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Cigarette smoking is detrimental to both health and the environment at large. Irrefutably cigarette produces harmful compounds such as carcinogen, heavy metals and some radioactive compounds that are harmful to the environment and health. As such governments, international organizations and most educational institutions are working tirelessly to protect the environment from its effects. This has been seen by numerous regulations that have been laid down to raise awareness to the smokers of the consequences attached to smoking. For instance, Canada and USA are raising awareness to mitigate tobacco to protect the younger generations who have considerably overturned into passive smokers.
The proposals can be used to increase awareness of cigarette smoking. For instance, the Rhode Island Department of Health in the US had proposed to carry out public education to educate the public on the health benefits of smoking tobacco away from the presence of children. This also has to include, educating the people on the possible effects of tobacco products. According to the research done by the Rhode Island Poison Control Center, its report indicated that ingestion of cigarette was toxic, which was dangerous to health (Hammond, 2011). In addition to that, the Canadian government has also enacted a law on Tobacco and Vaping products act, which will prevent manufacturers from including colours, textures, logos and brand images which will, in turn, make the cigarette products look less attractive to the smokers (Hoek & Jones, 2011). By doing this, the smokers are likely to disregard these commodities and opt for other useful products.
The proposals have mitigated the effects of cigarette smoking. The proposal advocates for Vaping products that are e-cigarettes, these products are smokeless. The e-cigarettes have dramatically reduced the consequences attached to Tobacco such as affecting children who are non-smokers, the formation of acidic rain, which may be detrimental to plants and animals (Hoek & Jones, 2011). Prior the proposal cigarette butt in the form of plastic litter which degrades slowly were reverently found in the US beaches. The inception of this proposal has mitigated the amounts of these cigarette butts in the US beaches. The establishment of the e-cigarette has reduced waste pollution to the environment. For instance, the cigarette butt takes a larger volume of space. As such if a person smokes a pack of cigarette in twelve hours, undoubtedly he will consume more than ten thousand cigarettes annually (Hoek & Jones, 2011).This volume creates cigarettes butt waste that fills more than 2.8 billion litters, therefore consuming a lot of space. Also, experiments conducted have proven that the cigarette chemicals are detrimental to aquatic life. They cause marine animals to suffocate. The proposal has dramatically reduced the amount of cigarette manufactured. This has lowered the amount of air pollution brought about by smoking.
On September 2016, the governing board of public colleges in the USA empowered the ban on cigarettes, tobacco products like the e-cigarettes. This ban gave the university and colleges boards powers to set policies regarding smoking by students (Hammond, 2011).For instance, the University of California banned tobacco and Vaping in ten of its campuses  This ban significantly affected smokers by lowering the number of students who were active smokers as most of them could not afford expulsion from their learning institutions. Also, governments in their efforts to curb waste pollution and lowering the smoking activities, they imposed hefty fines on the cigarette manufacturers and smokers themselves. The heavy penalties and high taxation to cigarette manufacturers and smokers resulted in the high number of people shunning away from smoking-related behaviours (Hoek & Jones, 2011).On another perspective, the public awareness of possible health effect associated with cigarette smoking that was conducted by Rhode Island Poison Control Center aided in reducing the number of smokers in the next consecutive years. 
I support the proposal on combating cigarette smoking. My support is outsourced from the detrimental effect that has been generated by the cigarette smoking activities. For instance, cigarette smoke affects innocent children making them suffer health effects (World Health Organisation, 2000). Also, cigarette smoking harms aquatic life, the environs at large ranging from air water and waste. This sets human life uncomfortable. Furthermore, the initiative by the Rhode Island Poison Control Center and the Rhode Island Department of Health to conduct awareness campaigns on the adverse effects of tobacco-related products significantly transformed the lives of the affected population (Hoek & Jones, 2011).Through this kind of initiatives, many people were able to understand the viable effect of smoking cigarettes such as being affected by lung cancer. 
Britain, on the other hand, realized that nearly 80000 preventable deaths occur this was because of cigarette smoking. As such, the government made proposals on how to combat this concern. They banned television and press advertising of such products as they were promoting their sales. In April 2015, they prohibited the display of such products in all shops and supermarkets. In addition to these, the UK government proposed to increase taxes on tobacco-related products to discourage the public from consuming. Again it offered anti-smoking campaigns to educate smokers on its effects and encourage them to quit smoking. Because of the detrimental impact realized from cigarette smoke, they advocate for e-cigarette ( Cairney, 2007).
In Thailand on May 26th, 2015, the government approved a draft on tobacco control. The provisions in the law were to raise the age for smoking and buying cigarette related products. Again the law outlawed tobacco companies ranging from manufacturers and importers. This was as a result of tobacco becoming a significant concern in causing the health problem. It was realized that the average addiction age was 17.4 years and those that were affected by smoking were 70% the young population. Therefore, they were addicted, and it became impossible for them to stop consequently they could easily smoke for decades (Valeesatokit & Ritthphakdee, 2000).Smoking of cigarette in Thailand has been proofed to be a significant threat to its economy and the workforce. This has prompted the government together with other non-governmental organization to carry out public awareness to help its future generation.
It is the foundational role for governments to control the pollution of the environment. This can be done by legislating appropriately against pollution activities such as cigarettes smoking and other tobacco-related activities. Again it's the government's role to ensure good health for its population which can pose a threat by smugglers who prompt to sell harmful products. On the other hand, I would support the introduction of age limit by the various government concerning smoking for a safer generation free from tobacco and its products risks.
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