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i Second-Hand Smoke

= Recognized as a health hazard by major
health authorities

= U.S. Surgeon General (2006 Report)
= National Cancer Institute

=« U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
= World Health Organization




i 100% Smokefree Ordinances

= 19+ States — Arizona, California, Colorado,
Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, lllinois, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Montana, New Jersey, New
Mexico, New York, Ohio, Rhode Island, Utah,
Vermont, and Washington have passed 100%
smokefree legislation. (Montana and Utah extend to
bars in 2009)

= Many major centers for tourism now totally smoke-
free including: Washington D.C., Los Angeles, San
Francisco, San Diego, New York City, Boston




i 100% Smokefree in Texas

= Abilene, Austin, Baytown, Beaumont,
Benbrook, Copperas Cove, El Paso,
Houston, Kerrville, Laredo, Marshall,
Nacogdoches, Pearland, Plano, Socorro,
Southlake, Tyler, Vernon, Victoria

= University of Houston Ordinance
Database:

http://txshsord.coe.uh.edu/



SETTIMGS WITH 5 SF RATIMNGS

Abilene 5 ) 5 ) 5 115,792 3il.z24 2
Austin =] =] =] =] =] 599 4649 4706 7
Baytown 5 5 5 5 5 68,584 49,83 =]
Beaumont 5 ) 5 ) 5 111,520 57,32 5
Benbrook 5 5 5 5 5 21,363 1542 ]
Copperas Cave 5 5 5 5 5 31,040 39,36 7
El Paso 5 o 5 o 5 095,385 Gl.65 10
Houston 5 5 5 5 5 2,071,162 59,19 =]
Laredo 5 ) 5 ) 5 210,750 94 .96 11
Marshall =] =] =] =] =] 23,904 45,59 4
Fasadena 5 5 5 5 5 147,938 L2.76 =]
FPearland 5 ) 5 ) 5 57,024 26.60 &
Flano 5 5 5 5 5 253,733 27.24 ]
Socarro 5 5 5 5 5 30,211 a7 .3z 10
Southlake 5 o 5 o 5 24,775 a.04 ]
Vernon 5 5 5 5 5 11,074 34.04 2
Wictaria 5 ) 5 ) 5 61,231 52,28 =]
SETTINGS WITH 5 M RATIMNGS

Longwigw 4 4 4 4 4 75,019 34 .52 4
e st University Place ! 4 ! 4 ! 14,439 11.32 f
SETTINGS WITH 4 SFfM RATIMNGS

Fort wiorth 5 5 5 1 5 627,845 54,19 3
Harlingen 5 o 5 1 5 G66,080 74,97 11
Kerrville 4 4 4 1 4 21,777 27.28 a
Mcallen 5 Z L) 4 L) 121,703 G3.16 11
Fobinson =] =] =] 1 =] 5,598 12.59 7
Sugar Land 5 5 5 1 5 79,701 i%1e =]
irake Willage 5 4 B 2 B 5,387 1917 4
oodway 5 5 5 1 5 8,513 8.71 7
oakumnm 5 5 5 1 5 5,815 46,48 =]
SETTIMNGS WITH 3 SF/M RATIMGS

Alvin 5 1 5 1 5 22,892 32.74 =]
Angleton 5 1 5 1 5 19,011 36,83 &
Big Spring 4 4 4 1 1 25,175 51.61 g
Brenharm 5 1 5 2 5 14,237 34 .54 7
Callas 5 2 5 2 5 1,221,162 6544 ]
Fredericksburg 5 5 5 1 1 10,169 13.30 a8
Highland Park 5 1 L) 1 L) o,386 4.50 3
Irving B 3 B 1 B 194,593 21.7% ]
Lale Jackson 4 1 4 1 4 27,839 22.40 &
Leander 5 ) 5 1 1 15,720 2147 7
Lubbock B 4 B 1 1 208,545 38,70 1
Mekinney 5 5 5 1 1 96,553 28.54 ]
Mew Braunfels 5 5 5 1 1 46,915 37.54 G
Fortland 5 5 5 1 1 15,973 3314 11
Rollingwood 5 4 5 1 1 1,303 .62 7
Found Rocl 5 o 5 1 3 6,850 34,39 7
Santa Fe 4 4 4 1 1 11.547 12.47 A



Smokefree Ordinances:
i No Adverse Economic Effect

= National Studies
= Texas Studies

= El Paso

= Data from Austin




Figure 1. Gross Restaurant, Bar and Mixed Beverage Revenues
By Fiscal Quarter*—EIl Paso, Texas, 1990-2002
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% of Total Retail Revenue

Figure 2. Restaurant, Bar and Mixed Beverage Revenues,
Percent of Total Retail Revenues by Fiscal Quarter*—
El Paso, Texas, 1990-2002
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Austin Total Bar Sales by Quarter
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Austin Mixed Beverage Sales
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i Summary

= International scientific consensus that SHS kills

= SHS under typical conditions of smoker density and
ventilation poses unacceptable risks to nonsmokers

= SHS cannot be controlled to acceptable levels of risk
by ventilation or air cleaning

= NoO objective evidence to support the claim that
smoke-free ordinances impose economic penalties on
restaurant or bar owners

= Restrictions on SHS are no different than any other
restrictions to protect public health.



