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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? 
  
In view of the widespread smoking epidemic, the damage caused to public health, economic 
losses borne by society and experiences resulting from the restrictions on smoking which have 
been in place in Poland for 10 years, it is appropriate to adopt a holistic, effective approach to 
banning smoking in all enclosed or partially enclosed workplaces (including educational 
establishments, service providers and leisure/recreation centres, etc.), public buildings and 
designated open-air places (or situations), allowing for the possibility of separate, designated 
smoking areas at the workplace. 
 
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? 
 
When deciding on the best route to achieve the objective of protecting humans from exposure 
to tobacco smoke, we should bear the following in mind: 1) The scale of the threat and the 
general acceptance of the need for increased protection justify methods which favour 
universal, effective protection from ETS throughout Europe; 2) The variety of socio-cultural 
conditions in individual Member States is such that the speed at which tobacco smoke is 
eradicated from public places should be adapted to local conditions. 
 
We must therefore exploit the motivating power of a Commission or Council 
recommendation in order to achieve the adopted goals, thereby enabling the Member States to 
tailor their legislative measures, educational campaigns and other activities to the specific 
conditions prevailing in each country. It is also important to provide for the possibility of 
exchanging information and experiences, coordinating multilateral activities and monitoring 
and assessing progress, in line with the open method of coordination. 
 
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? 
 
Various studies of the health risk resulting from exposure to tobacco smoke, via both active 
smoking and ETS, provide support for the appraisal and conclusions contained in the Green 
Paper. Consideration should be given to data which confirm the effectiveness of legislative 
measures limiting exposure to ETS: in 1995, 46% of non-smokers stated that they were 
exposed to tobacco smoke at the workplace, whereas, 10 years into a ban on smoking in 
rooms at the workplace, the figure was just 12%. Over the same period, the percentage of 
non-smokers exposed to tobacco smoke in the home environment (which is not affected by 
legal restrictions) remained unchanged, at 33-34%. That allows us to look forward with some 
optimism to the impact of further legislative, educational and awareness-raising activities. 
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