
Projecl Regislralion Number: POR-082-06 

Public Perceptions of the 
Relevance and Progress of 
Tobacco Control in Canada 

FINAL REPORT 

POR-06-10 
H1011-06-0009 

Submitted to: 

Health Canada 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA TES INC. 
November t4. 2006 

\ 



EKOS RESEARCH ASSOC1ATES 

Ouuwa Office 
99 Mctcalfc Street, Suite JI 0(1 
O!l'IW<!, Ontario 
KI p hL7 
Tel: (613)235 7215 
Fax: l61J) 235 S498 
Eeuail: poboxéi.ekos.ccrn 

Toronto Office 
480 University A\L'!lUc. Suite 1006 
Toronto, Ontario 
M5G 1 V2 
Tel: (416) 598 8002 
Fax: (416)5982543 
Eenail: (orontn(â_ekos_com 

Edmonton Office 
9925 1 û()th St. NW. Suite 606 
Edmonton. Alberta 
T5K 2J8 
Td: (780) 4085225 
Fox: (nO) 408 5233 
E-mail: cdmontorllfi,eküs.com 

.. 
/' 

E OF CONTENTS 

/ xecutive summary . 

Sommaire . 

1. Introduction and Methodology . 
1.1 Methodology. 

2. Findings . 
2.1 Perception of Seriousness and Risk of the ISSl 

2.2 Govemment lnvolvement in Tobacco Control 
2.3 Involvement of Different Organizations .. 
2.4 Organizations with Responsibility for Differe: 

Contro!.. 

Appendix A Questionnaire (English and French) 
Appendix B: Response Rate 
Appendix C Regression Analysis 
Appendix D Detailed Tables (under separate cover) 

" / 

;/ 
/' 

/ 
/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 
/ 



17 • • •• ['JXecutlve summary 111 

S 
. .. ommaire Vll 

1. Introduction and Methodology 1 
1.1 Methodology ,,,,,,,, ,,,,,.,,.,, ,,,,,,,,, .. ,,,,,,,.,,,,,, .. , .. ,,,, .. ,,,, ,,,, ,,"',, .. ,,,, ",,,,, .. ,,.,,,1 

2. Findings 5 
2.1 Perception ofSeriousness and Risk of the Issue "".".", """"."" "" """",,5 
2.2 Government Involvement in Tobacco Control """" .. "" "." " , 11 
2.3 Involvement of Different Organizations .. """" " .. , , "" " .. "" .. " .. " 19 
2.4 Organizations with Responsibility for Different Elements of Tobacco 

Control.i.. .. """"""""" ", .. """"""""", .... '" " .. ',,, .. ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .. ',,,,,,,' " .. """""" .. "",23 

Appendix A: Questionnaire (English and French) 
Appendix B: Response Rate 
Appendix C: Regression Analysis 
Appendix 0: Oetailed Tables (under separate cover) 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA TES, 2006 • i 



EXECUI'IVE SUMMARY 

The current study examines perceptions of the general public and youth and smokers in 
particular about the seriousness of the risks associated with tobacco use and the support for government 
involvement, as weil as perceived mix of involvement of ail major partners involved in tobacco control. This 
survey is designed to complement other findings in support of mid-term evaluation of the Federal Tobacco 
Control Strategy, a ten-year federal government-wide program designed to reduce the prevalence of 
smoking and tobacco-related illness and death through comprehensive, integrated and sustained efforts in a 
number of areas (e.g., research, public policies such as taxation, mass media). The survey includes 2,317 
cases of permanent residents of Canada, who are 15 years of age or older. The survey includes a total 
(oversample) of study 600 youth (between the ages of 15 and 19) and 800 smokers. The overall margin of 
error is +/- 2.0 per cent (and +/-4.0 and 3.5 per cent, respectively in the over samples). The survey was 
collected in August and September, 2006. 

Overall, Canadians are well-aware of the health risks associated with smoking - more than 
/ three-quarters indicate that the harm to the health of smokers caused by smoking cigarettes is very serious. 

A somewhat smaller, though still substantial, proportion indicate the harmfulness of SHS to be very serious. 
Perceived seriousness is a good indicator of perceived relevance and federal support for a strong role, 
however, it is also a measure that most Canadians rate highly. 

While there is significant consensus on the harmfulness of smoking and SHS, there is less 
çonvergence on the evolving risk - one in three believe the health risk posed by tobacco has stayed about 

/' the sa me over the past five years. One in three say the risk has decreased, citing a decline in prevalence 
rates, smoking bans and greater public awareness of the risks of smoking. A similar proportion, however, 
believe the health risk associated with tobacco has increased over the last five years owing to the number of 
Canadians who are still smoking, high rates of smoking among youth in particular, increasing evidence of 
the link between smoking and cancer and the addictive properties of cigarettes. Reasons cited by 
Canadians for their thinking suggest that a perceived increase is driven by increasing awareness of the 
issue and not an increase in the "real threat" of tobacco. 

ln the midst of the general acceptance of the dangers of smoking and SHS, there is a small, 
j but consistent, pocket that tends to downplay the seriousness, namely, smokers themselves. As a result, 
J this muted appreciation for the dangers of tobacco is also more concentrated among Quebeckers and those 

with lower levels of education. The regression analyses indicate strong linkages between smoker status and 
appreciation for the harm and seriousness of tobacco, as weil as for (federal) government involvement in 
tobacco control. 

Canadians have a surprisingly infiated estimate of the Canadian population that smokes. 
While the most recent CTUMS data indicate that about 19 per cent of Canadians smoke, on a regular or 

.. occasional basis, the general public places the figure at an astonishing 42 per cent. Still, while the estimate 
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is high, the sub-group differences in the estimates tend to vary with differences in prevalence rates among 
these groups: for example, Ouebeckers and Aboriginal people provide comparatively higher estimates of 
smoking prevalence, consistent with above average prevalence rates in their respective populations. 
Nonetheless it is interesting to see that along with a deeper appreciation of the threat of harm from tobacco, 
to smokers and non-smokers alike, is an infiated perception of the prevalence in today's society. This 
suggests a potential conundrum for the Strategy in the future, particularly since the perceived incidence of 
smoking in the population is a key driver of rated seriousness of the harm of smoking and SHS. Moreover, 
those who provide a higher estimate of the Canadians public that smoke are also more apt to perceive the 
risk posed by tobacco to be increasing and to favour increased federal government involvement in tobacco 
control. 

On the other hand, when given the option for government to continue to focus on tobacco as a 
high priority or to focus now on other health issues (given that the incidence of smoking has been reduced s v 
to one in five) , two-thirds of Canadians do believe that the issue should continue to be a priority. This is • 
higher among non-smokers and those who believe that the health risks associated with tobacco are serious 
and increasing. (Among smokers opinion on this is equally divided, and among those with a more muted 
sense of the risk of tobacco, the majority believe that tobacco control should not be a priority for the federal 
government. ) 

Across the country, despite their already low smoking prevalence rate (actual and perceived), 
support for a continued government focus on tobacco as opposed to other health issues is higher in BC 
(and somewhat higher among non-smokers and those who perceive the health risks to be very serious). 

Awareness of government action in the area of tobacco control is also high - almost eight in ._/ 
ten can identify something the federal government does in the area of tobacco control (though the examples 
they cite - e.g., smoking bans - are not always entirely within the federal jurisdiction). The segments of 
Canadians who are least aware of federal strategies in tobacco control are among those who are perhaps 
least amenable to them: smokers, those who feel the health risks of tobacco are not serious and lower 
socio-economic status Canadians (who also have higher smoking rates). Strategies tend to vary by region, 
owing to differences in the prominence of the various provincial strategies, suggesting that Canadians are ,/ 
not always clear on the roles of the federal and provincial governments. This may not matter, given that a 
founding principle of the Federal Tobacco Control Strategy is the advantage of an integrated and 
coordinated approach, however, it makes it more difficult to isolate evidence of public appreciation of federal ,/ 
efforts. 

High awareness of government actions is cou pied with substantial support for the 
government's involvement in the Strategy. Two-thirds of Canadians support the types of efforts undertaken 0 
as part of the FTCS, though support is weaker among smokers and those segments with higher smoking 
prevalence rates (e.g., Ouebeckers, visible minorities and Aboriginal people, lower socio-economic status). 
The regressions suggest that smoking status and perceived severity of the problem are among the primary • 
drivers of federal support for involvement, although some Canadians (albeit a small proportion) simply do 
not see a role for governments in tobacco control. 
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About half of Canadians believe the federal government should maintain its current level of 
involvement in tobacco control, while one in three believe it should increase involvement (higher among 
those who perceive the health risks to be se rio us and increasing and who estimate a higher proportion of 
the public to be smoking). Very few Canadians would advocate a decrease in federal involvement. 
Canadians most often cast the role of the federal government as equal partner with provinces and non­ 
governmental organizations, with about one in four favouring the federal government in a leadership role 
(more often by those who would like to see increased federal involvement in the issue). 

,1 

1 
1 

1 

Just as the federal government believes that the FTCS would be most successful using an 
_;(ntegrated and coordinated approach, Canadians also advocate a strong role for a number of partners, 

including NGOs, health care professionals, the three levels of government and even the tobacco industry 
and Canadians themselves. In fact, the level of involvement and responsibility argued by Canadians for the 
tobacco industry and Canadians at large is surprisingly high and relatively equal proportions of Canadians 
wouldarque for strong involvement of ail parties. 

There are areas where the federal government has a clearer mandate than the other levels of 
government or other partners. Canadians place their strongest support behind federal responsibility in the 

../ areas of regulation of both the manufacturing and sale of tobacco products, as weil as smuggling. In each of 
these cases, Canadians may be looking for a national consistency of approach, giving the provincial 
government in each case as a strong secondary role. Cessation, prevention of youth uptake and second­ 
hand smoke are areas where the role of any single organization is less clear. In these cases, Canadians 
more often see a coordinated approach, involving many partners, and no clear consensus on one leader. In 
each of these cases, more Canadians suggest that the federal government should have the primary 
responsibility than make that argument for other organizatioos,but nonetheless, opinion is divided. 
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SOMMAIRE 

La présente étude porte sur les perceptions, dans la population en général et chez les jeunes 
et les fumeurs en particulier, au sujet de la gravité des risques liés au tabagisme et au sujet de l'appui que 
reçoit l'engagement gouvememental, de même que sur la combinaison perçue des niveaux d'engagement 
des partenaires d'importance participant à la lutte contre le tabagisme. Le sondage vise à compléter 

~~ d'autres observations sur lesquelles se fonde l'évalu tion de mi-parcours de la Stratégie fédérale de lutte 
contre le tabagisme, programme décennal se déployant à l'échelle de l'administration fédérale en vue de 
réduire la prévalence du tabagisme ainsi que des maladies et des décès associés au tabac grâce à des 
efforts globaux, concertés et soutenus dans divers domaines (travaux de _ec~rche, politiques 
gouvernementales comme en matière de fiscalité, médias, etc.). Le sondage réuni 2317 as de résidents 
permanents du Canada qui ont au moins 15 ans. Le (suréchantillon du) sondage comprend au total 600 
jeunes (entre 15 et 19 ans) et 800 fumeurs. La marge d'erreur globale s'établit à +/- 2,0 p. 100 (et à +/-4,0 et 
3,5 p. 100, respectivement, dans les suréchantillons). Le sondage s'est déroulé en août et en septembre 
2006. 

Dans l'ensemble, les Canadiens sont pleinement conscients des risques que pose le 
tabagisme pour la santé. En effet, plus des trois quarts d'entre eux indiquent que les méfaits pour la santé 
que cause la cigarette chez les fumeurs sont très graves. Dans une proportion quelque peu inférieure, mais 
néanmoins importante, les Canadiens signalent que la fumée secondaire est aussi très nocive. La 
perception de la gravité est un bon indicateur des perceptions à l'égard de la pertinence des initiatives du 
gouvernement fédéral ainsi que de l'appui qu'il reçoit dans un rôle d'importance. Par ailleurs, c'est aussi une 
mesure dont la plupart des Canadiens font grand cas. 

Encore que les Canadiens conviennent par consensus que le tabagisme et la fumée 
secondaire sont nocifs, les avis concordent moins pour ce qui concerne l'évolution du risque. Le tiers des 
répondants sont d'avis que le risque que représente le tabagisme pour la santé n'a pas vraiment changé 
depuis cinq ans. Un tiers des répondants affirment par ailleurs que le risque a diminué. À ce sujet, ces 
derniers mentionnent le recul des taux de prévalence, les interdictions de fumer et une meilleure 
sensibilisation de la population aux risques liés au tabagisme. Une proportion semblable des répondants 
sont toutefois d'avis que le risque pour la santé lié au tabagisme s'est accru au cours des cinq dernières 
années à cause du nombre de Canadiens qui continuent de fumer, des forts taux de tabagisme chez les 
jeunes en particulier, ainsi que de la masse plus importante de données probantes démontrant le lien entre 
le tabagisme et le cancer et indiquant que la cigarette entraîne une dépendance. Les motifs qu'invoquent 
les Canadiens pour expliquer leurs opinions à ce sujet font penser que l'augmentation perçue découle d'une 
meilleure sensibilisation au tabagisme plutôt que d'un accroissement de la « menace réelle» que constitue 
le tabac. 

En parallèle de la reconnaissance générale des risques liés au tabagisme et à la fumée 
secondaire, persiste un groupe restreint, mais stable de répondants qui ont tendance à minimiser la gravité 
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Les Canadiens établissent une estimation étrangement exagérée de la proportion de fumeurs 
dans la population en général. Tandis que les plus récentes données de l'ESUTC indiquent qu'autour de 
19 p. 100 des Canadiens fument régulièrement ou à l'occasion, dans la population en général, l'estimation 
atteint un résultat ahurissant de 42 p. 100. Ceci dit, encore que cette estimation soit élevée, les estimations 
des sous-groupes ont tendance à varier selon leurs taux de prévalence respectifs: par exemple, les 
Québécois et les Autochtones établissent des estimations de la prévalence du tabagisme, relativement plus 
élevées, qui rejoignent les taux de prévalence au-dessus de la moyenne que l'on constate dans ces 
populations. Il est néanmoins intéressant de constater qu'une meilleure appréciation des risques liés au 
tabagisme s'accompagne chez les fumeurs et chez les non-fumeurs d'une perception exagèrée de la 
prévalence dans la société actuelle. Cette situation pourrait constituer une énigme, à l'avenir, dans le 
contexte de la Stratégie, en particulier parce que les perceptions à l'égard de l'incidence du tabagisme dans 
la population constituent un facteur important de l'évaluation de la gravité des méfaits qu'entraînent le 
tabagisme et la fumée secondaire. De plus, ceux qui établissent une estimation plus élevée de la proportion 
de fumeurs dans la population sont aussi plus en mesure de percevoir l'accroissement du risque que 
représente le tabagisme et d'appuyer l'engagement accru du gouvernement fédéral au chapitre de la lutte 
contre le tabagisme. 

du tabagisme, nommément les fumeurs. Par conséquent, cette évaluation adoucie des risques du 
tabagisme se présente principalement chez les Québécois et chez les personnes moins scolarisées. Les 
analyses de régression révélent des liens importants entre le statut de fumeur et l'appréciation des méfaits 
et de la gravité du tabagisme, de même que de l'engagement gouvernemental (fédéral) au chapitre de la 
lutte contre le tabagisme. 

À l'échelle du pays, malgré des taux (véritable et perçu) de prévalence du tabagisme qui sont 
déjà faibles, en Colombie-Britannique, l'appui que reçoit le maintien de l'orientation gouvernementale ciblant 
la lutte contre le tabagisme plutôt que d'autres problèmes de santé est plus important (et un peu plus 
important chez les non-fumeurs et chez les personnes qui estiment que les risques pour la santé sont très 
graves). 

En revanche, lorsque nous leur demandons de choisir entre le maintien de l'orientation 
gouvernementale actuelle, selon laquelle le tabagisme est un enjeu très important dans l'ordre des priorités, 
et un virage vers d'autres problèmes de santé (étant donné que l'incidence du tabagisme a diminué, pour 
s'établir à un pour cinq), les deux tiers des Canadiens sont d'avis qu'il faudrait continuer de traiter de cet 
enjeu en priorité. Cette proportion est plus importante chez les non-fumeurs et chez les personnes qui 
estiment que les risques que représente le tabagisme pour la santé sont graves et de plus en plus 
importants. (II y a un partage égal des opinions à ce sujet parmi les fumeurs, tandis que la majorité des 
répondants chez lesquels nous relevons une évaluation adoucie des risques du tabagisme sont d'avis que 
le gouvernement fédéral ne devrait pas traiter de la lutte contre le tabagisme en toute priorité.) 

Le niveau de connaissance des mesures gouvernementales dans le domaine du tabagisme 
est également élevé: près de huit répondants pour dix peuvent nommer une mesure de lutte contre le 
tabagisme du gouvernement fédéral (quoique les exemples donnés - p. ex., les interdictions de fumer - 
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ne relèvent pas toujours entièrement des compétences fédérales). Les segments des Canadiens qui 
connaissent le moins les stratégies fédérales au chapitre de la lutte contre le tabagisme réunissent peut­ 
être les personnes les moins bien disposées à cet égard: les fumeurs, les personnes qui estiment que les 
risques pour la santé liés au tabagisme ne sont pas importants et les Canadiens dont le statut socio­ 
économique est inférieur (chez lesquels nous observons aussi des taux de tabagisme plus élevés). En 
général, les stratégies varient suivant la région, à cause des différences au chapitre de l'importance des 
diverses stratégies provinciales, ce qui fait penser que les Canadiens ne comprennent pas toujours bien les 
rôles des administrations fédérale et provinciales. Cette dimension n'a peut-être pas d'importance, étant 
donné que les avantages d'une démarche intégrée et coordonnée sont au nombre des principes fondateurs 
de la Stratégie fédérale de lutte contre le tabagisme. Il n'en demeure pas moins qu'il est plus difficile, dans 
ce contexte, d'isoler les données témoignant de l'appréciation des mesures fédérales dans la population. 

Le niveau élevé de connaissance des mesures gouvernementales s'accompagne d'un appui 
considérable à l'égard de l'engagement du gouvernement dans la Stratégie. Les deux tiers des Canadiens 
appuient le genre d'initiatives qu'entreprend le gouvernement dans le cadre de la SFL T. D'autre part, ces 
initiatives reçoivent moins d'appuis chez les fumeurs et dans les segments de la population qui présentent 
des taux de prévalence du tabagisme supérieurs (p. ex., les Québécois, les minorités visibles et les 
Autochtones, les groupes dont le statut socio-économique est inférieur). Les analyses de régression 
indiquent que le statut de fumeur et les perceptions à l'égard de la gravité du problème sont les principaux 
facteurs dans l'appui de l'engagement au niveau fédéral, encore que certains Canadiens (dans une faible 
proportion, toutefois) ne croient tout simplement pas que les gouvernements doivent jouer un rôle dans le 
contrôle du tabagisme. 

Environ la moitié des Canadiens sont d'avis que le gouvernement fédéral devrait maintenir 
son niveau actuel d'engagement au chapitre de la lutte contre le tabagisme, tandis que le tiers d'entre eux 
estiment que le fédéral devrait s'engager davantage dans cette lutte (cette proportion est plus importante 
chez ceux qui considèrent que les risques pour la santé sont graves et qu'ils s'accroissent et chez ceux 
dont l'estimation de la proportion de fumeurs dans la population est plus élevée). Un très faible nombre de 
Canadiens recommanderaient une diminution de l'engagement fédéral. Le plus souvent, les Canadiens se 
représentent le gouvernement fédéral participant à un partenariat paritaire avec les provinces et des 
organisations non gouvernementales. Autour du quart d'entre eux appuient le gouvernement fédéral dans 
un rôle de chef de file (il s'agit le plus souvent des personnes qui aimeraient que le gouvernement fédéral 
accroisse son engagement dans ce domaine). 

À la façon dont le gouvernement fédéral est d'avis qu'une démarche intégrée et coordonnée 
permettrait à la SFL T d'être pleinement fructueuse, les Canadiens recommandent que nombre de 
partenaires jouent un rôle d'importance, y compris des ONG, des professionnels de la santé, les trois 
paliers du gouvernement et même l'industrie du tabac et la population canadienne. En fait, le niveau 
d'engagement et de responsabilité que font valoir les Canadiens pour l'industrie du tabac et la population en 
général est étonnamment élevé, tandis que dans une proportion presque équivalente, les Canadiens 
appuieraient l'engagement important de toutes les parties. 
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Dans certains domaines, le gouvernement fédéral est investi d'un mandat plus clair que les 
autres paliers du gouvernement et les autres partenaires. Ce sont les compétences fédérales que les 
Canadiens appuient le plus vivement dans les domaines de la réglementation de la fabrication et de la 
vente des produits du tabac ainsi qu'en ce qui concerne la contrebande. Il ressort de chacun de ces 
exemples que les Canadiens souhaitent peut-être que la démarche soit uniforme à l'échelle du pays et 
qu'ils accorderaient dans chaque cas un important rôle de soutien au gouvernement provincial. L'abandon 
du tabac, la prévention du tabagisme chez les jeunes et la fumée secondaire sont des domaines dans 
lesquels le rôle des diverses organisations n'est pas aussi bien défini. Dans ces cas-là, les Canadiens 
envisagent plus souvent une démarche coordonnée, à laquelle prennent part bon nombre de partenaires, et 
il n'y a pas de consensus clair autour de la question de savoir qui jouerait le rôle de chef de file. Dans 
chacun de ces domaines, les Canadiens sont plus nombreux à indiquer que le gouvernement fédéral 
devrait assumer la responsabilité principale qu'à appuyer d'autres organisations dans ce rôle, mais les 
opinions sur cette question n'en demeurent pas moins partagées. 
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1. INTRODUCTION AND 
METHODOLOGY 

As a federal government program with a five-year history, the FTCS is mandated to provide 
evidence to the Treasury Board Secretariat (in the fall of 2006) about its usefulness, relevance, progress 

~ \ and cost effectiveness. This particular study is designed to g_ather information from the general f2ublic about 
the continued relevance of, and need for, the FTSC, as weil as to address questions about the role of the 

,\l:' 'l federal overnment efficiency and partnerships with others. The survey also e~ _p_ublic perceptions of :#3 
the right emphasis or mix on efforts to reach the overall population of Canadians versus more dedicated 
efforts to reach specifie audiences. 

The survey of the general public will examine the following areas: 

> Is tobacco control still viewed as an important and appropriate area for the federal government 
to be involved in? Is it perceived to serve the public interest? Ooes the public see a continued 
need? 

> Awareness in the public of federal efforts at tobacco control (and the general trends regarding 
incidence of smoking in general). 

> Is the role that the federal government is now playing seen as a useful and appropriate one? 

> What type of involvement and responsibility does the public see for other tobacco partners? 
What kinds of organizations does the public believe that the federal government should be 
involved with/creating partnerships with? For what activities and in what capacities? 

1.1 METHO[)OLOGY 

The survey included a total ot231Ycompleted interviews with Canadians over the age of 15 
(see Appendix A for the questionnaire). Residents of ail provinces and territories were included. This survey 
also included an over-sample of youth and smokers. The total number of youth is 600 cases, while there are 
800 smokers in the survey. The survey was conducted, by telephone, largely in late July and the first half of 
August 2006, although an additional300 of the 600 youth cases (and of the total 2,317 cases in the survey 
file) were added in the first half of September. Telephone numbers were selected using a r®dom digit dial 
(ROO) process to select households. No specifie effort wa~maduo randomize the selection of the 
respondent within the household. The inte~iew required an avera e of 127ninute .to administer, with 
trained, bilingual interviewers. The response rate in th~~rvey was, 49 per cent details in Appendix B). 
Twenty to 30 per cent is a typical rate of participation for a national public opinion survey. 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006· 1 ((0) 



The survey was registered with the Canadian Survey Registration Centre (CSRC). Potential 
respondents were also given the EKOS Research toll-free number. Fieldwork for this project was conducted 
by highly trained interviewers. Throughout the data collection, survey supervisors continuously monitored 
interviewing to ensure consistency of questionnaire administration and interviewing techniques. Up to eight .--~ 
~ were made to each member of the sample for which initial attempts at contact were unsuccessful. 
Follow-up ca Ils were made on subsequent days, at varying time periods to maximize the potential for 
reaching a given respondent. Appointments were made for respondents wishing to reschedule a survey. 
Daily records were kept of ail calls made, whether successful (i.e. interviews completed or appointments 
made) or not. 

Overall survey results were weighted in the analysis to reflect population proportions in terms 
of gender, age, region and smoking status. In the analysis of the findinqs', results are reported overall as 
weil as by key demographic and attitudinal sub-groups for the population overall, as weil as among youth 
and smokers specifically. Sorne multivariate analysis was also conducted in an attempt to better understand 
how attitudes coalesce, as weil as to isolate primary predictors of key outcome variables (e.g., support for a 
strong federal role in tobacco control). 

ln the report, the term "youth" described Canadians under the age of 20. Smokers include ail 
individuals who reported that they smoke tobacco products on a regular or occasional basis. The following 
table provides the sam pie sizes for major demographic groups used in the analysis, along with the 
associated margin of error for each segmenF. It should be noted that while test of sub-group differences and 
linkages across variables in the survey file were exhaustive, only those that are significant at the .05 level or 
better (and are considered substantively of interest and significant) are described in the report. A detailed 
set of findings are available under separate cover to the report. 

1 Two statistical packages were used in the analyses. StatXp, the companion software to the data collection software 
Interviewer, was used to create banner tables for the analysis. SPSS was used for some multivariate analysis. 

2 The margin of error is a measure of the accuracy of the results. The margin of error indicates how far the survey's 
results can stray from the true value in the entire population (i.e., the finding will be accurate to within a certain 
number of percentage points 19 times out of 20), in each of the segments listed. 
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Overall 1 

(n) 
2,317 

Margin of Error* 
2.0 

Smoking Status 

Age 
Under 20 4.0 600 
20-24 325 5.4 

------------------------------_------------------------ ----------------- -------------------- ----------_-_------------------------- 

25-44 494 4.4 
45 or older 886 3.3 
Region 

5.7 British Columbia 294 
Alberta 232 6.4 

----------------------------------_--_----------------- -------------------------------------- -------------------------------------- 

Saskatchewan & Manitoba 220 6.6 
Ontario 884 3.3 
Quebec 457 4.6 

--------------------_-_-------------------------------- -------------------------------------- ----------------_--------------------- 

Atlantic Provinces 230 6.5 
Gender 

,__~:~~,~,__--------------------------u------uu+------------)if5u------------t---u------u----H--- ------------- 
Education 
High school or less 

4.3 College /Some post-secondary 
University graduate or higher 

1,163 
523 
606 

2.9 

4.0 
Income 
Less than $20,000 230 6.5 

-------------_----------------------------------------- ---------~--------------------------- -------------- ----------------------- 

$20,000-$49,000 568 4.1 
$50,000-$79,000 416 4.8 

---------------------------------_--_-------------------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------- 

$80,000-$99,000 171 7.5 
-------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------- -------------------------------------- 

$100,000 or more 261 6.1 

• Calculated at the 95 per cent confidence level. That is, the ove rail are considered accu rate ta within ± 
2.0 per cent nineteen times out of twenty. 
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2. FINDINGS 

2.1 PERCEPTION OF SERIOUSNESS 
AND RISI( OF rur ISSUE 

A strong majority of Canadians believe that the harm to the health of smokers caused by 
smoking cigarettes is "very serious" (77 per cent) and a further 18 per cent characterize the hanm as 
"somewhat serious". The harm caused by second-hanc smoke (SHS) is also widely recognized: 68 per cent 
of Canadians say the harm to the health of non-smokers caused by breathing in SHS from cigarettes that 
other people are smoking is very serious and 23 per cent say somewhat serious. Youth have similar ratings 
to the overall Canadian population, while smokers rate the harm caused by smoking and second hand 
smoke to be less serious compared to non-srnokers 

Perceived Seriousness 

"How serious is .. .T' 

The harm to the health 01 smokers caused by smoking cigarettes 

aijmal·UUI 
n=600 n=800 
"Very serious" 

18 75 56 

The harm to the health 01 non-smokers caused by breathing in second 
hand smoke Irorn cigarettes that other people are smoking 

65 43 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

Not serious (1-2) Somewhat (3) • Very serious (4) 

3À:i. EKOS Research 
.~ As soctates Ine. n=2317 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Women are more likely than men to characterize the harm from smoking and SHS as very 
serious. 

> Ouebeckers and those with lower levels of education (high school or less) are less likely to 
rate the harm of smoking and SHS as serious. 
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> Within the youth group, again, the relationship on the basis of gender and smoking status 
persist. Those with a high school education or less are less apt to rate smoking as a serious 
health risk, though the difference in the rating of the seriousness of SHS is non-significant. 

> Within the smoker population, those who are in the middle age categories (25 to 44 years) 
more often rate the health risks of smoking and SHS as serious compared to those who are 45 
and older, as do parents. Smokers who provide a higher estimate of the proportion of 
Canadians who are smokers are less to characterize the health risks of smoking as serious. 
Women and smokers in Ontario are more likely to rate the health effects of SHS as serious. 
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Canadians are divided in their assessment of the evolving health risk of tobacco over time. 
While 35 per cent say that the general health risk to Canadians posed by tobacco has stayed about the 
same over the past five years, 28 per cent believe that the risk has increased and a similar proportion say 
the risk has decreased (six per cent don't know). Youth are more apt to say the health risk posed by tobacco 
has increased over the la st five years compared to older age groups. Smokers more often say the risk has 
stayed the same compared to non-smokers. 

Change in Risk 
"Would you say the health risk to Canadians generally that is posed by 

tobacco has increased, decreased or stayed about the same over the past 
5 years?" 

Increased 

MffII·'fi@ti 
n=600 n=800 

49 19 

Stayed the same 30 43 

Decreased 17 34 

DK/NR 4 4 

0% 20% 40% 60% 

~, EKOS Research 
'lfjt' Associates Ine. n=2317 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Women, those with a high school education or less and visible minorities are more likely to 
perceive the health risk posed by tobacco to have increased over the last five years. 

> Men, Canadians 45 years of age and older and university-educated individuals are more likely 
to say the risk of tobacco to Canadians has decreased. Perceived risk also tends to decrease 
as income level increases. 

> Those aged 25 to 44 and the employed are more likely to view the level of risk of tobacco as 
having stayed the same over the past five years. 

> Considering youth only, those with a high school education or less are more likely to say the 
health risk posed by tobacco has increased over the pa st five years. 

> Sub-group differences in the general public are generally replicated in the smoker group, the 
exception being the gender difference. As weil, Aboriginal smokers are more likely than non­ 
Aboriginal/non-visible minority smokers to perceive an increase in the health risk to Canadians 
posed by tobacco. 
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Note that the responses to the various indicators of seriousness of the health risk of tobacco 
and the evolving risk are highly related: individuals who believe that tobacco presents a serious health risk 
to smokers are also more likely to believe that SHS is a serious threat and are also more apt to characterize 
the health risks of tobacco to be increasing over time. Similarly, there is a positive correlation between the 
estimate of the proportion of Canadians who smoke and the evolution of the health risks associated with 
tobacco over the last five years (e.g., those who provide a higher estimate of the proportion of smokers are 
more apt to say risks have increased). This holds true in the youth and smoker sub-groups. 

Among those who indicated that the health risk of tobacco has increased over the past five 
years, the most important reasons are: smoking is "everywhere"/still see smoking (36 per cent and higher 
among youth); youth are smoking more now (28 per cent); the cancer risks are better known now (14 per 
cent) and cigarettes are now more addictive (13 per cent and higher among smokers). 

Reasons for Perceived Increase in Risk 
"Why do you think the level of health risk of tobacco has increased?" 

M1!1j·'M@?i 
n=299 n=180 

42 33 
See iVsmoking everywhere •••• 36% 

Youth smoking more now ••• 28% 

Hear more about cancer 

40 20 

Cigarettes more addictive 

Media reports 

Govt bans/legislation 

Increased stress in lite 

14% 

13% 22 

4 14 

5 

2 

Other 3 

16 18 

0% 200;1) 40% 60% 

~. EKOS Research 
.~ Associates Ine. 

(Ihase saying increased) 

n=738 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Parents are more likely to mention the influence or awareness of the link between tobacco and 
cancer. 

> Quebeckers and rural Canadians are more likely to mention the addictive properties of 
cigarettes as the reason health risks are increasing. 
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For those saying that the risk to the health of Canadians has decreased, the main reasons are: 
fewer people are now smoking (45 per cent); bans on smoking in public places (41 per cent); and greater 
public awareness of the health risks of tobacco (30 per cent). Youth are less apt to indicate that fewer 
people are smoking compared to their older counterparts (especially those 45 years and older). 

Reasons for Perceived Decrease in Risk 
"Wh Y do you think the lever of health risk of tobacco has decreased?" 

M'lffl!I_JiI@tJ 

Smoking not allowed 

45% 
n=99 

21 
n=260 

49 F ewer people smoking 

41% 43 33 

Higher public awareness 46 28 

Price~ncrease in laxes 6 5 

3 

DK/NR 7 3 

0% 40% 60% 

~. EKOS Research 
.~ Associates lnc. 

(those saying decreased) 

n=659 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Those who believe that federal government involvement in tobacco control should be curtailed 
or eliminated are also more likely to cite fewer people smoking as the reason why the risk of 
tobacco has decreased. 

> Smoking bans are more likely to be mentioned by those in the middle age category (25 to 44 
years) and by those with a university education. 
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Canadians believe that, on average, 42 per cent of the population smokes even 
occasionally - far higher than the 19 per cent of Canadians who actually do smoke. Only 12 per cent 
indicated that 20 per cent or fewer Canadians smoke. Far more believe the smoking prevalence rate to be 
21 to 39 per cent (26 per cent); between 40 and 49 per cent (15 per cent) and even as high as over 50 per 
cent (34 per cent). Youth provide a higher estimate of the proportion of Canadian that smoke, while smokers 
provide an estimate that is similar to Canadians overall. 

Estimate of Percentage of Canadians Who Smoke 
"About what percentage of ail Canadians do you think smokes even 

occasionally?" MIM lfiMti 
n=600 n=800 

Less than 20% 

21-39% 26% 

10 14 

14 24 

12 14 

32 22 

27 13 

5 12 

60% - - 
X=52% X=43% 

FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

40-49% 

50-65% 

More than 65% 

DKlNR 

0% 20% 40% 
- 
X=42% 
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> Across regions, residents of BC estimate the proportion of smokers to be lower compared to 
those in other regions, particularly Quebeckers who provide the highest estimate of the 
proportion of smokers. 

> Women assess the proportion of smokers in Canada to be higher than men, as do visible 
minorities and Aboriginal people. The estimated percentage of Canadians who smoke 
decreases as education and income increase. For example, it is estimated that an average of 
46 per cent of Canadians smoke among those with a high school education or less, whereas it 
is 38 per cent among those reporting university degrees (although both drastically 
overestimate the smoking public). 

> Within the youth group, women and those with a high school education or less provide a 
higher estimate of the proportion of Canadians who smoke. 

