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OSH Background

Office on Smoking and Health (OSH):

* Develop, conduct, and support strategic efforts to
protect the public's health from the harmful effects of
tobacco use.

* Fund health departments in all 50 states, the District of
Columbia, and seven U.S. territories for
comprehensive tobacco prevention and control.

* Funded programs focus on tobacco use prevention,
cessation, smoke-free environments, and tobacco-
related disparities.



OSH Tobacco Industry
Monitoring Summit

An approach for capturing expert opinion




Summit Purpose

To capitalize on opportunities presented by the Family
Smoking Prevention and Tobacco Control Act, OSH is
working to clarify its strategic priorities in the new
environment and to enhance and create effective

monitoring systems that will inform program and policy
efforts.

Key Issues:
- Clarify areas critical to reducing tobacco industry
influences

- Inform possible development of appropriate surveillance
and evaluation approaches



Clusters and Focus Areas

Pricing

* Price discounts and bonus
cigarettes

« Retall slotting and trade allowances




Clusters and Focus Areas

Impact on the Public
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Clusters and Focus Areas




Considering Stakeholder Input:
Prioritizing Recommendations
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Recommendation Profile

ADVERTISING- Mew and other tobacco products
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Considering Stakeholder Input:
Prioritizing Recommendations
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Evaluation
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Comprehensive Tobacco Control Programs

e Main purpose Is to assist
#‘ state and territorial tobacco

] .
/A control program evaluation
+. KEY OUTGCOME INDICATORS efforts under the National

TOBACCO CONTROL PROGRAMS Tobacco Control PrOgram
(NTCP)

* Primary Audiences

— Planners, managers, and
evaluators of state
programs

— CDC’s national partners
@it CDCIN ¢ Released in 2005




Goal Area 1
Preventing Initiation of Tobacco Use Among Young People

State health Community Co?ple;ed actigiﬁeg Short-term Intermediate Long-term
department mobilization - o e 1_1::9 an -
and partners tcguntmact pro- V Increased E' Reduced
obacco messages »  knowledge, .|  inifiation of
improved anti- — tobacco use by
Counter- tobacco attitudes, young people
marketing Completed activities and increased
|| fodisseminate 15_'“_13'13"?1't f‘:':'tf Y
|| anti-tobacco and policies 1o reduce Reduced ¥ Reduced
School- Pl'ﬂ-health InESSElgES Fﬂuth initiation Emcephh‘]]if&? to tobaccoo-use
based experimentation [%] prevalence among
prevention Y ] with tobacco young people
Completed activities Increased products
Policv and to increase tobacco- anti-tobacco 1
N c{"afﬂ ; free policies and , | policies and Reduced
reguﬁ ory use of anti-tobacco programs in tcfb;ig
action - . hool -
curricila in schools schools related morbidity %
i and mortality
T:pu]agl' to Completed activities 111.:1::1:593;951
P to increase restrictions restoichion, Decreased D d
with tobacco- on tobacco sales to enforcement access to tobacco ecrease
related ; of restrictions on roducts tobacco-related [
: — minors and to enforce P .
TR those restrictions tobaceo sales disparities
to minors
tCD_mpkted qcﬁvii;ifs ) Reduced _ chrfe;tasEd
0 increase cigarette tobacco industey price of tobacco | |
excise tax influences products through

tax




Indicator Rating Table
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Considering Stakeholder Input:
Updating Key Outcome Indicators (KOI)
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Key Takeaways

Implementing effective evaluation systems requires a
stakeholder driven, multidisciplinary approach:

* Build replicable methods for capturing stakeholder
Input into the process

 Consider the best form, content and mode for
capturing stakeholder input

* Apply consistent assessment criteria to enhance
transparency

Building evaluation capacity takes ongoing commitment
and a willingness to reassess one’s approach



http://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/tobacco_control_programs/surveillance_evaluation/evaluation_manual/index.htm
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Questions?

Contact Information:
Erika Fulmer at EFulmer@cdc.gov

The findings and conclusions in this presentation are those of the author and
do not necessarily represent the official position of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
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Thank you

For more information please contact Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention
1600 Clifton Road NE, Atlanta, GA 30333
Telephone, 1-800-CDC-INFO (232-4636)/TTY: 1-888-232-6348

E-mail: cdcinfo@cdc.gov  Web: www.cdc.gov

The findings and conclusionsin this reportare those ofthe authors and do not necessarilyrepresentthe official
position ofthe Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
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