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Conceptual Model of Factors
|nfluencing Trendsin Adolescent
Smoking — United States, 1975-2001
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Data Source: Institute for Social Resear ch, University of Michigan, Monitoring the Future Surveys
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Restrictiveness Of State Laws Regulating Smoking
In Public Places — U.S., 1960-2003*
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Sources: 1989 Surgeon General’s Report, ALA’s SLATI, CDC’'s STATE system, MayaTech
Corporation, Roswell Park Cancer Institute. Note: Includes the District of Columbia;

* 2003 data are represented for the first three quarters of the year.



Smoke-Free Air Legislation in the 50 States and the
District of Columbia -- United States, 1991-2003
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Sourcess ALA’'sSLATI,CDC'sSTATE system, theMayaTech Corp., and the Roswell Park Cancer Institute.



Percent of Employed Persons who Work in
Smoke-free Work Places: United States and
Selected States, 1992-1993 and 2001/2002

92/93 (%) 01/02 (%) % Change

National 47.4 72.1 + 52.2
High States
Utah 67.0 86.9 + 29.7
WSS 48.2 82.0 + 70.0
Maine 56.4 81.5 + 445
L ow States
Nevada 34.3 51.0 + 48.7
Kentucky 30.4 61.8 +103.4
Hawall 47.2 62.4 + 32.1

Source: : NCI Tobacco Use Supplement to the Current Population Survey Series. 1n 2001-02
CDC joined NCI in co-sponsoring the Supplement.



| nformation Sources

 Legidative Coding:
— ImpacTeen:
— CDC STATE:

— ALA SLATI:
— ANR:

e Modda Laws:
YN N[=3

— TALC:
 (Technica Assistance Lega Center)



Indoor Air Quality Monitoring

e Theair quality in various Western New Y ork venues
was measured before and after the implementation of
the New Y ork State Clean Indoor Air Law

* Theair in 18 venues allowing smoking, including 7
bars, 7 restaurants, 2 bowling alleys, apool hall and a
bingo hall, was sampled in the month before the law
and again within three months after the law went into
effect on July 24", 2003

« Air sampling before and after the law was done on the

same day of the week and at approximately the same
time of day



Measuring Fine Particlesin the Air

e TSl SidePak AM510
Personal Aerosol Monitor

« The concentration of
respirable suspended
particles (RSP), or
particles small enough to
be easily inhaled deep into
the lungs, was used as an
Indicator of air quality

e Thisinstrument measures
and records in memory the
real-time concentration of
RSP's




Air Quality Over Timein aWestern New Y ork Bar

—July 18th Normal Smoking Night

July 23rd Limited Smoking Night

—July 24th New Law in Effect at Midnight,
Smoking Stops




Change in Air Quality in Western New Y ork Bars and
Restaurants After |mplementation of the New Y ork State
Clean Indoor Air Law

@ Before July 24th, 2003
Average = 412 pug/m3

After July 24th, 2003

- Average = 34 ug/m3
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Smoke-free Air Observational
Study

e Observationsin arandom sample of 259
hospitality venues throughout New Y ork
State before and after the implementation of
the statewide SFA law in July 2003

* Restaurants, Bars, and Bowling Facilities

* Measured compliance and other tobacco use
Indicators



Compliance Rates One Month
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Total Tax for a Pack of Cigarettes () and Average Price of a Pack of
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Note: Tax and price of cigar etteswer e adjusted for inflation;

Price of cigarettesincluded generic cigar ettes.



Cigarette Taxes and Prices, 1970-2003
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Compensatory Model of Price
Effects

No effect .
it
Quitting prevalence

Switch to discount brands

277
Switch to cheaper sources
(e.g., Internet, Indian

Price
Increase

reservations, “Freddy’s van”)

More efficient smoking (e.qg., Possible
smoking more of cig, deeper

breaths, less time out of mouth)

reduction in
consumption

Adapted from: International Tobacco Control Policy Survey Overview, Geoff Fong, PhD,

laTaYale )



88+% of NY S' s Population is Within 40
Miles of a Lower or Untaxed Cigarette

Access to Untaxed/Low Tax TOb;lCCO in New York State:
Indian Reservations and Neighboring States

St. Regis Indian Res.
Il /ndian Reservations 2

[I[Il]] Urbanized Areas

|:| 40 mife buffer around indian reservations
and neighboring states with lower excise
fobacco tax

_ State excise fax on tobacco in New York NY: §1.50
NY: $1.50 | State and in neighboring states with lower
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Usual Source of Cigarettes: NY Svs. the
Rest of the US -- Fall 2002.