> The relationships on the basis of age, ancestry and socio-economic status in the general 
public persist within the smoker group. 
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2.2 GOVERNMENTINVOLVEMENTIN 
TOBACCO CONTROL 

Canadians continue to view tobacco as an important priority for government. When presented 
with a choice - "Some people say that smoking rates in Canada are decreasing and the public focus 
should now be on other health issues such as obesity or wait times. Others say that there are still 5 million 
smokers in Canada and so tobacco should continue to be a high priority" - two in three Canadians say that 
the latter statement is closer to their own point of view3 One in four say that government focus should move 
on to other health issues. Seven per cent say the government should focus on both/all issues. Youth are not 
significantly different on this issue from other Canadians. Smokers, however, are less likely than non­ 
smokers to say that tobacco should continue to be a high government priority. 

Support for Making Tobacco Control a Priority 
"Some people say that smoking rates in Canada are decreasing and 

public focus should now be on other health issues ... Others say that there 
are still 5 million smokers in Canada ... From your own point of view, 

should tobacco continue to be a high government priority?" 

No 

MtttIMIM@' 
n0600 n0800 

Yes 65% 66 48 

29 46 

Focus on both/all issues 4 4 

DK/NR 1% 2 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

~. EKOS Research 
'~ Associates Inc. n=2317 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Support for a sustained government focus on tobacco is stronger in BC and in the Atlantic 
compared to other regions and is also higher among those who perceive the health risks 
associated with tobacco (smoking or SHS) to be serious, and increasing. 

> Canadians with a high school education or less are somewhat more likely to say the 
government should now be addressing other health issues compared to those with higher 
levels of education. 

3 The ordenng of presentinp the two statements was rotated over the course of data collection to ensure that 
responses were not influenced by ordering. 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 -11 



> Within the youth group, non-smokers and those who view the health risks associated with 
smoking or SHS to be serious are more apt to say that tobacco should continue to be a high 
priority for government. 

> Among smokers, Prairie residents are less apt to say that tobacco should continue to be a 
high government priority, as are those 45 years of age and older and non-visible minority/non­ 
Aboriginal smokers. Like the general public, smokers who view the health risks of smoking and 
SHS to be serious and believe them to have increased over the last five years are more apt to 
say that tobacco should continue to be a government priority. 

More than three-quarters of Canadians (76 per cent) indicate that they could identify 
something the Government of Canada currently does in order to reduce tobacco-related disease and death 
among Canadians. Smokers are less apt than non-smokers to be aware of federal efforts to reduce disease 
and death due to tobacco. 

Awareness of Government Strategy (1) 

"Can you identify anything the Government of Canada does currently in 
order to reduce tobacco related disease and death among Canadians?" 

2% 

71 73 

4$1* IIMUt 
n=600 n=800 

"Yes" 

.Yes 
No 

!iIi DKlNR 

~. EKOS Research 
.~ Associates Inc. n=2317 FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Awareness of federal tobacco control efforts is higher among women and also increases with 
education and income. Rural dwellers and those who do not perceive the health risks 
associated with tobacco (smoking or SHS) to be serious indicate lower levels of awareness. 

> Within the youth group, only the education and income relationships found in the general 
public persist at the statistically significant level (p,.05). In addition, youth in the Atlantic are 
less apt to be aware of government programming , while those in Ontario are most likely to say 
they are aware of government action in the area. 
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> Among smokers, older smokers and those with a high school education are less apt to be 
aware of a government tobacco control strategy, while smokers who are working and non­ 
visible minonty/non-Aboriginal smokers indicate higher awareness compared to their 
counterparts. Smokers who perceive the health risks associated with smoking to be serious 
are also more likely to be aware of government action. 

Wh en asked to specify actions taken by the federal government in the area of tobacco control, 
Canadians were most likely to cite advertising related to the risks of smoking (47 per cent) and banning 
smoking in public (41 per cent), which is, in fact, largely a provincial and municipal role. A somewhat smaller 
proportion cited cigarette package warning labels (30 per cent); price/tax increases (21 per cent); 
community awareness program (17 per cent); and restricting sales to youth (10 per cent) and general 
restrictions on sales (ni ne per cent). Canadians between the age of 20-24 were less likely to cite advertising. 
The responses of smokers parallel those of Canadians overall. Since some of these are not federal 
government activities, results of the follow-up question point to an overestimation of the proportion of 

li> Canadians who actually are aware of something that the federal government does in the area of tobacco 
control. 

Awareness of Government Strategy (II) 

"What does the Government of Canada currently do to reduce tobacco­ 
related disease and death among Canadians?" 

30% 

-lMI!·liftti@tj 
n=427 n=563 
43 45 

40 37 

3B 2B 

12 22 

16 15 

6 7 

6 7 

2 

2 2 

Advertise risk of smoking ••• 47% 

Ban smoking in public .... 41 % 

Warning labels on packages 

Increase priees/taxes 

Community awareness program 

Restrict sales to youth 

General restrictions on sales 

Other 1% 

DK/NR 1% 
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> Across regions, residents of the Prairies were more likely to name advertising the risks 
associated with smoking as a federal tobacco control activity, while Quebeckers were less apt 
to do so. As education and income increase (along with propensity to be employed), so does 
the proportion naming advertising as a federal tobacco control activity. Individuals who 
characterize the health risks of tobacco (smoking or SHS) to be serious are also more likely to 
mention advertising as a federal activity 
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> Ouebeckers and women more often named smoking bans as a federal activity. Residents of 
BC and those who are working are more likely than those in other regions to indicate cigarette 
package warning labels as a federal activity. 

> Among youth specifically, youth in BC are more likely to mention cigarette package warning 
labels, while youth in Ouebec more often mention smoking bans as a federal tobacco control 
activity. Aiso among youth, men more often cite increasing taxes/priee as a federal activity, 
while women are more likely than men to mention smoking bans. 

> Like the general public, sub-group differences among smokers tend to emerge along regional 
lines: those in the Prairies and BC are more likely to mention advertising the risk of smoking as 
a federal activity (and for the latter, community awareness programs), while Ouebeckers more • 
often mention smoking bans. Albertans are less apt to mention increases in priee/taxes and a 
federal tobacco control activity. Those who perceive the health risks of smoking and SHS to be 
serious more often mention advertising compared to those who do not perceive the risks to be 
serious. 
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Ail respondents were told that, in fact, the federal government does have programs and 
legislation in place to reduce smoking-related disease and death.' When asked whether this is an 
appropriate role for the Government of Canada (or best left to others like the provinces or not-for-profit 
organizations), two-thirds (67 per cent) believe the FTCS is an appropriate role for the federal government. 
There are no significant differences on the basis of age. Smokers are less likely than non-smokers to agree 
that the FTCS represents an appropriate role for the federal government. 

Appropriateness of Role 
"The federal government does have programs and legislation in place. 

The current FTCS is an initiative to reduce srnokinq-related disease and death ... 
Is this an appropriate role for the Government of Canada, or would this role be 

best left up to others, like the Canadian Cancer Society?" 

-m!- rmMtJ 
n=600 n=800 

73 51 

25 41 

3 7 

• Yes, appropriate for federal government 
No, left to others 
DKlNR 

~. EKOS Research 
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'\) > Support for this federal role is higher in BC and the Atlantic, and weaker in Quebec. Those 
who downplay the seriousness of the health risk of tobacco (smoking or SHS), as weil as 
visible minorities and Aboriginal people are also less apt to believe the current FTCS is an 
appropriate role for the Government of Canada. Support increases with individuals' education 
and income levels. Individuals with children are also more likely to support the federal role. 

> Within the youth group, smokers and those who perceive the health risks posed by tobacco to 
be serious are more likely to support the appropriateness of a government role in tobacco 
control. 

> Among smokers, those who are 45 years and older are less apt to say the FTCS is an 
appropriate role for the federal government, as are those who do not view the health risks 
associated with tobacco to be serious. 

4 The exact text of the question was "The federal government does have programs and legislation in place. The 
current Federal Tobacco Control Strategy is an initiative to reduce smoking-related disease and death. Health 
Canada leads this strategy that in volves mass media campaigns, laws and regulations for the manufacture and sale 
of tobacco, aids for smokers to quit, along with a number of other efforts." 
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ln the area of reducing smoking, second-hand smoke and regulating tobacco, in the future, 
almost half of Canadians would like to see the federal government maintain its current level of involvement 
and one-third would like to see the federal government increase its level of involvement in this area. A 
minority - 10 per cent - would prefer the federal government reduce involvement and eight per cent would 
like the federal government to eliminate involvement in tobacco control altogether. Youth are more likely to 
favour an increasing level of government involvement compared to other age groups, while smokers are 
more apt than non-smokers to prefer that the government reduce or eliminate its involvement altogether. 

A regression model was tested to explore linkages to the opinion that the federal government 
should increase its level of involvement in the area of reducing smoking, second-hand smoke and regulating 
tobacco. Results indicate that views about government involvement in general are likely the key drivers. The ._ _, - o_ ~ __ ._ ._~ ..... ~ _. .. 
most influential elements in the model are the opinion that the p~ovinçes should _play a .strong role and that __ _...,...,-c-- '-- - - _. ~- 
tobacco should be a high priority on the fed~ral government's agenda. Thesej?redictors are fgllowed by th~ 
perceived harm caused by second-band smoke and the beliëf that the federal govemment should be .~~e 
organization with primary responsibility in a number of areas of tobacco control. Smoker .status is also 
strongly (negatively) associated with advocating stronger federal involvement in reducing smoking, second­ 
and smoke and regulating tobacco (i.e., smokers are the least likely to do so). A strong support for federal 
involvement is also linked to the number of Canadians one thinks smoke. On the face of it, this suggests 
that as people become more aware of the actual proportion of Canadians that smoke, support for strong 
federal involvement would decrease. A few other indic.~re linked to. advocating stron.g~derql 
involve_Œlent i~_ reducing _ _§_l11oking, second-h~oke and re_gulating-tobacco, althougb. Q....ê._l11uç~~sser._ 
d&gLee. Women are more likely then men to advocate a strong federal involvement. Support for federal 
involvement is also linked to support for involvement of local or regional governments (i.e., ail levels of 
government should be involved) and a higher level of responsibility ascribed to Canadians themselves. 
Appendix C presents the results of the regression model and the strength of each link to a federal 
involvement. 
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Change in Government Involvement 
"In the area of reducing smoking, second hand smoke and regulating 

tobacco, in the future, would you like to see the federal government...?" 

reduce its level of involvement 

cmlMliffiMJr' 
n=600 n=800 

49 18 

49% 39 42 
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5 21 

2 

increase its level of involvement 

maintain its current level of involvement 

eliminate its involvement altogether 

DKlNR 2% 
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> Support for increasing federal involvement in tobacco control is highest in BC and among 
visible minorities. Those who express greater concern about the seriousness and increasing 
health risks associated with tobacco and who estimate a higher proportion of the population to 
be smokers are also more apt to say the government should increase its involvement. 

> Women, those 25 to 44 years of age, the college-educated, and employed individu ais prefer 
that the goverriment maintain its current level of involvement. Those who believe the health 
risk posed by tobacco is decreasing are also more likely to favour the status quo. 

> Those who do not view the health risks associated with tobacco as serious are more apt to say 
the federal government should reduce or eliminate involvement in the area compared to non­ 
smokers. 

> Within the youth group, those who tend to support increased federal involvement in tobacco 
control are non-smokers, those with a high school education or less, parents and those who 
believe that the health risks associated with tobacco are increasing. Reducing or eliminating 
involvement is more often supported by smokers and those who do not perceive smoking­ 
related health risks to be serious 

> Among smokers, BC residents, youth and those who believe the health risks associated with 
tobacco are increasing are more apt to prefer increased federal involvement in tobacco 
control. Reducing or eliminating the federal raie is supported more often by older smokers (45 
years and older) and those who do not perceive the health risks associated with smoking or 
SHS to be serious 
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With respect to the role that the federal govemment should play vis-à-vis other partners in 
tobacco control, Canadians most often prefer that the federal government be an equal partner (55 per cent). 
One in four (25 per cent) believe the federal government should play a leadership role, while 16 per cent say 
it is appropriate that the federal govemment play a very limited role in reducing the use of tobacco. There is 
no significant difference in responses on the basis of age. Smokers are more apt th an non-smokers to say 
the federal government should play a very limited role. 

Type of Role 
"There are many partners who have an interest in reducing the use of 

tobacco. Which of the following do you think is the most appropriate role 
for the federal government to play?" 

-m!- 'MMti 
n=600 n=800 

An equal partner 55% 59 46 

A leadership role 24 18 

A very limited role 14 30 

3 7 
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> A federalleadership role is more often preferred by those who favour increased federal 
involvement in tobacco control. 

> Individuals who express concern about the seriousness of the health risks of tobacco are more 
likely than others to prefer the federal government be an equal partner in tobacco control 
efforts. 

> Quebeckers are more likely than those in other regions to say that the federal government 
should be an equal partner and less apt to view a leadership role as appropriate. 

> Those who provide a lower estimate of the proportion of Canadians who smoke and those who 
believe that the health risks associated with tobacco are not serious are more apt to say the 
federal government should play a very limited role. 

> These relationships tend to be replicated in the youth group (though not consistently at the 
significant level- i.e., rated seriousness of the health risks of tobacco and estimate of the 
proportion of Canadians who smoke become non-significant in this sub-sample). 
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> Sub-group differences within the smoker population are similar to the general public and, in 
addition, older smokers are more apt to prefer a very limited role for the federal government, 
while smokers who are parents more often favour a leadership role compared to those who 
are not parents, as do men. 

2.3 INVOL VEJ\1ENT OF DIFFERENT 
ORGANIZA TIONS 

Canadians advocate participation from a wide range of representatives in the fight to reduce 
the health risks of tobacco. At the top of the list, NGOs (such as the Canadian Cancer Society), health care 
professionals and Canadians themselves are seen as partners who should be very involved, according to 
62 to 65 per cent of Canadians. Following closely behind these are the tobacco industry, and the provincial 
and federal governments (according to 56 to 58 per cent). Only the local or regionallevel of government is a 
less obvious choice, although even they received 50 per cent support for high involvement. There is fairly 
unanimous agreement that none of these partners (with the exception of perhaps the tobacco industry at 
13 per cent) should be only minimally involved. Youth are more likely to advocate for government 
involvernent (federal and provincial) to reduce the health risks of tobacco and less apt than those in other 
age groups to see a role for Canadians themselves and the health care professions. The gap between 
srnokers and non-smokers is striking with respect to federal and provincial government involvement in the 
issue (a 21 percentage point gap between smokers and non-smokers in the proportion that indicates these 
partners should be very involved). Smokers are also less apt than non-smokers to indicate a role for ail the 
other partners mentioned. 

A regression model was also created to isolate the closest relationships to the opinion that the 
federal government should be heavily involved in reducing the health risk of smoking and second-hand 
smoke. Results indicate that views about government involvement in general are by far the strongest 
drivers. The most influential elements in the model are the opinion that provinces should play a strong role, 
and generally suggesting the federal government as the organization with primary responsibility in a number 
of areas of tobacco control. These are followed in the model by a degree of perceived harm caused by 
second-hand smoke. (The strength of this predictor, however, declines slightly in the presence of other 
variables in the model.) Being a smoker is also strongly (negatively) associated with advocating a strong 
federal role in tobacco control (i.e., smokers are unlikely to do sol. A fifth association exists with advocating 
a strong role for the tobacco industry in tobacco control (i.e., those who argue for a strong role for the 
federal government also argue for a strong role for the tobacco industry). Support for a strong federal role is 
also negatively correlated with the extent to which Canadians suggest that either provincial governments or 
Canadians themselves should take the le ad in terms of responsibility in a number of areas in tobacco 
control. (Appendix C presents the results of the regression model and the strength of each link to a strong 
federal role.) 
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Level of Involvement 
"How involved ... should be in reducing health risks of smoking and SHS?" 
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> Canadians who are the most concerned about the effects of tobacco (on smokers and others, 
believing the risk of smoking to be increasing over time) are also the strongest advocates of 
heavy federal involvement. 

> It is logical that individuals who think that there are more smokers than there really are in 
Canada argue for stronger federal involvement. While 61 per cent of Canadians who believe 
that more than half of the population smokes say the federal government should be highly 
involved, this proportion drops to 48 per cent among those who are aware that smokers 
currently make up less th an one in four Canadians. 

> The involvement of the federal government is more often argued to be strong among women, 
parents, and non-smokers, as weil as those with the highest income (compared with each of 
their counterparts). 

> Similar patterns exist with respect to gender in terms of involvement of NGOs. The 
relationships also exist for NGOs and belief in the harm and risk of smoking and the advocacy 
of an increasing (and appropriate) government role (in each case as one increases they 
advocate a larger role for NGO's). 

> Men are less likely than women to advocate a strong role for health care professionals. There 
is also an interesting and reverse relationship with awareness of the number of smokers. 
Those who know that fewer than one in four Canadians smoke are more apt to advocate for a 
strong role for health care professionals than those who think more people smoke. 

> The same relationships exist regarding involvement of Canadians themselves. Men are less 
apt than women to suggest heavy involvement. Involvement is also more strongly advocated 
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as the age of the respondent increases. It is noteworthy that the interest is also weaker in rural 
areas of the country. It is also interesting to see that the involvement of Canadians themselves 
does not de pend on the number of smokers that one thinks there are in Canada (although 
those who are more concerned with the harm and risk, and advocate an increasing role for the 
federal government, are also greater advocates for heavy involvement on the part of the 
general public). 

> Men and (to a lesser extent) the university educated are less apt than other Canadians to 
suggest a strong role for the tobacco industry. It is particularly note-worthy that Aboriginal 
people are among the most likely to say that the tobacco industry should be heavily involved 
(according to 67 per cent). This may be part of the reason that those Canadians who believe 
that more than half of Canadians smoke are particularly likely to suggest a strong involvement 
on the part of the tobacco industry. 

> The sa me patterns exist among Canadians believing in the need for strong provincial 
involvement, although the same relationship does not exist with respect to awareness of the 
proportion of Canadians who smoke. This suggests that when Canadians think about larger 
numbers of people smoking they begin to think on a more national scale (in terms of the 
problem and the solution). 

> It is Aboriginal people who are also among the most likely to say that local or regional 
governments (perhaps including Band councils on-reserve) be involved in reducing the risks of 
smoking and second-hand smoke. The other types of relationships (e.g., gender, belief that 
there are more smokers than there are, etc.) are also present in connection with regional 
government involvement. 

> With respect to the youth population, the patterns are generally the same, with a few 
exceptions. By and large, some basic demographic patterns are no longer pronounced (e.q., 
differences by gender and income) and more regional patterns begin to emerge. Specifically: 

o ratings of the involvement of the federal government does not show any 
differences by gender or proportion of Canadians believed to smoke; 

o responses regarding provincial involvement shows no differences by 
income or perception of harm caused by tobacco or general risk to 
Canadians; 

o ratings of the involvement of NGOs shows no differences by gender or 
perception of harm or risk of tobacco. Youth in the Atlantic are most apt 
to emphasize NGO involvement (77 per cent); 

o no differences exist in suggested involvement of health professionals by 
gender or perception of how man y Canadians smoke or the harm/risk 
caused by tobacco; 

o no differences exist in suggested involvement of the tobacco industry by 
gender, smoking status, perception of how many Canadians smoke or 
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the harm/risk caused by tobacco, or among Aboriginal and non­ 
Aboriginal youth. There is, however, a fairly pronounced urban/rural 
split, with urban youth suggesting greater industry involvement; 

o emphasis on local or regional government involvement is more 
pronounced among BC youth and least in Ouebec. No differences exist 
by gender or smoking status; and, 

c the involvement of Canadians themselves is no different along gender 
or income lines or by smoking status. Aboriginal youth are more apt to 
emphasise Canadians themselves than other youth, as are youth who 
think that a large proportion of Canadians smoke. 

> ln terms of the smokers specifically, the following change from the overall pattern of Canadian 
responses: 

o suggested federal involvement no longer differs along gender or 
income; 

c ratings of the involvement of health profession ais decreases with age 
(which is the reverse of the overall pattern among ail Canadians); 

othe emphasis placed on the involvement of the tobacco industry is 
stronger than average among smokers in British Columbia and weaker 
among smokers in Alberta. A number of other differences (i.e., by 
education, Aboriginal status, awareness of incidence of smoking) 
disappear; 

c ratings of the involvement of local or regional governments is lower than 
average among smokers in Ouebec, youth smokers and those living in 
urban areas, relative to the rest of the smoking population; 

c emphasis on the involvement of Canadians themselves is more 
pronounced among youth smokers than it is among smokers of other 
ages. The urban-rural split found in the overall population disappears 
among smokers. 
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Î' 
1 

2.4 ORGANIZATIONS \VITH 
RESPONSIBILrry FOR DIFFERENT 
ELEfV1ENTS OF TOBACCO CONTROL 

Canadians hold varying opinions on who should have the primary responsibility for tobacco 
control, depending on the specifie area of control being explored. Also, although the y can often see a ciear 
choice in terms of organization with the primary responsibility, they rarely see just one organization being 
involved, echoing the results presented in the previous section. Canadians were presented with six different 
areas of tobacco control (prevention of youth who take up of smoking, harm reduction through regulation of 
manufacturing and sale of tobacco products, protection through reduction of smuggling, cessation through 
support programs for smokers trying to quit, and protection through reduced exposure to second-hand 
smoke). In each case, Canadians were offered a choice of seven partners (including Canadians 
themselves) and were asked to select the one that should have the primary responsibility, and then any 
others that should also have some responsibility in the area. 
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Looking first at prevention, Canadians themselves are given the primary responsibility by the 
largest portion of the public (34 per cent). The federal government runs a close second at 24 per cent, 
followed by the provincial government (14 per cent). Particularly among those selecting either Canadians 
themselves or the federal government, the provincial govemment is most often selected as another partner 
that should have some involvement (41 per cent), followed by health care professionals (29 per cent). There 
were no significant differences in the youth responses. Smokers were more likely than non-smokers to 
suggest that Canadians themselves have the primary responsibility to reduce youth who take up of smoking. 

Responsibility for Targeting Youth 
"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to reduce the number of 

youth who take up smoking, and then who else?" 

DD MAIN WHO ELSE DD 
n=600 n=795 n=583 n=759 

25 37 34% Canadians themselves 24 22 

17 25 Federal government 25 22 

18 13 Provincial government 41% 32 34 

14 6 Local/regional government 22 20 

6 6 Non-govtlnon-profit organizations 19 18 

9 5 T obacco industry 14 15 

8 4 Health care professionals 29% 22 25 

3 4 3% DKlNR 9 16 

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

n=2306 n=2230 
~. EKOS Research 
'l::f!Ç Associates tnc. FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 
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The following table presents results for those selecting Canadians themselves, the three levels 
of government, and the tobacco industry. As shown, those advocating Canadians in the primary role most 
often included the federal government and health care professionals for additional roles. Among those 
suggesting the federal government in the primary role, typically the provincial government is also suggested 
as having a role, followed by Canadians themselves. Those placing the local government in the central role 
most often suggested Canadians themselves in a secondary role. Finally, those isolating the tobacco 
industry for the primary responsibility most often selected the federal government (followed by Canadians 
themselves) as also having responsibility. 

SECONDARY ROLE (Selected 2nd) 

Canadians Federal Provincial Local/Regional 
Themselves Government Government Government 

(n=762) (n=498) (n=335) (n=201) 

Tobacco 
Industry 
(n=157) 

NGO 
(n=133) 

PRIMARY ROLE (Selected 1'1) 

The federal government 32 0 38 21 55 
-----_----------------------------------- ---- --------------------- --------------------- - ----------------_- --- -------------------------- -----_---------------- --- 

38 72 0 45 42 
"_------------- ---------------------------------------- --- --------------------- ----------------------- ---------------------- --------------------------- ---------------------- --- ---------_-------- 
Your local/regional government 26 28 26 0 25 17 

-------------- -------------------- ------------------- ---_ ------------ ------- ----------------------- ---------------------- ------------ -------------- _--------------------- --------------------_. 

o 

21 
30 Your provincial government 

Non-governmentlnon-profit organization 23 27 23 
---------------------------------- -------- --- - -------- ----- - ---------- ----------- ----------- ---------------------- --- ----------------------- -----_._--------------- ---------------------- 

18 21 
Health care profession ais 36 28 29 25 23 31 

----------------------------------------------- --------------------------------- -- ----------------- -- ---------------- ----- ------------ --------- - ----------------------- -------_._------------- 
The tobacco industry 19 23 13 10 0 6 -----_._-_ .. _--- --------------------------------------- ----- --------------- ----- ----------------------- ---------------------- ---------------- ---------- --_ .. _----------------- --------------------- 
Canadians themselves 32 34 36 33 39 

> The federal government was selected more often for primary responsibility by Canadians with 
more education and those who are parents. There are also strong linkages to perceived harm, 
risk and role of government in general. (Those perceiving more harm from smoking and 
second-hand smoke, an increasing risk over time and need for greater government 
involvement were also more apt to select the federal government.) 

> Quebecers, women, and Canadians who are over 45 years of age (relative to other 
Canadians) were more likely to suggest that Canadians themselves have the primary 
responsibility to reduce youth take-up of smoking. 

> Among youth and smokers more specifically, most of the patterns of difference disappear. 
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With respect to harm reduction through the regulation of manufacturing of tobacco products, 
the federal government is seen as clearly having the primary role (at 57 per cent). On the other hand, 20 per 
cent of Canadians see this as being the responsibility of the tobacco industry. No other tobacco control 
partner is given a significant primary role in this area. Others seen as having a role are the provincial 
government and, to a lesser degree, the federal government, the tobacco industry and NGOs. There are no 
significant differences on the basis of age or smoker/non-smoker status. 

Responsibility for Reducing Harm 
"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to regulate the manufacturing 

of tobacco products to reduce harm to smokers, and th en who else?" 

aD MAIN WHOELSE aD 
n=301 n=399 n=289 n=371 
45 50 57% Federal government 20% 24 23 

19 24 20% Tobacco industry 21% 24 19 

12 4 Provincial government 42% 34 41 

7 5 Non-govVnon-profit organizations 19% 16 17 

4 6 Canadians themselves 16 13 

8 4 Health care professionals 18% 15 19 

2 Local/regional government 14 9 

4 6 DKlNR 11 11 

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0% 20% 40'% 60% 80% 100% 

n=1209 (half sample) n=1152 o EKQS Research 
Associates lnc. 

FTes General Public Survey, 2006 

Those viewing the federal government as having the lead role most often select the provincial 
government (56 per cent) and then the tobacco industry (30 per cent) as also having a role to play. Among 
the Canadians suggesting that the tobacco industry has the primary role, the federal government is then 
most often selected as also having some responsibility (according to 57 per cent of those who picked the 
industry as the lead). 

Your local/regional government 9 

PRIMARY ROLE 

Federal Tobacco 
SECONDARY ROLE Government (n=624) Industry (n=243) 
The federal government 0 56 

---------------------------------------------------- -----------_ --------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------- 
Your provincial government 56 23 

----------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------- 
15 

----------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------- 
Non-governmentlnon-profit organization 19 15 

----------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------- 
Health care profession ais 17 18 

-----------------------------------------------------------_----- --------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------- 
The tobacco industry 29 0 

--------------------------------------------- ------------------- --------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------- 
Canadians themselves 14 14 
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> Residents of Quebec, men, non-smokers, and those with higher levels of education and 
income are each more likely than other Canadians to suggest that the federal government 
have the primary role. Those who are aware that fewer than one in four Canadians smoke are 
also more apt to point to the federal government in this area. This is also true of those who 
believe that smoking and second-hand smoke are harmful, and individuals who believe that 
the federal government should play an increasing role in tobacco control. 

> The tobacco industry is more often cited as having a primary responsibility by residents of 
Alberta, women, and 25 to 44 year old Canadians (although in each of these cases the federal 
government is still cited also twice as often). It is interesting to note that Canadians who 
suggest that the federal government should play a reduced role in tobacco control in general 
are more likely than other Canadians to say that the tobacco industry should be the primary 
regulator of manufacturing. 

> It is noteworthy that Aboriginal people are considerably more likely than others to suggest that 
Canadians themselves should have the primary responsibility for regulating manufacturing 
(16 percent). 

> It is also of interest to note that Canadians who believe that the federal role should be 
eliminated entirely from tobacco control in general are more apt than others to advocate 
Canadians themselves in the primary role in product regulation. 

> Among youth more specifically, most of the patterns of difference disappear. 

> Among smokers some of the demographic patterns disappear, although there are still 
differences by gender and perception of the harm and risk of tobacco and the appropriateness 
of the federal role. 
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ln a slightly different area from regulating the manufacturing of tobacco products, respondents 
were also asked about who should have the primary responsibility for regulating the sales of tobacco 
products. The results, however, are virtuaily the same as they are for regulation of manufacturing products, 
with 61 per cent advocating the federal government in the primary role, and the provincial government as 
also having sorne (but not the primary) responsibility (51 per cent). As with the results regarding 
manufacturing, those who selected the federal government in the driver seat on regulating sales, largely 
selected the provincial govemment as a secondary (and vice versa) source of responsibility. There are no 
significant differences among youth and smokers. 

Responsibility for Regulating Sales 
"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to regulate the sale of 

tobacco products, and then who else?" 
DD 
n=307 n=422 

43 52 61% 
25 16 

7 11 

12 9 

7 3 

3 

2 3 

3 5 

MAIN WHO ELSE DD 
n=300 n=398 

29 14 

51% 37 49 

12 12 

12 10 

20 13 

10 10 

10 8 

11 19 

Federal government 

18% Provincial government 

Canadians themselves 

Tobacco industry 

Locallregional government 

3% Health care prolessionals 

2% Non-govt!non-profit organizations 

3% DKlNR 
100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

n=1244 (hall sample) n=1200 
~. EKOS Research 
.~ Associates Inc. FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> The federal government is more often assigned the lead role by Quebecers, as weil as those 
who believe the risk of tobacco to be decreasing, and individuals who believe that tobacco 
control is an appropriate federal role to be playing, compared with other Canadians. Residents 
of British Columbia are more apt to see their provincial government in the lead role, as is also 
the case with youth. 

> There is a greater tendency for Aboriginal people to assign responsibility to Canadians 
themselves (15 per cent do) than non-Aboriginal people (although the majority of Aboriginal 
people still assign the lead role to the federal govemment). 

> Among youth more specifically, most of the patterns of difference disappear. 

> Among smokers most of the demographic patterns still hold. 
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The federal government is even more of an obvious (and singular) choice for holding the 
primary responsibility for reducing smuggling (according to 73 per cent of Canadians). Provincial 
governments are the only other possibility, but running a distant second at 11 per cent. On the other hand, 
provincial governments are seen as another partner that should have some responsibility (based on 
responses from 59 per cent of individuals). No others stand out. Most of those who singled out the federal 
government for primary responsibility also indicated provincial governments as another responsible party. 
Similarly, among those who suggest provincial governments in a primary role, also suggested involvement 
from federal governments It is interesting to note that even in an area such as this six per cent of 
respondents believe that Canadians themselves should have the primary responsibility. The response of the 
youth and smoker sub-groups are sirnilar to those of their respective counterparts. 

Responsibility for Reducing Smuggling 
"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to reduce smuggling of 

DO 
cigarettes, and then who else?" 

MAIN WHO ELSE 1111 
n=301 n=405 n=292 n=380 

55 6773% Federal government 20 13 

14 13 11% Provincial government 59% 47 56 

11 8 Canadians themselves 15% 17 15 

7 3 Local/regional government 17% 16 16 

7 4 Tobacco industry 14 9 

2 0 1% Non-govVnon-profit organizations 8 5 

0 Health care prolessionals 6 4 

2 5 DKlNR 14% 12 18 

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0%, 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

n=1203 (half sam pie) n=1160 
~. EKOS Research 
'~ Associates Ine FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 

> Canadians living in British Columbia and the Atlantic provinces, as weil as urban dwellers are 
more likely than other residents across the country to put the federal government in the driver 
seat in the area of reducing smuggling. This tendency also increases with education and 
income, as weil as among those who are aware than fewer than one in four Canadians 
currently smoke. This is also the case with people who think that the risk from tobacco is 
decreasing over time, but who (nonetheless) think that the Government of Canada should be 
increasing its role. 

> Among youth more specifically, most of the patterns of difference disappear. 

> Among smokers some of the demographic patterns disappear, although there are still 
differences by perception of the harm and risk of tobacco and the appropriateness of the 
federal role, and rural smokers still place a greater degree of emphasis on a provincial role 
compared with urban smokers. 
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Responsibility for Cessation 

Cessation, through support programs and activities designed to help smokers quit, is an area 
many partners are seen as having some level of responsibility for. In terms of primary responsibility, the 
federal government is at the fore with 30 per cent. This is followed closely by provincial governments, NGOs 
and health care professionals. A similar picture is presented with regard to possible partners with additional 
responsibility with provincial governments in the lead at 39 per cent. There are no significant differences on 
the basis of age or smoker/non-smoker status. 

"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility for programs and activities to 
reduce the number of smokers, like programs to help smokers quit, and then who ail MAIN else?" WHO ELSE ail 

n=598 n=797 n=590 n=766 

23 30 Federal governmenl 23 20 

21 15 Provincial govemmenl 39% 30 36 

15 15 Non-govtJnon-profilorganizations 28% 26 22 

10 11 Health care profession ais 29% 22 26 

9 14 Canadians themselves 21 20 

13 7 Local/regional governmenl 24 16 

6 5 Tobacco industry 11 12 

4 2% DKlNR 6 11 

100% 80% 60<'>/0 40% 20% 0% 0'% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

n=2312 n=2260 o EKOS Research 
Associates Inc. FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 
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ln cases where the federal government is suggested for the le ad responsibility, many other 
partners are suggested for additional responsibility (although provincial governments top the list) (see table 
below). When provincial governments are indicated as the lead, virtually ail partners are suggested equally 
for additional responsibility (which is also the case when Canadians themselves are suggested in the le ad 
role). When NGOs are suggested as the lead, the federal government and health care professionals are 
suggested equally in a secondary role. Although few selected the tobacco industry as having the primary 
responsibility, among those who did, about half suggested the federal government as also having a role to 
play. 

SECONDARY ROLE (Selected 2nd) 

Federal 
Government 

(n=636) 

Provincial 
Government 

(n=397) 

Non-gov./ 
Non-Profit Canadians 

Themselves 
(n=262) 

Tobacco 
Industry 
(n=108) 

PRIMARY ROLE (Selected 1st) 

Organizations 
(n=357) 

34 32 38 52 
---------------------------------------- ------------- ----------------------- ------ ---------------- ------------------------ ---------------_------ ----------------------- 
Your provincial government 69 0 38 40 31 

------------------------------------------ ----------------_ ----------------------- ------ ---------------- ------------------------ ---------------------- ----------------------- 
25 22 23 9 

The federal government 0 

Your local/regional government 28 
Non-governmentlnon-profit organization 34 33 0 33 23 

------------------------------------------------------------ ----------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------ ---------------------- ------------------ 
Health care profession ais 34 31 39 38 17 

------------------------------------------ ------------- ----- ----------------- ----------------------- ------_--------_-------- -------------------- ------------------------ 
The tobacco industry 19 11 12 21 0 

--------------------------------------_ -------------------- ----------------------- ----------------------- -----_------------------ ---------------------- ----------------- 
Canadians themselves 24 24 27 0 17 

> The federal (primary) role is more popular among Canadians reporting the highest household 
income levels ($100, 000 or more). It is also suggested more often among those who see a 
need for increasing federal involvement (and think of it as an appropriate federal role). 

> A provinciallead is more commonly advocated in Quebec and among the university-educated 
(and those reporting the highest household incomes) than elsewhere in Canada. 

