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Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
We wish to make the following comments concerning your questions relating to the Green Paper 
entitled "Towards a Europe free from tobacco smoke: policy options at EU level": 
 
With regard to question 1, namely, which of the approaches (Section V) 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 our 
opinion the first approach is preferable. 
 
In particular, the following points of the Green Paper speak in favour of a total ban without 
exemptions: 

• It is more effective in terms of health and social benefits because, for example, it leads to 
a “denormalisation” of smoking by creating an environment which encourages smokers to 
give up or reduce smoking and discourages young people from taking up smoking. 

• Concerns about possible harm to the hospitality industry through the negative impact on 
employment or revenue could not be backed up by evidence,  at least not in the EU 
Member States which had already introduced "smoke-free" legislation (nor in some of the 
non-EU countries mentioned by way of comparison) (consistent with an international 
review of 97 studies). 

• Different provisions for different establishments would also be more complicated and 
expensive to enforce, necessitating increased signage requirements and inspections. 

• Separate smoking rooms involve a significant financial cost, and the operating and 
maintenance of ventilated smoking rooms require extensive inspection and monitoring. 
Evidence shows that, where ventilation systems are used, they often fail to meet the 
standards set by the law. In some countries which allow for the creation of separately 
ventilated smoking rooms, most of the operators have chosen not to make use of this 
option for reasons of cost. 

 
With regard to question 2 concerning the policy options described in Section V, we consider the 
most appropriate to be a combination of options 3 to 5, i.e. the open method of co-ordination, 
Commission recommendation and binding legislation with basic regulations to protect against 
passive smoking.  



One example where binding legislation might be necessary, for instance, would be if insufficient 
progress was being made despite regular assessments and expert opinions issued by those 
involved in projects using the open co-ordination method or if some Member States had failed to 
act on Commission recommendations. In particular, as mentioned in the Green Paper, binding 
legislation, by  checking and revising existing directives on workplace safety and health, would 
also certainly be appropriate and possibly also more rapidly enforceable. 
 
With regard to question 3, we consider that all the necessary data on the health, social and 
economic impact of smoke-free policies have been taken into account.  
 
Finally, with regard to question 4, we wish to point out that, in our capacity as an organisation 
operating in the health sector, we very much welcome this initiative by the EU, since every day in 
at least one of our provincial clinics, patients have to be treated for the harmful consequences to 
their health of smoking or passive smoking. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
 
NÖ Landeskliniken-Holding 
Dr Markus Klamminger   
Head of Department of Medicine/Care  
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