimation 

illegal attack on power blowers, is the select few who are spearheading the movement have 

failed to make a connection between an operating power blower and the job it's doing. It's 

the sound of the blower, not the noise, that's turning them off. They hear a blower, see it in 

operation, then criticize its use without fully understanding its function. 

These same people would feel differently if their restrictions had the same kind of 
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negative impact on them as it does on those whose lives power blowers touch in a positive 

way, every day. Here are some of those people: 

* Municipalities -- Using brooms instead of power blowers increases the time (and cost) 

of removing leaves by 30 to 50 percent. Acknowledging the negative impact, the Los 

Angeles recreation and parks department requested exemption from the first proposed 

ban in 1986. Wouldn't it be riice if people who depend on blowers to make a living 

could request a similar exemption? 

* Dealers -- Literally thousands of dealers in this country sell and service power 

blowers. Obviously, bans and even severe restrictions have a negative impact on their 

operations. Even in areas of the country where regulations have only been suggested 

and are not in place, the negative publicity has hurt sales. 

* 

* 

Distributors -- After three decades of helping dealers market, sell and service power 

blower, distributors have come to rely on these products. Putting restrictions on their 

use -- like it does with their dealers -- has a negative impact on their business. 

Manufacturers -- Echo, as the leading manufacturer of power blowers, has plenty to 

lose from unreasonable restrictions against blower use. But so, too, do other power 

blower manufacturers, their dealers and distributors. So, too, do the component 

manufacturers and other companies who supply both the OEMs and produce 
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* 

* 

* 

ll 
accessories that accompany safe and proper power blower use. 

Landscapers (and other professional users) -- Without power blowers, landscapers have 

two choices: They can charge customers 30 to 50 percent more for using brooms to 

assist in cleanup. Or they can reduce the level of service. The former would require 

hiring more employees (if they can find them); the latter would require customers to 

accept a lower level of service.· 

Consumer (homeowners) -- Homeowners are affected by blower restrictions, too. 

Without blowers, they, too, will be required to use brooms or water to clear walks and 

rakes to gather leaves. 

Pavement/Commercial Facility Sweeping/Maintenance Companies -- Companies that 

specialize in facility cleanup will lose one of their most useful and productive tools. 

Special Niche Services -- People who complain about blower noise (sound) have 

tunnel vision that affects their reasoning in two ways: One, they don't understand 

what the blower's purpose is and two, they can't possibly comprehend that a blower 

could have more than one application. Blowers are used by any number of people and 

services for a variety of applications. Power blowers have helped contain fires. 

remove snow from walks and automobiles, clean up public facilities and stadiums, to 

name but a few. 
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Inconsistencies And Other Troubling Aspects Of The Power Blower Controversv 

-- Bans and ordinances that single out power blowers do so without calling into question other 

power equipment, tools, or devices that make as much if not more noise or that add as much 

if not more to air pollution levels. 

-- Bans and serious restrictions are not only unfair and raise very serious restraint-of-trade 

issues, they blatantly ignore their own economic consequences. 

-- The industry in general, and Echo in particular, have been proactive on noise and other 

environmental concerns about blower use. Technological advances, educational programs and 

the willingness to meet with public officials has met with success in several communities. 

Yet in others, the same effort falls on deaf ears. 

-- The last thing cities like Los Angeles need is another unreasonable and unenforceable 

ordinance. Ordinances rarely solve the issue at hand. They sweep it under the rug. 

The Position 

Re-stated, it's Echo's position that attacks on power blowers have been and continue to 

be unfair and totally misguided. The company has worked diligently for several years now 

and continues to work to develop, produce and market environmentally friendly products. 

Further down the line, dealers and distributors have made the same effort to train end-users in 
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the proper use of their equipment. These are ongoing efforts. 

It's been proven over and over that self-regulation of blower use works. So, too, do 

reasonable and realistic ordinances. Bans and severe restrictions don't and Echo will take 

every action necessary to have these reg\llations lifted and the rights of individuals reinstated. 

### 
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Leaf blowers: Nuisance or necessity? 

{1 

. f..~~!i' 
- - • - ; Slaff pN:Aa by Rldlft Q-. 

'iJSHIH_~"'IT: Fel_i~,~~~!.~~~!:~,~~ tn ~~?~~s ~.~:pa~~jl;l~<i.tf\ancho.~nta_ Susana,C-Om~unity Par'!< in Simi Valley. 

· ... ._"· -:-;~·:-- _, -~~-:~. -. ' .,---~-,.:-~,; .. :·.:~-ByJlmMcLaia-': ·---=--·~ .. ~-~~--:.~~:;.-.·ubi~~leafblowerisincreasinglythesub-li-• _.t · Staff writo- · iect of political controversy. Gardeners won't 
! Getting action at O=ard City Hall was easy ~ a!-lowed to use gasoline-powered b~owers 
f e m p e s for First Presbyterian Church Pastor Jim Bain. withm 500 feet of any Los Angeles residence 

. Uttering a few words from his pulpit one Sun- after Jul~ 1. Activists in the nation's second-
day did the trick. largest aty battled 11 years to win the ban. 

- - - - - _ · - - Almost before he knew it. Bain had about 50-- In Santa R<lrbara, members (If B!-..AST-Ban 
signatures - more th.an 10 percent of his con- Leaiblowers and Save Our Town claim to have 

' - wide ban on gasoline-powere<l leaf blowers, on petltions to qualify an initiative outlawing 0 n a gregation - on a petition demanding a city- gathered more than 7,000 voters' signatures 

the noisy landscaping tools people love to gas-fueled leaf blowers for the Nov. 4 ballot-

&I d I k hate. They need only 6,500 valid signatures and 
_ _ Oxnard City Council members were have un~ May 27 to get more. . 

S I e W a impressed. They ordered their staff last week Restnctmg the use of leaf blowers 1s a trend 
; to check out the idea and make a recornrnen- that has taken root in 42 California cities. 

elation this summer. Bain sees it as a health including Camarillo._ Bain and his petition have 
issue. Oxnard offioals thinking about 1L In Oiai. 

"We have a neighbor who had gone into the Planning Director Bill Prince said increased 

Several county cities among those 
seeking ways to limit noisy machines 
landscapers love, others hate 

hospital two or three times with asthma partly noise complaints recently prompted council 
caused by air pollution," he said. "I just think members to order him to look at other cities" 
a leaf blower is kind of unneighborly. It usual- ordinances and propose one. 
ly just blows the dust up into the air and nen Moorpark City Councilman John Womiak 
door." proposed an ordinance three months ago. but 

From Oyster Bay, N.Y., to Evanston, Ill., to agreed to table the idea wben others pointed 
Santa Barbara, the ear-splitting whine of the ~ su BLOWERS on A6 

·M' ·hi . q· ... h. ·b·. at .. rk: · ' · - ··- · " ... ·... · . · · .. --· · ······· · ~.,~- ·-~ ere' ower oes· ave een wo · ·· · - "· · -· .. ., · · -·: -· .. - -· - · · ·· .,~.,.. ~-.. -...... ·-~·:I'"~ .. .. , '.. • • -: ... . • .• • . • _,. - .. - - ... ~- l • • • . ~'f: ... _,,.,.;!- ~ 

:AMARIU.0: Onty 
. :;ntura County city 
.v·th an ordinance 
:: stricting leaf 
:~owers. Enacted 
ve years ago, tt 

·.- 'heir use to 
2 hours. 

OJAI: After receiving 
numerous 
complaints, the City 
Council asked the 
city staff to look at 
other leaf blower 
laws and propose 
one. Planning 
Director Bill Prince 
said that process will 
begin this summer. 

VDffiJRA,MOORPARK: 
These cities rely on 
anti-noise ordinances 
to keep leaf blowers 
in check. Officials in 
both cities said 
landscapers willingly 
cooperate once they 
are told of the law. 

OXHARD: After 60 . 
people signed a 
petition demanding· 
leaf bl~r 
restrictions, the City 
Council ordered its 
staff to come up with 
a recommendation. It 
should be ready this 
summer. 

LOS AHGEI.ES: A 
tough ordinance 
banning gasoline­
powered leaf blowers 
from being operated 
within 500 feet of 
any residence g0€s 
into effect in Los 
Angeles on July 1. 
The issue had been 
debated for neany 11 
years. 

SANTA BARBARA: 
Backers of a measure 
that would ban 
gasoline-po<Nered leaf 
blowers throughout 
Santa Barbara have 
until May 27 to turn 
in 6,500 registered 
voters' signatures to 
qualify it for the Nov. 
4 ballot. They say 
thev atreadv have 
7 .ooo signatures. 
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BLOWERS: Cities look at limiting us~ 
. 0 -Continutdfrom Al "I .·. 11 out that the city's anti-noise I.aw 'i: 

covers the leaf blowers' racket. just think a kaf ~ 
even though it does not mention blof/Jer is kind of <;} 

the machines specifically. . . unm•n1.1.orl11. It usually 
Complaints about leaf blower "iS'HJ ;.1" ,_ 

noise are sporadjc in Ventura JUS. t blows the dust up 
County, several officials said. 'II 
Simi Valley City CouncilwOman · into ·the air and next ~ 
Sandi Webb, who hates the door. n . . ' 
machines, said many people ban- -a. Balf, 
dle the problem themselves. It ... . . . O:i:nard church pastfl' 
also helps that many bomd ue ,,. · · • -

on large lots. them. leaf blower ales are brls{ 
"You tell fOUI' ~ garden~ said Vera Villaa~ assistant 

'Hey, knock 1t off! Webb aaid. store manager at Greea. Thumb 
"As far as rm con~ed. ~t's Nunery in Ventura, where 10 ~ 
the way you handle it. I ·think 30 are bought each month. Lan'1r 

·that you pro~ly ~d have scape maintenance businessot 
more problems m neighborhoods can operate cheaper and maw 
where the houses ~ more efficiently with leaf blowers,~ 
tightly packed." ' said. Many homeowners like t¥ 