> Among youth more specifically, most of the patterns of difference disappear. 

> Among smokers most of the demographic patterns disappear, although there are still 
differences by perception of the harm and risk of tobacco and the appropriateness of the 
federal role, and employed smokers still place a greater degree of emphasis on the federal 
government compared with those not employed. 
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The issue of second-hand smoke is an interesting one. Although more suggest a lead role for 
the federal government (34 per cent), a fair number also advocate provincial governments or Canadians 
themselves in the lead role (24 and 21 per cent, respectively). Provincial governments are typically selected 
for some level of responsibility, even if it is not always the primary role. Fort y-one per cent of those that 
selected someone else in the lead responsibility also picked provincial governments for some level of 
involvement, followed by Canadians themselves and local or regional government. In the case of second­ 
hand smoke, when the federal government is not selected for primary responsibility, it is only the fourth most 
popular choice for any responsibility. Youth responses do not differ significantly on this item from other age 
groups. Smokers are less apt than non-smokers to select the federal or provincial governments as having 
primary responsibility. It is also smokers who more often than non-smokers suggest that Canadians 
themselves should take the lead on reducing second-hand smoke. 

Responsibility for Reducing Second-Hand Smoke 
"Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to reduce Canadians' 

exposure to second hand smoke in public places/workplaces, and th en who el se?" a. MAIN WHO ELSE a. 
n=600 n=797 n=586 n=736 

31 27 23 21 Federal government 

Provincial government 

Canadians themselves 

34% _.41% 
26% 

27% 

28 17 35 37 

24 19 

27 21 

17 33 

13 9 Local/regional government 

3% Non-govllnon-profit organizations 

2% Health care professionals 

1 % Tobacco industry 9 12 

9 20 

3 3 13 17 

3 2 11 18 

4 

2 

2 

7 4% DKlNR 

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 

n=2314 n=2212 
~. EKOS Research 
.~ Associates lnc. FTCS General Public Survey, 2006 
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Among those selecting the federal government in the lead role, most (73 per cent) also 
selected provincial governments for some involvement (see table below). Among those selecting provincial 
governments in the lead role, the federal government is tied with local governments and Canadians 
themselves for additional responsibility. Where respondents selected local governments for the primary 
responsibility, provincial governments and Canadians themselves are selected for additional responsibility 
more often than the federal government. 

SECONDARY ROLE (Selected 2"d) 

PRIMARY ROLE (Selected 151) 
Federal Provincial Canadians Local 

Government Government Themselves Government 
(n=730) (n=550) (n=508) (n=259) 

The federal government 0 39 33 24 
----------------------------- --------------------------------- --------------------------- --------------------------- ---------------------------- ----------------_------- 
Your provincial government 73 0 33 48 

--------------------------------------------------------------- ---- ---------------------- --------------------------- ---------------------------- ------------------------------ 
Your local/regional government 34 35 23 0 

:::~~n-2~~~~~:~~n-~~~~~E~~!i!:~~g:~~i~~~i~~::-:::f::::::::::-:1~:::::::::::: ::::-:::::::i~:::::::::::: ::::::::::::~:~::-:::::: : :::::::---:::~_?_::::::------- 
Health care professionals 18 16 18 15 

-------------------------------------------------------------_- --------------------------- --------------------------- ---------------------------- ----------------------- 
The tobacco industry 14 10 11 8 ---C~-~~dj~~-~-;h-~~~~;~~~-----------------------------r----------29------------ -----------36------------ -------------0-------------- ------------38-------- 

> Provincial (primary) responsibility is more often suggested by Canadians with the highest 
levels of education and income. 

> There are only minimal regional differences, although fewer residents of Alberta place the 
primary emphasis on the federal government (with more placing it at the regional or local 
level). A slightly larger proportion of Ontarians suggest that Canadians have the primary 
responsibility and the federal role is given marginally stronger emphasis in Quebec. 

> Both levels of government are selected for the lead role more often by people who think that 
smoking is harmful. Only the federal government is selected, however, for primary 
responsibility by those who think that second-hand smoke is harmful (and those who would 
like to see the federal government increase its role, and see it as one that is appropriate). 

> Canadians who do not see tobacco as harmful, would like to see the federal role eliminated 
and do not see it as an appropriate federal role, are more likely to suggest that Canadians 
themselves should have the primary responsibility in this area. 

> Among youth specifically, there are no longer any differences by income or gender, although 
the other patterns still hold. Aboriginal youth are also more likely than non-Aboriginal youth to 
suggest involvement from the tobacco industry (although to a much smaller degree). 

> Among smokers most of the demographic patterns disappear, although there are still 
differences by perception of the harm and risk of tobacco and the appropriateness of the 
federal role. 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006· 33 



ApPENDIXA 

QUES'rIC)NNAIIZE 
(ENGLISH AND FRENCH) 



Hello, my name is and l work for Ekos Research Associates. 
We are conducting a survey for HeaIth Canada to obtain the views of Canadians 
16 years of age or older on a variety of issues. AlI of yOl1r responses to the 
survey are completely confidential and no p e r s on a l i n f o rrna t i on w.ill be provided 
to Health Canada or any other organizatiol1 as A rpsult of this survey. 
The interview will take e,bout ]0 minutes. [:cc; now a good time? 

'*NOTE: THEY MUST BE UNDER L5 YEARS OLD OR SMOKERS TO DO THE SURVEY SO IF YOU 
I;f-~T l<IClŒD OUT OF THE SURVEY, CODE QF. 

@F6 @intro 
Notes 
@NOTI 
@NOT2 
@NOT3 
@NOT4 
@not5 
@not6 

29: RECAL 
1 => * if IF((ROT5=#1),1,2) 

in public places . 
in workplaces . 

1 
2 

1 30: -- SMK7S 
At the present time do yon smoke cigarettes (rnanufactured or roll yom own) every 
day, occasionally, or not at ail? 
Not at ail . 
Occasionally . 
Every day .. 
DKJNR .. 

. 1 
. 2 
. 3 
.9 

31: SMKRS 
1=> * if IF((SMK7S=#2,#3),I,2) 

Smoking status 
Smoker 1 
Non-srnoker 2 

32: SMK2S 
1=> +1 if NOT (SMKRS=# 1) 

PROBE FOR PRECISE NUMBER PER DAYIF TOLD ABOUT# OF "PACKS" 
On average, how many cigarettes do yon smoke per day') 
DKJNR.. . .. . .. 99 
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33: SMK9S 

1=> +1 if SMKRS=#l 

Have you smoked at least 100 cigarettes in your life? 
Yes 1 
No 2 
OKJNR 9 

34: SMR2S 
1 => * if IF((SMKRS=#1),1,IF((SMK9S=#1),2,3)) 

Smoking status 
Smoker. 1 
Past smoker 2 
Non-smoker 3 

35: AGEXS 

In what year were you born? NOTE: ANSWER THE FULL YEAR, I.E. 1977 as 
" 1977" 
HESITANT. 9999 

36: AGEYS 

1=> +1 if NOT (AGEXS=#I) 
May 1 place your age into one of the following general age categories? 
Under 25 01 
25-34 years 02 
35-44 years 03 
45-54 years 04 
55-64 years 05 
65 years or older 06 
(DO NOT READ) DKlNR 99 

37: AGES 

=> * if IF((AGEXS>1981 AND AGEXS<1991),I,IF((AGEXS>1971 
AND AGEXS<1982),2,IF((AGEXS>1961 AND 
AGEXS< 1972),3 ,IF( (AGEXS> 1951 AND 
AGEXS<1962),4,IF((AGEXS> 1941 AND 
AGEXS< 1952),5,IF((AGEXS>= 1900 AND 
AGEXS< 1942),6,AGEYS)))))) 

Computed age 
Under 25 01 
25-34 years 02 
35-44 years 03 
45-54 years 04 
55-64 years 05 
65 years or older 06 
(DO NOT READ) DKlNR 99 
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38: SEX 1 
1=> INT if SMR2S=#2-#3 AND AGES=#2-#7 

DONOTA8K 
Record gender of respondent 
Male............. . 1 
Female 2 

40: SERPR 
Please tell me if you think that each of the following is very, somewhat, not very 
or not at ail serious ... 

41: SER2 
The harm to the health of smokers caused by smoking cigarettes 

~ ~ ~~~ :~~ s:e~~:ss:::::: .::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::: :::: ::::::::::::: ~ 
Somewhat serious 3 
Very serious 4 
Don't know .. . .. 8 
No response 9 

42: SER3 
The harm to the health of non-smokers caused by breathing in second hand smoke 
[rom cigarettes that other people are smoking 
Not at ail serious . 1 
Not very serious 2 
Somewhat serious............ . 3 
Very serious . 
Don't know .. 

. ..... 4 
. .. 8 

9 No response . 

43: RISK2 
Would you say the health risk to Canadians generally that is posed by tobacco has 
increased. decreased or stayed about the sa me over the past 5 years? 
Increased.. . . 
Stayed the same .. 
Decreased .. 
Don't know .. 
No response . 

. 1 
. 2 
.. 3 

. 8 
.................................................... 9 
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44: WHYI 

1=> +1 if NOT (RISK2=#I) 

~ Why do you think the level of health risk of tobacco has increased? 
y outh smoking more now 01 
See itlsmoking everywhere (GENERAL VIEWS: PERV ASIVE, AV AILABLE )02 
Hear more about someone with cancerldisease these days (INCLUDES AGING 
POPULATION, HEALTH ISSUES ) 03 
Other (specify) 77 0 
DK/NR 99 X 
CIGARETTES ARE MORE ADDICTIVE/MORE CHEMICALSIMORE 
ADDITIVES 04 N 
MEDIA REPORTS 05 N 
INCREASED STRESS IN PEOPLE'S LIVES/JOBS 06 N 
GOVERNMENT AL BANS/LEGISLATIONIPOLlCIES/REACTIONS 07 N 

45: WHYD 
1 => +1 if NOT (RISK2=#3) 

See/know fewer and fewer people smoking these days/MORE PEOPLE QUITING 
(GENERAL VIEWS) 02 
Smoking not allowed in public places anymore/GIVERNMENT AL LEGISLATION 03 
Other (specify) 77 0 
DK/NR 99 X 
PRICE/INCREASE IN TAXES 04 N 

8 
46: 
About what percentage of a1l Canadians do you think smokes even occasionally? 
DK/NR 999 

SMPER 

47: CONT2 
1=>+1 if NOT(ROT7=#1) 

Sorne people say that smoking rates in Canada are decreasing and public focus 
should now be on other health issues such as obesity or wait times. Other people 
say that there are still 5 million smokers in Canada and so tobacco should continue 
to be a high priority. From your own point of view, should tobacco continue to be 
a high government priority? 
Yes 1 
No 2 
(DO NOT READ) Focus on both/all issues 3 
(DO NOT READ) Don't know 8 
(DO NOT READ) No response 9 
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/0 

48: CNT2B 
1 => + 1 if NOT(R0T7=#2) 

Some people say that there are still 5 million smokers in Canada and so tobacco 
should continue to be a high priority. Other people say that smoking rates in 
Canada are decreasing and public focus should now be on other health issues such 
as obesity or wait limes. From your own point of view, should tobacco continue to 
he a high government priority? 
yes.................................................................................................................. . 1 
No.. .. . 2 
(DO NOT READ) Focus on both/all issues.. .. . .. .. ..3 
(DO NOT READ) Don't know 8 
(DO NOT READ) No response 9 

49: A~VAR 
Can you identify anything the Govemment of Canada does currently in order to 
reduce tobacco related disease and death among Canadians? 
Yes . 1 
No........ . 2 
DKlNR.. . 9 

50: AWAR2 
1=> +1 if NOT(AWAR=#I) 

Id- 
DO NOT READ LiST 
What does the Government of Canada currently do to reduce tobacco-related 
disease and death among Canadians? 
Ban smoking in public places.... 01 
Advertising about risk of smoking . . 02 
Waming labels of packages..... . 03 
Increase prices/higher taxes.......... . .. 04 
Restriction on sales of cigarettes to youth '.. . 05 
General restrictions on sales of tobacco products . 07 
Community/educational (school) awareness programs(lNCLUDES STOP SMOKING CAMPAIGNES 
AND HOT UNES) .. . 06 
Other (specifyj.i..; .. 77 0 
(DO NOT READ) Don't know 98 X 
(DO NOT READ) No response. . 99 X 
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51: FTCS 
The federal government does have programs and legislation in place. The current 
Federal Tobacco Control Strategy is an initiative to reduce smoking-related 
disease and death. Health Canada Ieads this strategy that involves mass media 
campaigns, Iaws and regulations for the manufacture and sale of tobacco, aids 
for smokers to quit, along with a number of other efforts. Is this an 
appropriate role for the Government of Canada, or would this role be best left 
up to others, like the provinces or not for profit organizations Iike the 
Canadian Cancer Society? 

l - Yes, appropriate for federal government 
2 - No, better left to others 
9 - DK/NR 

@FTCS 

\~ 
52: 
In the are a of reducing smoking, second hand smoke and regulating tobacco, in the 
future, would you like to see the federal government increase its level of 
involvement, maintain its CUITent level of involvement, reduce its level of 
involvement or eliminate its involvement altogether. 
Increase involvement 1 
Maintain involvement 2 
Reduce involvement 3 
Eliminate involvement 4 
DKJNR 9 

INVOL 

53: PARTN 

There are many partners who have an interest in reducing the use of tobacco. 
Which of the following do you think is the most appropria te role for the federal 
government to play? 
A leadership role 1 
An equal partner with the provinces and not for profit organizations like the 
Canadian Cancer Society 2 
A very limited role, assisting and/or coordinating with the provinces and not for 
profit organizations 3 
DKJNR 9 

54: MNVO 
There are a variety of organizations that have an interest in tobacco and health. 
Please indicate how much involvement you feel each of the following 
organizations or groups of individuals should have in reducing the health risks of 
smoking and second hand smoke. Please use a 7-point sc ale where 1 is not ail 
involved, 7 is extremely involved and 4 is somewhat. 
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1 
1 

55: INVOl 
How involved. .. should be in reducing health risks of smoking and SHS 
The federal govemment 
1. Not al ail involved . 
2 .. 

. 1 
.. 2 

.. 3 
..:1 Somewhat involved . 
S. 
6. 

.................................................................................... 4 
. 5 

.. 6 

56: 
How involved ... should be in reducing health. risks of smoking and SHS 

INV02 

7. Extremely involved 7 
DKlNR............. . 9 

The provincial government 
1. Not at ail involved . . 
2 . .. .. 
3 . . 

. .... 1 
.. 2 
.3 

4. Somewhat involved 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. Extremely invo\ved... .7 
DK/NR. . 9 

57: 
How involved. .. should be in reducing health risks ofsmoking and SHS 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer 
Society 
1. Not al ail invo\ved 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. Sornewhat involved 4 
5 5 
fi... .. 6 

INV03 

7. Extrernely involved .. 
DKNR.. . . 

.. 7 
. 9 

58: INV04 

2 .. 
. 1 

. 2 
... 3 
. .. 4 

How involved .. should be in rcducing health risks of smoking and SHS 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists 
1. Not al all involved . . . 

] . 

5 
6. 

............... . ..... 5 
........................................ 6 

.. 7 
. 9 

4. Somewhat involved. 

7. Extrernely involved .. 
DK/NR ... 
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59: INV05 

The tobacco industry 
1. Not at ail involved 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. Somewhat involved 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. Extremely involved 7 
DKINR 9 

60: INV06 

Your local or regional government, such as the health board 
1. Not at ail involved 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. Somewhat involved 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. Extremely involved 7 
DKJNR 9 

61: INV07 

Canadians themselves 
1. Not at ail involved 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. Somewhat involved 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. Extremely involved 7 
DKJNR 9 

63: 
Next, 1 would like you to think about the organization that should be responsible 
for different activities. For each one 1 will ask you which one you think should 
have the main responsibility and then which other organizations, if any, should 
also have sorne responsibility ... 

RESP 
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64: RESPI 
1=> + 1 if NOT(ROTl=#l) 

ACCEPTONLY 1 ANSWER 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to regulate the 
manufacturing of tobacco products to reduce harm to smokers. This could be 

4 through research to find ways of reducing nicotine content in cigarettes, for 
cxarnple. Shoulcl it be ..... (read list)/ Woulcl you like me to read the list again? 
The federal government.. 01 
Your provincial government 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health boarcl) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canaclians themselves 10 
DKlNR 99 X 

65: RSPIB 
1=> +1 if NOT(RESPI=#I-#lO) 

b 
ACCEPT ALL THAT APPLY 
Who else do you think should have responsibility for regulating the manufacturing 
of tobacco products to reduce harn1 to smokers. WouId you like me to read the list 
again? Is there anyone eIse? ~ 
The federal government. 01 
Your provincial govemment........ . 02 
Your local or regional govemment (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- . 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 

The tobacco industry . 
........................................................................ 07 

. 08 
.................. 09 

Canadians themse Ives 10 
DK/NR.... . 99 X 
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66: RESP2 

you think the MAIN responsibility to reduce the number 
youth who take up smoking Should it be .... (read list) / Would you Iike me to read 
the list again? 
The federal government 01 
Your provincial government 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKINR 99 X 

67: RSP2B 
1=> + 1 if NOT(RESP2=# 1-# 10) 

Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- , 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKINR 99 X 
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68: RESP3 
1 => + 1 if NOT(ROT3=#I) 

Who do you think should have the l'vIAIN responsibility to reduce smuggling of 
cigarettes Should it be .... (read list),' Would you like me to read the list again? 
The federal go vern ment.. . 01 

0\ Your provincial govemment 02 
Your local or regional govemment (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists . 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKlNR 99 X 

69: RSP3B 
1=> +1 if NOT(RESP3=#I-#10) 

ACCEPTALL THAT APFLY 
Who el se do you think should have responsibility to reduce smuggling of 
cigarettes Would you like me to read the Iist again? Is there anyone else?C/ 
The federal govemment.. . 
Your provincial government..... . 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 

04 

01 

Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations Iike the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals Iike doctors, nurses and dentists .. . .. 06 

........................................ 07 
08 

--------------------------------- , 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKlNR...... . 99 X 

The tobacco industry . 
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70: RESP4 

Who do you think programs 
activities to reduce the number of smokers, like programs to help smokers quit. 
Should it be .... (read list) / Would you like me to read the list again? 
The federal government 01 
Your provincial govemment 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-govemmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKINR 99 X 

71: RSP4B 
1=>+1 if NOT(RESP4=#I-#10) 

\b Who el se do you think should have responsibility for programs and activities to 
reduce the number of smokers, like programs to help smokers quit. Would you like 
me to read the list again? Is there anyone else? (_... 
The federal government 01 
Your provincial govemment 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-govemmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKlNR 99 X 
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72: 
ACCEPT ONLY 1 ANSWER 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to reduce Canadians' 
exposure to second hand smoke <recal > Should it be ... (read list)! Would you like 
me to read the list again? 
The federal govemment 01 
Your provincial govemment... . 02 
Your local or regional govemment (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- . 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists .. . 06 
--------------------------------- . 07 
The tobacco industry ... . 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves..................... .. . . 10 
DKJNR.. . 99 X 

RESPS 

73: RSPSB 
1 => + 1 if NOT(RESP5=#1-#10) 

ACCEPTALL THATAPPLY 
Who else should have responsibility to reduce Canadians' exposure to second hand 
smoke <recal >. Would you Iike me to read the Iist again? Is there anyone else? 
The federal govemment V 01 
Your provincial govemment 02 
Your local or regional govemment (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- . .. . 04 
Non-governrnental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 

The tobacco industry 
..... 07 

... 08 
.... 09 

. .. 10 
. ... 99 X 

Canadians themselves . 
DKJNR .. 
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74: RESP6 
1 => + 1 if NOT(ROT6=#I) 

!.fêr~'~1 [lIt1" ':;,;,;€J~,:* 1\. 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to regulate the sale of 
tobacco products. Should it be ... (read list) / Would you like me to read the list 
again? 

The federal government 01 
Your provincial government. 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations like the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doctors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKINR 99 X 

75: RSP6B 1=> +1 if 

Aç61J{P;t 
NOT(RESP6=#I-#10) 

h Who else do you think should have responsibility to regulate the sale of tobacco 
products. W ould you Iike me to read the Iist again? Is there anyonèe? 
The federal government 01 
Your provincial government 02 
Your local or regional government (if asked - health board) 03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit organizations Iike the Canadian Cancer Society 05 
Health care professionals like doc tors, nurses and dentists 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
The tobacco industry 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Canadians themselves 10 
DKINR 99 X 

77: BACK 
Now 1 have just have a few background questions to complete the survey. 
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83: 
read list 
Which of the following types best describes your current household? 
One person, li ving alone .. .. . 01 
Single, with child/children......... . 02 
A married or common-Iaw couple, without children 03 
A married or common-law couple, with children 04 
Single, without children, living with roommate(s) 05 
Single, without children, living with familyl parents 06 
Other (please specify). .. . 77 0 
OKINR 99 

HOU 

84: KIDIA 

1=> +1 if NOT (HOU=#2,#4,#7) 

READLJST 
Do you have any children in the following age groups? 
under 2........ . 1 
2-6.... . 2 
7-12.................................... . 3 
13-17 . .. . . . 4 
18 or over......... . 5 
(DO NOT READ) Do not have any children 8 X 
(DO NOT READ) OKlNR 9 X 

85: EDU20 
What is the highest level of schooling that you have completed? 
Some high school or less . 01 
High school graduate .. .. . . 02 
Some college . . 03 
Community/Technical college or CEGEP graduate . .04 
Private college graduate.. .. .. 05 
Some university...... . 06 
Bachelor's degree.. . .. .. 07 
Graduate degree..... . . 08 
DK/NR... . . . . 99 
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86: EMPL 
What is your CUITent employment status? 
Self-employed 01 
Employed full-time 02 
Employed part-tirne/seasonal/contract. 03 
Unemployed and looking 04 
Unemployed and not looking 05 
Student 06 
Retired 07 
Leave (matemity, disability) 08 
Homemaker 09 
Other (specify) 77 0 
DKINR 99 

87: INCM 

What is your annual HOUSEHOLD income from ail sources before taxes? Is 
it....(read list) 
<$20,000 1 
$20,000-$29,999 2 
$30,000-$39,999 3 
$40,000-$49,999 4 
$50,000-$59,999 5 
$60,000-$79,999 6 
$80,000-$99,999 7 
$100,000 or more 8 
DKINR 9 

91: MINOR 

Do you consider yourself to be ...... read list PROMPT IF NECESSARY: A 
member of a visible minority by virtue of your race or colour 
A member of a visible minority 1 
An Aboriginal person 2 
(DO NOT READ) None 8 X 
(DO NOT READ) DK/NR 9 X 

92: THNK 
Thank you for completing our survey! 
Completion 1 D 
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Bonjour. Je m'appelle et je travaille pour les Associés de recherche Ekos. 
Nous faisons un sondage pour Santé Canada afin de connaître l'opinion de 
Canadiens âgés de 16 ans et plus sur divers sujets. Toutes vos réponses au 
sondage seront traitées de façon absolument confidentielle et aucun 
renseignement personnel ne Se[0 tlJnsmis ~ Santé Canada ni â aucune autre 
organisation â la suite de ce ::".'!ld.1qe. L'entrevue devrait prendre environ 10 
minutes. FOllVOrl:;-n()ll~~ l.{ t n ir e m.ii n r e na r t ? 

Notes 
@NOTI 
@NOT2 
@NOT3 
@NOT4 
@not5 
@not6 

29: RECAL 
1=> * si IF((ROT5=# 1), l ,2) 

dans les lieux publics ... 
au travail 

. 1 
.................................................. 2 

30: SMK7S 
Est-ce que vous fumez présentement la cigarette (manufacturer ou que vous roulez 
vous-même) tous les jours, à l'occasion ou pas du tout? 
Pas du tout .... 
A l'occasion ..... 
Tous les jours 
NSP/PDR . 

. 1 
.2 
3 
9 

31: SMKRS 

1=> * si IF((SMK7S=#2,#3), 1,2) 

État de fumeur ou non-fumeur 
Fumeur .. 
Non-fumeur . 

. 1 
. 2 

32: SMK2S 
1=> +1 si NOT (SMKRS=#I) 

CHERCHER NOMBRE PRÉCIS PAR JOUR SI LA RÉPONSE EST UN # DE 
"PAQUETS" 
En moyenne, combien de cigarettes fumez-vous par jour? 
NSP/PDR.. . . 99 
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33: SMK9S 
1=> +1 si SMKRS=#l 

Avez-vous fumé au moins 100 cigarettes au cours de votre vie? 
Oui 1 
Non 2 
NSP/PDR 9 

34: SMR2S 
1 => * si IF((SMKRS=#1),1,IF((SMK9S=#1),2,3)) 
État de fumeur ou non-fumeur 
Fumeur 1 
Ancien fumeur 2 
Non-fumeur 3 

35: AGEXS 

En quelle année êtes-vous né? NOTE: INSCRIRE AU COMPLET, P. 
EX., "1977" 
HÉSITANT. 9999 

36: AGEYS 
1=> +1 si NOT (AGEXS=#l) 
Puis-je vous situer dans l'un des groupes d'âges suivants? 
Moins de 25 ans 01 
25-34 ans 02 
35-44 ans 03 
45-54 ans 04 
55-64 ans 05 
65 ans ou plus 06 
(NE PAS LIRE) NSP/PDR 99 

37: AGES 
=> * si IF((AGEXS>1981 AND AGEXS<1991),1,IF((AGEXS>1971 

AND AGEXS<1982),2,IF((AGEXS>1961 AND 
AGEXS<1972),3,lF((AGEXS>1951 AND 
AGEXS<1962),4,IF((AGEXS>1941 AND 
AGEXS<1952),5,IF((AGEXS>=1900 AND 
AGEXS<1942),6,AGEYS))))))1 

Computed age 
Moins de 25 ans 01 
25-34 ans 02 
35-44 ans 03 
45-54 ans 04 
55-64 ans 05 
65 ans ou plus 06 
(NE PAS LIRE) NSP/PDR 99 
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38: SEX 
1 => INT si AGES=#2-#7 

NE PAS DÈMANDÊR 
Inscrire le sexe du repondant 
Homme....... . 1 
Femme 2 

40: SERPR 
Dites-moi s'il vous plaît si vous croyez que ce qui suit est très, assez, pas tellement 
ou pas du tout sérieux ... 

41: SER2 
Les méfaits causés à la santé des fumeurs par la cigarette 
Pas du tout sérieux.................... .. 1 
Pas tellement sérieux........ . 2 
Assez sérieux. ........................................................................................... 3 
Très sérieux 4 
Je ne sais pas... 8 
Pas de réponse................. 9 

42: SER3 
Les méfaits causés à la santé des non-fumeurs par la fumée secondaire provenant 
des cigarettes fumées par d'autres personnes 
Pas du tout sérieux .. 1 
Pas tellement sérieux 2 

3 Assez sérieux . 
Très sérieux.............. . . ..4 

.. 8 
. ... 9 

Je ne sais pas .. 
Pas de réponse . 

43: RISK2 
Diriez-vous que le risque pour la santé des Canadiens en général posé par le tabac 
a augmenté, a diminué ou est resté à peu près le même au cours des 5 demi ères 
années? 
A augmenté . 
Est resté le même. .. .. 

......................................................... 1 
. 2 

..................................................... 3 
.............................................. .. 8 

A diminué ... 
Je ne sais pas. 
Pas de réponse. . .... 9 
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44: WHYI 
1=> +1 si NOT (RISK2=#I) 

gVlI.Il.f!J!J!!~tJ)j~;r~J!lj'. ;~I'W;r~I~~.,~.~;~.f!:iI 
Pourquoi le niveau de risque du tabac pour la santé a-t-il augmenté, selon vous? 
Les jeunes fument davantage maintenant 01 
On fume partout.. 02 
On entend plus souvent parler de nos jours de quelqu'un qui a le cancer/est maiade03 
Autre réponse (préciser) 77 0 
NSPIPDR 99 X 

45: WHYD 
1 => + 1 si NOT (RISK2=#3) 

Pourquoi le niveau de risque du tabac pour la santé a-t-il diminué, selon vous? 
Le public est plus au courant des risques maintenant 01 
On voit/connaît de moins en moins de gens qui fument de nos jours 02 
Il n'est plus permis de fumer dans les lieux publics 03 
Autre réponse (préciser) 77 0 
NSP/PDR 99 X 

46: SMPER 
Selon vous, quel est le pourcentage de tous les Canadiens qui fument, même à 
l'occasion? 
NSP/PDR 999 

47: CONT2 
1 => + 1 si NOT(ROT7=# 1) 
Certains disent que les taux de tabagisme diminuent au Canada et qu'il faut 
maintenant attirer l'attention du public sur d'autres problèmes de santé comme 
l'obésité ou les temps d'attente. D'autres disent qu'il y a encore 5 millions de 
fumeurs au Canada et que le tabac doit donc demeurer une priorité importante. A 
votre avis, le tabac doit-il demeurer une forte priorité pour le gouvernement? 
Oui 1 
Non 2 
(NE PAS LIRE) Attirer l'attention sur les deux! tous les problèmes 3 
(NE PAS LIRE) Je ne sais pas 8 
(NE PAS LIRE) Pas de réponse 9 
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48: CNT2B 
1 => +1 si NOT(ROT7=#2) 

Certains disent qu'il y a encore 5 millions de fumeurs au Canada et que le tabac 
doit donc demeurer une priorité importante. D'autres disent que les taux de 
tabagisme diminuent au Canada et qu'il faut maintenant attirer l'attention du public 
sur d'autres problèmes de santé comme l'obésité ou les temps d'attente. A votre 
avis, le tabac doit-il demeurer une forte priorité pour le gouvernement? 
Oui 1 
Non 2 
(NE PAS LIRE) Attirer l'attention sur les deux/ tous les problèmes 3 
(NE PAS LIRE) Je ne sais pas 8 
(NE PAS LIRE) Pas de réponse 9 

49: AWAR 
Pouvez-vous nommer quelque mesure que ce soit actuellement prise par le 
gouvernement du Canada pour réduire les maladies et les décès associés au tabac 
chez les Canadiens? 
Oui 1 
Non 2 
NSP/PDR 9 

50: AWAR2 
1 => + 1 si NOT(AWAR=#I) 

NE P AS;lliffJ; l,,;tUS1% 
Que fait actuellement le gouvernement du Canada pour réduire les maladies et les 
décès associés au tabac chez les Canadiens? 
Interdiction de fumer dans les lieux publics 01 
Publicité sur les risques associés au tabac ..02 
Avertissements sur les paquets de cigarettes. .. 03 
Hausse des prix/taxes 04 
Restriction sur la vente de cigarettes aux jeunes 05 
Restrictions générales sur la vente des produits du tabac 07 
Programmes communautaires/scolaires de sensibilisation 06 
Autre réponse (préciser) .. . 77 0 
(NE PAS LIRE) Je ne sais pas 98 X 
(NE PAS LIRE) Pas de réponse 99 X 
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51: FTCS 
Le gouvernement fédéral dispose bel et bien de programmes et de mesures 

législatives. Présentement, la Stratégie fédérale de lutte contre le tabagisme 
est une initiative destinée à réduire les maladies et décès liés au tabagisme. 
Santé Canada est le chef de file de cette stratégie qui comporte des campagnes 
médiatiques, des lois et règlements sur la fabrication et la vente de tabac, 
des moyens pour aider les fumeurs à abandonner la cigarette et diverses autres 
mesures. Ce rôle convient-il au gouvernement du Canada ou faudrait-il plutôt 
laisser ce rôle à d'autres comme aux provinces ou à des organisations sans but 
lucratif, comme à la Société canadienne du cancer? 

l - Oui, convient au gouvernement fédéral 
2 - Non, le laisser à d'autres 
9 - NSP/PDR 
@FTCS 

52: INVOL 
Pour ce qui est de réduire le tabagisme et la fumée secondaire et de réglementer le 
tabac, voudriez-vous qu'à l'avenir le gouvernement fédéral augmente son 
engagement, le maintienne à son niveau actuel, réduise son engagement ou élimine 
carrément son engagement. 
Augmente son engagement 1 
Maintienne son niveau actuel d'engagement 2 
Réduise son engagement 3 
Elimine son engagement 4 
NSP/PDR 9 

53: PARTN 

Il y a plusieurs partenaires qui demontrent un intérêt à vouloir réduire la 
consommation de tabac. Parmi les rôles suivants, lequel est le plus approprié selon 
vous pour le gouvernement fédéral? 
Un rôle de chef de file 1 
Un partenariat à égalité avec les provinces et les organisations sans but lucratif comme la Société 
canadienne du cancer 2 
Un rôle très limité de soutien et/ou de coordination avec les provinces et les organisations sans but lucratif3 
NSPIPDR 9 

54: MNVO 
Diverses organisations ont un intérêt en matière de tabagisme et de santé. Dites­ 
moi s'il vous plaît dans quelle mesure les organisations ou groupes de personnes 
ci-dessous devraient s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire. Veuillez répondre selon une 
échelle de 7 points où 1 signifie qu'ils ne devraient pas du tout s'engager, 7, qu'ils 
devraient s'engager énormément et 4, s'engager moyennement. 
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55: INVOI 

(Mesure où ... devrai( en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Le gouvernement fédéral 
1. Pas du tout s'engager.. .. . . 1 
2 . 2 
'l, . 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 . 5 
6 6 
7. S'engager énormément 7 
NSP/PDR 9 

56: INV02 

(Mesure où ... devrai(en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Le gouvernement provincial 
1. Pas du tout s'engager 1 
2 . 2 
3............ .. 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5........... . 5 
6.. . 6 
7. S'engager énormément 
NSP/PDR ....... 

.7 
. ..... 9 

57: INV03 

(Mesure où ... devrai( en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Les organisations non 
gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 
1. Pas du tout s'engager....... .. .. 1 
2... . . . .. 2 
3........ . 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 . 
6. 

.5 

.6 

.7 
. ... 9 

7. S'engager énormément 
NSPPDR . 
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58: 
INV04 

(Mesure où ... devrai( en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Les professionnels de la santé 
comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 
1. Pas du tout s'engager 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. S'engager énormément. 7 
NSP/PDR 9 

59: INV05 

(Mesure où ... devrai(en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) L'industrie du tabac 
1. Pas du tout s'engager 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. S'engager énormément. 7 
NSP/PDR 9 

60: INV06 

(Mesure où ... devrai( en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la santé 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Votre administration locale ou 
régionale, comme votre agence de santé 
1. Pas du tout s'engager 1 
2 2 
3 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 5 
6 6 
7. S'engager énormément. 7 
NSP/PDR 9 
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61: INV07 

(Mesure où ... devrai( en)t s'engager en vue de réduire les risques pour la 
provenant du tabagisme et de la fumée secondaire) Les citoyens eux-mêmes 
1. Pas du tout s'engager. .. . 1 

................... 2 

santé 

2 .. 
3 . ..... .. 3 
4. S'engager moyennement 4 
5 . 5 
6................ .. 6 
7. S'engager énormément.. .. 
NSP/PDR .. 

................................ 7 
.. 9 

63: RESP 
Et maintenant, j'aimerais savoir quelle organisation devrait, selon vous, avoir la 
responsabilité de diverses activités. Pour chacune, je vais vous demander à qui 
devrait revenir la responsabilité principale et quelles autres organisations 
devraient, le cas échéant, avoir une certaine responsabilité ... 

