Derek to Paul

My Dear Paul,
NOT A SINGLE DEATH CERTIFICATE HAS EVER BEEN ISSUED WITH PASSIVE SMOKING AS CAUSE OF DEATH!!!
If you can really face FACTS try reading
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2007/07/01/nbook101.xml
If you're really interested in FACTS and not propaganda and downright lies then do some proper research and check out the studies quoted.
Paul to Derek
Oh my god, you've opened my eyes Derek! Smoking is good after all. Thank you thank you thank you!

Derek to Paul
Like all your ilk you CHOOSE not to study FACTS or pay attention.
I didn't say that smoking was “good after all.” I simply stated that passive smoking has not been proven to be bad.
If you have FACTS to the contrary which can stand up to even the most rudimentary scientific scrutiny I will be delighted to take them on board.

Paul to Derek
Well i'm kinda busy but just so I fully understand the situation, is your argument that passive smoking is harmless?
Derek to Paul
Not my argument. I'm not nor do I purport to be an expert in the field. I have however made a point of seriously examining all available studies and I am telling you that you cannot name me a single study ever carried out which shows any significant link at all (and let's not be pedantic about the word "significant") between passive smoking and heart/pulmonary disease or cancer of any description. By this I mean any study which includes statistically valid samples and results and not merely vague statements which are immediately revered by the likes of your good self as FACTS.

Paul to Derek
Okay, let's say that you're right and not just clutching at straws. Why would anybody make it up? What would these people have to gain from smoking being demonised and banned in enclosed public places? 
Also, nevermind the passive smoking health risks thing, it stinks, tastes horrible and lingers. Should non-smokers (the majority) have to put up with the disgusting habits of the weaker minority?

Derek to Paul
Progress!!
I agree completely that second hand smoke is extremely dirty, smelly and unpleasant for the vast majority of non-smokers and I have no desire whatever to inflict it on anyone who does not wish to be in a smoking environment.

We have no intention at all to ban no smoking venues – smokers will simply CHOOSE not to use them. No – what we are advocating is that any venue which CHOOSES to be a smoking venue will have the right to do so and non-smokers will be able to CHOOSE not to use THEM.

I am prepared to admit that smoking probably doesn’t do me any good. But I ENJOY smoking – it adds to my enjoyment of life. Drinking alcohol probably doesn’t do me any good but I CHOOSE to drink because – yes – it adds to my enjoyment of life. I am more likely to die driving a car or flying in a plane than not doing so but I CHOOSE to do both because – yes – they add to my enjoyment of life. I enjoy scuba diving and am therefore more likely do drown than a non-scuba diver but I CHOOSE to do it because – YES!! – it adds to my enjoyment of life and I am a human being not an amoeba. I have higher life expectations than exist, procreate and die.
Under the new law, for example, we find it incomprehensible that a private members club, whose members have voted in favour of smoking in the club, should be prevented from operating such a policy. The solution seems obvious – if you CHOOSE not to smoke don’t join the club!!
When we are elected we will repeal all unjust anti-smoking legislation and make discrimination against smokers an equal offence to any other form of discrimination.
Among other things, we will amend civil aviation regulations and allow the introduction of smoking flights and allow smoking at any open air venue such as a football stadium. 
The manufacture, distribution and sale of tobacco products is a perfectly LEGAL activity and we will repeal all restrictions on responsible tobacco advertising and sports and arts sponsorship by tobacco companies.
We are a single issue organisation and once we have implemented our pro-choice policies, we will resign. We have no views at all on health, education, foreign affairs, economics or any other government issues. We will rely on existing civil servants to implement existing policies until we resign and a new government is elected – a government who will be aware that any attempt to re-introduce smoking restrictions will result in another successful WCSP campaign.

Paul to Derek
Im very busy unfortunately Derek so I don't really have time to look for and list any studies which have proved that the same smoke that is damaging the smoker is also damaging people around them.
It seems like common sense to me, but there we go.

Derek to Paul

If you don't have the time to verify your sweeping pronouncements then don't make them.
Drink a bucketfull of Chlorine and it will kill you. Diluted sufficiently, it is the LAW that it is added to water for everyone to drink.
Smokers absorb whatever harmful substances there may be in infinitely higher concentrations than passive smokers - the size of a lung against the volume of circulating air in any given location - notwithstanding the fact that exhaled smoke will surely already have released its harmful toxins to the smoker.
Don't be so gullible - learn more about a subject which obviously concerns you.

Paul to Derek

I will ask you again though, why is it big brother propaganda? What do they have to gain from the ban?

Can you prove second hand smoking is harmless? No! 
Can you answer the question i've repeatedly asked you? No, because you don't have an answer that supports your wild conspiracy thoery.
Go away, i'm very busy and curiosity is forcing me to check what twaddle you're going to send me next and is distracting me from my work.

Derek to Paul

The non-smoking do-gooders responsible for the demonisation of smokers started off as a small group who did not like dirty smelly cigarette smoke on their buses, tubes, in their cinemas and theatres etc..
Once a link between smoking and lung cancer was suggested they pounced.
Over the last 30 years or so they have been able to sucker in similar smoke-hating and gullible souls such as yourself who were only too willing to believe every piece of hand fed anti-smoking propogandawhich because it was anti-smoking simply had to be true.
Just like Hitler's Nazis - once you accept that the first lie is true you happily believe the next lie as a fact. Next thing you know you're running a death camp at Auschwitz.
That's what happens when gullible people become lazy.
End of correspondence - think about it and I will have had a good day.
Cheers,

Paul to Derek

The fact that you made the aviation and alcohol comparisons just totally destroys any credibility you MAY have had. I just hope you have to ask me why, that would be concrete proof that you are a waffling buffoon with nothing better to do. I have quoted you below, my answers are in capital letters.
Drink a bucketfull of Chlorine and it will kill you. Diluted sufficiently, it is the LAW that it is added to water for everyone to drink.
THE KEY WORDS THERE, DILUTED SUFFICIENTLY. 
notwithstanding the fact that exhaled smoke will surely already have released its harmful toxins to the smoker.
CAN YOU PROVE THIS? NO! BUT IT CAN BE PROVED THAT EXHALED SMOKE DOES CONTAIN THE SAME AMOUNT OF TOXINS AS IT DID BEFORE, YOU OBVIOUSLY HAVE A LOT OF TIME ON YOUR HANDS, GO AND SEE WHAT YOU CAN FIND.


Derek to Paul
Oh Dear!!!
"IT CAN BE PROVED THAT EXHALED SMOKE DOES CONTAIN THE SAME AMOUNT OF TOXINS AS IT DID BEFORE" you say.
A) Where exactly can this be proven? - Like all gullible dullards you simply have no idea - you believe it because you have heard it and because it suits your argument.
B) Let's think about this - with absolutely any substance in the known universe if there is a finite amount of it (let's say the amount of nicotine in a cigarette) and some is removed (let's say the amount of nicotine absorbed into the smokers bloodstream) THERE WILL BE LESS OF IT LEFT!!!!! NOT "THE SAME AMOUNT"!!!!

Paul to Derek

Berk, go away, stop wasting mine and everyone else's time.
You are a dying breed my friend, in a few years the ban will be the norm, new generations of smokers will not know any different and will not care about your meaningless tripe. You have no hope of getting elected, so just get on with your life and if that includes doing something utterly ridiculous like smoking, fine. It's just nice to know you can't inflict it on the rest of us anymore.
Bye bye.

Derek to Paul

Aaah!!
 The last resort of the ignorant fool. Unable to refute the arguments logically and ashamed of his proven gullibility the insults fly!!

