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Significant differences were also found by seating capacity.  Figure 3 shows that smaller establishments
are more likely to have “smoke-free” policies than larger establishments.  Forty-seven percent of
establishments with seating capacity of 50 or less permit smoking compared to 86% with seating
capacity of more than 200.

Figure 4 shows that significant differences in “smoke-free” policies were found between the planning
districts. Districts 1, 2, and 3 were combined because very few restaurants were located in these areas.
Significantly more restaurants in districts 5, 1, 2, 3, and 11 allowed smoking compared to restaurants in
districts 8 and 13.  Seventy-four percent of respondents in planning districts 5 and 11 as well as the
combined group of districts 1, 2, and 3 allowed smoking. This is in comparison to establishments in
planning districts 8 and 13 in which only 47% and 54% respectively, permit smoking.

Figure 3: Is smoking allowed?
(by Seating Capacity)
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Figure 4: Is smoking allowed?
(by Planning District)
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**Districts 1, 2, and 3 were grouped to test for significance.
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