64: RESP1 
1=> +1 si NOT(ROTl=#l) 

ACCEPTER UNE SEULE REPONSE 
Selon vous, qui devrait avoir la PRINCIPALE responsabilité pour ce qui est de 
réglementer la fabrication des produits du tabac en vue de réduire les méfaits 
causés aux fumeurs') Il pourrait s'agir, par exemple, de travaux de recherche en vue 
de diminuer la teneur en nicotine des cigarettes. Est-ce que ça devrait être ... (lire la 
liste)/Voulez-vous que je relise liste? 
Le gouvernement fédéral... . 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial................... .. 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- . .. 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- . 07 
L'industrie du tabac.... . .. 08 
.-------------------------------- .. 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes .. 
NSP/PDR.. . .. 

......................... 10 
. 99 X 
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65: RSPIB 
1 => + 1 si NOT(RESPl=#1-#10) 

Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui est de réglementer la 
fabrication des produits du tabac en vue de réduire les méfaits causés aux 
fumeurs? Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? y en a-t-il d'autres? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSPIPDR 99 X 

66: RESP2 

Selon vous, qui devrait avoir la PRINCIP ALE responsabilité pour ce qui est de 
réduire le nombre de jeunes qui commencent à fumer? Est-ce que ça devrait être ... 
(lire la liste)/ Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 
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67: RSP2B 
1=> + 1 si NOT(RESP2=#I-#10) 

AééEPTE1? TOUTE REPOli/SE PERTINENTE 
Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui est de réduire le nombre de 
Jeunes qui commencent à fumer') Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? Y en a-t-il 
d'autres') 
Le gouvernement fédéral......... .. 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- . 07 
L'industrie du tabac.. .. 08 
--------------------------------- . 09 
Les citoyens eux-rnêmes., 10 
NSP/PDR............ .. 99 X 

68: RESP3 
1=> +1 si NOT(ROT3=#1) 

ACCEPTER UNE SEULE REPONSE 
Selon vous, qui devrait avoir la PRINCIPALE responsabilité pour ce qui est de 
réduire la contrebande de cigarettes') Est-ce que ça devrait être ... (lire la liste)/ 
Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)OJ 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR.. .. 99 X 
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70: RESP4 

69: RSP3B 
1=> +1 si NOT(RESP3=#1-#10) 
ft. ·.·'f!i'l'Edi"f$f!iliili1fJ/filJ1JiYlloNSF ·ï!ÉRTiNÉN'ffli7/tr;,,· ,·=<3:i!:,,'*»~_.lltia}K,%t~ . "" Wi'. -'. - "_ p . -", N '. • -. ;if1&f 

Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui 
contrebande de cigarettes? Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? y en a-t-il d'autres? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
_________________________________ 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
_________________________________ 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
_________________________________ 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 

Selon vous, qui avoir la PRINCIP ALE responsabilité des programmes et 
activités en vue de réduire le nombre de fumeurs, comme les programmes pour 
aider les fumeurs à cesser de fumer? Est-ce que ça devrait être ... (lire la liste)1 
Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
_________________________________ 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
_________________________________ 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
_________________________________ 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 
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71: RSP4B 
1=> +1 si NOT(RESP4=#I-#10) 

/f/~'?i1l.fj}fJtÎ!c:'rl(ifl/~[IlBJto1tsER]!JRrINENTIt .. 
Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui est des programmes et 
activités en vue de réduire le nombre de fumeurs, comme les programmes pour 
aider les fumeurs à cesser de fumer? Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? y en a-t-il 
d'autres? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 

72: 
A"ÇCÊprE_R uN!SS'J!fjfJleÈfôNsE ,. 
Selon vous, qui devrait avoir la PRINCIP ALE responsabilité pour ce qui est de 
réduire l'exposition des Canadiens à la fumée secondaire <recal >? Est-ce que ça 
devrait être ... (lire la liste)/ Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
--------------------------------- 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
--------------------------------- 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
--------------------------------- 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR.... . 99 X 

RESP5 
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73: RSP5B 
1 => + 1 si NOT(RESP5=#1-#10) 
:&,{ês"T,,*~;Baljlif9!fiW;·:C'!~~J%i·XTGi#t'n"";6;';t,lïi':t'i'i,i1>ii~J31'J;?Y·,·).l&lii&rj\r6~.$fu\'MA~Jd.· it!\'!#ifl!3ll[jHBiJJp{}J~;i/I'J~~wJ_:v~~'::r':ç.l!-!: ~$>vL?#01tYA!~; .. h"~t '! _ ~xî~~t~}tey;l~l{i~~~*Î 
Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui est de réduire l'exposition 
des Canadiens à la fumée secondaire? Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? Y en a-t-il 
d'autres? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
_________________________________ 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
_________________________________ 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
_________________________________ 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 

74: RESP6 
NOT(ROT6=# 1) 

Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
_________________________________ 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
_________________________________ 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR 99 X 
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1=> + 1 si 
75: RSP6B 

NOT(RESP6=#I-#10) 

ACCEPTER TOUTE REPONSE PERTINENTE 
Qui d'autre devrait avoir une responsabilité pour ce qui est de réglementer la vente 
des produits du tabac? Voulez-vous que je relise la liste? Yen a-t-il d'autres? 
Le gouvernement fédéral 01 
Votre gouvernement provincial......... .. 02 
Votre administration locale ou régionale (si on le demande - votre agence de santé)03 
_________________________________ . 04 
Des organisations non gouvernementales ou sans but lucratif comme la Société canadienne du cancer 05 
Les professionnels de la santé comme les médecins, infirmières et dentistes 06 
_________________________________ 07 
L'industrie du tabac 08 
_________________________________ . 09 
Les citoyens eux-mêmes 10 
NSP/PDR.. . .. .99 X 

77: BACK 
Il me reste quelques questions persorrnelles avant de terminer le sondage. 

83: 
HOU 

read list 
Lequel des ménages suivants décrit le mieux celui dans lequel vous vivez? 
Une personne seule.............. .. 01 
Célibataire, avec enfànt(s) .. . 02 
Couple marié ou en union de fait, sans enfant. 03 
Couple marié ou en union de fait, avec enfantes) . 04 
Célibataire, sans enfant, vivant avec colocataire(s).... .. 05 
Célibataire, sans enfant, vivant avec famille/ parents.... . 06 
Autre réponse (veuillez préciser) .77 0 
NSP/PDR. .. ' .99 

1=> +1 si 

84: 
KIDtA 

NOT (HOU=#2,#4,#7) 

LIRE LA LISTE 
Avez-vous des enfants dans les groupes d'âges suivants? 
moins de 2 ans. .. 1 
2-6 an~ . .. .. . .. .. 2 
7-12 ans. . .. . .. .. .. ..3 
13-17 ans 4 
18 ans et plus .... 
(NE PAS LIRE) DO NOT .HA VE ANY CHILDREN . 
(NE PAS LIRE) NSP/PDR 

.. , 5 
. 8 X 

.9 X 
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85: EDU20 
Quel est le plus haut niveau de scolarité que vous avez atteint? 
Un peu d'école secondaire ou moins 01 
Diplôme d'études secondaires 02 
Un peu d'études collégiales 03 
Diplôme d'un collège communautaire/technique ou CEGEP 04 
Diplôme d'un collège privé 05 
Un peu d'études universitaires 06 
Baccalauréat 07 
Diplôme d'études supérieures 08 
NSPIPDR 99 

86: 
Quelle est votre situation d'emploi actuelle? 
Travailleur autonome 01 
Employé à temps plein 02 
Employé à temps partiel/saisonnier/à contrat 03 
Sans emploi et qui en cherche 04 
Sans emploi et qui n'en cherche pas 05 
Etudiant 06 
Retraité 07 
En congé (de maternité, d'invalidité) 08 
Personne au foyer 09 
Autre réponse (préciser) 77 0 
NSP/PDR 99 

EMPL 

87: 
tlliEi5f'Lltl81: , _.. ~, .. ". ,-"' __ ._~ .. "",.,;_"-'. "., __ ,_,t 

Quel est le revenu annuel de votre de toutes sources, avant impôts? 
<20,000$ 1 
20,000$-29,999$ 2 
30,000$-39,999$ 3 
40,000$-49,999$ 4 
50,000$-59,999$ 5 
60,000$-79,999$ 6 
80,000$-99,999$ 7 
100,000$ ou plus 8 
NSP/PDR 9 

INCM 

91: 
kIB!i~t1;lJ$tJi, lÛjtENl1{tqut'E lf21!Qif[S't .,~' 
Considérez-vous que vous appartenez à l'un des groupes suivants? SUGGERER 
AU BESOIN: Membre d'une minorité visible en raison de votre race ou de la 
couleur de votre peau 
Membre d'une minorité visible 1 
Autochtone 2 
(NE PAS LIRE) Aucun 8 X 
(NE PAS LIRE) NSP/PDR 9 X 

MINOR 
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92: THNK 

li 
l 

Merci d'avoir répondu à notre sondage 
Complet 1 D 
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ApP-ENI)IX B 
RESP()NSE RArrE 



Exhibit 1 
Cali Results and Response Rate Table 

Total Numbers Accepted 53497 
Total out of scope 11326 
Numbers not in service 9355 
Business or non residentiallines 1890 
Duplicates 17 
Numbers blocked by Phone companies 64 
Total Unresolved 8249 
Busy, no answers, Answering machines 6168 
Retired, called 10 times without success 2081 
Totalln-scope Non-responding 13327 
Language difficulty 777 
Other 167 
Unavailable 45 
Household refusais 12238 
Break offs 100 
Total ln-scope Responding units 20595 
Completes 2317 
Ineligible 2437 
Quota Filled 15841 
Response Rate 48.8% 
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ApPENDIXC 

REGRESSIO-N ANALYSIS 



Linear Regression Model (Stepwise Enlry 
Method) 

DEPENDENT VARIABLES 

Dependent variable 

"How involved ... should be in 

reducing health risks 01 smoking 

and SHS: The lederal government" 

Dependent variable 

"In the area 01 reducing smoking, 

second hand smoke and regulating 
tobacco, in the luture, would you like to 
see the lederal government increase ils 

level 01 involvement, maintain its 
current level 01 involvement, reduce its 

level 01 involvement or eliminate?" 

Standardized Coefficients (Betas) 

How involved ... should be in reducing health 
risks of smoking and SHS: The provincial 
government 

----------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------_--------------- 
Cou nt of responsibilities for Federal Government .222* 

------------------------------------------------------------------_---- --------------------------------------------------- 

How serious is .. The harm to the health of non- 
smokers caused by breathing in second hand 
smoke Irom cigarettes that other people are 
smoking 

--------------------------------- ---------------------------------- -- --------------------------------------------------- 
Categorical dummy variable Smoking Status 
Smoker versus Non-smoker 

.608* 

.063* 

-.076* 

How involved ... should be in reducing health 
risks of smoking and SHS The tobacco industry 

---------------------------------------------------------------- ------ --------------------------------------------------- 

About what percentage of ail Canadians do you 
think smokes even occasionally? 

----------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------------- 
Categorical dummy variable Priority 
Tobacco should be a high government priority 
versus NotiFocus on both 

Count of responsibilities for Provincial 
Government 
Cou nt 01 responsibilities for Canadians 
Themselves 

-.074* 

-.077* 

-.050* 

.049* 

.047* 

-.251* 

-.150* 

-.164* 

.124* 

.038 

-.093* 

How involved ... should be in reducing health 
risks of smoking and SHS Canadians 

---------- -------------- -------- - ----------- --------------- ---------------------------- ------------------- ------------------------------------------------------- 

-.183* 

themselves 
How involved ... should be in reducing health 
risks of smoking and SHS: Your local or regional 
government, such as the health board 

.044* 

Count of responsibilities for Tobacco Industry -.043' 
----------------- ------------------------------------------ ----- --------------- -------------- -------------------- -------- -------------------- 

Cou nt of responsibilities for Local Government 
--- --------- ---- ----- ------- ------------ ----- ---- 

Categorical dummy variable Gender Male 
versus Female ---------------- ------- ----- ----------------- 
Adjusted R Square 

.037 

0.63 

-.073* 

-.062* 

0.37 

* Significant at 0.01 level 

--- Insignificant 
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rrcs cene ra t pubj ie sor vey (OG461 

welqn teo pr opor r r cns 

TOTAL 
\~PROV 

WSTGHTED TOTAL: 2317 
Unwe Lqh t œd n : :'317 

British Columbia iJ.4\ 
Alberta 9.6\ 
saskat cnewan 3.211 
Manitoba J.6% 
onr a r ro 38.L'I; 
Qu\'!bec 14.3'1; 
New Brunswick 2.5'k 
Nova scctï a/ et r J. 5~ 
New f ourid La nd 1.8\ 

WAGE 
WEIGHTED TOTAL; 2 30 ~') 

Urtwe i qh t od n : 2305 
<2:) 15.2% 
25-)4 17.7% 
35-44 ::!1.4\ 
45-54 18.1\ 
55-64 11.7% 
6S" 15.8\ 

WS~X 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 

Unwei.ghted n: 2317 
Male 49.0% 
Fema Le 51.0\ 

WSMO!{ 
WEIGHTED TOTJI.L: 2317 

\Inweighted n : ::317 
Smoke r 20.1% 
Ncn -emcke r 79.9\ 

06/11/03 
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c·· EKOS RESEARCH ASSOC.IATES, 2009 • Q 

~-rcs cene r ar Pub Lî.c Su r ve y IO~4(i) 
How serLous Ls The ha rm ta the he a l r h of smoke r s causee by smoking c Lqe r e t t es 

06/11/03 1 

Region cenoe r Smoker Education xousehoao Incorne 
= ............. ----_ .. ..,"' .. ~------_ .. ~ .. "'=~-----_ ......... '" "'~"'-----_ .. _ .... "''''~~----_ .. '''_ ... =~~---_ ..... _ .. _ .. ="'-~ .. ~~ ........ _"'-===--~~ .... _------==== .......... -- 

TOTAL 8C Alb p r a l r Ont Que At! Male Fëm L le, No ES~HS Coll uru v <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

------ ------ ------ -----_ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ---- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 
SER2 

WEIGHTW TOTAL: :!317 310 2:::3 159 883 562 180 1135 1182 '" 1852 909 613 768 180 574 "1 195 309 

Unwe Lqh t ed n ; 2317 29~ 232 120 884 457 230 962 1355 800 1517 1163 523 606 230 568 <16 i t i 261 

NOT SSRIOUS Il 2) " " " " " 5% " " " 11% 2t " " .. " .. " 7% " 
SERIOU$ 13 'II 95~ 9711 95% 96% 94' 94% 98% 94% 96\ '" ~H 94% '" 96~ 93'1, 96' ,3\ 93% ,8% 

Not a t FlJl se r Lous " " " " 1% " n " n 4% 1% " 0' O. " 2% n n 1% 

Not very se r t ous " " " " .. " " " " " " " " 3% " " " " " 
somewhac se r i ous 18' 1" 13' 15. 17% ~g,! 10. 25\ l~% 32% 1" 20'll 2~% Ln 31. 19% 20\ '" 13' 
Very se r l ous 77' 83% 82't 8n 77' ,,, '" 6'1% '" 56% 82\ ", 7 S'~ '3% 6n '" 73\ '" '" 
Don' t; kno .... O' 0' O' O' " O' 0' 0' O, O' 0' O' 0' O. " O. O. O. 0' 

No response 0' O' 0' O' 1% O' " O' O' O' 0' 0' 0' O. 0> 0' 0' 0' 0' 

Chi-Squared .01 .01 .01 .05 

>;- poInts a r ound 50. 3 3 3 , 4 6 6 

M<!an 3.72 3.80 3.76 3.77 3.72 3.59 3.84 3.62 3.81 3.41 3.79 3.65 3.73 3.79 J.53 3.72 3.73 3.67 3.80 

Std dev 0.5&5 0.490 0.592 0.533 0.576 0.665 0.471 0.649 0.499 0.790 0.492 0.675 0.501 0.508 0.698 0.585 0.535 0.651 0.514 

stuuent ' 5 t .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 

EKOS Re:O;~irçh As soc Lar e s r oc-. PAGE: 
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l'Tes Cene re l F'ub.l i c survey (0946) 
How se r Lous t s The ha rm ta the health of srnokar-s causee by smoking cigarettes 

06/11/03 

Age 
~ _ ......... ~"" .. ~ _='" '" ~ ., ...... ___ .... c== ~ ===_'" __ .. __ ...... :"' ...... _ .. "' ___ ~~ 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 ]5-44 45-54 55-64 65· 
------- ------- -----_- __ ----- -----_- _- __ - __ ___ ---- __ ----- 

SER2 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 2]17 240 112 408 49. 41' 271 ]64 

ünve Lqht ad n : 2317 600 325 201 293 382 282 222 
NOT SERTOUS il " .. " " " " .. " .. 
SERIOUS i3 " 95% 'S> '" ,4\ 96% '" '5% 95% 

Not at ,11 se r Lcus l' n " " 1. 1% 1\ 1> 

Not very se r t ous " " H 4\ " " " " 
Somewhat se r i ous 1" 20' 20% 23% 1" 1" 1" ". 
Very se r t ous 17. 15. ". '1' '" 79% '" TB, 
Don't knaw O. " 1. " 0\ 0> 0' 1\ 

No r eaponse 0' ,,, 0' 0> U O. U 0% 

Chi-Squared 
.{- po i n t s a round 50\ • , , 

aean 3.72 J.70 3.71 3.64 3.76 3.74 ]., 3.73 
Std dev 0.585 0.602 0.591 0.640 0.526 0.574 0.57 0.598 

st udent "s t .10 

SKOS gesee rr-f Assoc t e tes r nc • PAGE: 

" 
.. _ 'b.:. ''"-''', 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006' 8 - 
FTCS Ge ne r a I Public Survey (09~6) 

How se r r cus i s The ha rm to the health of smoke r s causee by smoking cigarettes 
06/11/03 

Houaeho Id Working Minority Rural/Urban ~~ .... - .. _--~~=~ .. "" ...... _ ... _-----=~-- "'----- ... ,.='-==----_ .. _---~- .. _---- .. - .... - ... .,_'" 
TOTAL Parent No Ye, No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

SER2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 1059 1258 1401 893 299 105 1906 523 1791 

Unweighted n : 2317 883 1434 1317 '75 339 144 1823 551 1762 
NOT SERIOUS Il 2J .. 3\ 5% " " " 9\ " 5\ .. 
SERIOUS ,] 41 ". 97% 94'1; ,5\ ,S> 95 'Il 91. '" '4\ 95% 

Not at all ee r i cus 1> H l' 1> 1% 2'1< 1% l' 1> 1% 

Not very se r i ous 3\ " .. 3\ " " " ]. 4\ J, 

Somewhat se.r rous 18\ 11' 1" 20% 16. ~O% 20. lS. 231 1" 

Very ser Ious '" B% 75' '" OB' '4\ '1% TB' '" '" 
Don' r know 0% 0% " 0% O. n " 0% 0% 0% 

No r e spon se O. 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0\ 0% 

Ch i -Squa red .O!) ( .05) 
.{- po i nt s a round 50\ 5 , 

Mean 3.72 3.75 3.69 3.71 3.73 3.69 3.60 3.73 3.66 3.73 
st.o de" 0.585 0.544 0.616 0.580 (J.58B 0.609 0.693 0.567 0.614 0.576 

Student' s t .01 .01 .05 .05 .01 .01 

PAGE: 
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nes General Public Survey (0946) 
How ser t ous t s The harm ta the hee Lt h of smoke r s causee by smoking cigarettes 

SER2 
WF.IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwet qht ad n: 
NOT SER IOUS (l .::) 

S~:R10lJS s s 4) 

Not ,H a11 S,,!rjOIIS 

Nt)l very ser t ous 

somewhe t se ri ous 

Very s e r Lous 

Don' t know 

No r e sponee 

Ch l-~~qlli'lred 
+/- points accuno 50% 

Mean 
:::td oav 

Stodent t s t 

E:r.;OS ae sea rc+i As s oc i . .. tes r nc • 

06/11/03 

1563 
1510 

" 

1 

182 
213 
30> 

60S 
738 

" 
812 
803 

" 
722 
6sa 

747 
761 

" 
98% 

10% 

as. 
o. 

.01 , 
3.86 

0.418 
.01 

1130 
1045 

2~ 

981b 

19' 
". 
o. 

3.76 
0.494 

.01 

PAGE: 

223 
2>1 
12% 

'7% 

" 
7% 

30% 

56% 

" 

3.42 
0.805 

.01 

181 
2" 
19% 

". 
" 
1" 
30. 

". 
0% 

7 
3.18 

0.910 
.01 

ceoeot aus Smake Harm - smoker s Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians Fed Gove rnraen t Involvement App ropr La t e -Fr; ==-~-- .. -- .. :"''"'''''=-~ .. _-- "' .. -----"''''''''., "' '"'_ - "'=.,~ ,. ----~ .. ==_"'_ .. =='"' ~ .. _ .. =~=="'="' _ _,.~= "'_ ,.,,"=~ .. "'~;O> _ = 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50'" ~,I % 1 ser tous Not Se r Lous Not rncrees serse Decreas rncrees Na i n t n Reduce El imin Yes No 

628 
679 

" 
90\ 

1\ " 

2317 
2311 

" 
307 
281 

'" 
1212 
1122 

3% 

119 
671 
S. 

;:::-05 98 
2176 126 

0\ 100% 

2106 
2072 

" 
68. '8% 92% 96% 

15' 26% 

83% '" 

95'11 ,6\ '" 100% 0% 98% 

10% " 

o. o. 

" l' 

0% 3n o. 

20' 

40' 1" 22% 21% 

.01 
3 

3.81 
0.465 

.01 

• 
3.52 

0.742 
.01 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 21lOô • 10 

76' 
606 

" 
93' 
H 
2% 

22% 

71' 

0' 
o. 

3 64 
0653 

.05 

,"0 
230 
1H 

,S> 

S> 

26% 

62% 

0% 

o. 

.10 
6 

3.48 
0.789 

.OS 

PAGE: 

F'I'C'S General Pub l Lr- survey (09'161 06111/03 
How se r Ioos is The harm to the he a l t h of non-œrncke r s cau seo by breathing in second hand smo ke from cigarettes chat other people are smoking 

OBl 
416 

" 
90. 

" 
" 
2" 
69' 

o. 

3.60 
0.661 

SER3 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

uove t qnt.ec n : 
NOT SERJOUS (1 21 

SERTOUS (3 41 

Not at al I se r t cus 

Not very serions 

Somuwha t, se r Lous 

Vf!ry ser t ous 

Don' t kncw 

No r c sponse 

rhi-Squilred 
~/- points <HO und 50'1; 

Mean 
svo dev 

st uce nt' s t 

EKOS gesee rch Assor-Lar e s t nc . 

0\ 69\ 

lB> 1" 20. '" 19% 0% 

28'1, '" 71' '" 

Household Incarne 

574 
568 

7\ 

'" 
2% 

,. 
25\ 

67% 

" 
0' 

3.58 
0695 

Smoke r Education 

No ES&HS Coll Uni v <20K 20-49 50-79 80-')9 100K+ 

195 
171 

5\ 

309 
261 

5> 

77\ ". 76' 78' 81\ 0\ 

" o. 0\ 0' 

94% ", 

" 
'0% 2~% 

o. 0% o. 0' 0% 0% 0' 

" o. 

JO, ". 
1\ 0% 

o. l' 0% 0% o. 

2.8B 
0.948 

.01 

.01 

• 
3.83 

0.445 
.01 

3.71 
0.564 

o. o. 

3.6S 
0.708 

3.66 
0.631 

.10 

2 
1.72 

0.585 

.01 
2 

3.80 
0.462 

.01 

3 
3.63 

0.678 
,01 

465 185:- 90~ 
800 1517 I1b3 
19\ 5% 10% 

613 
S23 

" 
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3 
3.72 

0.554 
3.72 

0.603 

9 
3.81 1.69 

0.396 0,467 
.01 .01 

78% 94% 8B% 93% 

- -- --~- - - - . ~=_~~~_='-=V_"'_~ __ ~. - - "'" .... ... - li' 

- . -" - - - -- !~ 

3.73 
0.565 

Region Gender 

TOTAL Be Alb Prair Ont Ma le Feml res Que At1 

2317 310 223 
~317 294 232 

8% H 8'" 

159 
220 

" 
56:: 180 1135 1182 
457 230 962 1355 
lU 5'1; 11\ 4\ 

SR3 
884 

" 
89% 92% 88\ 93% 87\ 95% 

" " 3% H 4\ 1% 

5% 5% 4t " 8% 4% 8% 3% 

2J\ 21% 19\ 21. 31% 22% 26\ 20% 

68\ 70l; 73\ 57% 71% 60% 75% 71' 

" U 1% 1% 0% 

0% 2\ 0% 0\ 0\ 1% 0% o. " 
.10 .01 

3 
3.43 3.6b 3.46 

0.772 0.630 0.792 
.01 .10 .01 

6 
3.64 J 62 

0.655 0.738 

7 
3.62 

0.6'44 

3 
3.63 

0.675 
.01 

7% 1% 4% o. 

13% 4\ 6% 

35\ 20\ 25% 22% 

43% 74\ 63% 71. 

2\ 0% 1\ 

1\ 0% 1% " 
3.70 

0.591 
.Ol 

.01 
3 

3.17 
0.Cl08 

.Ol 

.01 
3 

3.50 
0.792 

.01 

• 
3.66 

0.604 
.01 

3.69 
0.605 

.01 



65. 

FT~~WG::~~~~SP~~liÇ Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
The harm to the health of ocn-smoke rs causee by br ea t h i nq in second nanc smoke from cigarettes that o t he r people are smoking 

TOTAL <20 

Age 

20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

SER3 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 240 

600 

" 
112 
325 

" 
408 494 
201 293 

6\ 6\ 

418 
382 

" 
271 
282 
15' 

364 
222 

" 
'B> 

" 
19% 

69% 

" 
1 

3.59 
0.752 

PAGE: 
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"' 

unwe Iqht eo n: 
NOT SERIOUS (1 21 

SERlOUS D <1) 9H "50 94\ 93% 

2\ 5\ 

24\ 23'" 

70\ 70'1; 

0\ 1\ 

O'ls 1% 

'" ." 

fTCS Gëne t a L r'nor t c Sur vey (O<l46) 06/11/03 
How ser r ous 15 The ha rm to the hëë l t h of ncn-emoke ca caused by breathing in second hand smoke trom cigarettes that c t he t- people are smoking 

5 
3,58 
0.662 

1 
3.60 3,65 

0.708 0.611 
.10 

No 

093 
>15 

" ,1\ 
2% 

68' 

3.bO 
0.691 

" '" 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

Not v"!ry se r Loua 

Somewha t ser t ous 

Very .'lPrlOUS 68iJ; 

24' 20~ 

68% 64. 

523 1791 
551 1762 
10% 7% 

4% 2% 

6% 5% 

2% l'Il 

0% 1% 

.10 
2 

].55 J.59 
0.769 0.681 

PAGE: 
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Don "t k now 

No response 0\ 

5 
3.58 

0.710 
3.46 

0.829 
.01 

_--- . __ .- -- 

,w _~.....,.....,., ,-~ l ' ------- 

................... _,., _ •• ~A~ • __ M __ ~------ ~-_.- - • y -- - -_.- 

Chi-Squared 
~/- points a r ound 50% 

Mean 
Std dey 

Sruden t "s t 

J.58 
0.106 

.01 

• 
J.60 

0.620 

EKOS nesee r cf Assoc Lo ces rnc. 

Household 

TOTAL Parent 

SE:R3 
WEIGHTED TOT.Il.,_L: 2317 

2317 

" 
1059 1258 
8fJ3 1434 

7\ 9~ 
Urvwe i qb t e d n: 

NOT SERIOUS (12\ 

SE:RI0US (3 4\ 91% 93% 89% 

Not a t a Lj ser Lcus 2% 2% 3 'Ji 

Not very ser t ous 5% 6% 

somewhac se r rous 20% 26% 

Very sart ous 68'11 

Don' t know 

o. 0% 1'1; NO r-e s ponwe 

Ch Le Squa r ed 
+/- points arounc 50'lo 

Mean 3.5R 
0.706 

J 
3.65 3.53 

0.661 0.137 
.01 .01 

Std dey 
st uderrt . S t 

EKOS se se ar cf xs soc i ates r nc . 

Working 

No ", 
1401 
1317 

8% 

91\ 

23% 

'" 

3.58 
0.706 

Hi no r Lt y 

Minor Abor 

299 
339 

" 
105 1906 
144 1823 
1H: 8% 

92% B8% 91\ 

10\ 5\ 

22\ 27% 23\ 

70. 6H 68% 

0\ U 

1'1; 0\ 

5 
3.63 

0.1;145 

2 
3.50 3.5<1 

0.713 0.706 



Fed cove r nment Involvement 

ne!' Gene r a I Public Sur-vey (09~ 6) 06/11/03 
How se r Lous il> The harm ta the nee i r f of non-emcker s causee by breathing ln second hand smcke from cigarettes t ha r c t he r people are smoki nq 

SER3 
WEIGHl'ED TOTAL: 

ünwe i qhr.ed n : 
NOT SEP.IOllS 1 L 21 

SERIOUS I.l 4) 

No~ <lt a I 1 ser Locs 

NOl very ae r Lons 

Vp.ry se r Ious 

Don' t know 

No r asponse 

Ch i e Squa r ed 
.. /- points e rouno !l0% 

Mean 
st c dev 

StLident'.-:; t 

EKO~, Rese",r,-h ns soc t ar.es tnc . 

Cenac Lans Smoke Harm - Smokers 

No TOTAL <: 25% 25-0,011, 51%'" Se r Lcus Not Serious Not Lnc r ea s seee uecr eas r nc ce as Maintn Reduce EUmin 

2317 
2311 

" 
307 1212 
281 112::' 

'li 81 

519 2::=0~) 
671 ::'176 

6~ 6\ 

Harm - SHS 

98 2106 
126 2072 
56\ 0\ 

35\ 100~ 

33'1! 0\ 

HI 'li 75% 

2'" 0\ 

.01 

"?? 3.75 
1.14 0.43 

.01 .01 

Risk t o Canadlans 

182 
213 
100'll 

645 812 
738 803 
H 12% 

App ropr i a t e -Ft; 

Ye, 

722 
658 

" 
747 1130 
761 1045 

31 5% 

223 
251 
22. 

lEI 1563 
227 1510 
3111 4% 

628 
679 
17% 

o. 95\ 87\ '2% 9H 95% ". 63\ 95\ 80. 

" 3\ 2% 2% H 30' 1% 5% " 1\ 1% 15\ 1% " 

6" 6711 61:1'l 73'#. 10% 

0' 18% 24'1; 
" 17. 115% 3% 12\ 

0% 0\ 

0' 0'1, 0'15 O'll 0% 

0' 77% 63," 

28% 13\ 26% 36' 34\ 21% 27% 

3.58 
0.71 

s 
3 . 5 ~ J . 58 
0.76 0.70 

.01 
2 

J.65 3.64 
0.66 0.62 

.05 .01 

0' 1\ H 

'" 84% 69% 391 29\ 74% 5" 

0' 0% 0"11 

o. 1% 0% 4% 0% " 
, 

1.70 
0.46 

.01 

.01 
4 

J.74 3.46 
0.54 0.83 

.01 .01 

o. 0% 0% " 2\ 0% 

3.55 
0.68 

.01 
, 3 

3.81 3.63 
0.49 0.61 

.01 .01 

2.82 3.70 
1.05 0.57 

.01 .01 

, 
3.31 
0.89 

.01 

.01 

3.13 
0.86 

.01 

P.ll,GE: 

EKOS RESEARCH AS!,OC/1 TES, 2006 ')4 ." ... 

nef; Ge ne r a L I'ub l Lc- Su r ve y IO~461 06/11/03 
Wnulr:! vou sai' the he a l th r Lsk to r:o'\nad_j_;.lI1s qe ne r a l Ly r he t; t a posed hy cooecco has f nc raas eo , oec r ee eed or s t ayed about the aame cve r the pa at; 5 yea r s ? 

RISI<2 
WEIGHTF.D TOTAL: 

l1nwei.ghted n : 
t nc cee sec 

s r e yad the s ame 

necreaeeo 

Don t t know 

No r e s ptm s e 

Chi.-S'1u<lred: 
, 1- poi nr s n rouno c)O'lr: 

IHSi\2 
\·iF.IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qhr ad n . 

ucn ' t know 

NO r e spon se 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- po Lnr s "round 50\: 

Ef\OS Rf>s(~arctl As soc La t as t nc . 

TOTAL 

Region Gender Smo ke r Educa t Ion Household Incorne 

.... ;~----;~~=-=;;:7; .... ~~~;~---;::~~==;;~ ..... ~:~:~ .... ;::~- -~~ .... __ .... ~~ .... ~~;~;---~~~~-=~~~7:" "~;~;~=;~:;~--~~~;;--;~:;;~=7~~~:- 
2317 
2317 

'" 
310 
294 
26\: 

883 
884 
27\ 

562 
~ J 7 
30. 

i80 1135 llR2 
230 ~62 1355 
30\ 23% 32% 

465 1852 
800 1517 
19\: JO\ 

909 
1163 

33\ 

613 
523 
28% 

'68 
606 
21% 

IBO 
230 
33% 

574 
568 
32% 

481 
'16 
2" 

195 
Pl 
20. 

309 
261 
20% 

35% 30 ", 37\: ", 3" ::'H 35% 35\ 0'1! 33\ 33\ 37' 35% 36% 33\ 35% 40. '0' 
31% 31% 2ft% 39\ 37% 26'l1 34\ 3U l8\: '" )9, 26% 2" ". 3" 38% 

" 
" 0' 0' o. 

" 
o. 

TOTAL "20 

" " " " 

:317 240 112 406 ~94 418 271 364 
::'317 (,00 325 201 293 382 282 ?.,., 

2S~ HI~ 38% :6% ::'5!!. ::'7", 23"- lB 

35\ JO\ 31% 41\ 36'11 3H 31% ::,n 

" 0' 

31% 17'1< ::'6% :2'" 32\ 33\ 41% C\ 

0% o. 
LOI) 

0' 

o. o. o. 0' o. o. o. o. o. 0' 

(.011 
3 

(.01) 
6 

PAGé:: 10 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOC/ATES, 2006 ·15 

__ ~ .._ • _~,_ A ..... ~_~.. _~. _ ~~~ _ _ r _ ._ 

, __ "~. L4~ __ ~ __ ~ "_ __ ""." ~.~_. "_. ~ _ 



Ha rm - SHS Risk ta Canadians reo Gavernrnent Involvement App r op r La t a-Pû 

Minority Rural/Urban 

fTCS oene r at Pubj Lc Su rvey (09461 06/11/03 
W01l1d Vou say the he a l th r Ls k ta caneo Lans qene r-a I ly t ha t I s posed by tobecco bas increased, cecr ee sec or s t ayed about the seme ove r the oas t 5 yee r s ? 

RISK2 
WSIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe Lqht ed n: 
t ncree seo 

st ayec r he same 

necre e sed 

Don' t" know 

No r esponse 

Chi-SqtJared: 
+/- pc i nt s .. round SO\: 

RISK2 
WETGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n: 
Increased 

Stayed the seme 

oecreesec 

Don' t know 

No ce apons e 

Ch i vgqua r ed : 
~/- points a r ound 50%: 

EKOS Re s.e a r ch Assoc La t e s r nc . 