Camarillo'.• ordinance. was time and energy they qve by not 
enacted five years ago after ~- ~ving~ .•.. r:. "~··:' • ,,f . 
ei:ai eomplaints, said· P1.um:ini '.' !'.Therre noisy, .rea. but ~ 
Director Tony Boden. It restricts mowers and chain A1t"I are no1t­
the use of leaf blowers, b~ ier than the blowers," Villasen~ 
mowers, edgers md other DOISY laid. "People don't complaip 
equipment to daytime hours. 7 about them." . ic 
a.m. to 9 p.m. weekdays and 9 Still,. there are -enough COUl-
a.m. to 6 p.m. on weekeDds and laints to prompt strong a~ 
holidays. Most of the gnimbling IJ: city of Lomita; a few milC11 
concerned workers who used IOuth of Tumnce, bai1Jled P9t 
blowe~ to clear ~s fro!Jl fueled blowers nearly 10 YeaJP 
shoppmg center parking lots • m ago. It was one of the first in caI­
predawn hours, Boden UJd. ifornia to act. But the law had~ · 
~There have been few requestl .~. be c:han,ed ·two years -ago ID 
strengthen the Ia. ·. ·· ~::~ · restrict .. ~ th~ hQUrJ .. blOwehs 

That is probably became most · can i,e- uied because residents 
leaf blower operaton c:oopente had unrealistic enforcemeijt 
readily when told about com- ezpectations. 
plaints, said Sue ~ a code "By the time a person called 
enforcement inspector in Ventu- the Sheriff's Department ~ 
ra. She ~.out cop_ies of the myself, they had already~ 
city's anti-noi.ae ordinance to using it,• said Code Eofon:em!:!!J: 
gardeners and 1w e epen wheiJ Officer Christirie ViDmeaL "V/F. 
there are complaints. Though don't hne the time to sit for/ 
the ordinance does not mention half-hour to guard against that.., 
leaf blowers, Thylor said, she ~ In Evanston. DI., just north i{f. 
never had to file a. complaint. Chicago, a Law enacted Jast ydt 
Ventun's ordinance sets noise allows leaf blowers to be ~ 
levels that cannot be exceeded at. only for six-week periods in ~ 
certain times of the day. spring and f:alL Linda Luu, direej 

"Any leaf blower would defi- tor of Evanston's Ecology ~ 
nitely be in violation, above the ter, said the large number of~ 
deabel level we allow," said Thy- idents who work out of their 
lor, who last year got a night homes asked for the ban. 
crew cleaning Community "It's a nw_ 'sance noise,~ 
Memorial Hospital's parking they don't like it," LU:tz said. 
garage to change its hours. don't know if this is going 
"They probably know that their · work, bat a lot of people were~ 
days may be numbered if there favor of trying it." 
were enough complaints." In Santa Barbara, ayndica 

Leaf blower complaints are cartoonist Ashleigh. Brilliant 
. received only occasionally at the spent 15 years battling leaf blo1 

Ventura County Air Pollution era. i 
Control District, said Keith He ran unsuccessfully for 
Duval, compliance division mm- City Council a f~ years ago; 1. 
ager. blowers ~ ~ only ~ 

Though the two-st:ioke issue. ~e 1s leading the wtiati 
engines that nm most gas-fueled campaign to ~tlaw f'l&:fuel 
blowers do pollute, there aren't machine;i and thinks this tune 
enough machines to make thc:m might wm. , • 
a major smog source, he said. •Jdeall]• !e d ~e to st 
Most of the grumbling the APCp them all, . said _Brilliant. ~ 
bears concerns noise, which is of the COU11C stnp Pot Shots, .b 
not in its jurisdiction, he added. it's go~ to be hard enoup JU 

Though people claim to hate to get this much through. 

t1 
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Blo'\Vers Banned In Los Angeles· 
Industry Reps Meet To Discuss Impact.-

ll 

On November 19. 1996. the Los 
Angdes City Council passed a law 
that will outlaw the operation of all 
gasoline powered leaf blowers wtthln 
500 feet of a residence. nus law goes 
Into effect on July I. 1997 and ls a 
total, year-round ban. , 

lt was sponsored by the Los An­
gdes City Councll member Marvtn 
Braude and was Orst proposed ten 
years ago, but dld not have the votes 
to pa.as. Equipment dealers 1n Los 
Angeles face the vtrtua1 ellminatton 
of an entire product line tn thdr dty. 
Landscape groups have denounced 
the law. The industry as a whole that 
conducts business tn Los Angeles 
must now find another way to do 
the job of this very important tool 
they can no longcr·uae. Maximum 
penalties reach $1,000 and provi­
sions are Jn place to flne Illegal op­
eraton or this machine as well as 
the owners of the property where the 
violations take place. 

ID an effort to aaaess the impact 
of thls law and to communicate 
vtcwa and opinions, JndustJy repre­
acntattvcs mct on January 15. 1997 
at the Los Angeles Airport Marrlolt 
HQJ.el. 

'1e Portable Power Equipment 
!actureraAslloc:latson (PPEMAl 

s.,...naored, organtzed and hosted 
the meeting wbfcb was attended by 
tts member equipment manufactur­
ers. Alao, In attendance were repre­
acntattves from the Out.door Power' 
Equipment In.st1tute and leaders of 
Iandscape contractor trade groups 
from throughout the State of Cali­
fornia. The author of this arttcle was 
In attendance as an observer from 
the New York State TUrl' and Land­
scape Asaodation which ls currently 
engaged in the legal challenge of 
similar, but leas restrtcttve laws in 
tts own state. 

The agenda of the meeting was 
as follows: 

1. We!come - Donald Pun:eI1. PPEMA 
President. 
2. Los Angeles Blower Situation: Its 
origins and tmpltcattons - Robin 
Pendergrast, lntemattonal Market­
ing Exchange (repfesentlng ECHO. 
Inc.) 
3. A Polltlcal Perspecttve on the 
Blowa" Ban -Tom McCarty, lobby­
ist. the McCarty Company. Los An­
geles, California (representing 
ECHO. Inc.) 
4. Question and Answer Sesst9n. 

'""aittng at the table for every at-
e was a 150 page tnfonnaUon 

• .age produced by Mr. 
Pendergrast which Included a com­
prehenslve collection of copies of 
recent newspaper articles and edl-

tant. 
tortals from papers throughout 1n the end. the fact that the many 
Southern Callfomla. Also included different factions of this industry 
ln thls package were copies of let- gathered together that day to cx­
ters to and from the City Council change vtews was an important atep 
mcmbcn and polJcc authorities con- iowarct a untfled approach to a very 
ccmJng the new law, letters from difficult set of ctrcumstances. No 
PPEMA and other industry mCITI- one could recall a mcettng of such a 
bers. as well as a copy or the law wide variety of Industry repraenta­
ltself. Mr. Per.degia..tabo produced ttves to address future challenges. 
a vtdeo tape presentation which in- · Mr. Purcell. the PPEMA Pn:skiurt 
eluded related televtsk:m news cllps spoke last. His concern went far 
from the Loe Angeles area televlslon beyond the noise t.saue ln Los Ange­
networks as well as the actuaJ.Ctty :leis. He was able to relate the fears 
~uncll meeting that produced thls ·and concerns of the manufacturers 
law. On the video tape there &P". that the faced the possible curta11-
peared the public testimony In · ment of all two stroke powered 
council chambers of Meredith equipment sales in the entire state 
Baxter and Peter Ora\'ea, both . of califomta. The California Air Re­
former te1CYtsion penoaalttles that eources Board had n:gulaUona pro­
expa sed oegattve optnioos about . poeed for enactment that wou.ld tm­
the uae of tea! Nowers. Using the pose pollution and parttcu1ate mat­
conaiderable anay d lnformat1on t.er guidelines In two yean that 
that he prepared c:xptcsalJ for this' wouJd exceed the Industry's preeent 
meeting. that WU e&ctnely pre- capadty to meet. While he c&fli I 

eent.ed to abow a 'ftlY dire state d a hope. at best. that the Los Ange­
affatrs for the Industry tn os Ange- Jes law could be "n:aafted" to be a 
lea. Mr. Pendcrput stmmed the little less restrlctlYt. he emphe · 1 

room. that It would take a undled ap-
. lmmec!tatdy foDowtng his pre- proach to accomplish that end-wtth 

aentatton. came Mr. Tom McCarty everyone together on the same 
of the McCarty Company who lob- . page.• It was "reeaonahlc stllndants" 
bled the Qty Cound1 oa behalf' of that he wu worldng for. "not a law­
ECHO, Inc. His account d months sutt". Mr. Purcell offered to crmte a 
or work ettempttng tD ilrge • c:oaH- "c:Jeartng house for lnfonnatlon and 
t1on of coundl mcmbe&a tD oppoee .. reports• tbrOugh PPEMA: 'a c:om­
the ban. painted a pcture dtbe Loe munJcatlons. data base" llDd to tn­
Angelea Qty Comldl aq:ittuJatmg Ylte C¥C&yone back In Man:b for an 
with the dderty COUDdl member update on thdr progress. He dearly 
Mamn Braude to rattfy bis polfttcal' stated that he did not hue the bud­
agcnda in his ftna1 term (be bas an- get for flghttng notsc lssue battles 
nounced plans to rettre at the end nattomnde while bcartng the ftnan­
of thls council term). Mr. McClrty ctaI burden of meeting the techno­
undcrscored the problem for the logical challenges faced by the 
various lndustJy zepaesentattvea manufacturers in. the next flfteea 
that laws etmilar to this ere poafble yean. 
to occur In any munldpallty In ; 
Amei1ca. AD It n::eDy takes ls a small i Tbcre were few smlles a.a the at­
number of Toca1 paopooenta and a tendees went back to their work In 
powerful counctl member tD push a an industry with a new ild of prob­
aneaaure such as this one. into law, 1ems to ponder. It remains to be seen 
lt should be noted that Mayor Rieb- how dTecttvely PPDIA wt;D func:tton 
ant Riordan signed tbe meaaun: u as. deartng house fortnfanllatkm. 
wdL Three council membcn op- wm tb1S include the 1epl bdefll and 
posed the ban, Mr. Alatorre. Mr. arguments advanced by thme who 
Savorln1c:h. Mr. Walters. There were ch009C to bear the burden ol a legal 
three abstentions and ntne votes tn cha11cnge on thdr own. In their own 
favor of the ban. cities and townS. as these laws pro-

but that may just be th.e basis for 
success In our fight for falr laws and 
eqirltable compromise 1n our work· 
place. 

