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Northwest Arkansas Tobacco-Free Coalition
614 East Emma Suite M416
, Springdale, AR 72764

Ventilation Systems...
Will they protect your workers
and patrons from tobacco smoke?



VENTILATION AND ACCOMODATION

Can ventilation systems eliminate the risk of disease or death due to secondhand smoke?

The answer is crystal clear: absolutely not. Every reputable technical, scientific and medical expert, and even
the very companies touting these ventilation systems, including Philip Morris, agrees that these systems cannot
eliminate health risks due to secondhand smoke.

. . . . : ) jes to panic
The American Society of Heating, Refrigerating and bad enough that Big Tobacco tr
It's

ing cost-
) o . into opposing
Air-Conditioning Engineers, Inc. (ASHRAE) restaurant and bar ovlg?;‘r/\\d ding insult tO
ea : .
This recognized standards-setting body for the ventilation industry has free smoke free m o costly, ineffe
issued Standard 62-1999, Ventilation for Acceptable Indoor Air Quality: injury, it also tries 10 rs\;\\ Y
yentilation systems ! ‘

ctive

recirculation of air through a building's ventilation system results in In spite of the consensus among scientific and
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The Occupational Health and Safety Administration (OSHA)
"...from the industrial hygiene perspective, general ventilation as
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not an acceptable engineering control measure for controlling tions- the tobacco industry's ventilation strategy

occupational exposures to [environmental tobacco smoke] ETS." seeks to mislead policymakers and the public and to
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(Department of Labor, Occupational Safety and Health Administration, Federal Register notice of
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proposed rulemaking, "Indoor Air Quality", FR 59:15968-16039, April 5, 1994.)

that smoke free air policies are unnecessary.

The Environmental Protection Agency
Recommends that: “exposure to environmental tobacco smoke be minimized wherever possible. The most effective way to mini-
mize exposure is to restrict smoking to smoking areas that are separately ventilated and directly exhausted to the outside, or by
eliminating smoking in the building entirely." ("Environmental Tobacco Smoke," Indoor Air Facts No. 5, June 1989. Washington,
D.C.: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.) Furthermore, former EPA official and physicist James Repace concluded in a June
2000 report:

"...itis clear that dilution ventilation, air cleaning, or displacement ventilation technology even under

moderate smoking conditions cannot control the secondhand smoke risk to de minimis levels for workers or pa-
trons in hospitality venues without massively impractical increases in ventilation .... Smoking bans remain the
only viable control measure to ensure that workers and patrons of the hospitality industry are protected from
exposure to the toxic wastes from tobacco combustion.”

(Repace, James, Report for the California Department of Health Services, Repace Associates, Inc., June 2000.)
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