Househo1d Working 

No 

Pres r.~nural Pub.l Lc gur vey (0946) 
Why oo vou rhLnk the .l eve I of he a l f h r i sk of tcnacco h>lS l nc r e a s ecl? 

WHYJ 
WSfGHTED TOTII).,: 

unwe i qht ed n: 
Youth smak.i ng more new 

He a r mor'? about; cance r 

ct carer.s more ado i c t Lve 

Meçli?l report" s 

ï ncr aa sd stress in life 

cov"; bans/Legislation 

Ot he c 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- point.':' a r ound SO%; 

EKOS Res~arch As soc i a t e s ï nc. 

TOTAL Pe r e nt No Ye s 

1.0l) 
2 

Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

canectt ans Smoke Harm - Smoke r s 

TOTAL c ~5" 25-50\ 51% ~ Serious Not Serious Not ïncreas Same Decreas r ncr eas Maintn geouca Elimin Yes No 

893 
975 
31% 

299 
339 ". 

105 1906 
144 1823 
36% 25% 

523 1791 
551 1762 
27\ 28% 

2317 
2317 

28\ 

1059 1258 
883 143·1 
2~\- 27\ 

1401 
1317 

26. 

2~' JO, 35% 36% 32% 36\ 

53\ 33\ sa 09. 100% 

722 747 1130 223 
658 761 1045 251 

0\ 41\ 23\ 14\ 

41% 

18t 1563 
227 1510 
21% 29' 

628 
679 
26% 

35\ 35~ 3510. 39% 

34% 23% 25% 33% 32\ 31% 

27% 31% 29% 0'1< 0% 

0\ 27\ 3H 44%- 

5% 

100\ 25\ 35% 36\ 

0\ H 4\ 5% 

48\ 33\ 

24% 33\ '" 

31\ 291; 33" 29% 

6% 8\ 5% 

7\ 5\ 

1.0l) 
2 

1.011 
4 

0\ 0% 0\ 1\ 

1.051 
3 

p,ll,GS: Il 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSaC/ArE;;, 20~ • 16 .1 

" 6\ 5\ 

0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 

TOTAL 

Region Gender smoke r Educ at Lon Household Incarne 

.... ;~,. ...... ;7~-~~;;::;-==;~~---~~::- .. _ .. ;;~~- -~:~:"~ .. ;::~- .. ~:;----=~~ .. - ~;:~;"--;~~~===;~~: .. ~~;~; .... ;~:~; .... ;~:~;~~;~:;~~~:~~;:- 

1.011 
5 

1.051 

o. 

(.01) 
3 

:'317 307 1212 519 2205 
2317 2131 1122 671 2176 

28' 20\ 24\ 44\ 29\ 

35\ 32\ 38\ 35~ 34'3 

JH 43% 33\ 15% 32% 

6'lt 5~ 4~ 6\ 6% 

0\ Ol, 0\ 0% 0% 

(.01) 
6 

~l 61 39 241 170 
91 80 60 284 145 
JR% 27\. :'U JO\ 24% 

.16% JO~ )U 4U 4l~ 30~ 

98 :'106 182 645 
126 :'07~ 213 738 
Il'11 :!9% 13% 100' 

812 
803 

0' 

59 185 126 
77 194 122 
31\ 32\ 21\ 

62 
56 
20' 

1" 15\ 7'iI 9~ 15\ 18% 

7\ 6% 2\ 0\ 

1% 0% 1% 0\ 

.01 

06/11/03 

53 266 380 87 55B 304 174 160 
78 :;:1:17 451 180 558 450 154 126 
301; 32% 26% ::!O\ 30% 32' 28\ 24% 

sn 41% 33% 33\ 3H 35\ 35% 40\ 

q\ 10' 17% 14\. 1H 11% 15% 19\ 

5\ 9' 16\ :;2% 12\ 12% 14% 13% 

9'lt 3\ 2\ 1% 3'1; 3% 2'1; 2% 

1% l'II 2\ 0\ 2\ 1\ 3\ 2\ 

0\ 2% 2\ 0\ 3% n 4% 2% 

0% 2\ ~% 1\ 2% 2% 2% 2% 

ln 10% 1:'\ 18\ 10% 12\ 12% 9' 

(.051 (.051 

3B 
48 
41% 

30% 33% 36\ 34' 58% 

13\ 11% in 1H, 9% 2:!\ 

li 

10\ 14\ 15% 13% '" 
0% 6% 0\ 3'fi 0% 

4\: H 3\ l'IJ 2\ 

0\ 0% 9% :l'li 2% 

0\ 3% 2% 2\ 4\ 

18\ 14% 12\ " '" 

"' 121, 18\ 6'J. 9% 14\ 

0\ 4% 3% 0% 

r.o u 
10 li 13 

1% " 
0\ 4\ 2% 

0% 2\ 3\ " " 
20\ 9% 16\ 6% 2% 

( .051 
11 " 13 
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FTCS Gene r aj Public survev (0946) 
Why do vou r h Ink the .l e ve I of bea Lt h risk nf t cbecco rias Lncr e as ed> 

WH'I'I 
WEIGHTE:Q TOTAL: 

Dnwe Lqhted n : 
Youth smck t nq mo r e now 

See it/smoking eve r vwhe 

near more about cance r 

Cf qa r at s mor-e eco.t cc Ive 

Mf'dii'l r epo r ts 

l ru-r e asd stress ln Ll fe 

ücv ' t brms/legi.':11",Uon 

ocner 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red: 
+/- points a r ound 50'1: 

EKOS Re see r cn Assoct e te . s tnc . 

TOTAL <20 ::0-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

89 
645 
738 
28% 

118 
299 
40. 

42 
12A 

'" 
10' 
se 
24\ 

125 
6. 
22% 

3.' 
1" 
19% 

0' 

14' 

12 

115 61 
56 2.' 

06/11/03 

65. 

31% 

20' 

2H: 

" 

0' 

15 

PAGE: ]3 
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36% 42% 4A. 36% 

FTC~; (;,"oer,l.1 r'ubt t c su r vev (0(146) 
v/hy do you think t he l e ve l of hea Lr n r t s k of r ooec-co h",s t nc raa s ec s 

WUYT 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe iqh t ed n : 
Youth smoking more now 

see ir/smoking e ve r ywbe 

He",r more .=.bout cancer 

Cj qa re t s more add i c t Lve 

Media reports 

r ncr eesd stress in life 

Gov't be ns z Leqâ s Lat.Lon 

Or he r 

DK/NR 

Ch i -Sque r ed : 
~/- po i n r s a r ound 50~: 

EKOS gesee rcn nssoc i at es r nc . 

16% 

" ., 

ND 

3U 

36% 21' 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

18% 16% 

140 505 
165 570 
32% 27% 

29% 38% 

10\ 15% 

21\ 11% 

6% 2% 

0\ 2% 

1% J% 

4% 2% 

11\ 12% 

(.01 ) 
e 
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2\ 

11> "" 

16. 14\ 

- .~ _ ..... -- - -~-~.,._,-~ --~ . ." 
_.~ "~.~_ - .~,,~ • _,~ ~~~ ~_ ... ._. •• _ ..... _ ••• .______ li 

( .01) 
13 

Hou ae ho Ld wor k Lnq 

tOTAL E'i3 r ent NO y~s 

645 310 336 36' 273 
738 275 463 392 339 
2811 ~H 30% 27% 3U 

36% 35OJ. 37\ ]7% 36\ 

14'11 ln ics IH l4% 

13\ 14\ 13\ 14\ 12% 

3\ 3% 2\ 311 2'1< 

2\ 1% 3% 2% h 

lU ln lU 12\ 11\ 

(.011 
6 

o. 

" + 
5\ " 
10 13 

Mlnority 

Minor Abor 

ln 
1" 
2~% 

37 48] 
66 515 
28% 29% 

36% 35% ]6OJ. 

13\ 15'l1 15% 

8% 15% 

0% 311 

0\ n 

0% 111 

1% 2% 

lB' 20'" 10% 

(.01) 
B 12 



fTes General pub l Ir- sur vey (0946) 
Why do vou think the Leve L of hea Lt h r Le k of tobecco ha s I nr-r ee sed> 

Canadians Smoke He rm - Smokers 

06/11/03 

He rm - SHS !Usk to Canadians red Government t nvo l vement App rcpr Le t e-j'r; 

'J 

645 
138 
28'1 

62 294 228 635 
60 303 318 716 
3l1o 28\ 28'1 29\ 

10 616 
20 699 
22% 28\ 

58\ 36\ 

16% 15% 

n 13% 

0% 3\ 

0% 1% 

0% 2% 

0% 2% 

9% 12' 

22 

23 645 
33 738 
251 28% 

48% 36\ 

9% 1H 

25% 13% 

0% 3% 

0% 2% 

0% 2'1l 

0% 2% 

5% 11\ 

17 

\~EIGH'rt;D TOTAL: 

TOTAL -c 2~1% 25-50% 51% ~ se r i ous Not Serious Not ï ncreas Same necr eas r nc reas Maintn Reduce E1imin NO 

" 

361 42% 35% 40% 36\ 

ree 

0% 

o 306 260 ° 355 279 
0% 29% 28% 

165 
198 
24\' 

WHYI 

Unwe.l qh t ed n : 
Youth smoking more new 

See .i t z smck.l nq everywhe 

Hee r more about cance r 

ctqe r et s more eco i ct Ive 

Media cecor c e 

tncreaso stress in life 

ccv ' t bans/ Legislation 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
~/- points around 50%: 

E;KOS Re se a r ch Asscc i e tes Inc. 

1" 13% 17% ln 14% 

32 

" 32% 

39 
'9 
26. 

'50 
50' 
30' 

0' 0% 40% 33\ 32\ '" 36% .0. 
13' 15% 15% 8% 13% 

o. " 12. 

3% 3% 2\ 3'l1 

0% 13% 17% 10. 15% 

o. 0% 9% 11'11 '2\ 13% 1" 

1% 2'1; l'Il 2't 

0% 0% 6% 2\ 

6% 2\ 1\ 2% 

11\ B% 9% 15% 12% 

o. 0% 1\ 2% 10. " " 

( .01) 
13 

0% 0'1\ O'ls 3\ 2\ 0' 
0' " o. 
o. 0'11 2% 2% l' l' 
o. 0.. 13% 10\ 9% 1" 13\ 

( .051 
5 

( .o u 
15 l' 
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rTCS l;(:11i-lr,jJ I'ub l i.,~ sur-vey 10',46) 
Why do y011 think the Leve I o f heë l r h ris:': of tobacco he a oacrea sed> 

06/11/03 

WHYD 

Region Gender Smoker gducat i on Household Incarne 
_'"'= _="',._~_œ,. .. __ g_,._~.,=,. __ == ==D =_ .. _~_ .. __ ~"' '" _,. == "':o .. _ = ,.,.--_ .. =,._ = ~,.---_ .. _ "" .. _-~= .. 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr e Lr Ont Que At j Male Feml res No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unwe Lqh t e d n : 

Higher public awa r e në a s 

rewe r peop l e smoking 

Smoking net e Lj owed 

Priee/ t nc re ase in taxes 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squ<'ired: 
_j_ poi nr s e rounc 5(1'1.: 

WHYD 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ec n: 
Higher pub l Lc awa r ene s s 

reve r peop l e smok i nq 

smoki nq not e i t oweo 

pr tce z t ncrease in t exes 

Other 

[lK/NR 

Chi -Squar ed : 
+/- po i.nr s e round 50~: 

EKOS aesee rct- As soc i e t e s rnc . 

'24 
659 
30. 

tz 
ss 
24'1; 

54 270 Ibl 
66 252 117 
26\ 29' 38% 

70 419 305 156 568 256 
78 314 345 260 399 270 
32% 31% 30~ 28% 31% 31% 

53\ 45\ 44% 49% 0% 48% 

4% 5% 2% 5% 31 5% 

11 

1% 2\ 2% 3\ 2% 3% 

TOTA\.. <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Ag' 

45% 21% 25\ 

91 158 138 112 
43 95 l27 115 
28% 33% 30% 28% 

72. 
659 
30% 

.0 

" ,6\ 
29 
81 
35% 

152 
95 
26% 

'4\ 

" 

10 

162 302 
138 245 
38% 26% 

47 156 
61 145 
22'1; 34% 

73 
55 
26% 

ll' 
98 
18% 

90 
87 
26% 

45' 52% 48% 43% 39'1< 

41\ '" 47' 

31% 4)% 46\ 54% 

1" 
13. 
32\ 

40% 44% 50% 40% ". 39% 

'1% 

3% 2% 2% 

o. 

61% 45% 40\ 39% 

39% '1% 
38\ 4]\ 31\ 

l' 5\ 5% 2% 

4't 1% 3' l\- 

45% 47\ 291 40% 50. 54% 

o. 

0\ 0'1; 1% l'ii 

". 
2% 3% 6% 3% " 

" 4\ 

1.0l) 
10 15 

0\ H 2'fi 2'" 

10 

1% 0% 1% 2% 

11 12 

1% 2% o. 

13 

" 

" 
11 

4% 2% 

(.Oll 1.10) 
13 10 13 
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fTr:s nene ee t Pub I tc Su r ve y (0946) 
Wh)' do you rhi n k t he t eve I of hee Lt h r i s k of t obacco nits oecreasec s 

Wl!YD 
WErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n : 
Higher public awe r ene a s 

Fewë r people smoking 

Smoking not a Lfowed 

sr rce z increase in taxes 

ether 

DK/NR 

Ch i e-Squ a r eo : 
.f-/_ points a r ound 50~: 

WHYD 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqh t od n : 
Hi qhe r pub l Lc awa r e ne s s 

rewe r people smokLnq 

Smoking not e t Icveo 

I?rice/increase in taxes 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red: 
~/- po i nts ar ouno 50'+.: 

EKOS gese e r cn As scc i s r e s r nc • 

Household Working Minority 

No Minor Abor 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

reo cove r nment Involvernent 

722 
65B 
30' 

'5' 
'1% 

" 

190 
166 
37. 
42\ 

'" 

(.01) 
8 

TOTAL .:: ~!:I~ 25-50% SU ~ ser t ous Not Serious Not r ncr eas Same Dec r ea s t ncreas Na Lnt n Reduce E1imin 

App ropr I a te- fG 

1 

400 
349 
JO, 

BO 
83 
::!1\ 

Canao i ans Smo ke Ha rm - Smokers 

No 

Region 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a Lr Ont 

::!317 
2317 

13' 

159 
2.20 

R83 
~~4 
14\ 

TOTAL Pa r e n t No 

301 
285 

'" 
10 
63 
21. 

26 
33 

'" 
627 
561 
30\ 

169 
163 
36' 

555 
496 
28% 

41' 

Ye' 

43 
54 
17\ 

512 
445 
33';; 

177 
1B3 
24% 

'" 
" 

Il 

PAGE: 17 

64. '4\ '" 

72' 
659 
30' 

J05 
244 

'9\ 
419 
415 
'H% 

41' 
364 
33\ 

'9% 35' 35% ". '" '" 

36% 

2% " " 
13 

_~ EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • zz 

Education 

613 
523 

11% 

'" 
22% 

10% 

134 
282 
,05 

768 
606 
18\ 

54' 

16% 

12% 

4 
149 
30B 

Household r ncome 

180 
230 

" 
574 
')fi8 
11' 

'" '" '" '" 
35' ]8, 39% 42'1; 3GO 42\ 46' J7\ '" 

11 .. " 
" 

( .OU 
5 

724 
659 
30\ 

132 
1~ ~ 
26\ 

.02 
3~ ~ 
29'1\ 

77 
96 
]4, 

" 4% 3% 

'" 60' '0' 

.. 
12 17 

", ]8, 

Ha rrn - SHS 

697 
624 
30> 

27 
34 
~7% 

665 
586 
31% 

32'!J 

2% 

( .05) 
9 la 

41' 30% '" 
12' 

" 
26% 

(.01) (.05) 
17 4 

fTCS G~n",rnl Pub l J c Sur vey (0(146) 
About. ' .... hClt pe r cenc aqe of al! canao tans da yeu t h Lnk smokes even occa s l ona j Lv> 

~:;MrER 
WEIGUn:O TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht e d n : 
les!'; r nan ~')'lt 

ove r 50'1; 

OK/NR 

Ch i.vgqua r eo : 
+/- points e rouno ')O~: 

Mean: 
Std dev : 

st uoent ' s t: 

S~lPER 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qb t ëd n : 
Ie ss rhan 25'1; 

ove r 50'1; 

DK/NR 

Chi -uque r ed : 
t/- point!'; around SO'l;: 

Std de v : 
St uden t's t: 

EKOS ne see rr-h Assoc i ar es Inr.. 

13' 

r.enoe r 

Que Atl Male Fem I Yes 

" 
" " 

45% 48' 

smcke r 

No ES"H$ Coll Univ <~OK 20-'!9 50-?~ 80-99 100K+ 

29\ 27\ 

53'1; 

22'1; 13\ 18' 26\ 25\ 

562 
457 

" 
180 1135 11B~ 
~30 962 135:; 

13'1< 17'& 10\ 

Risk ta caneo t ans 

" 66 

'" 0' 
° ° 0\ 

18' 14% 

481 
416 
14' 

19S 
171 
18' 

309 
261 

\9% 

14% " 9% 

53~ 49'l1 56\ 49% 

0' 

33> 100'il 

.01 
6 

218 
364 
.01 

, 
183 
337 
,01 

62% 58% 62. 

ISf.j 
312 

,01 
6 

1R3 
346 

130 
275 

3 
130 
277 
,01 

25\ ln 27\ 

15% 13% 1 o 'li 14% 

0' 
O. 

98 

-. '_. 

PAGE: lB 

~+.f-.f- 

15% 21% 12. 

" 
129 
281 

7 
68 

164 
,01 

6 
95 

232 
.01 

176 
JJ6 

TOTAL <20 

5 
18' 
338 
,05 

,01 
6 3 

165 138 177 
320 ~Q2 330 

.01 .01 

20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Age 

2317 240 112 408 494 
2317 600 325 201 293 

13\ 10% 8\ 8% 14\ 

52\ 39% 52\ 58'l1 S3" 

2::!~ 46% 35% 28% 22% 

12\ 5\ 5\ 5% lU 

+teen: 

.01 
4 5 7 6 

158 101 92 96 1 ~ 8 
312 211 19~ 217 301 

.01 .01 .01 

06/11/03 

465 1852 
800 1517 
15% 13% 

909 
1163 

10% 
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~18 a u 364 
382 282 222 

19% 15% 14\ 

57% 53% 48'j, 

15' 13'j, ln 

9% 18% 2(,\ 

6 7 
1:4 214 ~(1O 
275 3,3 423 
.OS .01 .01 

50% 53\ 47. 

-- - ..,__." -~--~-" _,.....~- -- ,~.::-- ~ - .===~~-....,.,~- ....,.__ ....... -~--"""'"'__,- ...... ----- ~~- ~ - .. 1 • 
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" 

23% 22% 28. 

12% 12% 14% 

3 3 
154 158 
30B 313 

,01 
3 

178 
329 
,01 

65. 



ncs General Public survev (0946) 
About wnat pe rcent aqe of a11 ceneen ens do yeu think srnoke s even occaslonally? 

SMPt:R 
WE:IGHTE;O TOTAL: 

l1nwelghted n: 
ress t han 2511; 

ove r 50\ 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
.(- points a round 50~: 

Mean: 
Std dev : 

Student "s t : 

SI"1PER 
WE:IGIlTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
Les s r han 25\ 

25-501\ 

avec 50~ 

Df«NR 

Chi-Sqllared: 
+/- points e r ound 50'ls: 

Mean: 
Std oev : 

Student 's t: 

E:KOS aese arr-n As soc t at.es Ln c . 

Housebo ld 

TOTAL Parent 

2317 
2317 

13\ 

1059 125B 
SB3 1434 
13% 14\ 

Working 

NO 'es 

Mlnority 

No Minor Abor 

06111/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

52\ 54\ 51\ 

1401 
1317 

1" 
50' 
23\ 

.01 
3 

120 
270 
.01 

Harm - Smoke r s 

51~ 2205 
671 2176 
0\ 13\ 

O'ls 53% 

100% 22\ 

0\ 12'1s 

.10 
, 2 

68 153 
9 307 

.01 .05 

893 
975 

1" 
299 
339 
10% 

105 1906 
144 1823 

10% 14\ 

523 
551 

12\ 

1791 
1762 

1" 

22% 24\ 21\ 

50\ '1' 44\ 55\ 52% 52% 

12% 10% 14% 

21% '4% 41\ 20% 22. 22% 

2 
158 
312 

.01 
3 

134 177 
282 334 
.01 .01 

17' 15% 6\ 11% 14% 12. 

Canadians Smo ke 

2317 
2317 

13\ 

307 121:: 
281 1122 
100\ O!i; 

3 
207 
361 
.01 

.01 
5 

196 
344 
.05 

8 2 
108 150 
231 305 
.05 

", 
330 

153 
307 

Harm - SHS Rlsk ta Canadians red Government Involvement App r opr Ie te-Pt; 

52'1; 0% 100% 

se 2106 
126 ~072 

1H 13\ 

24t 23\ 

20% 11 '& 

9 2 
232 150 
383 303 
.05 

TOTAL c 2~' 25-50\ 51\. Se r i ous Not Serious Not t ncreas Same pecr eas rncreas Maintn Reduce E:limin 

22% 0% 0\ 

Yes NO 

182 
213 
16% 

645 
738 
10% 

812 
803 
12\ 

722 
658 

18% 

747 1130 
761 1045 
11\ 12\ 

223 
251 
21\ 

181 1563 
227 1510 
20\ 13% 

6::8 
679 
16. 

12% 0% D'li 

53% '" 5" 55\ 51\ 56% '" 42% 56\ '" 

2 
158 
312 

.01 
, 3 

16 3e , 
.01 .01 

'" 35% 22\ 11\ 27\ 21'1! 15% 23% 22\ 25\ 

14' 10. 16% " lU 11% 16% 15\ 10\ 13' 

178 
]37 

.01 , 
140 
280 

149 148 
298 303 

.01 .01 
7 3 

186 140 
344 292 

.10 

, 
168 
323 
.10 

, 
196 
357 
.10 

124 
268 
.01 

187 
352 
.01 
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CONT 
WEJ(~HTE:D TOTAL: 

unwa i qhr ed n: 
Yes 

fO<":115 on both/all issue 

Don' t know 

No r e sponse 

Ch i e Squa t-ed : 
... /- points e rouno 50": 

CONT 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqnt ed n : 
Yes 

No 

rocus on cotn/e i i i ssue 

Don' t know 

No r e aponse 

Cb Lr Squ a r eo : 
+(- poj nrs a round 50'11: 

EKOS pe se a r oh As scct e tes j nc . 

Region Gender smcke r E:ducation Household Incarne 

--;~-_ ... ~~~ .. _-;::~;-~~~~; .. == .. ;:;~~--;~~~ .. -~:~;---;~~: .. =~:: .. =~ .. _~~~~ ~;:~~ ..... ~~~~--~~~:: .. ~;;~~=-;~::~--~~:;~--;~:;;-=~~~;:- 
TOTP.L 

2317 
2:117 

65' 

310 
294 
72' 

223 
23:;: 
66' 

159 
220 ,,, 

B83 562 
884 457 
61\ 63\ 

180 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 
73\ 63\ 66\ 

2" 29% 

465 1852 909 
800 1517 1163 

48\ 69\ 61\ 

613 
523 

'" 
180 
230 
56' 

195 
171 ,,, 

309 
261 
74. 

28% 22% 33' 

'2% 
o. 0% 1% 

574 
56& 

'" 
481 
41' 
'" 

(.01) , 

29. 
6% 

o. 0% 

112 
325 

'" 
,"9 
201 
'6% 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Age 

2317 
2317 

'5% 

240 
600 ,6\ 

768 

'A' '" . 
23% 26\ 19% 

28\ 29' 26% 25\ 

'94 
293 
'3% 

271 
282 
62% 

36' 28% 28\ 

(.01) 

8\ 

'18 
382 
69. 
27% 

26\ 46. 

0% o. 

23% 34% 

" 
li " 1% 0% 

0' 0% 

I.Dl) 
3 

(.05) 
6 

I.OU 
3 

65' 

'64 
222 
'1% 

" 
1% 
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Rural/Urban 

fTCfi General Public Sur-vey 10946) 06111/03 
Seme peop l e gay that smoking ra r e s in Canada ar e de.- ce as i nq and public focus sbou.l d now be on ot he r he a.l t h issues or he r s say that r be re are still 5 
million srnoke r s in ceneoe . From you r own pof nt of vie .. ', shou l d t obacco continue tO be a h Lqh qove r nmen t priarity? 

CONT 

\~EIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unwe i qht eo n: 

Ye s 

No 

For-us on bor n/a j i 

Don ' t 1-;110w 

Chi-Squared: 
t/- po i nt s "round 50\: 

CONT 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unwe Lqht eo n: 

NO 

rocus (ln bath/ail 

Don' t know 

C"hi-Squnred: 
./- po i nt s e r ound 5()~; 

rTe·; Gcn'~ta l F'ub.l i r­ 
Can y011 Ldant i f v 

AWAR 
WErr;HTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqh t ed n: 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound !lO\: 

W"EIGHTED TOTAL: 
Itnwe i qh t e d n : 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points arouno 50%: 

Housebo ld Working 

Harm - smoxe r s 

Minority 

No Minor Abor No Rural Urban TOTAL Parent No Yes 

893 
975 

'" 
299 
339 
60' 

105 1906 
144 18~3 

~)Q't fifi'j; 

523 1791 
551 1762 
61 ~ 66% 

30' 

" " 

2317 1059 1258 1401 
2317 883 1434 1)]7 

65% 66'1, 6~ 1 661 

25% 

" 
L> 

0' 0' " o. 

29\ lU 38\ 

" " 
( .05) 

3 

canecn ans Smcke 

" 
o. 

0' o. 0' o. 0' 0' 
(.05) 

5 

Harm - 5HS 

ss .210b 
126 2072 
~9\ 69'11 

26> ". 

(.10) 

Ri s k ta canao t ans fed Government Lnvo l vemen t App r opr La t a-Pï; 

TOTAL ~ 25% 25-50\ 51~ + Se r i ou s Not Serious Not r nc re as 5ame Decreas r nc ree s Malntn Reduce Elimin No 

2317 
:::317 es, 

J07 1:'12 
:'81 1122 
:)8'11 6q\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 
64'!r 67% 

0' " 

Yes 

182 
213 
28'1, 

645 
738 ", 

812 
80l 

6" 
722 
658 
'3% 

747 1130 
761 1045 
80% 70\ 

223 
251 
23% 

IB1 1563 
22·/ l'HO 
23% 73% 

628 
679 

". 
:'8\ 251 :7% 

( .011 (.OIl 
2 

'" ]2\ 28% 14\ 22% 69> 67% 20% ". 

0' 0' o. 

180 1135 llq:: 
230 96: 1355 
7n 7n BH 

.01 
3 

'fOTAL <20 :'0~:'4 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

.l'Ige 

2317 
.2317 

76' 
:'40 
600 

'1' 
408 
201 

'" 

.. " " " " " " 

(.01) 
6 

L> 0' o. 0' o. 0' o. o. 0' 

494 
293 n. 

:::71 
:B:' 
75% 

( .o u 
4 

( .OU 
4 

( .011 
3 
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the Gov~rnment of c.aneca noes cur r en t I y in o rde r ta reduce t.cbacco re j e t eo di seeae and oeil th amoriq canacn.ens z 

EKOS Rf;:SEARCH ASSaC/ATES. 2006' -.2' :',- t ..... 
r 

TOTAL 

::317 xm 223 159 ~R~ 562 
23lï 2(;4 ::-32 ::-20 8a4 457 

76~ 7H, 7:;"- 7n BO\ 76'1; 

" 
(.10\ 

6 

Il:' 
325 
82\ 

24% 1" 

(.OIl 

465 185::- 909 613 
800 1517 1163 523 
73% 77\ 68\ 81% 

76' 
606 
83% 

574 
56. 

'" 
lYS 
1'1 

'" 
30Y 
261 
85\ 

180 
2JO 
68' 

481 
416 

'" 
15> 14\ 

" .,. \% 

.05 .01 (,01) 

364 
222 
68> 
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t'Tes General Public Sur ve y (09461 06/11/03 
Can y0U Ldent i f y anythlng the Government of Canada does cur rent l y in arder to reouce tooacco related disease and death among Canadians? 

P.WAR 
Wf.lGHTSD TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
Yes 

No 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squarp.d: 
+/- points .s r ound 50'11: 

AWAR 
WE:IGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n: 

No 

DI\/NR 

Ch t vgqua reci: 
~/- po i nt s e couno 501: 

F.'.KO::: Re::lp.lrl"h Assoc t at.es t nc . 

TOTAL Par-ent 

2317 105~ 1258 1401 
2311 883 1434 1311 

16'1< 78'1< 7')'1s 79'11 

21\ 

caoao i ans smoxe 

toor k i nq Mi.nority Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

Fed Government Invol verne nt App r opr La t e -Pû 

No Minor Abor 

523 1791 
551 1762 
69% 78'1< 

21\ 29% 20'11 

No 

8'3 
975 

'" 
299 
339 
15~ 

L05 i sos 
144 1823 
66'1< 77\ 

.01 

Risk ta Canadians 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 51% + Serious Not se r rous Not rncreae sene Dec r ee s r ncr eas Maintn Reduce E:limin NO 

2317 
2317 

'" 
307 1212 
~81 1122 
79\ 19% 

2" 23\ 30\ 

182 
213 
62% 

645 
"8 
17% 

B12 
803 
75% 

722 
658 
78' 

747 1130 
7fil 1045 
74% 84% 

'es 

223 
251 

'" 
181 1563 
221 1510 
53% 80\ 

628 
619 
69% 

2" 20\ 

209; 

35% 21. 24% 

2% 

" 
.01 1.10) 

5 

1. 

r'rcs GenG1"ill Public Survey (09481 06/11/0] 
What cces the ccve r oment of Canada cur r en t Ly do ta reduce cobaccc-cre Lat ed cn eeese and death amonq caneot ans t 

20% 24\ 16% 29. 43. '" 

Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

Srnoker 

2% ,. " 1% 

1,011 , 

PAGE: 23 

.01 
3 
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Education 

618 
196 
40. 

497 
'10 ". 

122 
163 
44' 

Household Incorne 

519 2205 
671 2176 
74% 77% 

98 2106 
126 2072 
59'" 7B% 

AWAR2 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
Ban smoking in public 

Adve r r i se r Ls k of smck i 

Warning l abe l s of pckqs 

t nc re ase pr tces z t axes 

Re s t r Lc r s a.t es to yout h 

communt y ewar ene s s prgm 

Genr r e s t r ic-r ns on sale 

Re s ea rch " developmenr: 

Ot he r 

Don' r know 

No r e sponse 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points ar cund 50%: 

EKOS RaSE,') rc-h !\ssori i'ot ",S 1 ne. 

19% 21% 21% 39% ". 
" 

r.uu (.01) 

NO ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 BO-99 lOOK" 

331 1431 
563 1167 
3H 42'l1 

45% 47% 

28% 31% 

:2% :1\ 

7% 11% 

15\ 17\ 

H 10% 

1\ 0% 

2% 1% 

2\ H 

2\ 0% 

(.01\ 

636 
510 

'12% 

'" 53% 36\ 

430 
422 ". 164 

141 
38. 

26' 
220 
34% 

cenoer 

"0 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a Lr Ont Que At! Male Fëm L Yes 

176B 
1730 
0' 25% 

16~ 
168 

:!2'1! 

428 127 811 957 
341 150 687 1043 
61\ 33'1s 35% 46~ 

30% 21\ ". 13% 

371 
32<1 

'12% 

53% 

27\ 38% 371 
'" 55\ 

118 
163 
38% 

704 
'02 

'" 

171 ~2% 16% 

28\ 

2J\ 26\ 

30\ '" 
'" '" J9\ 50'll n'li 47\ 

11% 

13% 21'1, 18. 11. 

1" '9% 21> 16'l; 

59\ 

'1% 26\ 21'1s 35\ 32\ 29% 

" 13' 

" 11% 

9% 9\ 

20% 20\ 22\ 24\ 19'11 

11. 

0% 0% 

12% 1" 

1% " 

24\ 

11% 12' 6'1, n Il'!! 

o. 1. 

1" 21% 13% 

(.011 
7 

10' 13% 15% 18% 15% 18\ 

1% 0% 

17% 

" 11% 

171 

10\ 5% 8% 10\ 

0% 0% 

0% 

0% " 1% 

12% 11% 

1.0l) 
3 

PAGE; 24 

1% 0% 

0% l'li 1% l'II 

1% 1. 

3\ 0% H 2'!. 
+ 

li; 0\ a 1% 

0% 0% o. o. U 0% U 0% 
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fTes General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
whar rtoes rt,e Government of Canada cu r r e nt I y do te reduce t coecco-re i e t eo disease and oeecn amonq Canadlans? 

AWAR:! 
WEIGHTED rorxi.. 

unve Lqht ed n : 
aan smok Lnq in public 

Adver t t se r i s k of smok r 

'.oJarninfj Laba Ls of pckqs 

r ncr aase p r l cas z t axe s 

nes i r tc r s ale s ra vout h 

Communtv awa r ene s s prgm 

r.enr r esr r tcr ns on sale 

nasaa r cti r,. deve l opmen t 

Ot he r 

Don' t kno ..... 

No r e spons e 

Chi vgquar ed: 
+/- points e r ound '10%: 

E:HOS nesee r cn A:;~"çi"tes t nc . 

TOTAL <~O 20-24 25-34 J5-qq 45-54 55-64 

Age 

1768 
1730 

'" 
171 
427 

'0' 
91 

163 
49\ 

140 
169 
40' 

'" 
33% 

,2> 

1" 

o. 
o. 

]94 
:::!J3 

45% 

102 
200 
47% 

249 
148 
43. 

19% 

26\ 

" 14. 

". o. 
" 
1. 
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'" 36% 

324 
284 
32\ 

52% 51\ 4" 

fTCS Ci"lnercll PIlblic snrvey (0946) 06/11/03 
WhdL doe s 1 he cove rnment ot caoeo. cur renr Lv do ta re duce t obacco=r e Ls t ec cn s eese and ce a t h amonq ceneo i ans t 

AWi\R2 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

nnve Lqht ed n: 
Ban smck i nq ln public 

rvtve r c t se r t s k of amo k L 

wa r n Lnq l a be l s of pckqs 

r noreese pr tces z r axee 

gesc rt cr s aj e s ta vout h 

cornrnun t y ewe r ë ne s s p r qm 

Genr r est r i cr ns (ln sale 

nese-cr ch " de ve Lopme nf 

or nor 

Don' t know 

No re spons e 

Ch i s- Squa r e d : 
~!- po Lnt s a r ound SO\: 

30% 38' 

Working 

y.ô 

( .01) 
] 

J1% 3S't 23% 

Rural/Urban 

No Ru r e L Urban 

21> '" 1" 20' 25% 

359 H06 
376 U52 
40\ 41\ 

sn 46\ 

26\ 3::1< 

IH 2:::\ 

6't IH 

IH 17% 

5'1< 10'1< 

0\ 1\ 

H 0\ 

( .011 
5 
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0' 

" 
o. 

