Specific Response Points – Sacramento Bee Editorial on AB 1373

· The Bee editorial opposing the survivor benefits in AB 1373 just continues the publication’s unfair and misinformed attacks on firefighters and police officers.
· The suggestion that there’s “no credible evidence” of the link between firefighting and cancer is flat out wrong. There are more than 80 peer-reviewed medical studies documenting the link between firefighting and cancer. Many case studies extend over years and decades.

· The Bee quotes the governor out of context to make it sound like he questions the cancer link. In fact, he suggests that the situations addressed in AB 1373 are relatively rare, not the overall cancer risk. 
· The claim that this is another “perk” for firefighters and police is crude and inaccurate. Survivor benefits don’t go to firefighters or cops – they’re already dead. These benefits are designed to give some comfort to those they leave behind. 

· It’s rich to see The Bee talking about the “economic challenges” facing local government when Sacramento wants to pony up a $255 million subsidy for a new arena. 

· The claims that AB 1373 will cost “hundreds of millions of dollars” is just a scare tactic by the local government bureaucrats. Neither they nor The Bee have any credible fiscal data to back up that claim. It’s just spin.
· AB 1373 is narrow, reasonable and humane. All it does is modify an outdated 100 year old standard that penalizes the widows and surviving children of firefighters stricken with job-related cancer just because their loved one fights for life.
· When the original 240 week limit was enacted, nobody knew about job-caused diseases – heck, they still thought smoking was good for you. Medical science has advanced since then. The laws protecting widows and surviving children should reflect that. 

· The number of cases affected by this legislation are few and far between. It only applies to those who are active when stricken, and only offers benefits to true dependents – widows and minor children.
