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The Mellman Group and Public Opinion Strategies conducted a statewide survey of 700 voters in Wisconsin, which included an over-sample
of 200 voters in “swing” Assembly Districts — defined as the 42 districts where the Democratic or Republican candidate averages no greater
than 55% of the vote in competitive statewide elections. This produced a properly weighted statewide sample of 500. The poll was conducted
by telephone March 12-16, and used a registration-based sample. The margin of error for this survey is +/-4.4% statewide and +/- 4.9% in

“swing” Assembly Districts, at the 95% level of confidence. The margin of error is larger for the subgroup.

Wisconsin Voters Strongly Support
A Law To Prohibit Smoking In Most
Indoor Public Places

Our recently completed poll
shows strong and growing support
among Wisconsin voters for a statewide
law that would “prohibit smoking in
most indoor public places, including al
workplaces, public buildings, offices,
restaurants and bars.” More than two
thirds (69%) favor the law, while only
28% oppose it. Moreover, support for
the law is more intense than oppositio
A large majority (60%) stronglfavor
the law, while only 21% strongly
oppose it. Voters in “swing” Assembly
districts (defined as those districts
where the Democratic or Republican
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Two-Thirds Support A Law Prohibiting Smoking In Indoor Public
Places, With A Majority Strongly In Favor
Support For A Smoke-Free Law Is Also Strong In Swing Assembly Districts

Would you favor or oppose a law in the State of Wisconsin that would prohibit
smoking in most indoor public places, including all workplaces, public buildings,
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of the vote in competitive statewide elections) also favor a smoke-free law by a wide margin, with 65% of

voters favoring the smoke-free law ar¥Bopposing it.

The trend over time is toward increased support for a
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statewide smoke-free law. The number in favor has grown by 5 paq
since February of last year, while opposition has dropped by 6 poi
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4029

68%

31%

support the law by similar margins. Support is also very strong ac
gender, age, and education groups. Indeed, the proposed law ga
exceptionally strong support among women, citizens in South-Cer
Wisconsin, and voters under 40.

In fact, opposition is not even that intense among the 21%
the electorate who say they are current or occasional smokers, wi
45% of this group favoring the law and 49% opposing it. Their
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larger number of non-smokers, including former sereK67% favor, 32% oppose), and those who havernev

smoked (79% favor, 20% oppose).

Smokers too are becoming more supportive of smmetaws. In our February 2007 survey, 64% of
smokers opposed a smoke-free law, while today félaer half (49%) take that position — a 15-poimdin

opposition to the proposed law among smokers dwepéast year.

Voters Expect Wisconsin To Become Smoke-Free

Regardless of how you feel personally, how likely that smoking will be prohibited
in most indoor public places in Wisconsin, inclugadl workplaces, public
buildings, offices, restaurants and bars within tiext two years?
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Most Expect A Smoke-Free Law To
Be Adopted

Regardless of their perspective
on the law, most Wisconsinites expect
the state to become smoke-free in the
near future. More than three-quarters of
state voters (78%) believe that it is
likely that “smoking will be prohibited
in most indoor public places in
Wisconsin, including all workplaces,
public buildings, offices, restaurants
and bars within the next two years,”
while only 20% believe it is unlikely
this will happen. In “swing” Assembly
districts, nearly the same percentage of
voters (77%) believe smoking will be
prohibited. Interestingly, even among

current/occasional smokers, 72% believe it is \ikbht smoking will be prohibited in most indooric

places, while only 26% believe that this is uniki occur.

A Smoke-Free Law May Increase
Restaurant And Bar Patronage More Voters Would Patronize Bars And Restaurants If
The State Passed A Smoke-Free Law
Contrary to the opinions _ _ _
expressed by some opponents of thi| 1S e e P R
aw, there IS evidence that a smoke- amount as you do now?
free law could actually increase s . o
. tatewide Swing Districts
patronage of restaurants and bars in| o, 100%,
Wisconsin. Nearly a third of voters i ||
(31%) said ‘[hey would go to bars an 80%1 |or about the samgq sow| [or about the samq
restaurants more often if they were 60% 61%
smoke-free, compared to only 7% 001 60%1
who claimed they would go out less
often. The results in “swing” districts| ] 3% “nl 0%
are nearly identical with 30% saying
they would patronize restaurants and | % &%
bars more often if a smoke-free law el - —p | - 1%,
was passed_ More often Al;:umt;he Lessoften  DK/Ref *" More often Alsnoaumt;he Less often  DK/Ref




