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A SMOKE-FREE INDOOR WORKPLACE LAW
WOULD SAVE MILLIONS FOR TAXPAYERS
A smoke-free indoor workplace law would save money for Texas taxpayers and businesses
by reducing employees’ and customers’ exposure to secondhand smoke (SHS).
 According to a 2011 study, a statewide smoke-free workplace law in Texas would result in
approximately $404 million in health care and productivity savings to the state’s economy
biennially.1
 In 2005, a study concluded that the annual cost of excess medical care, mortality and morbidity
from SHS exposure in the U.S. exceeded $10 billion, including about $5 billion in direct medical
costs and $5 billion in indirect costs.2
 A 1994 study found that eliminating SHS in all indoor workplaces in the U.S. would reduce
premature deaths and tobacco-related illness enough to save between $35 billion and $66 billion
per year.3
 A 2005 study concluded that medical costs and economic losses to nonsmokers suffering from
lung cancer or heart disease due to SHS exposure totaled nearly $6 billion per year in the U.S.4
 Economic losses in 2004 due to lost wages and fringe benefits, as well as the value of lost
household services, were estimated at $3.2 billion nationally for disability and premature deaths
due to lung cancer and heart disease caused by SHS exposure.5

Impact on Other States:
 An analysis conducted for the state of Indiana concluded that the total health care and premature
loss of life costs attributable to SHS exposure was $390.3 million.6
 A 2009 study in the State of Minnesota concluded that the total annual cost of treatment in the
state for conditions related to SHS exposure was $228.7 million in 2008.7
 New York’s smoke-free air law led to a $56 million savings in direct health care costs in 2004.8

All Texans deserve to breathe clean indoor air!
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