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Benefits Costs 
Reduction in the number of children 
exposed to second-hand smoke and 
its associated risks 

Need for legislative change taking up 
Parliament’s time 

May have disproportionate positive 
impact for children living in 
communities with high smoking rates 

Some implementation costs associated 
with public information and awareness 
raising, which would depend on the 
nature and extent of the campaign 

Supports adults who have, or are 
trying to, quit smoking by removing 
smoking from the vehicles they are 
travelling in 

Some additional enforcement costs to 
NZ Police 

Supports efforts to de-normalise 
smoking behaviour which, in turn, 
contributes to a reduction in smoking 
prevalence 

Removes individuals’ freedom to 
smoke/allow smoking in private vehicles 

Clear and easy to understand rules  
 
Option 4: Legislation combined with a new innovative public education social marketing campaign 
using a range of media 

If a decision is taken to legislate to prohibit smoking in vehicles carrying children, it would be more 
effective if it is combined with a new innovative public education social marketing campaign aimed at 
raising awareness, understanding and compliance both before and during implementation of the 
legislation. There is some evidence that education campaigns and legislation are more effective 
when used together (Stephens et al, 2001).  

This option combines the benefits of options 2 and 3.  

Experience in other jurisdictions 

A number of jurisdictions have implemented a prohibition on smoking in vehicles where children are 
present, with some differences in the upper age. For example, laws have been made in Australia, 
Finland, England, Scotland and Northern Ireland, most Canadian provinces, and some states within 
the United States of America (Finland’s law covers children aged under 15 years and the UK laws 
cover those under the age of 18 years).  

A quasi-experiment from Canada found lower reported smoking in vehicles after the introduction of 
smoke-free vehicle laws (Nguyen, 2013). In contrast, another study from Canada found significantly 
reduced levels smoking in vehicles in just one of seven provinces (Elton-Marshall et al, 2015). A 
study in Maine in the United States, found a reduction in self-reported smoking in cars carrying 
children after the State’s legislation had been passed (Murphy-Hoefer, 2014). 
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