Household 

TOTAL Parent No 

176B 
1730 

'" 
825 9~3 1106 
681 lCl4~ 1024 

42\ 40% 39\ 

", SO'l. 44\ 50\ 

30' 30~ 31\ 34'1; 

211 21\ ::"3'J. 

10' 11\ on 10\ 

17' IH Hi\ IH 

7'1; lU 9'J. 

H 1'1; 1\ 

0' Dl 1% a 

(.051 

1" 1" 

l' i 

0' 

l' 
0' o. 

Minority 

No r+Lnor Abor 

648 
692 

46% 

224 
247 

45% 

69 1479 
93 1387 
41% 40't 

'" 35\ 49\ 

2" 46\ 311; 23\ 

19% 2]\ 17% :::1% 

11> 7% JO% 

i6'i; 19% IH 

10' " IH lO~ 

0' 

o. o. 
( ,05) 

6 la 



fTCS cene rat Public survev (0946) 06111/03 
\~hdt eoes the cove rnment of Canada co r rent j v do to reduce tobacco-related disease and death among Canadians? 

canee Lans Smoke Ha rm - Smokers 

Ye, 

Harm - SHS Risk t o Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 

No 

58 1641 
74 1577 
38\ 42\ 

LI3 502 
139 551 
36% 46% 

609 
587 
36% 

565 
518 
43. 

J85 1702 
483 1649 
46\ 41\ 
H 

421 48% 

27\ 31% 

15\ 21'1; 

81 10\ 

12\ 16\ 

11\ 9\ 

0\ 1% 

2% 1\ 

0\ 1% 

1% 0\ 

27% HI't 49. 51% 

TOTAL -; 25\ 25-50\ 511. t se r i ous Not se r Icus Not Increas Same Decreas Increas Maintn aeouce Elirnin 

3n 38% 

~5' 31 % '" 

554 
555 
43. 

96 1249 
128 1185 
38'11 42% 

433 
.59 
39. 

l\WAR~ 

1.768 
1730 
'1' 

243 %5 
222 879 
31\ 42% 

29\ 30% ". 

949 
867 

'1% 

150 
164 
45' 

WE rGHTED TOTAL; 
ïjnwe Iqht ed n : 

B'In smoking ln pub l Ir- 

Adve r t i s e r I s k of smck i 47% 

20\ 21\ 30\ l.6% 22' 

'" sn 3" 
Warni._ng labels of pckqs 30\ )4'1; 32% 

Il'!! 10% 10. 

47. 

". 251 

t nc r e ase pr Ice s z t axe s 2n 21'1; 23\ 

16\ IH 10' 

32' 26\ lU 33\ 
H' 

20% 20% 23' 

ges t r tcc sales t o youth 10' 8% 12% 

28% IH 1" lB' 

20'" '" 22% 

1" 19'1o 19\ 20% 14% 

" 
l'Ii Hl a 0% 0' 

11> '0' 13' 

Communt.y ewa r ene ss p rqm 

Genr r e st c rct.ns on sale 11% (l'li 

" 
3% 1'11 2% 2% 

10'" 9\ 10% 

'" 18% 18\ 12% 

Re se a r r-h f. deve Lnpment, 

Other U 1% 

1% 1\ 

3% 0% 3% 1% 0' 

'" 1" 

Don' t know 1\ 0% 1% 

( .011 ( .01) , 

10' ,3> '" 

No r e sponae o. 1% 0% 

( .o ï ï 

11 2 

14\ 8\ 

" o. 

Chi -Squa red: 
~/- point s ar cund 50"'; 

(.011 

" 
1\ 2\ U 

EKOS nese a rcn As soct er es Inc. 

o. " o. 4\ 0\ 

( .011 
4 

( .01) 
3 
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PTCS cene ca.t Pub.lLc sur vey (0"46) 06/11/03 
The rert qov "f ooes have pr'oq r ams and Legislation in place. The cu r r enc fTes I s an initiative ta reduce smoking-related cn se ase and death. 1s this an 
appr opr i a t e ro l e for the Gov't of Canada, or woc Id t b i s rc Ie be be s t Le f t up to o t he r e , t i xe the 

Gender Education 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK"'" 

smo ee r 

rrcs 

Household Incarne 

Male Fërn L Yes 

WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr e Lr Ont Que At1 

613 
523 
67\ 

Unweighted n : 
Yas -epp r op . for red Gov 

2317 
2317 

'" 
310 
294 
76% 

223 
232 
63' 

159 
220 
6" 

883 
88. 
681 

562 
457 
60> 

180 1135 
230 962 
18' 66% 

1182 
1355 

69. 

465 
800 
5" 

909 
1163 

63> 

768 
606 ". 

57' 
568 
63> 

195 
171 
73. 

309 
261 
81' 

27\ '81 3D' 23% 28\ 

1852 
1517 

71' 
33> '" '" 31\ 

180 
230 
60' 

481 

'1' 71' 
NO -Le et to ot he r-s 

DK/NR 

Chi -$quil red; 
+1- points a rouno 50'!,; 

.01 
6 

" " 
18% 29% ,1> 22\ 25> 15> 

4% 51 " 

FTCS 
WELGllTr:;D TOTAL: ~317 ~40 112 408 494 

unwe i qh t ed n : 2317 600 325 201 293 
t e» -npp rop . for fed Gov 61% 73% 70\ 68' 71% 

.01 
3 

.01 
3 

22% 34\ 32% 

TOTAL <~O 20-::'4 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-1)4 

Ag' 

r:hi-Squared: 
1-/- points e rounc 50'.!.; 

.01 

No -left t o otue r s 2H 25% 24% 21% 24% 

DK/NR S'!I 3'1. 6% 5\ S, 

EKOS Re ae a r ch ASSOG1Cit_es ï nc . 

418 271 364 
382 282 222 
721; 60\ 60% 

24'1: 3J'#. 33\ 

" " 
.01 

6 
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App r opr i a r a-Pï; 

FTCS General Pub lic su rvey (OQ461 06/11/03 
The fed uov'r ooes have proqrams and .l eq i s I ... r t on in p la ce . The current FTeS i s an initiative ta r educe smok Lnq-Ye La t ed diseas€' and dea t h . Is this an 
eppr cp r i ... te t o Le for the Govtt of Canada, rot wou l d rh i s r o Ie be be s t l e f t up ta c t he r s , like the 

[TCS 
\~Err;flTED TOTAL: 

[Jnw<>l(Jhl et"! n: 
"{<>" -n pp r op c Lo r F~ti (~(\'.f 

No -j e r r t o orne rs 

DK/NR 

+/- poi nt s "0~: 

FTCS 
WEIGIITED TOTAL: 

Yes -e ppr op . tc r Gov 

No -Left to or he r s 

OK/NR 

Ch.i e Squa reo : 
.. /- po i nt s a r ounrt C1()1.: 

Hous eho j d Working Hr no r Lt y 

No l'Hnor Abor 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

canao t ans Smoke 

:~C)'k :'5-c)0'" 51"'''' se r Lous Not se r i oos Not r ncrees Seme pecr e as Increas Maintn Reduce ELimin No 

l'TC!' (;,."n"'r .... 1 Pub I t,- ,,\1rvcy (O()~b) 
ln rhn dre" (lJ rcnIH·in') s er-onct h,1nd "m0~;~ ilno 
l ove L of rnvoIvamenr , ma inta i n r-ur r e n t, l c ve.l r t 

TOTAL pa ro n t ND "(es 

7.317 lOSq 1 ~58 14 [) l 
2117 feA3 104 1;117 

,,7,* 1a Ç,4~ "'''-o,/; 

.(JI .10 

28~ 

5% 5\ 

52] 1791 
'}51 1762 
6H 68%: 

JO~ :'fi%: 

6\ 5%: 

Risk ta Canadians fed Government Invo Ivement 

22J 
251 
31% 

., 

T01.'\l 

~)17 
:::.11"J 

61\ 

JO"J 1212 
2Bl 1122 
64'11 12% 

519 2:'05 
671 2176 
65% 69% 

105 1906 
144 1823 

<,4\ 69% 

" 
.01 

Ha rm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

182 
213 
34' 

722 
658 

71' 
747 1130 
761 1045 
79% 76% 

181 1563 
227 1510 
17\ 100% 

628 
679 

O. 

30\ 26\ 

5\ 5\ 

98 2106 
126 2072 
32% 11\ 

Q~ 51 

.01 .01 

6~ 5 
738 
70' 

812 
80J 

'" 
61% 74'l1 0\ 100\ 

.01 

60' 1/% 19\ 

" 0' 
26' 2" 

9\ 0\ 

.01 

. EKOS RfSEARCH ASSOCIA IfS. 2006 • (i4, 

Smoker Education 

NO ES&HS Coll Un Lv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Hou s ë ho Ld I ncome 

465 1852 909 
800 1517 1163 

18% 36't 35%: 

613 
523 
28\ 

180 
230 
35% 

" 4% 5\ 

INVOL 
\ol"EIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe.i qh r ed n : 
r nc r ee se Lnvol vewe nc 

MA t n t a i n 1 nvo Lvemen r 

aeouce .l nvo.l veraent 

[;1 im i ne r e 1 nvo I vement 

DK/NR 

r'hl-Sq"Cir~d; 
11- rnin!.'.; ..,rnllna '·,0\: 

1 NV()L 
\o1~;r(jIlTSD TnT/IL: 

11nw",iqhr ",(1 n: 
t ncr ee se i nv o l vemenr; 

aeouce i :1v'1J vemen r 

El Irn.i na r.ë i nvot ven.enr 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqllo'lred: 
./- po i nr s a r ouud ')0'1;: 

rxos Re s ea rrh As soc tot es 

Region 

TOTAL BC Alb pr a I r Ont 

.... 

.oe .01 

06/11/03 
t obecco , in the future, would you Ld ke to eee the teoe r a l nove r neenc Lncr ea s e its 

r aduc e Lt s Lev e I of î nvoj veme nr or el.iminate t t.s i nvo t veroenc eLr oqe t he t 

Gender 

At L Nale Feml 'res 

:'3l"l )10 ~~) 159 983 ~61 180 1135 1182 
~J17 2Q4 :'3~ ::::'0 8e~ 457 no 96::: 1355 

32\ 41'1; J2'!. 3n. 30'k 32\ 33~ 35\ 29'" 

10% r.% 10% 13'ir 11l 7'1. H Q\ 10\ 

LOU 
fi 

10. 

l' 

.01 

TOT.I\.L .. ~O 

.:'40 
'DO 

Ij9'1. 

:::'71 
:'8:' 
28% 

'" 
ll'~ 

ll> 

PAGE: 29 

168 
606 
32' 

42~ 5B 42\ sa, '" 

574 
568 
J" 

481 
416 
33\ 

309 
261 
33\ 

]0, 

10' 

( 01) 
4 

50' 

18't 8% 10% 10. 12. 

195 
111 
30% 

49'ir 50' 

21\ " 10' 

52' Si. 

10' 

1% 

.01 
3 

.01 

" lU 

38\ 

39% 

10> 

I?AGE: 30 

" " " 
1% 
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Rural/Urban 

fTCS General Pub li r: Sur ve y (0946) 06111/03 
ln the "rea of r educ i nq smoking, second hand snoke -md requ La t Inq tocacco • in the future, wou Id you Li ke to ses the federal government Incre a se its 
t eve ï of i nvo Ivemen t , maintain t t.s cur r ent j eve l of l nvojvemerrt , reduce t t s level of involvement or eliminate its involvement altogether. 

1 NVOl, 
WElI:;IlTED T01'AL: 

tJrlw~iqhted n : 
r nccease f nvo Ivemenc 

Haintain Invo t vement 

aeouce involvement 

El i m i në t e t nvo Lvemen t 

DK/NR 

Ch i - sque rad: 
1'/- points e rounc 50%: 

llNOL 
WEH,HiED iOTAL: 

unwe Lqht ed n : 
j nc r aa se Invo j vement; 

Maintain involvement 

aecuce t nvorven.ent 

E.liminate involvernent 

DI\/NR 

Ch i -equa red: 
t/- points a r cund 50%: 

e:l<OS Research nssoc i ates Inc. 

Hous ehcLd 

TOTAL Parent 

2317 
2317 

32% 

1059 
8R3 
3~% 

Worldnq 

No Ye, 

Minocity 

No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

". 50\ 

1258 
1434 

32'11 

1401 
l317 

30. 

893 

'" 36\ 

299 
339 

'" 
105 

'" 32% 
1906 
1923 

31' 
1791 
1762 

33% 

10' " 
'" 53\ 43. ". ", 

523 
551 

'" 
50% ". 49% 

canad.ï ans Smoke 

10' 9% 11> 10% 10' 12' " 

.01 

Harm - Srno ke r s 

519 2205 
671 2176 
39% 33\ 

45% 50% 

6% 9\ 

8\ 6\ 

2\ 2~ 

" " 15% 10% 

" " 
(.011 

5 

Harm - SHS 

.05 

TOTAL < 25~ 25-50,* 51% + Serious Not Se r Lous Not r ncr ees Same necr eas t ncr ees Maintn Reduce g L'lrnj n Y€5 No 

Rk s k ta Canadians reo Government Involvement Appropriate-fG 

231l 
2317 ", 

307 1212 
2Bl 1122 
26\ 32\ 

98 2106 
126 ~072 
15% 3H 

22' 51% 

26% 8% 

36% 5% 

2% 2% 

(.011 
2 

(.01) 
2 

182 
213 

11' 
812 
803 
25% 

1B1 1563 
227 1510 

0\ 38'!! 

628 
619 
20\ 

46\ 52% 

10% 

12\ 6\ 

LOU 
6 

• c. 

722 
658 
2" 

747 1130 
761 1045 
100\ 0\ 

223 
251 

O. 

645 
738 ", 

30. 0\ 100\ 35% 40. 55% 0% 55\ 52% 

27. 1" 100\ 22% 11\ 0\ 0\ 0% 4't 

31% o't. 0% 21\ 11\ 100% 2\ 

" o. 0% HI D'II 0% 

.01 .01 
3 

.01 , 

t'AGE: 31 

..... " EKOS R.SEA"" .. ASS""" T"< """" ...... 

FiCS Generi'lJ Public aur vev (OCJ46) 06/11/03 
rne re are many pa r t ne r e WllO have an i nt e r e s t in reducing the use of t.ocaccc . which of the f o Ll.ow i nq do '10u think I s the mast app r op r Lat e roh'! for the 
rcoe re r qove r nme nt; to play? 

- 

rARTN 
WEI(;HTED TOTAL: 

unwe Iqht ed n: 
A leadership r o Le 

An equa L p-s r r.rie r 

fi. very 1 lmi t ëd re.re 

DI\/NR 

Chl-Sq\li'lrad: 
+-1- po i nt s a r ound 501: 

PARTN 
WE1GHTED TOTl\L: 

!Jnweighted n: 
A Leade r sh i p r o Le 

An e qua l pa r t ne r 

1\ very limited r o Le 

DKIt'JR 

Chi-SqlJared: 
+1- po i n t S a r ound ;)0\: 

EKOS gesee rcn ns soct e tes r nc . 

TOTAL ec Alb Pr a Lr Ont 

Region 

2317 310 223 159 883 562 
2317 294 232 220 884 457 

~5\ 27'11 26\ 29'i1 27% 16\ 

55\ 5fi\ 51% 50% 51\ 63\ 

16'11 14' 20\ In\ IB\ 1H 

.01 
6 

4% 3\ 3\ 5% 3\ 8\ 

ceooe c 

Que Atl Male Fem1 Yes 

112 
325 
29\ 

408 
201 

'" 

IBO 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 
3U 27% 22\ 

55\ 52% 5R\ 

11\ 16'11 16% 

211; 4% 4'1!- 

.05 

TOTAL <20 :0-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 S5-64 

Age 

2317 240 
2317 600 

~5'J; 24\ 

( .101 , 

smoxe r Education Household Incorne 

53\ 62% 

494 
293 
24% 

418 
382 
25% 

271 
282 
28\ 

No E$&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

465 1852 909 
800 1517 1163 

18% 26% 23% 

768 
606 
29'11 

309 
261 
30' 

15% 15% 

55% 49% 

180 514 
230 569 
21% 22% 

481 
416 

'5% 

195 
171 
34. 

" 
1fi% 14!A 19' 

613 
523 
22% 

46% 57\ 57\ 58. ", '" 52\ 59% 56% 58\ 

30% L3% 16~ '" '" l5% 15\ 18% 15. 
7% H 4% " H 3% 5% 

.01 
3 

.01 
6 

.05 
3 

65. 

364 

29\ 

OB' 

1" 

" 
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riCS cene rai PubL t c sorvev (O~4 61 06/ H/03 
t'he re are many pe r t ne r s who have an .i nt e re s t ln r educ l nq the us e of r cbacco . Which of the fo Ll ow i nq do yeu think is the most appr opr La t a re Le for the 
federal government t o play? 

PARTN 
WEI(;HTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n : 
A leadership II)!e 

An equa l pe r t ne r 

A very .l I m.i t e d r o Le 

OK/Nf< 

Chi-5quared: 
+/- points er ound 50'11: 

I?ARTN 
WEIC;flTlW TOTAL: 

Unwa Lqht.ed n : 
A leadership ro.re 

tin eque I pa r t nar 

A very limited ro l e 

D!(/NR 

Ch J -Squa red: 
+/- points around ")0'1;: 

SKOS ges ee r cf Aasoct ates Inc. 

Household Working Minority 

No Ht nor Abor 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

51% 62% 

5% 12% 

3% 3% 

.01 

• 

PAGE: 33 

Risk ta ceneo i ens reo Government Invo1vement Appropriate-fG 

TOTAL Parent No Yes 

893 ,,, 
25% 

299 
339 
26'i1 

105 1906 
144 1823 
21'11 25% 

523 1791 
551 1762 
21% 24t 

50% 56\ 

18% 15% 

5% 4% 

.10 

182 
2U 
1" 

645 
738 

'" 
812 
803 
23\ 

722 
658 
27. 

747 1130 
761 1045 
35'11 23% 

canao t ans Smo ke Harm - smoke r s 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51% + Serious Not Se r Lcu s Not Increas Seme nec reas r ncr ee s Haintn Reduce g Lf rm n res No 

2317 1059 1258 1401 
2317 883 1434 1317 

25'11 26'1; 24\ 25\ 

5~'II 58% S3% 55'11 

1 fi'll 13'11 L9% 16t 

.01 

2317 
2317 

25'11 

307 1212 
281 1122 

~6'j, ~6'11 

519 2205 
671 2176 
21'11 25% 

55% 56% 55% 

35% 61. 53\ 52% 

223 
251 

9% 

181 1563 
227 1510 
10% 30\ 

628 
679 
14% 

." 
)6, 

.01 
3 

55% 62'11 56\ 

55% 

1" 22'11 16't 

INval 
WEH;HTED TOT,ll,L: 

NOT INVOL.VED 

SOHEWHfI.T INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY HNOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at. a l I i.nvolved 

4. Somewha r; t nvc ï ved 

7. gxt r eme l y Lnvot vec 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squ<tred 
.. /- po int s er ound 50 ... 

Mean 

st uoeat ' s t 

EKOS aase a rch nssoc t ates r nc . 

4H 55\ 

1" 23\ 15\ 12\ 15% 

'" 
" U 4\ 

3" 10% '0% 1" 

EK 

'68 
606 

" 
180 
230 

8% 

n, 26% 59\ 

ASSOC.IA. TF~ 2~. _. 

Region 

TOTAL BC Alb Prai r Ont Que At1 Hale feml Yes 

Smoker Education 

No SS&H$ Coll Uni v <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 LOOK .. 

He rm - SHS 

98 2106 
126 2072 
20\ 25,. 

26\ 51% 

42\ 14\ 

12'll H 

(.01) .01 
2 

.01 
6 

, ••. .,~_:' .. ·t _·."oc,'·· 

FTC:.'i Ce ne ra.l, Puh.lLr- Sur vey ((1946) 
How f nvoLvert shoul d tlP. ln rednnj nq hea Lt h r i s k s of smo kinrj and SHS 
Th!'! f{'d""ril.l qove rnme nt 

~317 
2317 

" 
310 
294 

~)% 

883 
884 ,. 

Gender 

Sfi2 
457 

" 
180 1135 
230 96: 

fi% 9\ 

" 
.01 

• 

06/11/03 

1182 
1355 

" 
'09 

116.1 

" 
613 
523 
51 

36\ 

.9% 

'5% 52% 8\ 

195 
171 

" 
309 
261 

" 
2'::3 
2J2 

" 
159 
220 

" 
33% 36'1< 371 

~ 65 
800 
:0% 

18~2 
1517 

" 

6% 

2% 

ea 

13' 20% 

t+++ 

" l~' 3' 

39% '" 36\ '" 3" 

59% 59~ 54% 

36' 35> 39% 

20% 1" 

Househo1d Incarne 

574 
568 

" 
481 
416 

8% 

56% 65% 

33% 3" 
5" 

" 

5% 7% 

2% .. " 4% 

'" 35% 

21% 16% 

39% 3" 

" 2% 

5" 50' 54' 

lO' 1" 15% 

39. 55% 56% 

33% 399; 

2% 1% 

.05 
6 

5.16 5.43 
1.79 1.69 

.05 

E'},GE: 14 

54% 55% 

13% 10% 16% 14% 

'" 15% 

" 

15% 1" 15% 

16% 18% 

37% 40'!J 2B% 41% 40\ 39\ 36\ 

11% 13% 16% 

1% 1% 1\ l'li 1% O'il 1% 

'" 

60' 

" 16% 

" 4% 

1" 20% 

14% 24% 15\ 18' 
4n 42\ 

15% 

'" 1" 
15% 15% 1" 18% 14% 

37% 

5.41 
1.70 

5.50 
1.66 

5.67 
1.62 

.05 
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20% '" 
.17\ 22'1; 12% 19% 

1" 16% 1" 1" 1" 

~ ..-..- .~........... • ~- ~- - .... ~ - ~ .....ti 

- ~ - - - -- - ---- - ...:...' _ _ _ _ _, _... ,~ 1. c .. - • , "'" -.IIlI_ • 

.. .-_ .... ,_~ __ ..... , , ... ~, .... _""' __ ~~ .......... ~_~~~~ .... ,Itt. • 

'" 
38'11 34\ ]:''11 46% 35% 45% 4.2\ 

1% 11 0% 3\ 0\ 1\ 0\ 

St.d dev 

6 7 3 
:,.44 5.'10 5.:'8 5.69 5.31 5.57 5.58 
1.70 l.56 1. 67 1.58 1. 77 1. 73 1.6:' 

.05 .01 10 

1" 19% 15% 16% 

.01 .01 .05 
3 3 3 

:1.35 5.53 '1. 55 5.66 5.39 5.4 S ~1. 50 
1.78 1.62 2.13 1. 4 q 1. 80 1. 61 1. 60 
.05 .05 .01 .01 

.cl 



r rcs (;en,"ral Pnb Li c Su rvey 109461 
How i nvo.l vert shou l d be in r educ i nq health rLsks of smoking and SHS 
The reder a I qove rnmenc 

INVO! 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

NOT rNVOLvEO 

SOMEWf{AT 1 NVOLVEO 13 51 

VE.RY tNVOLVED 16 71 

1 Not at 2111 involved 

4. somevner .i nvo Lved 

7. Ext r erne Ly i nvo Lvë d 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared 
-i/_ points arouno 50% 

Mean 
Std dev 

Stuoent "a t 

EKOS gesee rch e.ssoc i at es r nc . 

Ag' 

TO'fAL <20 ~0-24 25-3~ 35-44 45-54 55-64 65'" 

2311 
2317 

" 
240 
600 

" 
112 
325 

" 
.OB 
201 

" 
494 
293 

" 
'lB 
382 

" 
271 ,92 
15% 

06/LI/03 

364 
~22 

30\ 

59\ 

" 
15't 

10% 

'" 
7 

5.50 
1.89 

PAGE: 35 

Il 

36\ )6, 3B' '" 
'" 58\ 

1" 18> 

'" '" 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban Hou s eho Ld 
_ .. " .. =~ .. ... ,.=== g_",,,,=,,,,,, .. a"''''''' ~B ~="~ ~='_"''' ~= = .... --,.== .. ,., .... --= 

No aur aI Urban 

lB' 19\ 

60% 

" 

L3% 

16% 

'" 
0' 

5.45 
1.58 

FTCS rtane ra L r'cor Ic- snrvev (0946) 
âow Lnvor vec shoot d be in r-eriu c i nq h""alth ri s k s of smoking and SHS 
The r ede r-a j qovc r nreent 

INVOI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
NOT l NVOLVED (1 :.: l 

SOME',WHAT INVOLVED (3 SI 

VERY J'NVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not al l'Ill inval ved 

rl , somevhat Lnvo I VRd 

7. Ext r ernel y involved 

OK/NR 

Chi-$quared 
.{- points a r ound 50% 

Nean 
Srd dev 

St uden t '5 t, 

EKOS gese a rr-b Associ et e s l nc • 

15\ 

'" 23\ 

Working 

Yes NO 

55\ 50. 

523 1791 
551 1762 

8% 7'1; 

37'1; 36\ 

53% 56% 

7% 5\ 

" 
15% l6% ". 

,1> 
17% 24'k 22t 

"" ~75 

" 
30% 

56\ 

14' 16' 

6% 13' 

", 1" ", 

3B\ 36\ )6\ 34\ 

19\ 16% 

1" 15% 

1" 15> lB' 

0\ 1\ n 

.01 

5,4 
1.7 

7 
5.69 5. 67 ~.44 
t.33 1.36 1.64 

.01 .01 

20\ 13% 

1" 16% 

39' 38\ 3" 

TOTAL pa r en r 

2317 105~ 
::::'117 883 

H 1)'1; 

125\3 1401 
1 O~ 1317 

9% 7'1; 

36% 43% 39\ 

l" 

39% 3" 

2 
5.45 
1.70 

5.35 
1.78 

5.47 
1.6B 

36% 35% 37% ]7'1; 

0' H 0\ 

l% 

5 
5.45 
].70 

6 
5.10 
2.03 

.01 
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56% 58\ 53\ 56\ 

5.43 
1.66 

5.48 5.51 
1.73 1.62 

Hinority 

Minor Abo r 

:':99 
33~ 

" 
105 1906 
144 1823 

9% 7\ 

- -- -_ - - - - - ~ _. -- ~- - ~~--- -_. ~-~ _-- - - ~- . ~ -- - - 

~.".,. .. "--,,.._ .. _----""'-,-,~~-------------~._----~ .- ........ ~ 

6\ 5% 6\ 5% 

15' 15\ 

1" ", 1" 
", 15\ 

38\ 39% 3" 

5.44 
1.70 

.01 
3 

5.55 
1.60 

.01 

5.35 
1.78 

.01 

36\ 43\ 36't 

58' 45% 56% 

" 6% 5% 

" 
J;, 

15\ 23\ 

20% "' 
'" 

5.19 
1.7R 

.10 



· 

r:;KOS ge s e a rr-h As soc i ac es r nc . 

r-rr-s ';"!ner,ll pub l t c Sur ve.y (09Hil 
How tnvorveo ... shou l d be in reduc Lnq heaLt h riskB of smck i nq and SHS 
The f~deri'tl qove r nme nt. 

INVal 
WErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n : 
NOT IN\fOLVED (1 ~ l 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED !3 5) 

VSRY INVOLVED 16 71 

1. Not at a l L involved 

4 somewbat involved 

"r. Ext r eme Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Squa r ed 
+/- po Inr s arounc :)0'1; 

Mean 
Stti dey 

Student '.'1 t 

EKOS aesee r cf Assoct e t.es r nc . 

canad i ans smoke Harm - Smo ke r s Harm - SHS 

06/11/03 

Risk to Canadians Fed Government r nvo t eemenr 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50% sa + se r Ious Not se r Ious Not Increas seme Decreas rnc r eas Maintn Re du cë Elimin 

2317 
2317 

" 
307 1212 
281 1122 

12\ 6% 

519 2205 
671 2176 

60;; 6% 

98 2106 
126 2072 
37% 5% 

182 
21J 

J" 
645 
7J8 .. 812 

803 
10% 

7 ~2 
658 

7% 

41' 
sn 

". 
20'1; 

15% 

36' 

0' 

5.35 
1.68 

747 1130 
761 1045 

1\ 2% 

19% 43% 

l'i; 2% 

" 
12\ 

18' 
61' 

0' 

.01 , 
6.29 
1.12 

.01 

" 
23> 

2a 

34. 

5.58 
1.34 

.01 
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223 
251 
19' 

61\ 

17' 

12% 

18% 

12' 

3.88 
1.69 

.01 

L81 1563 
227 1510 
~2\ 2% 

JO'!; 30% 

IH 68'! 

43\ 1% 

6> 

" 
12% 

" 
7 

3.02 
2.19 

.01 

Appropriate-FG 

NO 

628 
679 
21> 

50' 

28> 

16> 

la' 
25% 

19' 15> 

36% 39'11 38% 33% 36% 43% 36% '" 28\ ,o. 

'" 21\ 

.01 
3 

<).94 
L27 

.01 

4 
4.26 
2.01 

.01 

56% 48'11 56% 50'!; 57% 19'i! 59% 67' 49% 

195 
171 

6\ 

,! 
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768 
50G 

" 
36' 
58% 

" 
'" 
18' 
22% 

180 
230 
13% 

38% 

'" 

18% 

15% 

", 
JO% 40% 

2% l'ls 

.01 
fi 4 

5.05 5.48 
1.87 1.64 

.01 
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Hoo s ëho I d Incarne 

574 
566 

6> 

55> 

", 
18' 

16. 

481 
'16 

6> 

33' 
60. 

'" 
15% 

2:'% 

]8, 

0' 

5.54 
1.60 

" 

8% 4'Ii 31\ 3\ 

" 2'1; 

28% 

" 5. 
20% la' 1" 

", 
15% 

15% 

Education 

613 
523 

" 4" 
56' 

3\ 

'" 
20' 

20\ 18. 18. 19' 

36% 33\ 35% 42\ D% 42\ 36% 34% 38\ 27\ 39'" 39\ 34\ 36'! 

22% 15> ", 

smo ae r 

No E;S .. HS Coll Univ <:;OK 20-49 50-79 80-99 LOOK· 

30g 
261 

" 
40' 3" 

" 
15% ". '" \3% 15' 15% '" 
", 19'!. 19' ", ", 20\ 19' 151 16% 19' 

H 0% l'i; )\ 1% 1\ 0% 1% 1% 1% l% H 0% 1% 

5" 63' 

15' 10' 

", 19. 21\ 19' 

38% 42\ 36' 39% '0' 16' 41' 
18' 19'1. 

.05 .01 .01 .01 
6 J 6 3 3 

5.45 5.17 5.49 5.66 5.JO 5.56 5.49 5.34 5.57 4.70 5.64 5.36 5.53 5.53 
1.63 1.40 1.51 1.52 1. 74 1. 64 1.53 1. 70 1.55 2.02 1.46 1. 78 1.44 1.54 

.05 .01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .05 

23' 16' 

24% 25'1s 

0' 0' 

5.44 
1.70 

.01 
fi 

5.17 
1.95 

.01 

3.62 
2.20 

.01 

16' '" 30' 

30' ]8, 

0' 0' 

.ci .01 
2 

5.61 
1.55 

.01 

5.n 
1.60 

5.57 
1.62 

.05 

5.54 
1.61 

.01 

rtcs (;~n€'r,,! Publir- surv-v ({)q46) 
How t nvolvort s hould be in reduc I nq he a Lt b r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
The provincial qove r nment 

o. 

3.76 
2.18 

.01 

.01 
4 

5.87 
1.48 

.01 

3 
5.13 
l.Bl 

.01 

5.44 
1.54 

68 
45 

.05 
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IN\102 
\-lEH;HTED TOTAL: 

Hnwe i qh t ert n: 
NOT HIVOLVED t t ::) 

SOMEWHAT LNVOLVED 13 51 

Vr;RY INVOINED (6 1) 

1 Not at; a l L Lnvo Lveci 

4 Somewha r; involved 

1. Ex t r erae.l y involved 

DK/NR 

C":hi-Square.d 
1/- points a r ouno SOl 

Mean 
st o dey 

Student' s t 

Region neoce r 

TOTl'.L Be Alb p r aLr Ont Que Atl Male Feml Yes 

06/11/03 

165 1852 909 
800 1517 1163 
17\ 4'! 9\ 

4:'% 36'11 35'1s 

3Q'Is 60'i 54\ 

13'1! 2\ 6'!. 

1% " 

-- - _-;- - -:--- - - __ L= _ _ _ _ _ - - ~'" __ -:...:_~ ~~~~~...: ~~= ~ 
~:_. - - .- -...: .-- _-:-_-- :._-. ---::..:- - - -:- -- ---::- _- - - ---=- - :- - -:-- - ..__.;;;; ~= _-- -::-------::.._:::::- -:. -5' - - ~=-_:: - -zr: 1 

::317 l1fl ~2:l 159 REl3 562 
::317 2(J~ 232 220 8fl4 457 

H 3'" 1'11 4\ 9\ 6,. 

180 1135 1182 
230 Q62 1355 

5'8 8% 5'11 

lH 3n 39'l1 36'fo 37'1. 34'1! 41% 38'11 36'11 

56'11 58% 54'11 57\ 54\ 59% 54\ 53\ 58% 

3% 5% 3% 

lB' ", 
20% 11% 11% 19' '" 16' 26' 

25% 

15> 1" 15> 

18' 1" 1" 
13' 21' 



"Tes General Pubj i c sur vey (0946) 
new i nvoj.veo s hou Ld be in reducing bee j r h r i s ks CJE smoking and SHS 
The p r ov i nc i a l government 

INV02 
WETGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
NOT 1 NVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVSD (6 7) 

1. Not at a j j Lnvo Lved 

,1. Somewha t Iuvcj vec 

7. Ex t r erne l y i.nvolved 

DK/NR 

Ch Le Squa r ed 
+/- points a r ound :10'1; 

M"!An 
Std dev 

st.udent "s t 

EKOS R(>searrh nescc t s r es r nc . 

Age 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

31' 31' 

112 <l09 494 419 271 364 
325 201 293 392 2B2 222 

H 6% S'li 9 'li IH 9'fi 

06111/03 

1 

65· 

" 
'" 
13' 

9% 

" 
5.51 
185 

E'AGE: 39 

2317 
2317 

" 
240 
600 

" 

o. 

39\ 31\ 44\ 35% 33\ 31% 

56\ '" 
" " 

59'11 56\ 51% 57\ 55% 59\ 

" 
" 

0\ 5\ 2% 5% 9% 6% 

" 
16' 17' 19% 

'" '" 21% 1.7% ,1> 
20' 2B' '" '" 20' 

36'" 33% 35'1; 30% 31\ )1\ 

" " 1'1; 0% n 

.01 

5.45 
1.63 

7 6 
5.41 5.39 5.45 
1.59 1.4(1 1.67 

"1.60 
1.:6 

.0' 

5.70 
1.26 

.01 

rrrt> riener,ll P'ubLt c survev (094b) 
Hnw f nvor veo shout o bf.l in r educjnq hee Lt h r i s k s of smoking and SHS 
Th~ pcov tnc.t a J q-rve r nmen r 

INV02 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

unvetcnt eo n: 
NOT INVOLVED (L 2) 

SQt-lEWHl\T INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY [NVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at a Lj l nvo l ved 

4. scmevbat involved 

7. Ex t r eme l.v rnvot veo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- po a nt s a r ound 50% 

Mean 
Std dey 

st.uuenr ' s t 

F.KOS gese e rch nasoc t at es t nc . 

