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A smoking ban

Pros Cons
e inhaling even a tiny amount of e outdoors can people moye more freely and
smoke can cause severe health thus avoid the smoke exposurz/
troubles e smoke quickly disperses in the air

e being near someone smokihg, even e there are no studies showing that the
outdoors, can result inSignificant duration of outdoor exposure is |

smoke exposure enough to cause health damage

e the statement, that inhaling even the
smallest amount of tobacco smokecan lead
to DNA damage, conflates thetémporary

negative effects of smoke with repeated

Sentences -
exposure to it
The prime minister’s decision of doing e it also conflates one-ti A damage
notr_ﬂ/ng,against the epidemics could with the risk of cancer
jeopardize many inhabitants’ future. e bans may increase exposure reating
larger smoke-filled aréxﬁszjal places,
that cannot be avoided g ?
A fallen eyelash in the minister’s eye e losing of scientific background proposmg Tn
resulted in a big_?a\cklash in society against outdoors bans can throw away a lot of o é
his politics. 7?7 effort in other regions 2'/
w: e antismoking organisations should focus on 2 -
3 oo\ extending workplace protﬁct}n{ ,. A%\-
Aew“ S(x“‘;“ ?» You should hurry up, the stay ofthe train in somewhere else instead &
*‘s\“’b’&-\ﬁ‘ the Statlww i g g
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ﬂg' Chronic sendin%\documents only afterjdeadline Jeopardlzes career of many students. %

Michal Jelinek
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