Smoke‘m'our eyes
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New.. Year's, resolution to clear smok-
ers.from pubhc places. . :
Slnce Jan. 1 people who smoke in pub
lic “buildings of  transport, where - No
Smoking— vietato “fumare = signs -are dis:
played risk” fines from ‘€25 to €250:
These fines can be doubled for offenders
who smoke in the presence of a visibly
pregnant woman or child under 12 years

old in public -access bUl]deS mcIudmg _

bars and. restaurants.

Faijlure'to display a no smoklng sign can’

result " in a fine of €200 to. €2, OOO for
the person responsible. A recent wave of
police spot. checks on public places has
led to hundreds of fines. ‘
According to laws in 1975 and 1995,

public buildings where smoking is forbid--

den include closed cinemas, theaters,
museums, libraries, banks and many parts

of universities. and schools such as corri- -

dors and bathrooms.
In addition, a law has been drafted that

will give all 'workplaces six months .to |

install ventilation systems that guarantee

80 cubic meters of clean air per person’

per hour. If this law is passéd, as is wide-
ly predicted, businesses and smokers that
‘fail to comply will face heavy fines.
Restaurants or bars will not be able to
avoid compliance with designated non-
smoking and smoking areas, which are
~also subject to the clean air  specifica-
tions.

These'restnctlons on smokers follow an -

international pattérn -led by the" city -of
Los Angeles, which has banned smoking

in all bars and restaurants. They especial-

t appears that the government made a_

ly focus on the nsks of passnve smoklng
“We are very serious about this because

we all know that passive smoking -is

extremmely harmful,” Health ™ Minister
Girolamo Sirchia, said when announcing

" the new fines in January.

In, ltaly, there are |5 million passive
smokers, according to the Health Min-
istry. While the links between lung cancer
and-smoking have been well established,
there is little consensus about the con-
nections between passwe smoking and
lung cancer.

The results of a -seven-year study of
650 lung-cancer patients commissioned

by the World Health Organization found,
according to Ther Economist, that “non-
smokers married to, working with. or
growing up with smokers were not at sig-
nificantly more risk from lung cancer
than anyone else.”

" However, the British Medical Journal

" rejected the WHO findings.

Research by Professor Robert Nilsson
revealed that the increase in the inci-
dence of lung cancer attributed to passive

smoking is one order of magnitude lower -

than that used to justify regulating envi-
ronmental risks in the U.S. So. passive
smoking poses less of a risk than natural

arsenic in water or eatlng mushrooms

twice a week.

The lack of hard evidence hnklng pas- -
sive smoking and lung cancer raises ques-
“tions about the governments restrictions -
‘on smoking and the potentlal costs to

organlzatlons

There are -inevitable - problems with
_implementation.-- Do “pregnant * women "
who decide to smoke in a pubhc bulldlng N

face a double fine?.

“The battle lines between smokers and

-1y

non-smokers have been - drawn and the
arguments have begun. But with smokers
claiming to be the victims of others telling -
them what to do and non-smokers com-
plaining about passive smoking, they
need to be redrawn, )

Despite being. a non-smoker with
smoke-sensitive eyes,i | am strongly
opposed to the new restrictions on smok-,
ers. With an - absence of concrete ‘evi-
dence connecting passive smoking and
lung cancer, the government is playing on
fears of a lxnk and is mterfenng in our
lives.

| find it unpleasant to eat in smoke—
filled restaurants, especially as my wife .
and | take our [9-month-old son to eat
out at least once a week. But, like most
people, | am perfectly capable of finding
non-smoking areas or asking people near
me not to smoke. ‘

Sirchia_urged any ltalian facxng the
threat’ of passwe smoklng to call the
police.” :

But we are not so pathetxc that we
need the intervention of the new Cara-
binieri della Salute to rescue us by ﬁmng
smokers and restaurant owners. ]
. Increased policing with the new .smok-
ing laws only reduces the personal free-
dom of* smokers and non-smokers. And
who knows what the next assngnment

for the health police will be?

Smoke in our eyes-about, the dangers

-of passive smoking should not prevent.ys
from making our -6wn decisions about.

our health and how to conduct personal

‘relatxons e ' i
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