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After having success with banning smoking indoors, New York officials are not stopping and
they have just passed a law that bans smoking in parks and on beaches. A ban like this is just
ushing something that was originally a decent idea into a ridiculous restriction.
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Before the first anti-smoking laws, indoor areas and estaalilfhments were@ominated by V:*,W“_A_M wirh

thick smoke due to either poor ventilation systems or justAsheer numbers of people smoking i
Jeunit | there. As a non-smoker coming to such a place, you were inevitably exposed to second-
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C&M OP*‘W""?‘ Ea.nd smoke .and Kou were”Ie;;c] w;)th vgrg(@gptlon_s}to dodsomethmkg abou’ctj it, one of l’zhem Ll vemy 2.
== elng.not going there E.lt all. The ban |r.1 oors then separate : &Iﬂg_gmf) er ?n non—sm.o elﬁ* / P Toe +
domainzSo, the establishments are still enjoyable by both rival parties while the outside still  pena? vovrr
offers a safe haven for smokers. The new ban will not only push the smokers back even

further but is also absolutely unnecessary.

Even though spme studies confirmed tha&you are still exposed to second-hand smoke Lot o(‘\"mtaz
i Fe g i ke timent ituati > »
Sumgle Z out5|d8,hthey are not takig into account t such a situation. The exposure would YA oRekS o
e not lastyehough to cause any damage at all. Moreover, while being outdoors, there is almost
WJ’Q always a way to avoid these situations in the first place. The ban will provoke a lot of
smokers and it will take away some of the scientific credibility that was always a key point of
anti-smoking arguments.

Allin all, the ban isven&unnecessary and it will bring very little or even no help at all in the
current situation.
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