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The Impact of Smoke Free Laws in Communities 

 
Post Implementation Surveys demonstrate increased support 

 In Illinois the margin of support grew by 10 percentage points in a poll taken six months 

after implementation of the statewide smoke free workplace law compared to a similar 

poll conducted a year earlier.
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 A five percentage point increase in popularity of New York City’s smoke free workplace 

law was found in a survey conducted one year after passage of the law.
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 Twelve months after implementing a statewide smoke free law, survey results showed 

Wisconsin voters voiced a five percent increase in support.
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Removing smoke from bars has not had a significant adverse impact on revenues. 

 Smokefree policies reduce housekeeping and maintenance costs, lower insurance rates 

and lowers the risk of fires.
4
 

 Smokefree laws in Kentucky were found to be unrelated to business openings or closures 

in alcohol serving establishments and non-alcohol serving establishments alike.
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 Data from the Delaware Alcohol Beverage Control Commission shows that the number 

of restaurants, tavern, and taproom licenses increased in the year following the smokefree 

law’s effective date.  Employment in the state’s food service and drinking establishments 

also increased in that time period.
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 Support for New York’s law has grown even among bar and restaurant owners.  James 

McBratney, President of the Staten Island Restaurant and Tavern Association, was 

quoted in the Feb. 6, 2005, issue of The New York Times saying, “I have to admit, I’ve 

seen no falloff in business in either establishment (restaurant or bar).”  According to The 

Times, “He went on to describe what he once considered unimaginable:  Customers 

actually seem to like it, and so does he.”
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