100
NYS Rest of the US
80 -
25% report buy most of their cigarettes from the
60 - Internet, phone, another state or Indian reservation 56
%
40 38
21
240
1 3 1
0 0] 0 1
0 T T T T
Phone Internet Another State Indian Convenience

Reservation Store

ITC Question: “Where do you buy most of your cigarettes? ...”
Source: International Tobacco Control Policy Evaluation Survey



Percent of Smokers who Report Regularly
Buying their Cigarettes at Indian Reservations,
Erie/Niagara Counties, 2002/3.

1007

/8
801

515}
60 o1

%
40-

201

N NN NN S

Overall Erie County Niagara County




Sales Taxes and Excise Taxes Not Collected Each

Y ear from Current Smokers who Regularly
Purchase Cigarettes on Indian Reservations*
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New York State Erie County Niagara County

*Assuming these smokers buy 50% of the cigarettes that they smoke
from Indian Reservations and that they smoke 15 cigarettes per day;
NY State estimate reflects revenue lost from Erie/Niagara residents.



Sources of Cigarette Price Data

o Secondary Data
— Tobacco Institute/Orechowski & Walker
— ACCRA
— Scanner

* Primary Data
— Store observation
— Telephone Surveys
— Mail Surveys
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Possession, Use, & Purchase
L aws




PUP Laws:

» Possession, use, and purchase (PUP) laws are
youth access tobacco control policies that
penalize minors, themselves, for possessing,
using, and/or purchasing tobacco products

b Recent trends indicate a sharp increase in the
number of state PUP laws:

v’ 1988: 17 states had enacted at least one PUP law
v’ 2003: 45 states had enacted at least one PUP law

There is little empirical data on the effectiveness
of such laws



STATE ENFORCEMENT MEASURE

PUP State Enforcement Index: Max total score — 35 pts.

e Level of Enforcement: Max: 2 points (0-2 points)

e State resources provided for local enforcement: Max: 3 points
(0-3 points)

e Predominant pattern of enforcement: Max: 3 points (0-3 points)

e Typical enforcement action(s) taken when violation observed.:
Max: 5 points (0-5 points)

e Number of citations issued in state past 12 months: Max: 6
points (0-5 poaints)

e Typical enforcement penalty/penalties when first-time
violation observed: Max: 5 points (0-5 points)

e Typical enforcement penalty/penalties for second/subsequent
violations: Max: 5 points (0-5 points)

e Publicity related to enforcement during past 12 months: Max: 6
points (0-6 points)



LOCAL ENFORCEMENT MEASURE

PUP Local Enforcement Index: Max total score — 15 pts.

e Ordinance enforced in community: Max: 1 points (0-1 points)
e Priority of enforcement in community: Max: 4 points (0-4 points)

e Resources for effective enforcement in community: Max: 2
points (0-2 points)

e Predominant pattern of enforcement in community: Max: 2
points (0-2 points)

e Typical enforcement action(s) in community when youth or
minor Is caught for tobacco possession: Max: 4 points (0-4 points)

e Parents routinely notified if youth is cited for tobacco
possession: Max: 2 points (0-2 points)



Summary & Lessons L earned

 Policy effects depend on implementation and are
Influence by adaptive behaviors

L egislative coding is done best with legal help —can be
I esour ce intensive; use existing data sour ces whenever
possible

e Triangulate data

e Seek out Information at the sub-state level (e.g.,
Current Population Survey, Americans for
Nonsmokers Rights Foundation, Group Against
Smoking Pollution
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