Working 

TOTAL Pa r ent. No Y<:!s No 

3% 

3% 

15% 14' 

...... 

:317 1059 1~58 1401 
2317 aBJ 1434 1317 

7'), S'A 8'1< 6% 

B93 199 
975 339 

6'lo 8'Î; 

'" '" 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

NO Rural Urban 

37% 37\ 37\ 37\ 37\ 35% 

~O% 14' 

523 1791 
551 1762 

8% 6% 

37'1. 37% 

54% 56\ 

16. '" 16. 

~6% 5R\ 54% 56\ 56\ 51% 

41> 

" 
6 

5.30 
19: 

Minority 

Ni no r Ahor 

105 1906 
144 1823 

1)'l! 6'11 

36% 38% 

48\ 56% 

" 

18% 17% 17% 

.. .. 
'" '" 

36% 36%: ]5% 31% 
'" 1~% 

3% l'II 1%: l't 

35% 

.05 
5 

5.41 
1.66 

20\ '9% 20\ 

a 
5.14 5.49 5.36 5.48 
1.93 1.59 1 7~ 1.60 

.05 .10 

E'AGE: 10 
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16. 15% 16> 17. 16% 

~-- --~- -~ - ~-~.- ... ~-_._-_ .. ~-_ ... _-.~-- ~, 

'7% 19\ 16' lB. 17. 

20\ 23% 17% 23' 15\ 

J6> 35\ 31% 34\ 4" 
" 0% 1\ 0% " 

.os 

5.54 5.39 5.44 
1.51 1.72 1.60 

.05 .05 

5.50 
1.65 



FTCS General Public Survey (09HI 
How t nvo l veo s hou Ld be in reduc.i nq hea Lt h r î s ks of smok i nq and SHS 
rne provincial qcve rnnent 

INV02 
WEIG!-jTEO TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
NOT tNVOLVEO r i 21 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVEO (6 -, 1 

1. Not at illl involved 

4. Somewhat invo1ved 

t . Ex t r eme Ly t nvot veo 

DK/NR 

Chi e Squa red 
+1- points around 50\ 

Mean 
Std cev 

Student's t. 

EKQS sese arch Assoc t e tes rnc . 

06/11/03 

canecn ans Smoke Ha rm - Smo ke r s Ha rm - SHS Risk to Canadians reo Government Involvement Appropriate-fG 
'"-- .. ~~~ - •........ - .... ~ .. --- - '"' ... = .. _-=~~~-- ~~- ~:= ----"''''_ -- '" -- ~.,= ..... _= ........ .,= '"' --~= -- .. '"'" ... "'== ....... ===-- ===- -~= -- .. '"' _ .. __ .. '"'.. _ .... = .. _-_ .. '"' -- ... "'= 

Na TOTAL < 25~ 25-50% 51\ + se r Ious Not Serious Not t ncreas seme Decreas ï ncreas Maintn Reduce ËLl.mi.n 

2317 
2317 

" 
307 1212 
281 1122 
1H 6\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 

6\ 5'+; 

98 2106 
126 2072 
37% 5% 

182 
213 
28'l! 

645 
138 

" 
812 
803 

" 
122 
608 

6% 

747 1130 
761 1045 

2% n 

" 
19% 

23% 

3D' 

1% 

5.51 
\.36 
.10 

PAGr:: 4.1 

223 
251 
15'l1 

58% 

26% 

6% 

10% 

31% 

16% 

15\ 

10% 

" 
4.,32 
1.66 

.01 

181 1563 
227 1510 
<13% 2'1; 

31% 33% 

24% 64\ 

34% 1% 

'" 
10% 

" 
'" 
" 
1 

3.49 
2.31 

.01 

6::8 
619 
16. 

46' 
31% 

'" 
" 5\ 

37% 35\ 3G\ 36\ 3711 40% 36% 44' 2" 42' '" 22% 43% 

2' 

13' 23% 

56% 54\ 55% 58\ 58\ 21\ 59\ 28\ '1% 48. 53% 76% 5H 

18't 15% 

4% 7';. 3\ 4% 3% 30\ 2\ 24% " 0\ 2'11 

3% 

18% 8. 

24% '" 

16% 13' 1" 
" 

16% '" 24'1i 15\ 

" " 

20\ 12\ 

'" 26% 

'" 18' '" lB' " 
26\ '" 

18% 19% 

" " 

20'A 21' 23\ 20' " 20. 
'" 

21\ 20. 

35\ 51' 

.01 
3 

5.79 
1.32 

.01 

4 
.64 
91 

.01 

36% 43. )4, 35\ )1, '" 38% 45% 29% 

o. 0% 1\ o. 

5.44 
1.55 

.01 , 
6.17 
\.19 

.01 

.. '~'~ 

" o. o. " 
5.45 
1.63 

.01 , 
s. 3 5 
l.88 

5.44 
1.57 

').52 
1.56 

.01 
2 

5.55 
1.54 

.01 

5,61 
1.50 

.01 

.01 

4.02 
2.12 

.01 

3 
5.79 5.1.6 
1. 51 \ . 7 ~ 

.01 .01 
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Education 

613 
523 

3% 

168 
'06 

5% 

180 
230 

" 
'3% 

" 
16. 
24'11 

39' 

5.60 
1.63 
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Household Income 

574 
568 

5\ 

'" 

11' 

'" 
15% 

4 9~ 45% 

1% 1% 

, 
5.80 5.77 
1.56 144 

481 
41' 
" 
'" 
62'!! 

" 
" 
3. 
". 
IH 

18% 

Srnokë r 

NO ES&HS Coll Uni v <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

195 
111 

5\ 

309 
261 

5% 

.01 

3.50 
2.16 

.01 

fTCS General Public su r vev (0946) 
Ho .... i.nvo l veci ahouLd be in r edu c Lnq hee Lt h r i s k s of smoking and SilS 
Non-governmental or not- for-profit n rqan j aa t ions .l1 ke the Canadian Cancer Society 

INVOJ 
WE:IGHTED TOT.II,L: 

NOT INVOLVED 

SOMEWIIAT INVOLVED (3 S1 

VERY INVOLVED (6 71 

1. Not dt a l I i nvo Ivad 

4. Some .... 'hat involved 

7. Ex t r eme Lv t nvotveo 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared 
+/- points arouno 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

Stl.ldent 's t 

SKüS gesee r cn As soc i e te s lnc. 

Region 

TOTAL Br. Al o Prair Ont 

2317 .no 223 159 88] 
~]17 294 ~)2 2:':0 884 

5\ 5\ 2\ 4\ 5\ 

30% 33~ 3l'!1 29% 29% 

65'!; 61'1; 65\ 64% 65% 

Ji 2% 2% .2% ]'ti 

" 
12\ 12% 15. 

cenoe r 

Que AU Na Le Fern I Yes 

06111/03 

465 185:: 909 
aoo 1517 1163 
10% 3\ 6% 

31'1; 29% 28% 

SH 67\ 65~ 

8\ 2% 3\ 

" 2> 

33% 30' 32" 29'11 

63' 

'" 221 12% 

56~ 180 1135 1182 
457 230 962 1355 

5' 4% fi\ 3% 

31'- 21 % 33% 27% 

631 7)\ 60\ 69'11 

3'11 3% 3% 2\ 

2% " 
Il. 13\ 1" 

'4% 65\ 

1" 
25% '" 

18% 

19% 25\ 26% '" 

2% 3% 

12% 

14% 13\ 

3% 

2% 

3% 

13% 10. 

38' '" 
o. " 

46'j; 3H 40'11 50% 46% 

1'1; 0\ lli 3\ 1% 

6 
5.78 5.64 5.88 5.B3 5.77 
1. 51 1. 45 1.~5 1 52 1.53 

.10 

12\ '" 8% 14% 

1" 1" 11% 16. 

1 
5.68 
1.44 

, 
5.82 
1.4Ei 
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15% 16' 

50\ 53% 42% 50\ 44\ 4H 49% 46\ 

13. Il' 

19. '" 20' 18. 

1\ H 1% l'B 2\ 1% 1% 0% 

20. 16% 13% 20' 19% 22% 

-- -- _ - - =. ..,,_ ~~~------ --- _._- -_-- -~--~ -----~---- =_-_ ~ - .=:: 

• _ .: _ _::: __ _ _ _ -:..::-- _ =- _ _ ~ - ~ - - --- -:::i"" - - -- -=- -=- , 
.... ~~-,,_._--_ •• _~-"'~-~ .............. _~-... .. ~ ... ~~,~-_ .... ~ ...... _ ... "" _"<'- - ,~ 

.01 .01 .10 
3 3 3 

5.73 5.98 5. 61 s . 9~ 5.42 5.87 5.78 5.81 
1. 60 1.49 J.61 1.39 1.88 1.39 1.58 1.41 

.05 .01 .01 .01 .01 

43' 

5.75 
1.51 



r'rcs rteae re ï Public Sur-vey (0946) 
How involved should be in reducing hee l t h r Le k s of smoking and $HS 
Non-qovernmental or not-for-profit o r qan i z a t l ona like the Canad.i an Cancer Society 

INV03 
WF.IGHTED TD'rAL: 

ünwe Iqht ed n: 
NOT TNVOLVED Cl 21 

SOHEWHA'T INVOLVE:D (3 5) 

VERY JNVOLVED (67) 

1. Not at <111 i nvof veo 

4. somewnat â nvo Lved 

7. Ex t reme l y involved 

DK/NR 

CbLe Squa red 
./- points a round 50% 

Mean 
Std dey 

Student's t 

EKOS Reeea r ch Aasoct at es tnc • 

TOTAL <20 

Age 

20-24 25-)4 35-44 q 5-54 5~1-64 

2317 
2317 

" 
240 
600 

" 
112 
325 

" 
31\ 

67' 
l' 

e 

'0% 
23\ 

'" 
u 

5 
;).93 
1.23 

.05 

408 
201 

" 
35% 

61' 

15> 

1" 
22\ 

3" 

, 
5.71 
1.39 

'" 293 

" 
'" 
70' 

lOi 

13. 
21% 

5.87 
1.49 

418 
382 

" 
271 364 
282 222 

H 7\ 

65. 

" 
la' 
10% 

1" 

...... 

06/11103 

PAGE: 43 

30% '" 36% 31'!! 22% 

65% '0% 5B% 61% 70\ 

" 
1" 10% 

5' 3% 

" 
1" 16\ 

15% 

19\ 25'l1 

1" 12% 

.6% '5% 

16% 1" 

5.78 
lo51 

.01 
4 

:'.93 
1.28 
.01 

'1% 45\ 57% 

. 

2% 2\ 

5 
5.61 
1.56 

.05 

6 , 
5.60 5.90 
1.70 1.64 

.10 

F'TCS Genee .. l Public: Su r ve y (0946) 
How InvoIvec snou Ld be in reducinq health r i s k s of smoking and SHS 
reon-tjove rnmen r e t or not-for-profit o r qant z a t l ons like the Cë nad Le n Cancer Society 

INV03 
WEICHTED TOTAL' 

ttnwe i qht ed n : 
NOT [NVOr"V[;D (1 ~I 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVEll [6 7) 

1. Not at .. Il involved 

4. Scmewha t i.nvo j vec 

7. Ea t reme l y Invorveo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
~/- points a r ound 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

srcoenc ' s t 

EKO$ nesea r r-h As eoci a tes 1 ne. 

Househo l d 

TOTAL Parent 

2311 105') 1258 
2317 883 1434 

5% Hi 5'11 

30% 3 Ho 2 ~!'lI 

65\ 65\ 65\ 

3\ 2\ 3\ 

1" 13\ 

NO 

" 
12% 

15% 

18% 

41. 

5.78 
1.54 

Working 

1401 
1317 

" 
32\ 

63\ 

13. 
16% 

20\ 

43% 

.05 
3 

5.73 
1.50 

.05 

No 

893 
975 

5% 

26\ 

'" 

12'11 

13. 

1" 
51\ 51% 

l'! 0\ 

l.05) 
3 5 

5.86 5.18 
1.53 1.63 

.05 

Hinority 

Minor Abor 

:!99 
339 

6> 

105 
144 

10> 

NO 

1 ~06 
1823 

" 
30% 

'5% 

1" 

'0% 

06/1tlOJ 

auca t z urban 
Rural Urban 

523 
551 

" 
1791 
1762 

" 

15% 15% 

JO' 

64' 65\ 

32' 
'2% 66% 

'" 20% 

" " 16> 11% 

'" 45% 

1" 
13% '2% 

1" 15% 

" 
'1.78 
1.51 

5.77 
Ln 

42% 45% 

l'Il 1% 

, 
5.56 5.77 
1. 75 1.49 

18% 19% 

'" ", 

5.68 
1.56 

.10 

S.BO 
1.50 

.10 
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FTCS none r a ï Pub.l i c- Sqr·Jey (ûCl46) 
How i nvo Lved ~h1111d be in r educ i nq hee Lt h r i s k s of smo k i nq and SHS 
rtorv-qove r nment aI "L no t c t or c pr o tI t o r qaru z at i ons Li ke the canao i an Cancer soc i e t y 

TNV03 
I>IEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i ohr ed n : 
NOT l NVOLVED (1 :! l 

S(1MEWHlI,T TNVOLVED (3 ')1 

VERY l NVOLVF.D (f:, 7) 

1. Nnt s t 0111 i nvo l ved 

4 somewhat i rivo.l ved 

7. Ex t r eme l y r nvoj.veo 

llK!NR 

Chi -cqoar eo 
1/- po Lnt s ...,roHnd '10'lo. 

$tcl uav 
'~lllr;!cnr '~ 1· 

"' ", 

" 

canao i ens Smoke Harm - Smcl.e r s 

TOVI.L c 25'11 25-50\ "Il'" ser t ous Not Se r Lou s Not Inc rees Same oecr eas t ncr ees Maintn neouce E~limjn 

::317 
:'.317 

" 
307 1212 
:!Rl 1122 

4'1; l'l< 

519 2205 
fi71 2176 

!J'II n 

Ha rm - SH5 

98 2106 
126 2072 
16% 31; 

311; 30l; 

51% 66~ 

12% 1" 12% 

TNV04 
WElGHTSD TOTAL: 

NOT [NVOLVED ( 

;;OHEWHi\T (NVOLVED 13 S) 

VER'! INVOLVED (1) 7) 

1. Net, i'>C a Ll i nvo i vec 

t . gx t r eme Ly t nvo Lved 

(tK/NP. 

Ch Le Squa r e.d 
.. /- points e r ound 50% 

Mean 
st o oev 

sr cdenc ' s t 

30% 25\ 30'1; 

1" 1" 20~ 

06/11/03 

iUsk t.c Ce n ad r a ns. 

182 
:!13 

,6\ 

81::: 
803 

5> 

Fe d Cove rnmen+ j nvo j vemen t 

'" 
1" 

722 
658 

5> 

747 1130 
161 1045 

3% 3\ 

16\ 

40% 

o. 

5 . 7 ~ 
1.38 
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180 
230 

6\ 

", 
14' 

16. 

5.54 
1.66 

.05 

PAGE: 46 

223 
251 

" 
181 1563 
227 1510 
lH 3% 

Appr op r La t e-Ft; 

35% 21 \ 33% 

Ye s No 

65\ fi6\ fi3\ 70% fi5\ 

35. '6% 

l2\ 1" 

(.01) al 
2 

'l.B4 
1.41 

,01 

645 
738 
J' 

JI% 

56\ 68% 63' 

32% 

56% '19'15 63\ 

628 
679 

8% 

22\ 

68% 

'" " 12\ la' 

". 11% 

3'11 2\ 

15% 13% '" 

4.Q6 
2.11 

,01 

FTCS Genera! t-ubj Lc sur-ve y (0<146) 
Ila'~ j nval ved s houl d be in r"ldllG.l.ng hea Ltf r i s k s or smoking and SHS 
Hea.lth car-e p t o f e s s Lone Ls j i ke oocr or s , nur s e s and dentists 

19% 20. 16% 

cenoe r 

Que Ati Hale Fern! l'es 

13\ lH 

62\ 71% 63\ 

18% " 
lH 

'4% 51\ 

17% 

39% '" 
1% 

,01 
3 

5.79 
1.40 

5.75 
1.73 

20% 

10. 16% 15\ 

1" 
", 50' '3% 

" 
5.42 
1. 75 

,01 

5.30 
2.13 

,01 

EKOS R~~~ARCHASSOCJA TES """"' .• .n~. 

Household j nccme 

574 
568 

" 
481 
H6 

4% 

Smo ke r 

No ES/.HS Coll un.t v <20K 20-49 50-7<;1 80-99 lOOK+ 

15' lH 

", 53'1< 47% 

7 
s . 19 
2.17 
.o t 

5.69 
1.55 

10 

" 

06/11/03 

180 1135 111:t2 465 1852 :;09 
~30 %2 135") BOO 1517 1163 

41 i)'i, 2\ lU ::~ 5\ 

58'!; 

1> 

,01 

5.65 
1.57 

.05 

6.07 
1.36 

.o i 

33% 32% 

195 
17l 

" 
309 
2tîl 

2\ 

'" 64% 

J3'l! JJ< 

'" 
" 

!J.IR 
1. ~l 

s, CIO s.a: 
1.53 1.46 

.10 .01 

34'l! 3H 3l'll 36\ 32'l! 33% 

b2'J; 60% 65% SI\ 66\ 62% 

'" 
18> 

lB' 

4 2% ~ 9% 

(J'II 1\ 

,01 
3 J 

5.63 5.><9 
1.56 1.36 

.01 .01 

1" 1" 

Educ a c ion 

613 
523 

" 
768 
606 

3> 

12\ 12% 

64% '" 

17% '" 

1> 

n 

1" 1" 

5.76 
1.0 

'0 

. ., .. 

Region 

TOTAL 8C Alb Pr a i r Ont 

2311 310 223 l')Q 883 56:: 
:317 ':"4 :32 san 884 457 

H H ::~ 3\ 4% 5\ 

33\ 33'l! 39\ 34'11 33% 28\ 

fj)'P. f,J% S8'!; 60\ 6~'!. 66\ 

1]'1; 13\ 1" 
11% 

17% 1" 

)4, 

63% '" 

14% 

". ·14% 

21% ln 

1% 0' 
4 3'~ 

5.84 
1.32 

6 
5.90 
1.:9 

, la 

13\ 11% 

'" 

5.77 
1.,\7 

J 
~.68 5.6" 5.78 5.76 5.845.79 
1.51 1.36 L.·12 1.45 l52 1.51 

13. 

,01 
3 

5.:'1 5.9L 5.71 
1. 90 1.30 1.55 

.01 .01 .10 

13> 1" 

4 
5.75 
1.53 

5.78 
1.44 
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19\ lB> 

0% " 
4 

5.81 
1.36 

5.82 
1.41 



~TCS r.ene r a t r'nb l i c survev 10946) 
!l()W r nvotveo shou Id be in r educ i nq he a Lt h r is kx of smoking and SHS 
Hë a Lt h c a r e pr o te s s Lona l s like doc t o r s , nurses and cent t s c s 

TNV04 
WETGHTED TOTAL: 

Itnwe iqh t ecl Tl: 
NOT iNVOI,VED (1 21 

$OMEWHAT T NVOLVED (:1 ') 1 

VERY 1 NVOLVED (0 71 

1. Not at. ~IJ r nvo l vert 

4. Somewha t involved 

'1. Ex rr eme Lv l nvo lved 

D[,/NR 

st o dev 
st udent '8- r 

Mean 

TOTAL <20 

Age 

06/11/03 

20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

23l'1 
:.117 

" 

"' 
ln 

'i.77 
1.47 

39\ 

( .011 

5.64 
1.41 

.05 

112 
325 

" 
35'J; 

38' 

li 

5.71 
1.37 

408 
201 

" 

1" 

1" 

"' 
45' 

" 
, 

5.80 
1.34 

494 
2')3 

" 
JO '1; 

'6% 
21% 

46% 

5.RS 
1.33 

.10 

418 
]R2: 

5% 

2'1 
282 

" 
]64 
222 

" 
32\ :Hi\ ::6\ 

'" 5H 

" 
" 

Il' '" 12% 

'" 
'" '2% 12% 

45\ '" 

').74 
1.51 

5.t17 
1.50 

'j . ~17 
1.68 

.os 
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FTCS Gene r a J rubl i r- survey (0946) 
1I0w invo.l vert s hould he in r edu ctnq hoa jrh r I s ks of smoking and SilS 
Hi>C1lth c:drt~ p r o te.s stone t s Li ke ooccor s • nu r s es and dentists 

INV04 
~IEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe l qht ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 :::!) 

SOMEWH'\T TNVOLV1:::D (3 SJ 

VERY J NVOLVr~D (0 7) 

1. Not' "t ,111 i nvo rvert 

~. Somewhe r i nvo j ved 

7. Ext r erne Ly i nvo Lve d 

DK/NR 

'1- po t nt s 50'), 
r+ean 

Sul de v 
s tudent 's t 

TOTAL Parent 

ncuse noro 

23)7 lOSIj 1258 1401 
2317 883 1434 1317 

H 3!l 3~ 

n. 

'" 

.1 
S.81 
1.40 

'" 

::, 13 
1.:}2 

wo r ki nq 

Ye, 

'" ". 

3 
5.17 
1.42 

No 

893 
9" 

" 
31% 

14. 
15% 

16\ 

'" 

:,.78 
1.50 

JAT. ...... · ........ "' .. - .. lI 

1 1 
06/11/03 

Minority Rural/Urban 

Hinor Abor Rural Urban NO 

299 
339 

" 
105 1906 sn 17~1 
14,) 1823 551 1762 

8% 3% a H 

32% 33% 34% 32% 

66% SH 63'1< 6H 63% 

" s% 2% 3% 2\ 

" 3. 
1" 
13% Hi% ", 19~ '" 
IS~ '" lB' 1" 
50\ 46% '" '" 
" 

1.05) 

5.80 
1.57 

, 
5.S!:! 
1.79 

5.78 
L.n 

5.70 
1.55 

5.79 
1.44 
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FTCS General Public Su r ve y (09461 
How involved should be in r educ.i nq hea I th r Ls ka of smoking and SHS 
Health ce r e proEessionals like doc t or s , nur s e s and dent Ls t s 

INV04 
WEH,lITE[1 TOTAL: 

Unw~ighted n: 
NOT 1 NVOLVED Il :' 1 

SOME:WflAT INVOLVED (3 ;l) 

VERY 1 tNOLVED (6 71 

1. Not ar al l Lnvo Lve d 

4. Sornewhat .i nvo Ived 

7. g xt r eme l v .i nvo l ved 

DK/NR 

Chi -Sqoa red 
~ /- po i nts ar ound 50\ 

Mean 
SLd dey 

studenr t s t 

06/11/03 

reo üove r nmenc Involvement Appropriate-fG 

Ye, No 

Ha rm - SHS RisI: ta ceneo i ans 

TOTAL < 25'l1 :'5-50\ SIl; + Serious Not Serious Not r nc reas seme nec r ee s ï ncr e as Maintn Reduce g I Im.i n 

2317 
:~ 3 1 7 

" 
307 1:'12 
~Bl 1122 

H 1~ 

",J 9 220~1 
li7l 2176 

4'f, 31> 

98 :'106 
126 2072 
17\ 3\ 

'" 
1" 
n, 

.01 

5.65 
1.37 

.01 

182 
213 
1" 

,<5 
'38 

" 
812 
803 

" 
722 747 1130 

761 1045 
2% 3% 

223 
251 

" 
181 1563 
227 1510 

11% ]% 

40' 29'" 33% 

628 
679 

7\ 

33. 
60' 

1" 14. 15' 

36\ 31' 33' 

658 

35% 25\ 37\ 

52% 

18% 

", ", 

28% )]\ 36\ 32\ 

'" 66'$ 61\ 60' 73't. 60% 

" 11\ U 

", 43' 

11> 20% 

15% 

11% 

" 
18\ 14' 

" 
14' " 

" 
3% " 

0' 

.01 

5.5, 
1.6' 

.01 

, ., ,,' 

! 

Education 

613 768 
523 606 
11% 14\ 

25\ 28% 

62% 53'11 

9% 11\ 

D'li 

13% J'l; 

13. 

17. 1" 

11' 

1" 16'11 19% 14% 

14% 18% 11' 

19\ 

45' 51\ 50\ 46\ 31' ,2\ 
1\ " 0\ l'ti 

Gender 

Male Fern l 'res 

15\ 

1" 19' 1" 17' 1" 

20% 16% 13% 

Smoke r 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 10DK+ 

'" 56% 

17 

" 

,01 , 
5.88 
1.49 

(.01) 
2 

5.84 5.81 
1.51 1.41 

,01 

4.71'1 
2.10 
.01 

5.73 
1.H 

,10 

,- 

36% ". 

4 
5.69 
1.50 

,01 
4 

6.11 
1.24 

,01 

18% ". 

195 
171 
1" 

309 
261 
12\ 

F'rc~~ G€'n~raJ j"lblÎr sur-vey (0046) 
Hllw t nvoj vad s hou.Ld t'e in reducinq hee l th r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
The t obacco tndus t ry 

INV05 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

SOMEWHAT HNOLVED (3 51 

VERY [NVOLVED (fi 7) 

1. Not ar <111 i nvo Iveo 

4. Somewhet involved 

Ex t r erne Lv i.nvo Lvëct 

DK/NR 

Chi<;quèlfed 
'/- po i rus e r osmd ',0'); 

Heen 
Strl dev 

s cuoent ' s t 

EKOS Re se a r cb Assoc t e ces Inc. 

Region 

TOTAL Be Alb Prai r Ont Que Atl 

4B' 

0' 

,05 , 
4.94 
2.05 

,01 

5.93 
1.29 

.01 

5.67 
1.'i6 

,05 

13% 

10\ 

53% 44\ 51% 

5.56 5.18 5.27 
1.96 2.10 2.21 

.05 .01 

'" 36% 37\ 

26% 25\ 

2317 310 223 159 883 562 180 1135 1182 
2317 294 232 220 884 457 230 962 1]55 

13'1< H'f; 10% 14\ 14\ 10\ 14'~ 18% 8% 

58% 64% 53'? 54'11 5131 58\ 63% 52'11 64% 

10'11 12'1; 8% 13'1; 10'1; 8 'li lZ'lI 14% 6'Pi 

13i. 1" 11\ 

06/11/03 

465 1852 909 
900 1517 1163 
17% 12% 13't. 

29% 25% :35% 

~2% 60% 60\ 

13\ n 10'!; 

4% 

1!1% 13' 

" 2% 

60. 60' 

15> 18\ 1" 

la 10' 

5.74 
1.38 

5.36 
1.67 

,01 

, 
5.05 
2.08 

,01 

12% 10' 

56% 4H. 53% 4]% 50\ 50% 

3\ :?'II 3% 2' 

.01 .05 
3 3 

5.71 5.05 5.46 5.42 
1.82 2.18 2.00 2.04 

.01 .01 .01 
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Household Income 

180 
230 ". 

574 481 
568 416 
13% 12% 

" ,. 
1" 11\ 

,01 .01 
3 

5.5: 5.04 
_.10 2.21 

,01 

22\ 23\ 28% 

" 11% 

, 3 
',.46 'l.32 5.:3 !'l.JO 5.4Q 

2.05 ~.13 1.93 2.13 :.07 1.96 

fi" 62'1; 56% 

1" 11\ 

10% 9% 

16> 

'" 

5.45 
2 .01 
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,. 
53\ 48% 46\ 

2% 3\ 0\ 

, 5 
5.48 5.36 5.21 
2.04 2.01 2.13 
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fTCS Cë ne r a I Pub l le Su r vev (0946) 
How tnvot veo shou l d be in reducing health r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
The t obacco Lndu s t ty 

1 NVO'j 
WElr.HTEn TOTAL: 

";OHEWHAT !NVOL'JED 13 <l) 

VERY INVOLVED (b 7) 

1. Not <"It a Ll r nvo i veo 

4. Somewhilt· i nvo l ved 

1. Exr r eme l y t nvo rveo 

DK/NR 

Ch i vSqua red 
f./- po t nt s around 50~ 

Mean 
s-c dev 

g tudenc ' s t 

TOT.Il,L ':0 

;:317 
::117 

l.1'1< 

m 

" 
'" 

5.38 
:.05 

Age 

~O-:::':4 2~-J4 35-44 45-54 55-64 

:40 
'00 

12" 

408 
201 

" 
49' 
:93 

121 

291. 

'4> 63\ 59% 

'" 12\ 

10. " 
14% 14% '" 
'" 501 52\ 51% 

J\ 1\ 4\ 

.01 , 
5.4: 
1.96 

5.58 5.71 5.43 
1.96 1.70 2.05 

.10 .01 

f"TCS GflnC:I",'! l'!lb! ie: Survey IOQ46J 
uow jnv"'Jv(·~d shouLd be .in t'p.du<'Îng heaLt h ri s ks of srno k jnq .~nd SflS 
The r cb.n-oo tndns t r y 

INVOS 
WE".IGHTED TOTAL: 

:j(lMEWIlTl.T INVOLVED (.l 5) 

VERY !NVOl.VEO (6 1) 

1 Not .'o! "Il Lnvolved 

4. Som~whj,t f nvo Lv ed 

1 1:::.;1 r cme l y invo t vec 

[lK/NR 

.std df!v 
St.udenr 's 1 

'rOTAL Pa r en t 

Housebo l c wor k i nç 

No "les No 

06/11/03 

418 
382 

13'11 

364 

:"317 lOS ~ !:" ')8 1401 893 : q9 
:317 "83 1434 1317 975 339 

1.1'l. l:"'t 141; 13"\ 13% 16% 

11)?; n 1.n .10'11 10% 10% 

)% 

) 

'1.38 S.JQ 
2.05 :.01 

:71 

'" 
28\ 

10' 15' 

5.JF. 
:.OR 

3 
5.313 
:: . a ~ 

5.39 
:.04 

15' 

16% 

" 11'. " 
" 

49\ 46' '" 
" 
s 

5.36 
2.01 

6 
5.14 5.09 

2.;:8 
.05 .10 

PAGI': 51 

06/11/03 

Minority Rural/Urban 

r-ï i no r Abor No Rural Urban 

105 1906 ;':"3 17(11 
144 1823 551 176:" 

10% 13\ 14'11 13\ 

n 10'1; IH 10'1; 

" " 15. 14'10 13' 

59'11 '8' 50% 49% 

" " 
.01 , 

5.39 5.BO 5 xs 
:.14 1.86 :.04 

.01 

5.36 
2.07 

5.38 
2.04 
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t-res Gen(! ra 1 Pub I te 
How i nvo I vad 
Th", r obacco Lndus t r v 

INVO~ 
WEIGHTED TOT.II,L: 

sm1E\~HAT [NVOLVED (3 5\ 

VERY lN'lOLVED 1 fi 1) 

1. Nor a t e Ll Lnvo l ved 

4 . .3ornewhill Lnvo l ved 

1. Extreme1y Lnvo Ivec 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa r ed 
"1- points a round °)0'11 

Mean 
Std oev 

Student' ~ t 

EKOS ge se arr-ri As soct ar es r oc . 

(OG46) 06/11/03 
in r educ i nq he a l t f r i s ks nf smok i nq and SHS 

Canao i ans Smoke Hë rrn - smo te r s Harm - SHS R'i S k r o canao i ans Fed ccve r nment Lnvo l vemen t 

25\ ~'J-50'" 51'11 ~ Se r i cus Not se r Ious Not t ncreas Sa me Decreas t ncr eas M;;intn neouce Elimin iOTP-.L 

)07 1~12 
28L l122 
16% \)"11 

s r q 2205 
67l 2116 

12\ 13% 

98 2106 
126 ::07;': 
20'1< 12\ 

10> 

.01 
2 

5.47 
2.00 

.0\ 

10\ ln 10~ 

22\ 26% 35\ 25\ 

,., 

5.38 
2.05 

.05 
6 

5.10 
2.18 

.05 

64% 59\ 43\ 60'" 

Ce nde r- 

Male Fern I 

'" 
'" 

.Dl 

IB2 
213 
23\ 

645 
738 
1]' 

B12 
BD) 

12\ 

122 
658 

\" 
147 1130 
761 1045 

14% 10'1; 

17\ 29% 

56' 66% 59% 

223 
251 

'" 
)), 

", 
1], 

181 1563 
22.7 1510 
;:'2'1; 12\ 

35\ 2)\ 

40\ 62\ 

11% 9% 

5% 

12% 

36% 

7 
4.49 
2.29 

.01 

15% 

20\ 

12\ 

App rop r i e t a-F'C 

FTCS fien€t' .. l Pub I i c- .cnr ve y (OQ46) 
How i nvo.l ver! s houl rt ho in 
vou r l or-a ! rn. 1,~giOJl",1 qove r nme nt • 

1 Nvnfi 
WF.Jr~flTED TOTi'.L: 

SClMEWHl>,T ltNOL'v'ED (3 S) 

VERY INVOLVE[) (i) 71 

r . Nnr <it ,,11 .i nvo Lv ad 

'1. Somewhst i nvoLvec 

1. Exr r eme l y t nvo ï vec 

DK/NR 

,1- po i nts 

d\ 10\ 16\ 9% 

14% 

31% \9% 31% 

56% 

10% 

1'1\ 

'" 

5.;:8 
2.02 

\0 

.01 , 
5.27 5. III 
2.09 2.08 

.10 .01 

"' 11% 8% 

'" )5% 

Yes No 

Std dev 
Sturterrr "s r 

[.KOS nose e rcf ASSOCl",Les lnc. 