Voters Recognize The Dangers Of Secondhand SmokedA\Believe The Right To Clean Air Trumps
Smokers’ Rights

Overwhelming support for a smoke-free law is acfion of concerns about the dangers of secondhand
smoke and the priority accorded to the rights stamers/employees over those of smokers. Ov&rdh of
the state’s voters believe secondhand smoke éast & “moderate” health hazard, with a clear ntgj{57%)
saying it constitutes a “serious health hazardrilyQ 3% believe secondhand smoke to be a “minoitthea
hazard” or “not a health hazard at all.”

Wisconsin voters also attach greater priority ®iight to breathe clean air in restaurants and teer
the right of smokers to smoke inside those estalents. Seventy-three percent (73%) say “thesight
customers and employees to breathe clean airtaurasits and bars” takes precedence, while only 4686h
higher priority to “the rights of smokers to smokside restaurants and bars.” Even a majority afksrs
(51%) agree that the rights of customers and emepl®yo breathe clean air in restaurants trump tiggit to
smoke in restaurants and bars.

Voters Prefer Candidates Who Support Smoke-Free Las

The intensity of support for a smoke-free law igtar evident in the fact that Wisconsin voters gay
candidate’s position on this law will influence itheotes. When asked how a candidate’s positiotherlaw
would affect their vote, 60% of Wisconsin voterg #zey would be more likely to vote for a candidateo
“supportsthe state law that would prohibit smoking in mpsblic places, including workplaces, public
buildings, offices, restaurants and bars,” whiley@4% say they prefer a candidate who oppdsedaw.
Once again, intensity favors the candidate who sapphe law, as nearly half (49%) say they wouddniich
more likely to vote for a supporter of the law, ighonly 14% say they would beuchmore likelyto vote for
an opponent of the law. In “swing” Assembly distsi 57% of voters say they would be more likelydte
for a candidate who supports a smoke-free law,endrilly 27% say they would be more likely to votedo
candidate who opposes it.

Wisconsin voters are also
much more likely to support a Voters Want To Act Now To Pass A Smoke-Free Law
candidate who advocates acting now
to pass a smoke-free law rather than| With which of the following candidates for statgisature do you agree with more?

HY H i H Candidate X, who says that the state should actnow to paisgewide smoke-ree law covering all
waltlng Untl' aﬁ:er Other IegISIatlve . restaurants and bars because everybody has theorigrhathe clean air without the dangers of
10riti secondhand smoke, which contains more than 60 roeanaging chemicals, including formaldehyde,
prlorltles are addressed. After voters arsenic and lead. Itis time for Wisconsin to jiin23 states %round the country tl’?at have taie%n r
heard arguments espoused by two action to prevent exposure to hazardous secondimaoick.

: : H H Candidate Y, who says that the state leg should not pass kirggrioan now because the legislature
Ieglslatlve Candldates- one Supportln . Should address other issues, like the state’s bdedeit, first. Moreover, this law could endangiee

H H H H livelihood of tavern owners and other business esvneWisconsin, and the state should take steps to
immediate action because of the I’Igl" ensure that these businesses won't lose busingb®dorced to close as a result of a new smokimg b

of everybody to breathe clean air and Statewide Swing Districts
the cancer causing chemicals in 80%, ‘ 80% ‘
secondhand smoke, matched againg 60% <
one opposing legislation because the
state has other priorities and has to a0l
ensure businesses aren’t hurt as a
result of the law, a clear 60% of 20%
voters, both statewide and in “swing’ o o
districts, agree with the candidate wk candidate X candidate Y DK " camiaex  candidate DK
wants to act now on a smoke-free ¥t sione nens
while only 34% agree with the candidate who prefersait until other issues are dealt with. It sliobe
noted that majorities of Democrats (66%) indepetslésiy%) and Republicans (56%) all agree with
arguments supporting immediate action to pass &etfiee law.
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