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(1) Which of the two approaches suggested in Section IV would be more desirable 

in terms of its scope for smoke-free initiative: a total ban on smoking in all 
enclosed public spaces and workplaces or a ban with exemptions granted to 
selected categories of venues? Please indicate the reason(s) for your choice. 

 
It is considered to be important by the Government of Hungary that the aim of our efforts for 
a smoke-free Europe should be a total ban on smoking in enclosed public places all over the 
EU. 
 
In view of the complexity of the issue, both at EU and at national levels,  as well as the 
legislation and other measures already introduced in a number of Member States, we are 
flexible with regard to how this aim is realised. 

 
It seems to be reasonable to introduce further restrictive measures gradually. 
 
Increasing public support for dynamic anti-smoking policies, which is characteristic for the 
whole EU region, exists in Hungary as well, as reflected by relevant surveys. This 
demonstrates clearly that, in parallel with the ever more conscious and devoted health policy 
attitudes and decisions, as well as their appropriate communication, the acceptance of 
smoking by the public decreases, which is the major driving force in changing attitudes. 
 
Effective communication campaigns are crucial to increase public acceptance of more 
restrictive anti-smoking policies and measures and promote behavioural changes, as well as 
improve compliance with more and more restrictive legislation.  
 
 

(2) Which of the policy options described in Section V would be the most desirable 
and appropriate for promoting smoke-free environments? What form of EU 
intervention do you consider necessary to achieve the smoke-free objectives? 

 
 
Hungary is also open as to the timing and degree of EU intervention, permitting leeway for 
national measures. 
 
Subsidiary, non-binding measures at EU level, exchange of best practices and experiences, 
sharing of research findings as well as conducting joint impact assessments can essentially 
enhance and support national level efforts for an ever increasing protection of non-smokers.  
 
In Hungary as well, legally binding regulation is in force on the protection of non-smokers. 
According to this act, smoking is permitted only in areas designated for smoking in the 
majority of public institutions, public transport, at places of work, while smoking areas may 
not be designated in health institutions, nursery schools, public education institutions, 
communal areas of social institutions, or in sports facilities. 



 
We are aware that several EU Member States have introduced even more restrictive anti-
smoking legislation. 
 
These processes properly support possible actions, measures considered be taken at EU level, 
to lead us to a total ban on smoking in enclosed public places, that should be our common 
target.  
 
Taking into consideration the length of the decision-making procedure and the 
implementation deadline, it would be a multiannual process to prepare and adopt a binding 
law. We sincerely hope, that during the course of this process, we will be able to experience a 
gradually improving protection against tobacco smoke, accompanied by an ever increasing 
support by  the population  all over Europe.   
 

(3) Are there any further quantitative or qualitative data on the health, social or 
economic impact of smoke-free policies which should be taken into account?  

 

According to surveys conducted in Hungary related to the tolerance of smoking habits, public 
opinion has become more severe in case of smoking in public places.  Surveyees agreed with 
the immediate introduction of a total prohibition in health care institutions and schools, but in 
case of restaurants they prefer to realise a total ban during a longer period. It is particularly 
interesting that the results of the last survey (Gallup, National Anti-Smoking Association 
Smoking Monitor 2006) found that the majority of the Hungarian population is open to the 
prohibition of smoking in public places. According to a similar survey conducted in 2004 and 
in the previous years, the judgment of smoking as a serious problem and passive smoking has 
perceptibly changed. 

 

(4) Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the Green Paper? 
 
 
During the examination of the physiological effects of passive smoking, besides health 
consequences, it would be worth to have a look at the  mental hygienic aspects of this 
phenomenon which affects employees, people visiting public places or participating at  public 
events as well as people in their own home (frustration, feelings of discomfort, conflicts, 
decreasing concentration and deteriorating work performance). 
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