Larry Wilson. President 
New York State Turf & Landscape 
As9odat1on 
P.O. Box307 
Scarsdale.NY(914)636-2875 

The real substance of this meet- Uferate? Will they comm1sslon their 
Ing came wttb the thoughts and fed- own studies and compile their own 
togs of the thirty-five attendees Vlr- facts and staust1cP to challenge the 
tually everyone spoke. They ex- mlsJn{onnaUon c:trcu1eted by tho9e -
pressed their objecttoa to the law that would like to put them ~t of 
and Its tmpllcattons. The Ideas ex- bus111esa? WW they create a web 
preseed by the attcndeea spanned : site? 
the whole spectrum of eltematt9'CS 1 have to say that I waDm1 away 
Including (but not Umtted to) edu- with more questtons aboDt the fu­
cattng the users tn the tndustry to ture than I cam with. Eva101&<: that 
flgbtlng the laws In the court sys- J spoke with looka forward to the 
tern. Many though that a publtc re- next meeting. It might only be a 
lattons c:ampa1g11 would help. Every- small consolatt~ that I now have 
one agreed that unity was tmpor &tends across the country that 1 can 

l~•,.,-1'1 : dial up at any t1&De to draw upon 
· their cxpcrtcnce as we all IP forward. 
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OUR VIEWS 

:Leaf blowers are 
next targets in 
clean air wars 

Banning \leaf blow-
ers? C::-: 

Unthinkable. 
Or is it? 

· The City of Visalia'$ 
~nvironmental advisory 
committee mi2ht have 
caught people· by sur­
prise last week in rec­
·ommending some re­
·striction on use of 
gasoline-powered leaf 

_ blowers in the city. So 
far, there are few 
s~ecifics about what 
kind of restricuons, or 
even if the committee is 
=thinking about a total 
,Prohibition. The com­
mittee is drafting an 
·ordinance for presenta­
lion to the City Council 
'in June. 
, There's also no word 
:yet from the council on 
whether it '1:ould adopt 
the ordinance. 

But something is 
coming, for sure. 

Opponents of leaf 
blowers arc correct in 
saying they contribute a 
disproportionate share 
of air pollution in com­
parison to the amount 
of time they operate 
and the work they per­
.form. And the air needs 
-to be protected. Cali­
fornia's state 2uidelines 
'are becomini stricter, 
and communities are 
going to hu·e to start 
dealing with their pol­
·lution problems. 

Of course. \\·e don "t 
understand whv the 
cleanup has l,; start 
with the smallest 
engines invoh·ed while 
the state repeatedly 
avoids gettin2 really 
tough with mega-pol­
luters, but that's anoth· 
er issue. 

Leaf blov.·ers stink. 
:And the,·· re loud. 
. They're a nuisance. 

Issue: The City of 
Visalia's 
Environmental ' 
Committee is drafting 
an ordinance to .. 
restrict the use of leaf 
blowers, considered 
heavy contnbutors of 
both air and noise 
i:>Ollution. 
Our View: This Is 
probably Inevitable. 
The committee needs 
to ~Ive people time to 
ad Just 
How To Get 
Involved! Conunent 
to the committee by 
writing City Hall, 707 
W. Acequia Ave., 
Visalia, CA 93291: 
messages: 738-
3325; fax: 730-7043. 

basically. 
Ah, but there are so 

many of them. they can 
never get rid of 20 mil­
lion blowers in Califor­
nia. 

If you think it could­
n't happen. remember 
smoking. No one 
thought smoking tobac­
co would be eliminated 
from public only a few 
years ago. 

So eventually the 
leaf blowers will go. It 
will be cleaner and qui­
eter, and property own­
ers will pay a lot more 
for their yard care. It's 
called progress. 

Meanwhile, we ad­
\'ise the advisors to be 
reasonable and gradual 
in their need to rid the 
world of leaf blowers. 
It's not going to happen 
in a single growing sea­
son. 

E\·entually, though, 
leaf blowers will be 
replaced by alternative 
technolo2v. 

It's cafled a rake . 

l1 
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SB 14 Leaf blowers. 

BILL NUMBER: SB 14 AMENDED 06/24/98 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JUNE 24, 1998 
AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MARCH 16, 1998 
AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 5, 1997 
AMENDED IN SENATE MAY 14, 1997 
AMENDED IN SENATE MAY 5, 1997 
AMENDED IN SENATE APRIL 2, 1997 

INTRODUCED BY Senator ra1 deron Polanco 

DECEMBER 2, 1996 

nn act to amend Sections ? 04 2 1 5 23 4 63' 63 1 2 and 1033 5 of a 0 d to add 
sections 101 S 711 S and 2 19 5 to the Code 0 f Ci 1 d 1 Proc 0 d11re t 0 add 5ections 
17053 70 and 23635 to the peuenne and Taxatio° Code and to ad1 Section 1 253 ° ta 
the unempl o;anent rns11ranc° Code relating to juries 4n act to add Chapter 11.5 
(commencing with Section 21900) to Division 8 of the Business and Professions Code, relating to leaf 
blowers. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 14, as amended, ca1 deron Polanco. 1 11r;r send ce Tea/ blowers. 

Existing law provides for the regulation of specified businesses and professions and provides for certain 
special business regulations. 

This bill would authorize a city, county, or city and county to establish noise limitations on leaf blowers 
consistent with a noise level standard of 65 dBA or greater, measured at a distance of 50 feet in 
accordance with testing protocol established by a particular standard of the American National 
Standard Institute. 

This bill would prohibit a city, county, or city and county from prohibiting the use of leaf blowers, 
except between the hours o/6 p.m. and 8 a.m. on weekdays and between the hours o/5 p.m. and 9 a.m. 
on weekends. It would authorize a city, county, or city and county to regulate the manner of use of leaf 
blowers, as specified, and to require leaf blowers used for commercial purposes in that local 
jurisdiction on and after January 1, 2000, to be tested and certified by an independent testing facility. 

This bill would provide that certain duly adopted local initiative measures, containing more stringent 
requirements on the hours or manner of use of leaf blowers than are contained in the bill's provisions, 
would supersede the bill's provisions in those local jurisdictions. 

This bill would also state legislative intent and provide legislative findings and declarations with respect 
to these provisions. 

(') rmaer existing 13q the Trial Tury Selecti 0 n and Management P,ct the regis 1 atvre 
recognizes that jurr ser1dce is an obligation of citizenship and a 1 1 qna 1 ified 
persons are r 0 qni red to perf 0 rm j 11 r1' send re as specified 1101 ess exc11sed for undue 
hardship· and qna1ified jurors ubo fai 1 to appear as s"mmoned or ordered are subject 
to compe1led attendance or p1lnishment for contempt of co11 rt for fai 1 ure to attend 

This hill uould specif1r that jurr ser1dce is ma 0 dator1' for a 11 qualified Ca 1 ifornia 
cit i z 0 ns who are s11mmoned or ordered to appear as a dut1' of Ca 1 i forni a ci ti zenshi p 
The hi 11 no111 d a1 so dee' are the intent of the r egi s 1 at 11 re •d th respect to one-d?l' 
one tri a 1 jnr1' ser1 d ce 

(?) Existing 1 atr dOes not specifl' a mjpjmpm period fo11 owing jnr1' ser1 dce d11ring 
1 rbi ch an pJ i gi bl e p 0 rson is exc11 sed from further jur1' ser"i re 

This bill ''ou1d excnse an eligible person from f 11 rther jurr seridce for a miniml'm 1 2 
000°tbs after he or she has comp1 et ea jury ser1ri re 

(3) Existing 1 ? 1
' specifies the fees and tra"e 1 reimbursement to he paid to jurors in 

ciuiJ and criminal cases In criminal cases these amo11°ts are paid h~t' the co,,nt1' 
Ip Ci irj 1 CaSeS the partr '*O b?S demanded tri 31 b~r j"rl' j $ TACJl'i rpd tO rpi mb11r59 
the co11nt1' for the fees and mj 1 eage of jurors appearing for iroi r di re examination 

This bi11 ,,ou1d increase the dai 1 r fees and mjleage reimb11 rseme0 t and require 
reimbursement for parking and dependent care expe 0 ses beginning 1 d th the second da1' 
of jur1' ser1dce thereh¥ imposing a state-mandated local program The bill '7C!11a 
require the partv demanding tri a 1 hl' j"rl' to rei mhurse the co11ntr for juror fees 
parking child and other dependent care expenses and mileage reimbursement 

( 4 ) Existing 1 au pro1 dd 0 s that a court mal' anard a preuai 1 ing part1· specified costs 
; 0 a ri 1 dl action 

This bj11 no11 1 d prouide that a 71 ouab 2 e costs ucu 7 a .;,...,...,.,ae juror parking chi'd a 0 a 
other dependent care expenses and mi 1 eage reimb 1 rsement 

07/06/98 09:52:37 
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(5) Existing lan pr0 ir des for the s 0 lection of trial jJJr0 rs bj' name· and provides 
for the names of qnal fj ed jurors dra 1 m from the 'F'?,; fi ed juror ) i st to be m3d9 

3u3jl3ble to the publ c upon T9 q''est ]]pless the court determines as specified that 
a compplljpg interest exists in keeping this jnformation capfjdeptjal 

This bi 11 1 ro111 d pro"i de for th 0 sel 0 ct ion and i dent i fi cat i an of tri 31 jurors by 
ppmher instead of b;r name 

(6) Existing 12 1 ' does n°t allthori 2 e alternate j11r0 rs t 0 obs 0 rir 0 the deliberations 0 f 
the trial jurors in a cj3rjl action 

