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Smoke-free did not Harm Business
in Lexington, Kentucky

» An average of 400 additional restaurant

employees per month (3% of total restaurant
employment)

» Bar employment stable
» No change in business openings or closings
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free law in a tobacco-growing community. Tobacco Control, 16(1).



Smoke-free Laws Do Not Affect
Employee Turnover

» No overall relationship between smoke-
free laws and employee turnover.

» Small annual increase in training costs, if
any.
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(2008). Smoke-free laws and employee turnover. Contemporary Economic Policy, 26(3):351-359.




Smoke-free Laws Have No Effect on
Bingo Revenues, Kentucky 2000-2007

Chart 1: Total Revenues from Charitable Gaming by
Existence of Smoke-free Ordinance, Quarterly Averages,
2000-2007
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Pyles, M.K. & Hahn, E.J. (2009). Smoke-free legislation and charitable gaming in Kentucky.
Tobacco Control, 18, 60-62.



Smoke-free Laws Do Not Have a
‘Spillover’ Effect

» When controlling for economic variables, county-
specific effects, and time trends, there is no
evidence of a disproportionate change in
economic activity in Ohio or Kentucky border
counties relative to their non-bordering
counterparts.

» There was no evidence of a relationship between
Ohio’s smoke-free law and economic activity in
Kentucky border counties.

Pyles, M. &, Hahn, E.J. (In press). Economic effects of Ohio’s smoke-free law on Kentucky
and Ohio border counties. Tobacco Control.
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Smoke-free Laws in Rural
Communities Do Not Harm Business

» NOo economic harm from smoke-free laws
regardless of rurality.

» There were no negative economic effects of
smoke-free laws in rural communities regardless

of level of law (state vs. local).
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Pyles, M & Hahn, EJ. (pending review). Economic effects of smoke-free laws
on Kentucky and Ohio rural and urban counties.



A 32% Reduction in Adult Smoking Saved
Lexington an estimated $21 million per year in
Healthcare Costs
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and adult smoking prevalence. Preventive Medicine, 47: 206-209.
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Anticipate the Opposition

Smoke and Mirrors: Exposing the Thalheimer Report

On June 7, 2005. the Lexington Food and Beverage Association (LFBA) released a report, “An
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Responses to Thalheimer’s Criticisms of the
University of Kentucky Economic Impact Study
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L essons Learned

» Anticipate boqgus ‘reports’ of economic loss before
and after the law is implemented.

» Partner with a well-respected, ‘neighborhood’
economist!

» Prepare rebuttal documents and talking points for
anticipated opposition.

- Get out in front of the train (‘timing is everything’)

» Sound economic impact analysis essential to a
successful smoke-free campaign

o Wards off attempts to exempt certain venues (i.e.,
bingo halls) and weaken the law post-implementation
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