This bi 1 J noul d a11tb 0 ri ze a court in its di scr0 t; 0 n to p 0 rmj t 31 ternate jurors to 
obser1"e the deliberations of the tria 1 jurors in a cinil action as specified 

(7) The persona 1 1 ncome Tax 1 au and the Bank and ratporati on Tax 1 an·· antbori ze 
uario11s credits against the taxes imposed h~;' those lans 

This bill POJJld anthorize a credit against those taxes for each taxab 1 e and income 
year beginning on or after January J 1999 in an amount eqnal t 0 5ot of the amount 
paid or incurred during the taxab1 e or income 1'ear as compensation to an emplo1'AA 
during the period that the empla¥ee serJCeg an a trial jury 

(B) Fxi sting 1 an proiddes for the uaiirer of a jvr1r tri 31 b~/ fai lnr 0 to pal' aduance 
jPq' fees 

This bi 1 1 1 'OJJ 1 d re1P se those proiri si ons 

( 9 ) The Ca 1 ifornia Constitution reqtdres the state to reimburse 1oca1 agencies and 
schoo1 districts far certain costs mandated hl' the state Statutoq' pro1risio0 s 
estah1 ish proced11 res for rnaki 0 9 that reimbursement including the creation of a 
State Mandates C1 aims ID 1nd to P2l' the costs of mandates that do not exceed 
$' ooa aoo stateuide and other procedures 'or claims uh 0 se statenide costs exceed 
$1 non non 

This hj J 1 I rn1 d proui dp that rei rnbursernent for those costs sha 1 1 he made pvrs 0 ant to 
an appropriation in the annua 1 Eudg 0 t net 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: ~o. State-mandated local program: ~o. 

sscTTQN 1 Section 1 9 1 5 is added to the Code of 

SECTION 1. Chapter 11.5 (commencing with Section 21900) is added to Division 8 of the Business and 
Professions Code, to read: 

CHAPTER 11.5. LEAF BLOWERS 

21900. (a) A city, county, or city and county, may establish noise limitations on leaf blowers consistent 
with a noise level standard of 65 dBA or greater, measured at a distance of 50 feet in accordance with 
testing protocol established by the American National Standard Institute Standard B 17 5. 2. 

(b) No city, county, or city and county may prohibit the use of leaf blowers, except between the hours of 
6 p.m. and 8 a.m. on weekdays and between the hours o/5 p.m. and 9 a.m. on weekends. 

(c) Notwithstanding subdivisions (a) and (b), a city, county, or city and county, may do both of the 
following: 

(1) Regulate the manner of use of leaf blowers, including the imposition of restrictions on blowing and 
disposal of debris onto adjoining property or into public streets, sidewalks, or gutters. 

(2) Require leaf blowers used for commercial purposes in that local jurisdiction on and after January 1, 
2000, to be tested and certified by an independent testingfacility. 

(d) Notwithstanding subdivisions (a) and (b), a local initiative that is qualified/or a local ballot by the 
necessary number of signatures as required by state law, the primary purpose of which is to place more 
stringent requirements on the hours or manner of use of leaf blowers than are contained in this chapter, 
and which is adopted by a majority of voters at a regularly scheduled election in the local jurisdiction, 
shall take effect as provided in the initiative, and shall supersede the provisions of this chapter. 

21901. (a) The Legislature finds and declares that the permissible noise level of leaf blowers as 
provided in this chapter is in need of uniform statewide regulation and constitutes a matter of statewide 
concern that shall be governed solely by this chapter. 

(b) It is the intent of the Legislature in establishing a local noise level threshold for /ea/blowers of 65 
dBA, as described in subdivision (a) o/Section 21900, that this threshold level represents the quietest 
leaf blower technology available on the market as of the date of the enactment of this chapter, and that 
as more technologically advanced, reduced-noise leaf blowers become economically viable, that 
threshold level should be lowered to reflect technological and market conditions. 
~----------------All matter omitted in this version of the bill appears in the 
bill as amended in the Assembly, March 16, 1998 (JR 11) ______________ _ 
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BILL ANALYSIS 

Date of Hearing: July 1, 1998 

ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMEN'J,' 
Michael Sweeney, Chair 

SB 14 (Polanco) - As Amended: June 24, 1998 

SENATE VOTE : not relevant 

I.OCAI, GoVERNMENT '.? 

StJBJECT : Local government regulation of leaf blowers. 

filLli 
Page 1 

SUMr1AR,Y : Establishes limitations on the authority of local 
governments to regulate the use of leaf blowers. Specifically, 
tbjs bjll : 

1) Prohibits cities and counties from establishing noise 
limitations on leaf blowers emittin a noise level of 65 
eci e s or ess, measured at a distance o 

with the standards established b 
· ute. 

2) Provides that no city, county, or city and county may prohibit 
the use pf eaf blowers except between the hours Of: d p.m. 
and 8 a.m. on weekd49$ and ~ p.m. and: 9 a.Rl QA '79&1;aaEie-: 

3) Provides that a city, county or city and county may: 

al Regulate the manner and use of leaf blowers including 
restrictions on blowing and disposal of debris onto 
adjoining property, sidewalks or gutters. 

b) Require leaf blowers for commercial use, on or after 
January 1, 2000, to be tested and certified by an 
independent testing facility. 

4) Provides that more stringent requirements on the hours or 
manner of use of leaf blowers than contained in this bill may 
be enacted by local ballot jnjtiative if approved by a majority 
of the voters. 

5) Provides that the Legislature finds that the uniform regulation 
of the noise level of leaf blowers is a matter of statewide 
concern. 

6) Provides that it is the intent of the Legislature, in 
establishing the 65 decibel limit, that this level represents 
the quietest leaf blower technology currently available on the 
market and if at such time further reduced noise leaf blowers 
become economically viable, that threshold level should be 
lowered. 

EXISTING I.AW 

1) Does not address noise levels emanating from leaf blowers or 

other portable power equipment. 

filLli 
Page 2 

2) A county or city may make and enforce within its limits all 
local, police, sanitary, and other ordinances and regulations 
not in conflict with general laws. (Cal. Const. art. XI, 
section 7) 

t1 
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3) A city has police power authority to declare what activities or 
uses constitute a nuisance and to enact regulations designed to 
eliminate or reduce the occurrence of a nuisance in an effort 
to protect the general welfare. (Cal. Const: art. XI, sec. 7). 

4) State law defines a "nuisance" as being •anything which is 
injurious to health, or is indecent, or offensive to the 
senses, or an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to 
interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property." 
(Cal. Civ. Code section 370) 

5) Charter cities and charter counties may enact laws which 
conflict with state law as to any matters which are deemed 
local or "municipal" affairs rather than matters of statewide 
concern. 

FISCAI. EFFECT No state cost. 

COMMENTS : 

1) The r.os Angeles Ordinance . 

This issue arose as a response to a City of Los Angeles 
ordinance passed in November, 1996 that provided that no gas 
powered blower shall be used within 500 feet of a residence at 
anytime. 

Following passage of the ordinance gardeners marched in protest 
on the Los Angeles City Hall. According to the Los Angeles 
Times: "The demonstrations reached a sobering level when a 
group of gardeners vowed to fast until death on the grounds of 
City Hall unless the mayor and the council took action to 
address their grievances. In January, 1998, a compromise was 
reached when the council promised to help the gardeners obtain 
replacement machines, while voting to enforce the current w 
ordinance by authorizing police to issue tickets to violators 

t1 
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and their employers. 

Senator Polanco's first bill this session on leaf blowers was 
SB 1651. SB 1651 was approved by the Senate Business and 
Professions Committee (Ayes 4, Noes 2) and the Senate Local 
Government Committee (Ayes 5, Noes 2). Because SB 1651 
required the Department of Consumer Affairs to adopt a program 
to certify leaf blowers, the bill was sent to Senate 
Appropriations. SB 1651 failed passage in Senate 
Appropriations Committee. 

Instead of seeking reconsideration in Senate Appropriations for 
SB 1651, Senator Polanco took over Senator Calderon's SB 14 
(relating clause: "Jury Service"). SB 14 (now Polanco) 
included the provisions of SB 1651 without the requirement that 
the Department of Consumer Affairs adopt a ~rogram to certifX 
leaf blowers, thereby making the bill non-fiscal. 

2) Restrictions by Other Cities . 

.aa...li 
Page 4 

Since 1975, 18 cities in California have adopted restrictive 
regulations or outright bans on the use of such equipment as a 
result of pressure from 
residents complaints about noise, dust and emissions. The 
cities that have 
passed such ordinances are: Belvedere, Berkeley, Beverly 
Hills, Carmel, Claremont, Del Mar, Hermosa Beach, Indian Wells, 
Lawndale, Laguna Beach, Los Altos, Los Angeles, Malibu, Menlo 
Park, Mill Valley, Piedmont, Santa Monica, and West Hollywood. 
The City of Santa Barbara approved an 
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initiative ordinance banning the use of gasoline powered leaf 
blowers in November, 1997. 

3) What is a pecjbel ? 

A decibel is a measurement of the intensity (energy/square 
inch) of sound. 

According to the World Book Encyclopedia: A sound intensity 
level of 140 decibels (dB) is the threshold of pqin. Sounds of 
140 dBs or more produce pain in the ear, rather than hearing. 
A whisper amounts to about 20 decibels. Ordinary conversation 
has an intensity level of about 60 dBs. Loud rock music can 
produce up to 120 dBs. 

The measure of decibels is on a logarithmic scale, that is for 
each 10 point increase in decibels the sound is 10 times louder 
than the previous level. Thus 70 dBs is 10 times greater than 
60 dBs, 80 dBs is 100 times greater than 60 dBs and 90 dBs is 
1000 times greater than 60 dBs. 

4) What: is the Ame_rican National Standard Institute ? 

The American National Standards Institute is the administrator 
and coordinator of the United States private sector voluntary 
standardization system. The Institute is a private, nonprofit 
membership organization supported by a constituency of private 
and public sector organizations. 

5) I.ocal Control . 

As noted under existing law, the California Constitution 
clearly provides that local governments are given the authority 
to establish their own ordinances to address the concerns of 
its residents. 

This bill would limit an element of local control. Ever since 
1975, local communities have regulated the use of leaf blowers. 

Over the years, as noted above, 17 cities have determined 
through the local legislative process to regulate or ban, what 
to some residents, constitutes a nuisance. 

The committee may want to consider whether it is proper for the 
state to set: a uniform standard for all communities with regard 
to noise levels. Communities in this state are diverse and 
what is not bothersome to the population in one community may 
be excessively bothersome to residents of another. 

Further, this bill would prevent local government from 
regulating to protect its citizens from dust and other airborne 
particulate matter which results from the use of leaf blowers. 
The committee may want to ask whether cities may still ban the 
use of leaf blowers adjacent to residences occupied by 
individuals with lung conditions. 

This bill would also limit local governments ability to enact 

SlLli 
Page 6 

ordinances which would reduce emissions and contributions to 
smog. 

The situation in Los Angeles would indicate that the system 
works. When the issue was brought to City Hall in albeit 
dramatic form, the City of Los Angeles did agree to address the 
concerns of the landscape workers. This bill diminishes the 
ability of local governments to craft ordinances though the 
negotiation and hearing process that address local concerns. 

07/06/'IR 0?:56:26 
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6) Impact gn J.andscape Wgrkera . 

SlLli 
Page 7 

The Los Angeles ordinance and the other 14 cities which have 
established total bans on the use of gasoline powered leaf 
blowers do impact landscape maintenance businesses. Supporters 
of this bill argue that the time to do 
proper maintenance increases when fueled leaf blowers are 
prohibited. Supporters argue that the Los Angeles ban 
eliminates a tool of the trade, that they will not be as 
efficient and productive and that they will be economically 
harmed by such a ban. 

A total ban on leaf blowers impacts the cost and ability of 
municipalities to maintain public space. According to a City 
of Santa Barbara analysis of its own proposed leaf blower ban, 
"leaf blowers enable maintenance crews to sustain . . . levels 
of park cleanliness despite increased workloads and staff 
reductions. Leaf blowers have become even more valuable 
because of staff and budget reductions as well as new 
responsibilities expected of park maintenance crews. 

I 

Supporters of the bill argue that the market may not bear an 
increase in rates if landscape maintenance businesses are 
forced to raise those rates to make up the difference. 

According to the California Landscape Contractors Association 
(CLCA), bans on leaf blowers deprive the industry of a safe and 
essential tool and discourage the development of new, cleaner 
and quieter technologies that will significantly reduce air and 
noise pollution problems associated with these products. 

CLCA argues further that this bill will help address community 
concerns about excessive noise while still encouraging 
manufacturers to develop quieter and cleaner lawn and garden 
power equipment. 

7) Enyjrgnmental Cgncenis 

Opponents to this bill cite that flat bans on gasoline powered 
leaf blowers improves air quality. The Bay Area Air Quality 
Management district has set goals for exhaust emissions from 
blower engines. San Mateo County has mandated that polluting 
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equipment not be purchased by the county. This bill would 
hinder local governments ability to regulate emissions. 

The author notes that the California Air Resources Board 
recently adopted regulations that will effectively require leaf 
blowers and other portable power equipment to cut emissions by 
SO to 60 percent by January 1, 2000. 

:} Special jnterests ? 

Currently there is only one manufacturer of leaf blowers that 
claims that it meets the standard under this bill. Echo 
advertises that it has a model currently on the market (PB-46LN 
backpack blower) which attains the 6S dB level measured at SO 

.s.IL..li 
Page a 

feet. However, this claim has been disputed by the Consumers 
Union who notes that, "its noise levels were significantly 
higher than claimed (69.S dB, nearly S times as loud as the 
claimed 6S) . " 

Leaf blower manufacturer, Echo, clearly would receive a 
windfall if this bill becomes law. 

.s.IL..li 
Page 9 
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9) Enforcement ? 

Opponents to this bill argue that it will place an undue burden 
on law enforcement to enforce limits established in this bill. 
Opponents assert it is most likely that such ordinances would 
be unenforceable and have no practical effect. 

REGISTERED SUPPORT / OPPOSITION : 

Support 

Association of Latin American Gardeners of Los Angeles (ALAGLA) 
Associated Roofing Contractors 
CA Business Properties Association 
CA Chamber of Commerce 
CA Hotel & Motel Association 
CA Landscape Contractors Association 
CA State Council of Laborers 
City of Dana Point 
Construction Industry Legislative Council 
ECHO Incorporated 
Golden Eagle Distributing Corporation 
Lawn and Garden Equipment Dealers Coalition 
San Mateo Gardeners' Association, Inc. 
Sheridan Landscaping, Inc. 
Southern CA Gardeners' Federation, Inc. 
Individual letters (1) 

°'PPOSition 

Blowers Annoy Neighbors (BAN), Los Altos 
Cities of: Belvedere, Berkeley, Beverly Hills, Carmel-by-the-Sea, 
Claremont, Del Mar, Laguna Beach, Los Altos, Los Angeles, Menlo 
Park, Mill Valley, Piedmont, Santa Barbara 
Citizens for a Quieter Sacramento 
Concerned Californians 
EcoMagic, Palo Alto 
Jonas and Associates 
Laguna N. Neighborhood Association, Laguna 
League of CA Cities 
People for Livable and Active Neighborhoods in Los Angeles 
Residents for Less Pollution, Long Beach 
Sierra Club, California 
zero Air Pollution (ZAP), Los Angeles 
Individual letters (10) 

Analysis prepared by : Hubert Bower / algov / (916) 319-3958 
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JILL WEISBORD * 609, 36th. STREET, MANHA1tlt'fcm\l?8~°[90266. 
TEL. (310) 545-1935 cc~c..ovnOL-

Manhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland Ave 

Aug. 27, 1998 

Dear Mayor and City Council, 

18 ME 28 P 2 :28 <aeoFF 
SoB 
121ett r 

I am unable to attend the Sept. tit. council meeting where you will again consider the 
regulations concerning leaf blowers. However, I would like to see a complete ban on 

their use. 

Other cities have banned the use of leaf blowers out of concern for the adverse effects 
of noise and air pollution on their citizens and I would like to see Manhattan Beach 
follow suite. 

The quality of life in Manhattan Beach has definitely declined since the advent of these 
noisy, air polluting machines. We are bombarded with noise which must exceed any 
noise ordinance. We are subjected to incredible dust and gasoline pollutants which 
decrease the air quality. When we add these adverse effects to the noise from the 
Chevron refinery, LAX, and helicopters flying overhead, plus the air pollutants from 
those sources and Allied Chemical, the cumulative impacts become considerable. 

I urge you to follow the example of many other cities in California and ban the use of 
leaf blowers. 

yours sincerely, 

~w~. 
Jill W eisbord 



201 N. Dianthus St. 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 
30 August 1998 

Manhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland Ave. 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Dear Council Members 

RECEIVED 
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 

W S'EP ·1 AS :34 

cc: CPVndL 

GeoF-F 
ll>CS 
P.,'CH T' 
reo 

This letter is in regard to the discussions and proposed ordinance regarding leaf 
blowers. My main point is that leaf blowers don't have to be banned, but they do have 
to be less noisy. Regarding this I have two comments: 

l)Existing blowers (at least some) can be operated quite satisfactorily at low 
power. Last week as my wife and I were taking an early evening walk, we passed by a 
gardener who was using a leaf blower very quietly and without stirring up much dust , 
yet he was doing an efficient job. He was running the blower at low power. 
We passed on the opposite side of the street and the noise level was surprisingly low. 

2) Blowers can be made to run much more quietly and I suspect that many can be 
economically retrofitted to do so. 

I suggest therefore that rather than an outright ban, any ordinance specify a maximum 
noise level and provide a practical method of measurement and enforcement. I realize, 
however, that this is easier said than done. The noise level should also apply to power 
lawn mowers. 

*l7 
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RECEIVE8 
CITY OF CLAREMONT CITY CLERK'S . FFICE 

City Hall 
207 Harvard Avenue 
P.O. Box 880 
Claremont, CA 91711-0880 
FAX (909) 399-5492 

July 8, 1998 

Mr. Jeff Graham 
2209 Laurel Avenue 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Dear Mr. Graham: 

118 SEP -1 Pl 59 
Glenn D. Southard, City Manager 

City Manager• (909) 399-5441 
City Clerk • (909) 399-5460 
Personnel • (909) 399-5450 

Community Information• (909) 399-5497 

cc: covncj L. 

GeoFF­
~B 
P.J'Ct-t I 
f-eD 

This letter is to let you know of the "non-issues" experienced by the City of Claremont after our 
implementation of an ordinance prohibiting the use of gasoline powered leaf blowers in 1990. 

During the hearings on this matter, which spanned about a four year period, we heard all sorts of 
"doomsday" type predictions from gardeners. We were told their rates would significantly increase; 
the City would look less pristine; the gardeners would electrocute themselves with electric blowers; 
and, that water usage would increase--an almost blasphemous notion in what was a drought ridden 
Southern California. Well, none of these things has happened. 

Our 34,000 citizens continue to enjoy a pristine environment and we've had not one complaint that 
any of the City's 12.8 square miles are less tidy. And believe me, with our 20,000 plus street trees, 
which have garnered us a Tree City USA award for the last 13 consecutive years, we have a lot of 
leaves! I am also happy to report that we have not had one case of electric leaf blower 
electrocution. 

Claremont residents have responded favorably to both voluntary and mandatory calls for water 
reduction and Southern California Water Company reports that Claremont residents easily met the 
10% water reduction goal in the early 1990's. 

The Claremont Colleges, City and Bausch & Lomb Surgical, all of which have significant grounds to 
maintain, have discovered that the vacuum sweepers are actually a more efficient way to achieve 
maintenance than were the gasoline powered leaf blowers. 

What we have experienced is less noise, dust and air pollution. In fact, following the adoption of this 
ordinance, we received the Southern California Air Quality Management District's prestigious "Clean 
Air Award," in part due to our gasoline leaf blower prohibition. 

If you need additional information, please feel free to contact me at 909-399-5442. 

Sincerely, 

/jw!Lµ./tluL ;( 
Bridget Healy U 
Assistant City Manager 

BH/log 
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Clitfo1·d Willdeck 
C our .:iu·r,emix'r 

May 19, 1998 

Oou!t Dawson 
Cit~ M~.,·~~·• 

~ &v8tnifFeO ~i ~ ~r2Qh~yYi · 
cc: covnc, L-

Hon John Burton 
State Capitol Building. Room 205 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re: Opposition f<> SB16S1 (Polanco) Statewide Standards for 
Gasoline Powered ~afBlowers 

Dear Senator Burton: 

~ 
BoE> 
fq'Cti 'T 

T..ef> 

\Ve ar.: \vriting to urge your opposition to SB 1651 w1'Jch would preempt local control 
over the use of gasoline powered leaf blowers. 

In response to citizens' complaints and after several hearings, the Mill Valley City 
Council adopted an ordinance in 1993 which banned the use of gasoline powered leaf 
blowers. The noise of these machines in our community \\.ith its many canyons became a 
major problem for many residents. The adoption of this measure has proved to be quite 
effective in reducing the number of neighbors, complain:s. In addition, we have received 
no complaints from the industry regarding enforcement of~'tls ordinance. 

'f.r·e ask your opposition to SB 1651, or in the alternative, if such a measure is adopt~ 
that cities which pre-:iate its adoption are excluded, so that we may continue the authority 
over the use of these devices on a local level. 

TI1ank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Catharine Barnes 
Mayor 

cc: Assemblywoman Kerry Maizoni 
City Council 

City of Mill Valley. P.O. Box l 029. California 94942 
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CIT'r' OF PIED~10NT 

CITY lL~~~y;g,FtCE (:ALIFOR?-J IA 

18 SEP -t Pl 59 

March 3 l, 1998 

SENATE BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS COMMITTEE 
Room 2193, State Capitol 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Gentlemen: 

Subject: SB 165 l (Polanco) Leaf Blowers, LocnJ Preemption 

CC! c;ovnCI L 

<qeoFt=:' 
BoB 
PiQ-t f. 
~ 

For the past eight years, the City of Pit!dmont has bmmed the use of gasoline powered leaf 
ti lowers, except for mw1idpal use. The matter was originally brought to the attention of the city 
.:ouncil by a citizens group and was pul on the regular municipal ballot in 1990. There was little, 

. if any, reaction from the gardeners and landscapers working in Piedmont and the measure has 
pro\'en to he appropriate for this community. 

Recent reports in the press indicate that local regulation of gas powered leaf blowers has caused 
~reat concern on the part of gardeners. Althot1gh there was some initial concern after the 
adoption of the ban, it has been Piedmont's experience chat professional gardeners have adjusted 
·.i,·..:·11 t<.• this !'egulation und that electric. powered lenf blowers are an ac~eptable alternative. We 
hav~ had 110 reports of inflated servic~ mies or other economic consequences of the city,s 
actions. 

The city believes that the regulation of leaf blowers is a classic example of the need for local 
1.:.ontrol. Although a total ban may not b~ appropriate for all cities, it was a good choice for our 
resideutial commw1ity. We urge yow· committee to vote no on SB1651 which would preempt 
Pi~dmont's ability to regulate leaf blowers in a ma1mer acccptabl~ to our residents. 

Sin~crely, 

CITY OF PIEDMONT 

~.-· .. 

~17 
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FAX COVER SHEET 

Wednesday, August 19, 1998 02:52:4~rrF>4i~~~EjFFICE 
To: City Council 

Fax #: 545-9927 

"Se AUG 19 PS :25 

From: 
Fax: 2 pages and a cover page. 

Note: 
Good afternoon, 

Please include our Memo re leaf blowers in 
the Staff Report for the September 
1 hearing on leaf blowers. 

Could you please provide copies of the 
Memo re Oppose SB-14 to members of the 
City Council? Please let me know if this is 
not possible. 

Thank you very much. 

Cathy Bergeron 

cc: eovnc·· L 
~eoFF 
ec:f> 
J2-iOI T: 
Te(). 

o~ve 
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To: Manhattan Beach City Council 
c/o Department of Community Development 

From: Cathy Bergeron 
1999 Harkness Street, 
Manhattan Beach, California 98266 
318-379-9972 

Date:August 1~. 1998 

Re: Leaf Blowers 

What is a leaf blower? It is a machine that blows lawn 
maintenance debris from one property to another property or to 
the street and sidewalk areas. This debris often includes 
pesticides, trash and dog droppings. It is disgusting. A leaf 
blower does not clean up anything. It blows the debris somewhere 
else. Notably, it is blown off the property of the person paying 
for the service. This family is a•ong the many in this com•unity 
who no longer care to tolerate the use leaf blowers. 

There has been discussion of some need to balance noise pollution 
with economic issues. There is nothing to balance. Using a leaf 
blower saves time and probably reduces the cost of the service. 
This certainly does not mean that money will be lost by not using 
them. The lawn maintenance company can and should charge a price 
that compensates them for the work they do. If my neighbor wants 
to professionally maintain his lawn, I am sure he can also afford 
to have cleanup to be done in an appropriate •anner. 

My family and I are entitled to the peaceful enjoyment of our 
home. We have a seven-year old son, and I run a transcription 
business from our home. As a result of the noise, fumes and 
debris blowing around from leaf blowers, we frequently are forced 
to come in from playing outside. We routinely have to shut the 
doors and windows to reduce the noise level to a point where we 
can hear ourselves. I have had to terminate telephone calls 
because I cannot hear or be heard over these machines. 

The situation is simply not acceptable to us. We ask you to keep 
in mind the fact that not just one lawn is being cared for on a 
given day or even at a given time. There have been many 
occasions on our street where two or more lawns are being worked 
on at the same time or on the same day. 

This family supports a ban on gas powered leaf blowers. 
Actually, we support an absolute ban on all leaf blowers in 
Manhattan Beach. We urge you to vote in favor of such a ban for 
Manhattan Beach. 

p.2.cf3 



To: Manhattan Beach City Council 
c/o Department of Community Development 

From: Cathy a Phil Bergeron 
1999 Harkness Street 
Manhattan Beach, California 99266 
319-379-9972 

Date: August 15, 1998 

Re: Oppose SB-1~ - Protect Manhattan Beach's 
Right To Make A Choice On Leaf Blowers 
and Other Similar Equipment 

As you may know, SB-1~ is now awaiting action by the 
Assembly having been passed by the Senate. The passage of this 
bill will severely li•it communities in the State of California 
in terms of restricting or banning the use of gas powered leaf 
blowers and other siailar lawn maintenance equipment. It reads 
in part: 

"This bill would prohibit a city, county, or city and 
county from prohibiting the use of leaf blowers meeting the 
established noise level standard, EXCEPT BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 
6:99 P.H. AND 8:99 A.H. ON WEEKDAYS AND BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 5:99 
P.H. AND 9:99 A.H. ON WEEKENDS. (Emphasis added.) 

We believe that the "noise level standard," which uses 
decibels, is a joke. It would be difficult, if not impossible to 
enforce. 

We urge you as a City Council and as individuals to 
express opposition to this bill. As you can see, it will do much 
more than take the decision making process out of our hands as a 
community. This bill will INCREASE by more than 69 percent the 
possible number of hours a week that this equip•ent could be used 
in Manhattan Beach. It does this by adding the hours of 8:99 
a.m. to 9:99 a.m. and 5:99 p.m. to 6:99 p.m. weekdays AND the 
hours of 9:99 a.m. to 5:99 p.m. on SATURDAY and SUNDAY. 

The situation is intolerable now. In spite of the fact 
that Manhattan Beach currently prohibits the use of gas powered 
leaf blowers on weekends, as I write this at 9:15 a.m. on 
Saturday I am listening to round two of a gas powered leaf 
blower being used by a neighbor's lawn maintenance company. 

Please help protect our right to make this decision for 
our co••unity. Express opposition to Senate Bill l~ and urge 
Governor Wilson to veto it should it pass. Thank you. 

p.:;op3 
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September 1, 1998 
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Attn: 1\fanhattan Beach City Council 
1400 Highland Ave. 
Manhattan Beach, Ca 90266 

Subj: Public Hearing on the Banning of Leaf Blowers 

Dear Sirs: 

Although we won't be able to attend the public hearing at tonight's council 
meeting, my wife and I would like to add our voices to those strongly in favor of 
prohibiting the use of leaf blowers in lVIanhattan Beach. 

Ouc concerns go beyond the obvious exhaust pollution and noise problems caused 
by these devices. At least once a week, gardeners on both sides of our home, as well as 
across the street, whip up large clouds of dust and dirt which cover our cars and blow into 
our windows, greatly aggravating my wife's serious allergies. 

All that is accomplished by the use of the blowers is that piles of leaves and dirt (it 
is quite sandy and dusty along our street) are blown from one property to the next (and then 
back again the following session). It is often very breezy and the gardeners do not sweep 
up after blowing the filth from their customer's yards onto the neighbors'. 

We have O'\\-ued Qur home and voted in Manhattan Beach for over 25 years and feel 
that the banning of these nuisance leaf blowers from our city is way overdue! Thanks for 
hearing our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Edward and Dianna Walker 

(l.\Ct-L J 

Te0 
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July 13, 1998 

"What Do You Think?" 
The Beach Reporter 
P. 0. Box383 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

To the Editor: 

Noise Sources 
With all the comments about noise in residential areas. here's my survey of sources 

in our block of 18th Street. My list starts with the loudest, and generally most objectionable: 
> leaf blowers 
> power mowers, edgers, weed-eaters 
> music(?) from Home Town Fair* 
> loud speaker from Bicycle Races * 
> construction work on houses 
> motorcycles 
> trash and recyding trucks ** 
> baseball games in Live Oak Park 
> trucks (commercial) 
> kids playing basketball 
> cars with boom boxes on 
> small planes, helicopters flying by 
> kids yelling 
> American Martyr's hourly chimes *** 
> other cars 
> kids talking 
> jets taking off from LAX 
> jets flying overhead ... quietest, least objectionable 

* once per year 
** once per week 
*** not at all ob_tectionable; actually quite pleasant 

The ranking reflects noise levels l perceive. But how obnoxious the various sources 
are depends on each person's opinion; my purpose is not to quibble over this. The 
purpose is to support these observations: 

At the top of the list is the leaf blower. the most ob}ectiooable noise source. in part 
because of the futility of its operation. and the one which can most easily be eliminated by 
City Council action. So why not eliminate it? 

At the bottom of the list are jets from LAX, which l can hear only if an other competing 
noise sources are absent. and which. from political reanties. are impossible to eliminate 
and very difficult to constra.ln. So \\'hY hea.t oor heads against a oock wall; even if 
successful, it would produce an almost unmeasurable improvement? 

Bill Dixon 

610 18th Street 
Manhattan Beach 
(310) 545-6494 

• 17 



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
TITLE 5, CHAPTER 48 OF THE MANHATTAN BEACH MUNICPAL CODE (THE 
NOISE ORDINANCE) THAT WOULD PROlilBIT THE OPERATION OF CERTAIN 
LEAF BLOWERS 

A public hearing will be held before the City Council of the City of Manhattan Beach to consider 
an amendment to the Noise Ordinance that would prohibit the use of leaf blowers and similar 
equipment commonly used in landscape maintenance activities. Under the city's current 
regulations~ gasoline powered leaf blowers are only permitted on weekdays (Monday through 
Friday) between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 

The public hearing will be held: Tuesday, September l, 1998, 6:30 p.m. in the City Council 
Chambers at City Hall, 1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan 
Beach. 

Proponents and opponents may be heard at that time. Further information may be obtained by 
contacting Rosemary Lackow, Senior Planner at 545-5621, ext. 274. The project file containing 
information is ·available for review in the Community Development Department at City Hall. A 
staff report: will be available for public review in the Civic Center Library on Saturday, August 
29, 1998,.or in the Community Development Department on Monday, August 31, 1998. The 
staff report will also be available on the City's Internet web site after 5:00 p.m. on Friday, 
August 28th at: http: //www. ci .manhattan-beach. ca. us . 

Oral and written testimony will be received during the public hearing. Any interested party 
wishing to provide written comments for inclusion in the staff report must do so on or before 
Friday, August 21, 1998. Written comments received after this date will be forwarded to the 
City Council but may not be received in time to be addressed or attached to the staff report. 
Submit written comments to the City Council, c/o Department of Community Development, 
1400 Highl~d Avenue, Manhattan Beach, California 90266. 

LIZA TAMURA, City Clerk 

Date of Notice: July 30, 1998 
Publish Beac~ Reporter: August 6, 1998 and August 20, 1998 

canollco 
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A public hearing will be held before the City Council of the Qty of Manhattan 
Beach to consider an amendment to the Noise Ordinance that would prohibit the 
use of leaf blowers and similar equipment commonly used in landscape 
maintenance actiVities. Under the·city's current regulations, gasoline powered leaf 
blowers are only permitted on weekdays (Monday through Friday} between the 
hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 

The public hearing will be held: Tuesday, September 1, 1998, 6:30 p.m. in the 
City Council Chambers at City Hall, 
1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach 

Proponents and opponents may be heard at that time. Further information may 
be obtained by contacting Rosemary L.ackow, Senior Planner at 545-5621, ext. 
27 4. The project file containing information is available for review in the 
Community Development Department at City Hall. A staff report will be available 
for public review in the Civic Center Library on Saturday, August 29, 1998, or in 
the Community Development Department on Monday, August 31, 1998. The 
staff report will also be available on the City's Internet web site after 5:00 p.m. 
on Friday, August 28th at http. llwww d rnanhattan-beacb ca us 

Oral and written testimony will be received during the public hearing. Any 
interested party wishing to provide written comments for inclusion in the staff 
report must do so on on or before Friday, August 21, 1998. Written comments 
received after this date will be forwarded to the City Council but may not be 
received in time to be addressed or attached to the staff report. Submit written 
comments to the Oty Council, c/o Department of Community Development, 
1400 Highland Avenue, Manhattan Beach, California 90266. 

LIZA TAMURA, City Clerk 

for 
y_our 
new 
home. 

Dick Hill 
Vice Presicknt 

• Owner, Builder, and 
Developer Financing 
Available 

Dave Johnson 
Vice President 

(888) 800-4644 
HAWTIIORNE SAVINGS 

2381 Rosecrans Ave. • EI Segundo 

Letters 
(Continuedfrom Page 12) 

hattan Beach not having a utility tax. 
Since 1983, residents have been paying a 
tax on their refuse bill. It is called a con­
tingency fee but this fee was a charge for 
billing and other services provided by the 
city. This charge, referred to as "in lieu 
fees and taxes" has added millions of dol­
lars to the city coffers. 

It is known that $30,000 was appropri­
ated from the fund to purchase a sidewalk 
scrubber. We do not know what other ex­
penditures were commingled or taken 
from the fund. However, it is a stretch of 
facts to say Manhattan Beach does not 
have a utility fee. 

Esther Besbris 
Manhat!an Beach 

Enjoyed the tournament 
Here's to the best of the best amateurs 

of the 1998 Manhattan Open volleyball 
toumament. Here's to the sponsors, orga­
nizers and all of those who gave of their 
time freely for the cause. 

It was a great traditional tourney minus 
the annoying sounds of generators, bois­
terous game announcers and jarring rock 
'n' roll music. There were even a few 
parking places to be had in the town and I 
am quite sure that many a downtown mer­
chant enjoye(I some of their regular cus­
tomers again. There were no concessio11s 
except for T-shirts sold on the beach. 
There was no paid seating and no mini­
mal! feeling as in the past. It was a natural 
spectator event, with onlookers moving 
freely from coun to coon with their beach 
chairs and coolers just like the good old 
days. No sizable stadium anywhere. No 
fences, ropes, security guards or VIP park­
ing. Only smiles, tans, laughter and good 
vibes everywhere. It was a bitchin' South 
Bay weekend at the Manhattan Beach pier. 

If you were there, you know. If not, see 
you next year. By the way, what happened 
to the best of the rest? 

More on test scores 

Dennis "Duke" Noor 
Hermosa Beach 

If you isolate Robinson School gradu­
ates (or any other elementary school) from 
the aggregate of Mira Costa, you will find 
the median or average test score will be 
similar to their results in the third grade. 
Pupils who have high percentile rankings 
in third grade usually continue to excel in 

A quick thought: When doctors gradu­
ate from Harvard, half of them will be 
below the class average. 

Milt Hessenius 
Manhallan Beach 

Appreciates the memorial 
Heartfelt applause to Penny Noble for 

the most beautifully designed and in­
scribed memorial bench for our dear 
Karen Lowcrre Salem. Take a walk, have 
a seat, bring a flower and spot a dolphin at 
Seventh and The Strand. A true spot of 
beauty in Manhattan Beach 

The Piccaro family 
Manhattan Beach 

Didn't like the reference 
I am outraged by the letter of David 

Wachtfogel who applied the word 
"Salinists" to overexcited participants of 
the "Firing Line" TY program as well as 
to Manhattan Beach residents for their 
lawful opposition to the local government. 
He insulted the memory of 60 million real 
Stalinist victims who were murdered not 
by "Firing Lines" but by firing squads. 

Wachtfogel is not original in using 
words he does not understand. His obvious 
favorite, William Buckley, compared once 
an Oregon court with fascism. William 
Ginsburg, the inglorious lawyer of equally 
inglorious Monica Lewinsky, named Ken­
neth Starr a Nazi for his attempts to de-

1 fend American law. 
I spent 45 years of my life under the 

Soviet terror and can testify how fortunate 
are Wachtfogels, Buckleys and Ginsburgs 
leaming Stalin's and Hitler's atrocities by 
hearsay and not by their own skin. 

Marina Gurvich 
Manhattan Beach 

Editor's note: In Wachtfogel's July 16 let­
ter, he attributed the 1tse of the term 
"Stalinist" to Michael Kinsley. 

BCHD online 
The Beach Cities Health District is on 

the Intemet at www .bchd.org., lnforma­
tion regarding the district - including 
its programs, grants, the quarterly 
newsletter and a monthly calendar of ac­
tivities - are listed. Links to other Web 
sites will feature community resources as 
those sites also come online. E-mail can 
be sent to bchd@ix.netcom.com. 

BEACH CITIES DERMATOLOGY 

We use Botox™ and/or Collagen to 
help eliminate your wrinkles. This 
treatment is non-su~gical, and no 
recuperation is necessary. We also 
give womeri the new, fuller, pouty 
lips look. A tantalizing look without 

BEACH CITl;;ry. ~ 
DERMATOLOGY ~" 
MEDICAL CENTER 
Medlcllre A .. lgnment and Moat lnaurence Plana Accepted 

Evening and Saturday Appolntmentll Available 

927 Deep Valley Dr., Suite 165, Rolling Hills Esiates 
520 Nonh Prospect Ave., Suite 302, Redondo Beach 798-1515 



'.,, . ~ . 

~17 

----------------------------------------The BHt:h Reporter• August 20, 1998 • 15 

Indoor ant control 
Quesllon: I' vc hccn successfully using 

Tanglcfoo1 around my fruit trees 10 keep 
the anb nut of lhc canopy of 1he tree. As a 
n:suh. my whi1elly prohlcm h.a:-. improved 
hu1wha1 can I do h• keep mus out of my 
house'! 

Answer: Ants ~tr"' 1he mos1 ahundmu of 

taincrs with light-filling snap-on lids. 
Keep other items in 1hc rcfri~cra1or. 

• Tanglcfool slicky harriers availahle 
at most nurseries can he u~cd around 1hc 
leg' of fn:cstanding tahlcs lo tlcny ~mis ac­
cess. 

Lise the lcasHnxk apJ'lmO'ch if it is ncc-

:-.01.:ii.11 insccls. Thcn: •-------------•• c''ary lo kill lhc ants. 
<1n.; an cs1im;11cd I rrr:.. _ ln,cc1i1.:ith1J soap 
quadrillion of thcnt on ·.i. ne ;.l\'ailahlc at nurseries 
canh al any time. G G works grcal. Boric 
Th,·rc is n·~hin~ lllOl'C reen al'id hailS can kill ur 

Ji.couraging 1han ardener 10 XO pcrccn1 of lhc 
waking ur 10 a an1 popula1ion. My 
ki1chcn full of anb. I favorile is Drax Anl 
han•11'1 mcl one per- by Ann Schwind C'onlrnl R:oil an<I is 
son who Jocsn'I have availahlc by mail 
an anl prnhlcm. so order from Peaceful 
cvcn lhough lhis isn't a gardening ques- Valley Farms al (911>) 272-471>9. Purchase 
lion, I 1hough1 ii \\'as important enough 10 bolh 1he sweet hail and 1hc protein/fat hait 
answer in my 1,.:olumn. since anl feeding hahils change quite fre· 

The anls 1hat t?ive us the most problem qucntly. Tesl the an1s 10 sec which hail in-
arc the Argentine ;Jnts that arrived here on tcrcsts ahem. If a colony has been starved 
1,.·offcc hoat,,_ many years ago. Anis enter hy effci:tive sanitation measures, 1he bait 
our homes in sean.:h of food, waler or will he eaten more readily. Results are no-
w•mnth. Some en10mnlngists re1,,:ommem.I tked in ahout 1hrce days and conlrol can 
1hat we feed them outside wi1h waler· take up 10 three weeks. Follow directions 
mchm or an unrin~eJ empty can of c.al or carefully. Even 1hough ii i!!i a non1oxic 
do)! food. Plain olJ granula1cJ or pow- substance. the produc1 should he kept 
dcrcd sugar work!!!. too. If they arc :..ilready 11way from pets and l'hildrcn. Store the 
in the home, use ;,1 :-.ponge that has been hail in isolation so that no other odor can 
dampcnc.!d wi1h dish soap and water. Wipe contamina1e it. 
them up and wash lhem down 1he drain. I receive calls from people who have 
Keep lhe ki1chen clean and plug up ant en- been successful wilh other melhods. 
trances like holes or cracks with petroleum Someone su~~csted srraying Endusl rumi-
jclly. duct tape or silicone caulk. Some- turc polish where ants are coming in. 
limes it is necessary to vacuum the floors Anolher recommended that spraying am-
daily 10 keep anls from combing the floor. monia glass cleaner will keep them oul. I 
Herc's a list of 01hcr thin£s to Jo to dis- have had good luck with Cornet sprinkled 
courage ants. around in the vicinity of ants or smeared 

• Rinse glass. mc1al, paper. plas1ic and on the counters wi1h a damp sponge. 
food containers thoroughly heforc tossing Whiltcver method is tried, don't use any 
them in wash.:haskt.!t:o. or recycle hin:-.. toxil.: anl spray~. According to experts. 

• Cle-an wro.1ppings of meal. deli- sprays can cause a colony to he dis1urbed 
l·;11L'~'1..'n ;mtf fo,f.food item-. h) plunging anJ n.·.,ull in hrcaking up their nc~t~. WI.! 
th.:111 11Ho Ji,hwatt.'.'1 and i:kaning them a' l'illl iKluo.111)' hl.' ini:rea:-.ing populollion:-. 
if lhl'y \\L"TC laun<lr) whi.:n we arc trying h, eliminate them. 

• Plat..·l· L·o.11 <.llld tlol-' food ho\\ bi in a ."if'h1d11t/ ;.,. o l1orlic11J111ri.\'I anti lenurt•r 
l.ir~c1 howl filkJ '' llh Wi.llt:J' 111 l'.rcale a 011 o(&:tlllll' gan/,•11111.i:. Sht' i\ mai1111·1w1lf'1' 

mn;ll 1h.11 anh wt111·1 lTo:-.s. If they try 10 d1rcdm o/ tli(' Ma11h1111a11 /frt11·h Uotw11-
1lo.11 .h.:rn:-. .... ;aJJ 1.1 la11k hil of detl'r~cnl lo nil (i,1rtl1•11 Ion/It'd 111 PoJ/iH'og PCJrk. 
the \\,lier. II "ill h11.".1\.. lhe surfa..:c lcnsion A11yo11(' i1111·rt'.\l('{f 111 beinK im·oh'l't/ 11'i1h 
of lhl' '' ;.11cr i.lnd 1h1..' ;111h will :-.in\... 1/u• Hmanit·al Ganlt•n or h'ho 1nmltl !iJ..t' to 

• Purl'.ha:-.e hud.cl~ wi1h 1wis1·on lids t1.d. q111·.Hio11.\· may HTitt' to Sc/111·i11tl at 

<.ll pct :-.lore:-. 111 'h'I''-' pc1 fnod 111. For the P.O. JJo.\ 1971. Man/w11tm 8f'l1rh, Calif 
'!'iolor<.1g...: of ... ugo1r. lhllll. fil'.C and grain .... use V0267-JlJ7 f or JASd1u-i11i/W'aol.com. 
!-!1•1~' j;.1r' '' ith ruhhn ... c;.11:-. or pla:--111..· \.'.Oil· 

L.A. airport expansion 
working group being formed 

U.S. Congn:sswoman Janl~ Hannan and Los Angeles Coun1y Supervisor Don Knahc 
las1 Friday annount.:eJ the. cn.'•lli'>n of a working group to analyze the proposed cxpom:-.ion 
ol J .o, Ani!clc' ln11:rnoilion11l /\irpon in 1he l'Ollll'XI of lhl' fCJ:!ion''!lo nL·ed .... 

According to a pre:-.:-. release issued hy Harman's offic.:e, the working group, comprising 
local elected officials and business leaders, was fonned as a result of recommendalions 
rn;ide during a meeting hos1cd la ... 1 week hy Harman and Knahc. Thal purpose of 1hat 
nh:t:ting. whh.:h wa' allendcd hy loc;.11 clel·lcll oflkitils and representatives of the Sou1h 
8;,1y Coundl of Govcrnmen1s. 1hc South Bay AssochHion of Chambers of Commerce, the 
El Segundo Employers Association and the Southern California Associa1ion of 
Go\'crnnlcnts. w;,1s '°assess regional solutions for accommodating 1hc expected growth of 
.1ir tr;1ffi"· in Soulhl.'rn California. lhe press release sa'.d. 

J;.11.:J... Dri,i:oll, cx.c":utive dircl'tor of Los Angele~ World Aiiporb, accon.lin~ 10 1he pres~ 
rclca:-.c. lold rcprc:o.l:'n1;.11ivcs al 1ha1 mec1ing 1ha1 the dr:1fl environmental impm:t repoTI on 
the prnpo:-.cJ C>.pan ... ion b ex~...:1eU 10 he l·omple1cd hy lhe end of J99M or early 1999. 
Onlo.'.l' lhl' draft ha' hl'l'll completed. numerous puhlk hcarings will he held. 

N1.:i1hcr !he puhlii.: nor memhcr ... of the press have hccn allowed to allcnd any of 1hc 
\1.orh.ing group'"' rn1..·e1ing .... The mce1ings have not hcen puhlicly noticed. 

M.B. charity golf tourney 
The Manha11an Beach Polil·e omd Fire Charitv Golf Tournament will he held Mon~ 

day. Scpl. l..J. al the Rio Hondo Golf Course in Downey. 
The entry fee l!!i SI 25 whkh include:-. green fees. cart, shirt, gifl hag. awards and 

dinner. The deadline for registration is Aug. 28. 
First-, second- and third-place prizes will be awarded. Space is limited to the first 

144 entran1s. 
For more information, call Michelle at 374-6827. 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED 
AMENDMENT TO TITLE 5, CHAPTER 48 OF THE MANHATTAN 

BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE (THE NOISE ORDINANCE) THAT WOULD 
PROHIBIT THE OPERATION OF CERTAIN LEAF BLOWERS 

A public hearing will be held before the Cily Council of the Cily of Manhattan 
Beach to consider an amenclmenl to the Noise Ordinance that would prohibit tlw 
use of leaf blowers and similar equipmcnl commonly used in landscap<· 
maintenance activities. Under the city's current regulations. gasoHne Dowered Jedi 
blowers are only permitted on weekdays (Monday through Friday) belween the 
hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 

The public hearing will be held: Tuesday, September 1, 1998. 6:30 p.m. in the 
City Council Chambers at City Hall, 
1400 Highland Avenue. Manhattan Beach 

Proponents and opponents may be heard at that time. Further informalion may 
be obtained by contacting Rosemary Lackow, Senior Planner at 545-5621. ext. 
274 The project file containing information is available for review in the 
Community Development Department at City Hali. A staff reporl will be available 
for public review in the Civic Center Library on Saturday. August 29. 1998. or in 
the Community Development Department on Monday. Augusl 31. 1998. The 
staff report will also be available on the City's Internet web site after 5:00 p.m. 
on Friday, August 28th at http· //www d manhattan-beach ca us 

Oral and written testimony will be received during the public hearing. Any 
interested party wishing to provide written comments for inclusion in the staff 
report must do so on on or before Friday, August 21, 1998. Wrilten comments 
received after this date will be forwarded to the City Council but may nol be 
received in time to be addressed or attached lo the staff report. Sub:nit written 
comments to the City Council, c/o Department of Community Development. 
1400 Highland Avenue. Manhaltan Beach, California 90266. 

LIZA TAMURA, City Clerk 
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We Guarantee the 
lowest prices In town • 

• TORRANCE 
22901 Ha~horne Blvd. 

(310) 375-3272 
••Where people i:o before they travel" 
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