10' 13' 

35" jO% 

11> '" " 

)9\ 65% 

06/11/03 

Education 

:317 'qû 2::3 l'jt~ 8t'3 5f,2 180 IDS i i ez 4fi5 1852 904 61:1 
:3l7 2r.t, :3: :'::0 81'<4 4']7 :::'30 Q6: 1355 ~OO 1511 1163 5:.'3 

1'1; fit 4~ 10\ 5'1. 7'l. UH. ~)\ 17'1. 5'" t1\ 5'ii 

13\ 

5.49 
1.91 

.00 

6 
4.88 
2.12 

.01 

628 
679 
16% 

32% 

soe 

11% 

5% 

12\ ln 

'8% )6, 

.01 
6 

5.11 '>.:J s . 44 
1.1)9 1.5'.l 1.60 

53\ 49> 

10' 

" 

10' 

46\ 56% 

J\ 4\ 
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/OK 

10' 10% 

". '0' 

.01 
3 

5.54 
1.99 

.01 

4 
4.99 
2.11 

.Dl 

:\ 

.01 

5.37 
:.03 

9 
4,63 
2.24 

.0\ 

5.55 
1.98 

.05 

5.41 
2.03 

.01 

4.n 
2.23 

.Dl 

.01 , 
5.62 
1.9G 

.01 

5\ 3~ 5'1. :% 7% 4% 5% 1% 3% 13'11 3\ 6% 3% 

Househald Incarne 

16R 180 574 481 
606 :::30 568 416 

81. fl'j, 4% 8% 

-U% 41\ 42% 40% 

5\ S'Ii 3% 5'1; 

19% '" 2H 2" 

Smo ke r 

No ES~HS Coll Uni v <~OK 20-49 50-79 BO-99 JOOK+ 

1" 19% 

hea Lt h r i s ks of smo k i nq "nd ~,HS 
iI~ the he a l t h boa r d 

aeq i cn 

TOTAL Be Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl 

15';, lB' ln 

16% 

1" '" 
:0% 20% 12% 16% 

1 ~5 
171 

" 
]09 
261 
\U 

tH 21\ 

14' 

.01 
) 

4.5{t 5.50 
l.9'l l.56 

.01 .01 

35% 

1% 

10 

5.:::9 
1.15 

1" 15% 

.01 
c 

5.16 5.45 5.37 
L.14 1.51 1.7) 

.05 
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34% '" 
56% '" 

1" '" 
J"~ J), 

" 
" 

1" 1" 
'" 23% 

36% 38' 33'" 38% 

:1.46 5.25 
1.54 61;1 

.05 

:'6'l1 15% 

30% 31' 

" 0' 0% 

, 
5. J3 
1.71 

5.1: 
1.80 

.05 
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• 

EKOS ae sea ccn As soc i e tes r nc . 

fTCS General PuhLi c sur voy (094fil 
Haw I nvot veo shnu l d be in reducing health r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
YOUf local o r r-eq i ona j qove r nment , such as the he a I t h board 

INV06 
WE1GHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qhr ed n: 
NOT INVOLVI::D (1 21 

SOMEWHAT INVOl,vED 13 51 

VERY INVOLVED {6 7) 

1. Not at a l L Lnvot veo 

~. Somewhat. involved 

7. Ex t r ema Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- po i nt.s arouno 50% 

Nean 
Std dey 

Student' s t 

EKOS Re sea rr-h Associates t nc . 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Age 

2317 
2317 

" 
240 
'00 .. l12 

325 

" 
40' 
201 

" 
48% 

", 

" 
J> 

\8% 

ZH 

1" 

494 
293 

" 
418 
382 
la' 

271 
282 
la. 

41% 

", 
8% 

" 
" 

18' 

14% 

06/11/03 

364 
222 

8% 

33\: 

56% 

" 
1" 

1" 
101 

461 

1 
5.51 
1.78 

.10 

PAGE: 55 

", '" '" 44. 31. 
50'11 53% '" 

wo r k Lnq 

Yes 

" 
18' 

19% 

'" 
33% 

5.29 
1.69 

5J' 

105 V'06 
144 1823 

7\ H 

34.\ 42% 

59% 49% 

6% .1\ 

H 

H 

1" 
", 

.- 
06/11/03 

Rur a Lz Ur bë n 

No Rural Urban 

" " 
2 l'II 19% 15~ 20~ 

1" 13% 

523 1791 
551 1762 
11\ 6\ 

40\ 41% 

49% 51% 

3\ 

" 5% " 

18' 2" 20% 

15\ 16> '5% ,3\ 2" 

3,. 37\ 33% 

19\ 201 181 

J5% 30\ 30\ 31\ 

2\ 

6 
5.24 
1.68 

5 
5 . 2 ~ 5 . 12 
1.83 1.85 

.10 

" 

F"TCS r.en~rill Puhl t c survev (0"'46/ 
110>" t nvoj veo ..•. .,hC1111d be in r aduc Lnq he a.lth rLs ks of smokl.ng and SHS 
Your l'le .. l or req t ons t qcve r nreent , sur!", dl'; j'Il!"! hea Lt h board 

'" 14. 19% 

INVOI1 
~IEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY lNVOLVED (6 7) 

L. Not: FIt a l L .tnvo l veo 

4 somcvne t rnvot voct 

g xr reme l y t ovo iveo 

DK/tJR 

Chi -Squa red 
~/- po i nr s c round 50% 

Mean 

Sruden t ' s t 

.01 

5.:n 
1.69 

5 1 
5.45 5.48 .5.34 
1 . ~ 6 1 . 37 1 . 52 

.10 .05 

~tinority 

No Minor Abor 

16~ 11\ 15' 

aousetioro 

TOTAL Pe r en t 

'::J11 l05(j 1251< 1401 
2317 883 1434 1317 

1% 6% 8% 1\ 

41\ 43\ 40~ 42\ 

50% 50% 50\ 50% 

5% 4% 6% S\ 

'" 
14' 

89J 
~75 

" 
299 
339 

" 

JJ\ 32\ J6% 

,. 
" 
'" 
". 

15. 
J5\ .14$, 36% 

'1% '8% 

l% 2% 

Std dey 
5.31 
1.69 

'1.33 5.::W 
i . 62 1.14 

50' 56% 

5.27 
1.69 

.01 

.01 
4 

S.10 
1.83 

.01 

5.38 
1.64 

.01 

" " 

PAGE: 56 
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17\ ", 
'" 15. 

41\ 48" 

.05 

5.37 
1.67 

5.56 5.62 
1.59 1.11 

.01 .05 



1 

EKOS aasee r ch Assoc i s r ns [ne. 

tirs riene r a l Pub l L," Su r vë y (O!'l46) 
How .i nvo Iveo s houI d be in r edur-i nq he a Lt h r i s ka of smok i nq and SHS 
Your l or-a l Dl r eq i ona j government, such as the hea l t h boar-d 

INV06 
WETGHTSD TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ed n : 
NOT rNVOLVED ! 1 ~ 1 

sm1EWilAT INVOLVED 13 51 

VE;RY tNVOINED (6 7) 

l . Not at a j I involved 

4. somevne c involved 

1, Ext r ëme Ly i nvo Ived 

OK/Nil. 

Ch Le Squa r ed 
+/- points ar ound 50\ 

Mean 
St d dev 

St.udent "s t 

>_.. ,~", ,.,i";, _.;,'_ 
......... <_. '. 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL c 25% 2,)-50~ SI'!." Serious Not ser Ious Not tocreee sene Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Ed l.m.i n 

2317 
2317 

" 
307 12]2 
281 1122 
16'l1 6% 

519 2205 
671 :!176 

5% 6% 

1" 
1" 
1" 
30. 

li 

.01 
2 

5.38 
1.63 

.01 

. - 

Harm - SHS 

98 2106 
126 2072 
~7\ 5\ 

27\ 53\ 

24'1; 3\ 

1" 
14% 18% 

06/11/03 

Risk to Canadians 

182 
213 
~9" 

645 
738 

5% 

812 
803 

" 

red Government Involvement 

722 
656 

" 
42\ 

47' 

" 

" 
17' 
19'1s 

1" 
'" 

5. l~ 
1.13 

.01 

',,' .'. '.' .~,: .. '. 

747 1130 
761 104.5 

4% 4% 

30% 46% 

65\ 491 

2\ 2% 

2·0 

12\ 

15% 

1" 
49% 

.01 

5.86 
1.44 

.01 

2% 

" 
2" 

21% 

1" 

32% 

5.37 
1.50 

.10 

P.II.GE:: 57 

223 
251 
13' 

181 1563 
227 1510 
34\ 5% 

Appropriate-f"G 

41' 36" 41\ 

12\ 1" 

4,. 34% 45' 54' 39\ 40% 

ND 

628 
679 
13' 

4" 
42. 

1,. 

1" 24% 

50% 47\ 48% 58% 51% 

,. 16% 

26'f. 6,. 45. 29\ 

20\ 13. 

9\ 4\ 4\ 4\ 

22\ 36' 

22% 

21% 

29% 2\ 

32'!1 1" 

17. 12% 

" " " 

" 
9 

3.98 
2.26 

.01 

.01 
2 

5.45 
1.57 

.01 

" 

22\ 

16% ". 13% .12\ 

37. 30% 

19> 17' 21\ 

lSi l4i 13% " 

.0.1 
3 

5.53 
1.52 

.01 

4.84 
1.94 

.01 

18% 201: 18\ 

19. 45\ 3l% 1" 20% 

15% 1" 1" 17. 

F"TCS Gt1cnerill Pub.l Lr- Survey (0946) 
How in'lnlved snoui o be in r eour-Lnq he a l t h r Ls k.s of smoking and SHS 
Canadfa n s rhams ë Lve . ." 

INV07 
WElr.HTED TOTAL: 

NOT INVOLVED 

SOMSWIlAT INVOLVED (J 5) 

VERY HIVOLVED 16 7) 

l . Not a t ,,11 Lnvo Ived 

4. somewhe t involved 

7. g.xt reme l y invalved 

DK/NR 

Ch i vSqua red 
+-/- po i n t s e r ound !'l0\ 

st.o dev 
St.uden r ' s t 

35. 3" 32% 41' 

" 
4% 

l4% 

1" 

Gender 

180 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 

4\ 6\ 3% 

31\ 38\ 27% 

65'11 55\ 69\ 

4\ 3% 2\- 

0% .. 
13% 15% 

" , 
3.90 
2.15 

.01 

.01 
4 

5.67 
1.58 
.01 

5.16 
1.12 

.01 

l6% 

15% 

Education 

613 
523 

" 
32% 

13. 
.16\ 

20' 13' 
42\ 54\ H\ 50\ 46\ 51\ 49% 

14% 

- .. 
06/11/03 

Region 

Que AU Male Fern I Yes 

gmoxe r 

No E:S&HS Coll umv <2QK 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ TOTAL Be Al b Pr a I r Ont 

23P :HO 22] 159 BR] 562 
2317 2Q4 232 220 >'!!;I4 457 

4\ 5\ HI 3\ H H 

33\ ]J" 36% 29\ 32\ 33% 

62~ 6U 60\ 66% 62\ 62~ 

2\ 2% 2% 3'l1 n 2" 

0% 

" 
14' lS. 1" 

1'1; 2% 1% 1\ 1\ 1\ 1% 

465 195.2 909 
800 1511 ll63 

8% J'i 6% 

40% 31\ 34% 

50% 65% 60% 

13% 1" 12% 

.01 .01 .05 
3 3] 3 4 

5.55 5.91 5.32 5.81 5.64 5.81 5.82 
1.60 1.43 1.81 1.43 1.63 1.43 1.47 

.01 .01 .01 .01 .01 .05 

76' 
606 

" 
32% 

63" 

2% 

,. 

13% 

'7% 

14\ 

~KO&R 

180 
230 

9> 

J6% 

55% 

6% 

20\ 

10% 

10> 

45% 49% 

0\ 1\ 

.01 
6 

5.36 5.16 
1.85 1.53 

.Ol 
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.43 
7 

3.72 
2.26 

.Ol 

'95 
Pl 

" 
309 
261 

" 

77 
.01 

aousenor o Incarne 

574 
568 

" 
481 
416 

" 
24% 38% 

0' 

'J.31 
1.69 

.01 
6 

4.97 
2.03 

.01 

5.57 
1.60 

.01 

15'i 20% 12\ 16% 15% 

)4, 33% 

'" 57% 62% 6), 

0% 

13% 15% 

5.31 
1.59 

14. 12\ 

'"' 1;' 18% 14' 
15\ 15' 

2% 

14% 13. 

12% 21> 15' 17' 
12% 1" 14% 12\ 15\ 13% 1" 
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50% 61% 43" 

0\ 1% 1\ 

7 6 
5.82 6.13 5.68 
1.46 1.32 1.48 

.01 

16% 

48% 48% 48\ 50% 4H 51\ 4H 

1% 1% 1% 2% .2% î % 0\ 

Mean 
7 

.'j.76 5. /4 5.74 5.90 5.76 5.76 5.73 
1.53 1.54 1.51 1.45 1.52 1.56 1.54 



r'rcs Gen,<>ral Pub.l Lc sur vey (09461 
How tnvo ï veo ahonl d be in r edu c i nq health r Ls ks n f smok i nq and SHS 
Caneo t ans triemse tve s 

1 NVQ7 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED 11 2) 

SOMEWHAT 1 NVOLVED (3 51 

VERY TNVOLVED (6 71 

1. Nor at a l I i nvo Lved 

4. Somewhat Lnvo Ivad 

t • Ex r r eme l y i nvo t vec 

OK/NR 

Chi -Squared 
!/- points arounc 50\ 

Nean 
Std dev 

St ude n t '.e t 

EKCl,s nesear cf As soc t s tes r nc . 

Ag, 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

'18 
382 

3% 

271 
.282 

" 

0611.1/03 

6.')+ 

364 
222 

6% 

27% 

'6% 

13% 

11% 

11% 

PAGE: 59 

Minority 

Minor Abor 

~99 
339 

" 
105 1906 
144 1823 

5\ 4\ 

2317 
2]1'7 

" 
240 
600 

" 
112 
325 

" 
408 
201 ,. '" 293 

5% 

33% 28\ 33. 3" 39. 35% ". 
". 58\ 58% '" 59\ 

10. 16' 1" 15% 18% 

16' 17' 18% 1" 18' 
20> 16% 1" 

48% 39'1; 39~ 52~ 4]% 

H 0\ 1\ 1\ 2% 

( .011 , 
5.76 5.59 
1.53 1.50 

.01 

7 
5.64 5.91 5.61 
1.42 1.36 54 

.10 

.' 
".Tes Gerlf'r,,! r'Ilhl il: SlIrvey (09Q6) 

uow i n vol vrad shouLd he in r-edur-Lnq he a I t h r t s ks of smoking and SHS 
(·anildi<'Jll .... t h<~msp.l'JPs 

INVCl7 
WE L(;\j1'!':D TOTAL: 

unwe Lqhr ed n : 
NOT INVOLVE[' (1 ;:") 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5\ 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not "it roll involved. 

4. Scmewha t involved 

7. g x r r eme Ly Lnvo i veo 

OK/NR 

r.hi-Sql1ared 
~/~ point s around 50% 

Mean 
sto de'! 

Student' s t 

1::1<05 aosea rr-h xs scc Lar es Ine. 

Hou s eho Ld wc r k i nq 

'" 61' 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

523 17Ql 
551 176~ 

5'l< 4% 

)7% 31\ 

5H 63\ 

3% 2% 

14% lH 

TOTAL NO Yes 

)'Ii 

" 
12% 12% 

15% 17. 15% 

2317 icvs 12:)8 1401 
2317 88) 104 1317 

4 '1; 3~ 5% 4'!; 

893 
975 

" 

1" 1" 

1" 10% 15% 

33'1; 34\ 32\ 34% 30' 

1" 
52'! 47\ 56\ 

0% ]'I! 1% 

5 6 7 
5.85 5.69 5.82 
1.49 1.6B 1.64 

35% 39'j, 32'1< 

49\ 

62\ 63\ 6U 6U 63' '" 55'1l 62\ 

1\ 2 'Il 

5.76 
1.5] 

.05 . 
5.61 5.61 
1.62 1.50 

.05 .05 

15\ 

" 

D. 12% 
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1" 16. 12\ 1" 25\ 18% 15\ 

14% 15\ 1" 12% ". 
OB' '" 47% 50110 H% ". 
" 

5.76 
1.53 

.05 
3 

5.77 5.16 5.77 
1.49 1.59 1.44 

5.19 
1.4b 

5.74 
1.58 

". 

5.65 
1.58 



FTCS General pub l l r- Survey IOfJ461 
How i nvo Ived should be ln reduc i nq health r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
r.anecn ans t hemse Lves 

ce neo i ans Smoke Harm - Smokers Harrn - SHS Rf s k t c caneo i ans 

06/11(0) 

Ye, TOTAL < 2~\ 25-50\ 51\ + se r t ous Not Serious Not ï ncre as Seme pee reas Inc r e as Maintn seouce Elimin 

lINO'] 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 

2317 

" 
307 1:12 
281 1122 

·n 4't; 

519 1205 
671 2176 

511 H 

30'11 33\ 

64% 63\ 

2\ 21 

[S, 1" 

98 2106 
126 :072 

18\ 3'11 

38\ 32\ 

41\ 64\ 

17\ 2\ 

" 
1" 1" [J, 

16\ 

14\ 

.01 

'1.85 
1.44 

.01 

L82 
213 
13% 

'" 
43\ 

22% 

1511; 

"' 

, 
. ~O 
96 

.01 

64' 
'38 

3\ 

'6% 

'" 
l\ 

10' 

1" 

l> 

.01 

6.01 ').64 
1.40 1.62 

.o i .01 

812 
803 

" 
34'ls 

59' 

15' 

15' 

13' 

'" 
l> 

Fee nove r nment I nvol vement Appropr ia te- tG 

722 
658 

4\ 

747 lUO 
761 1045 

2% 3~ 

'" n, 
14' 

'" 
" 

5.76 
1.45 

223 
251 

" 
Lê I 1:'63 
227 1510 
lU 21!; 

No 

628 
679 

" 
34' 

57\ 

" 
13'1; '" 

Unwe i qh t ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (l 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 51 35\ 35% 

n, '" 16% ," 

3" 26% 35% 35% ·11'11 32l 

12'l1 

15' 10' 

VERY l NVOLVED (6 71 62% 60\ 60% 

5.70 
151 

" 5.80 
1.55 

1.01) 

5.81 
1.47 

.01 

, 
4.78 
:.22 

.01 

7H 6.1\ 54' 41% 64% 

'" 
.01 

'J.St! 
1.37 

.01 

S.50 
1.17 

.01 

1 Not at a l L t nvo t vec 

" 
·1 Somewha r Lnvo I vec '" 12\ 16\ 10\ 

" 

Education 

" 
1% 3% 

16% 20\ '" 1" 

17% 18\ 

14' l J~ 

Region Gender 

Que Atl Ma12 Fëm l Yes 

" 

.05 

Smo ke r 

16'j, 15' 
15% 1" 

, 

NO ES&HS Coll Univ <20K :::'.0-49 50-79 80-9'< lOOK .. 

" 
6% 

(.10) 
s 

" 3. 

6% 

.01 

43\ '" 

" 

( .011 
9 

PAGE: 62 

15' 
39'A '" 

RESPI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1:'31 152 116 '17 0: 21'14 120 586 645 :33 997 478 335 4013 98 :10:: 258 101 164 

Unwe i qht ert n : 12(1'") 1H1 121 1:1 457 231 138 4<\3 116 399 810 574 ::94 330 120 304 :;16 9:::'. 142 
The reoe rei qove r nmen t 5n Sf}\ ;J.::"\ 65'11 55\ 63% 53% 61\ sn 50\ 59\ '10\ 'j(l\ 63\ 43\ 4':<\ 66% 64% 68\ 

5.41 
1.76 

.01 

4.8" 
2.07 

.01 

16\ 

" 

7. Ex t r eme Ly tnvo i veo 48% 

0' 

" 

1% 

.01 , 
5.6El 
1.49 

.10 

b.07 
1.JO 

.01 

61 

FTCS r;ener"j P"bli,- SlIrv('!y (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do yon thin): shnllld h<lve the ~lliJN r e s pon s t b i Lf t y ta reçuLa r e the me nufe c t.u r Lnq of t obeccc p r onuc t s ta r edu cë harm ta smokers. This CQILld be 
th rouqh u~s"!,'Ir('h r.o find \~i'lys of. redll,:inq n tr-or ln'" r-on t en t ln c.i q e r e r r e s , for exernp te • 

la 
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Household Incarne 

nK/NR 

Chi-Sqq,'I[('>d 

5.76 
1.53 

5.17 
1,'\9 

H~<'In 
Std dey 

Student "s r 

EKOS aese a r cn Assoc.t et es Inr. 

TOTAL BC ,r.1} b Pr a i r Ont 

ÏOII[ p r ov i ncl e j <Jov' t 

vour t oca Lz req i cne I gOY 

Non-tjov z non-p r o t i t or qs 

He a Lt h c c r e p r o t e s Lon l s 

The t obe cco .i nous t r y 20% 

caneo t ans t hems e l ve s 

DK/NR 

Cb t e Squa r ed : 
+(- po i nt s e rouno SOt: 

(.011 , 



1 

rTCS Gene r a I Public su rvev (09461 06/11/03 
Who do Vou t.h Lnk shouLd have the MAIN r e spon s i b i Ld t y ta requ l a t e the manufacturlng of tobacco products ta reduce harm ta smcke r s . This could be 
t h rouqh resee rch ta find ways of reduc i nq nicotine content in ct qe e et t es • for examp I e . 

Age 
,."""'=="' ...... --=~-,.-=,.~-------===~~ .. _ .... _ .. _ .. "'="' ... : ............ - .. ~=,. 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 
----- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------_ ------- 

R~SPI 
WEIGHTt;O TOTAL: 1231 120 55 205 241 237 156 21' 

Unweighted n : 1209 301 160 103 148 208 160 125 
The federal qcve r nment. '" OS, '4% 63% 53% 62% 61> 56% 

YOU[ provincial qcv ' t " 12\ 13' " " " " 4% 

Your local/regional qcv " Il n 1> " 1> " " 
Non-gov Inon-profl t orgs " 7% " " " " " 4% 

Health ca r e pr-o fe s Lon l s " " 2% 0' " " 4% 5\ 

The r obacco industry 20' 1" 14% '" 2" 1" 14% 14. 
Canild1.ans themse i ves " " 8% " 3% 2\ " 6% 

Df\/NR ;,% " 1% 0% 8\ " 5\ la, 

Chi-Squared: (.011 
-r- points a round 50\: 6 la 

EKOS aeso a r ru As soc Lat e s r nc . PAGE: 63 

, 
f'T'CS GtlIHlcaJ, Public Survey 10946J 06/11/03 

wnc do you tlll,nf: s hou Ld have the MAIN responsiblllty te r equ.La t e the manut ec cu r Lnq of tobacco products to ceduce hë rrn to smoke z a . 1'his coure be 
t tu-ouqh rese eccu t c find w;'1ys of r edur-Lnq nicotine content â n c tqe re t t e e , for e xernp Le , 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 
~", ...... a. ..... __ ~~~;o .. "' ..... __ ..... "'~"''''=- .. ,. ...... --= == .. - .. -- -_ .. -= .. ~ = ~ -------= .. =----- 

TOTAL Parent No Ye, No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- -- ---- --_---- 

RESP} 
WEIGHTED rOTAL: 1231 :043 688 728 4% 149 69 1008 286 943 

Unwe Lqh t ed n : 1:::09 46J "8 688 510 169 82 953 284 92~ 
The federal qove r nment '7% '" 58% 60. 5" 52% 38\ Sq% 53. 5" 

rour provincial qov ' t " ~l% " " " 9. " " " " 
Your Loc a L,' r eq i ona I gov " " 1> l' " " " 1% 2% 1% 

Non -qov Inon-prof 1 t or qs " " " " " " " .. " " 
He a Lt h ca re p r of es i on Ls " " " l'fi " " " " " " 
flle t ooeccc j ncus t r y :::0% 23> 17% 21\ 17% 1 ~% :::2% 20\ 18% 20' 

canao t ans t hems e Lve s .. " " " " " '" 3% " .. 
DK/tIR " 3% " " " " " " " " 

Chi-Squared: .10 .01 (.011 
>/- points a r ound 50%: 8 Il 

f:KOS nesoarcn As scc Lar e s j nc . PAGf:: 64 
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fTrs Genoral f'ubl ic so r vev 1094&1 06/11/03 
loJho de> r hînk Sh0111d neve the HAIN r e spons i bi l i r y te regulate the ma nuf act u ri nq of t ooecco pr oduc t s tc reduce harm te smoxer s . This cou Ld be 

r e se a rr-f t o f i.nd way.s rif reducinq n i cot i ne conr ent in cigarettes, for ex amp Le . 

RE;';Pl 
WEl(~IITF:n TOTAL: 

unwe Lnht "'d n : 
Th"! ï ece r a ï qove r nmen t 

Y'111r p r ov i ru-La j gov't 

Y'"lIJr l()c,,1/r"'01onal 'J0v 

Non-rrov z non-p ro t i r o r qs 

Hea.lth c-ar e p r of e s Lon l s 

caneo i ans thems e Ive s 

nK/NR 

1/_ po Lnts 

TOTAL 

caneo t ans Smo kë Ha rrn - smoke r s Hë rrr; - 3,HS R1Sf~ to caneo i ens reo covernee-.r r nvoï venvror Appropriate-FG 

H4 
1<16 
6S1 

I):1B 
.'11'1'1 
S9% 

,:ïO 117t> 
l)h 1145 
4'l\ 58\ 

46 1118 
57 101:18 
39\ 58\ 

114 
363 
53% 

419 
416 
S.s.\ 

618 
')1)5 

61% 

118 
133 
3" 

:::s~ ::'>-SO~ .... l'!.. se r t ocs Not Serious N01: t nc r e as Sa me nec reas t nc ree s t-ta j nt n neouce Ej r nun Y,,<s 

.::rn, 

" 7\ 6~ 

103 
09' 

" 

" 10\ 

1% 6\ 

L5~ 3], 1" 

" " 

21% 

" 3% 

17' 

" 3% 

1.01) 
5 

PAGE:: 65 

" 
g, 

l'Il, 19\ 1" 

NO 

"4 
lib 
]l'!. 

836 
784 
63\ 43% 

TOTAL ar Alb Po::", i. r Ont 

Region 

WEll";HTED TOTAL: tl71 
Urtwe l q ht ert n: 11'',2 

Th"! f erte r a I nove r nme n r '::Ol, 

YOII[ pr ov i nrial qov ' t 4Z'~ 

vour loce l Z r e qi oria I go'! 14~ 

Non-uov znon-p r of i t o r qs 19~ 

The 1,)baL"(~n i ndus t r y '::11 

IlKIlJR ll\ 

19~ 28\ 

" 
Il' 

1.05\ 
3 

1.05) 
13 3 la 

.01 
5 

es 

" 
6. 31 5% 

18\ 19' 21% 

13'1l 

14% 

.01 

F"TC.O: Gener,Jl !"I,hlle survey (O(j~6) 06/11/03 
Who e r se da yoc Lhink stioulc h<lve r-ospons Ib.it t r v for r equ La t Lnq the ma nut ec t u r â nq of t cbacco produc:ts to reduce harm to smoke r s . 

100 
136 
;:8'!. 

110 ~.:: 456 260 
lili III 441 ::16 

'::1:1'1; lOiJ; ln 18' 

ceace r smo ee r Education 

No E:Sf.H$ Coll Univ cor; 20-49 50-7Ç1 80-99 LOOK ... 

100 158 
131 

'" 

Que At.l Na Le Fern l Yes 

Household 1 ncoms 

'" 318 
19~ 

91 :;83 250 
j 16 290 :07 
:;H~ ::~ ~ 17'1; 

'::3\ 

3b\ 

114 :'13 f)1~ ::16 955 H4 3:::4 
13: 407 6!35 371 781 541 ::&5 
:4'1; 151; ~4'l. '::3\ 19~ 19% :.::\ 

12% 14'1. IH r.,. 15\ 1H 19% 

:S'l; Ill! Ill\ 17\ l~\ 17\ '::3\ 

18. lfi~ 19% 191 17% l.8% \7" 

7't. 11\ ID'!. 11\ 10~ 1.1'0 8\ 

.05 
5 

11< 

19> '" 

10\ Ifl\ IH 14% 

'" 16\ '::5' :O~ IH 1" 
18' 

'" FI'!, l6'" 10\ 1" 
19% 

10 
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'" l.:'1; :: 3% : 3 'l; 11 .~ 

iH\ 

'" 8% 7'1; 10\ l8% 11 ~ 1 fi\ 101 7% 

.01 .01 
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nef: General rllbl le Survey (09461 06/11/03 
who e Lse do vou t h i nk should have r a apons f b l l j t y for r e qu l a t i nq the manut aot u r Lnq of tooe cco products ta reouce harm ta smcke r s , 

1 

Age 
.... = * =~ ........ "''' ="' .. """ ...... = == .......... '""'''' = .... "' .... "'=== ...... _ .. ~ '" '==,"" .o. ..... 

TOTAL <2O 20-24 2!J-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSPIB 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1171 115 5' 203 221 232 109 193 

Unweighted n : 1152 ,,, 151 101 139 201 150 111 
The f ede r a I government 2O. 24'1; 23\ 22% '" 16' 20% 14' 
'(olJr p r ov i nc i a! qnvt t 42~ 3" '" ·10% ", 3" 45. ~ 911 

Y01lr ]0c<ll/regional gov 14> 1" 1::\ 12\ 17. J3% 1" 14' 

Non-tjov/ non-p r o f i t o r qs ". 16% 20% Il> 21' 27\ 16' lB' 

He a l r h ce r e profesionls 18' 15'~ 16' 13' 20% 23% LO '" 
The t oae cco i ndus t r y 21% '" '" '" 15. '" '0\ "' 
cenecnens t hemee Lve s '" 16> 11' " 15% J3% JO, 17' 
DK/NR 11% ln " 13> 10' " 12> " 

C;h.L -Squared: .05 
'1- po l nts a r ound 50'lo : 10 

EKOS nasee rr-n A5!"'()~'iatE'S j nc . PAGS: 61 

, 
~"TCS General Pub.lLc sur ve y 'O~146) 06/11/03 

W!10 el s e do yon think should have r eapon a Lb i Li t.y for r equ La t Lnq the manufacturing of tobacco products ta ceduce harm ta emoxe r e . 

Hou setio Ld tco r k i nq Minority Ru r a Lv'Ur be n 
.. .,="' ....... _ .. -==~-~ .. -~-~~-_ .. _---~- .. _---==-~_ .. _ .... ,_.=_ .......... = == .... _ .... "'~------ 

TOTAL Parent No y., No Minor .... nor No Rural urnan 
------- ------- ------- ------- --_-- ------- 

RSP1B 
WEIC;HTGD TOTAL: 1171 525 fi" '0' 460 143 61 956 269 901 

Unwe i qht ad n : 1152 446 '06 605 ", 160 18 909 268 BBJ 
The federal çove r nment 20~ 2H 1 ~% ,9> 21\ 21\ 24'l! 20\ 20' ::!O% 

Your pro sr ! n(:I11'\ qov ' t 42'11 4" 42% '1> 45' 43' 50% '" 41' 43' 

YOlJr lnr",l/reqional qov 1" 15' 1" '" '" 1" 15% 1 .. '0' 16' 

Non-gov/non-rrofi c orçs 19' 21% 1" 20\ "' 20% 21\ 19% "' 1" 

Hëa l t h rare p r o f e s Lon l s 18'11 191), 11. 1" 17' 19% 33> 16' 1" 1" 

The r ooecco industry 2n 19'" ,3> 23\ 18% 20\ 20% 22% 1" 23% 

Ce ne d l an s t.hemse Lvas 14% 13> 1" 13> "' m '" 1" " 1" 

DK/NR m II' 10' 10' 12' " " 11% 9> Il' 

Cb i e Squa r ed : .05 
.1- points e rovno 50'11: Il 

[.I\OS ge sce rch Assor t er es l nr: • PAGS: 68 
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Fles General Pub l Lc Sur vay (09461 06/11/03 
Who e Lse do you think shoo l d have r a spons Lb l l i t v for r equj a t Lnq the manu f act o r.i nq of tocacco pr oduc t s t c r educe narre to smoke r s . 

P.SPIB 
WEIGHTE".() TOTAL: 

unwe Lqht ad n: 
The federal qove rnmen t 

vour p r ov i nc i a L 'JOv' t 

'{our Jor-e Ly r e ql ona l qov 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 

Th!"! t obar-co Lndus t r y 

canedt ans themselves 

DK/NR 

Ch i -Bqu a r e d : 
1-/- points a r ound 50%: 

canao t ans Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL <' :::5% :::5-50\ 51% "" Serious Not Serious Not Increas Same Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Slirnin 

1171 
1152 

20\ 

~61 1123 
322 1099 
19% 20% 

Harm - SHS 

40 1065 
46 1040 
9% 20% 

6'" ln 

28~ 18~ 

7\ 22\ 

26\ 14\ 

20\ 10\ 

( .011 
3 14 

.05 
3 

Ye' 

36' 
365 
'2% 
49% 

18% 

16% 

21% 

1" 

.01 

594 
544 
19\ 

'" 
13% 

13\ 

10' 

115 
129 
20% 

12\ 

20\ 

22' 

17. 
16% 

Risk to Canadians Fed Government Invo1vement Appropriate-FG 

Na 

f'TC$ Generaj PublLc .su r ve y (09461 06/11/03 
l'ho do you think s hou Ld have the HAIN re spons Lb i j Lt v to reduce the number of yout h who t a ke up smoking 

141 
141 
lB' 

602 
'163 
20% 

42'" 

86 
95 
22'1. 

30') 
349 
22\ 

402 
39' 
23% 

386 
343 
)6, 

81 804 

'" 21\ 

30B 
33' 
17% 

4Dl 'Dl 31\ 43. 

100 
16% 

4/)'I; 35' 
14' l~% 15\ 

50' ]0' 
12~ 

14. 1" 18' 
" 14' 10' 20' ", 

IH '" 15% 

1°' l" 1" 2U 19\ l" '1> 20\ '" 

1" 16% 

lB' 21'1; 18% 12% 1" 15' 

14% 

20\ 11% 

'" 1" 

16' 22\ 20\ 

10' 

.05 
10 

P.ESP2 
WEIGIiTE:D TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
The r eoe r at qove r nment 

vour provincial qovtt. 

Your Lcc-a l v r eq i ona I qov 

son-cov/ocn-ceo e t c or qs 

He a Lt h c a r e r.ro re s i onl s 
The r obacco l ndus t r y 

cenadt ans t ncms e Ives 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e r ound 50%: 

22\ 23% 22\ 

178 1126 1176 
229 958 1348 
2H 26\ 22\ 

lU 16\ 12\ 

5\ 9\ 8% 

7'1; 1\ 5\ 

5\ H 6\ 

3\ 3\ 3\ 

.01 

2n 

2:::\: 17% ". '" 

" .EKOS RESEARGH ASSDÇJATE$. :::mlJs. 7~ 

758 
600 
29% 

16% 

6% 

30' 

180 
230 
20\ 

'" 

'" 
( .011 

6 

PAGE: 70 

572 
566 
22. 
14. 

35% 

"6 
414 
2H 

194 
PO 
J2% 

306 
259 
32% 

14\ 14'1; 1" 11'1. 10 

19\: " 12' 12\ 

15. 13% l" 

" 

11> 7'Ir 10\ 

10 
.01 

5 

31\ 35\ 27% 

1% 0% 

'4% "' 

460 1842 906 
795 1511 1160 
25% 24\ 21% 

611 
521 
22\ 
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. ~. .. ,." 

13\ 14% 13% 

6' 9% 9% 

6% 6% 6\ 6% 

:::302 
2306 

24% 

309 222 159 876 559 
293 231 2:::0 !3ï9 454 
28% 23\ 24% 24\ 20% 

1" 13'1. 13\ IH 15% 13% 

" 8\ 9% 6\ 8\ 10% 

.1\ 7\ 6% 6% H 

6% \1'1; 7'!; 5% 6% U 

34% 29% 31% 35\ 35% 39% 

3\ 5\ 3\ 2% 41 

(.01) 
6 

4\ 5\ 6\ 

37% :13% 35'8 36' 

.01 
3 



F'TCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
who do you thlnk should have the MAIN r aspons j bj Lj ry ta reduca the number of youth who t e ke up smoking 

Ag e 
.. ~ .. "'= ....... " ... "' .. ,." .. ,. 0_ ...... "' .. '"' _ .... '" .... "' .. ="' •.. ___ =~ = ...... ___ ~ .. ___ ..... _ 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-J4 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 
------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSSP2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2302 24iJ 111 402 492 416 268 362 

uoweLqntec n : 2306 600 324 19B 292 380 '79 221 
The teoerat qove rnme nt 241 17. 20\ 28% 24'1! 29\ 23% 21'11 

Your p r ov Lnr i a L fJ"v't '" IR' 1" [2, 16% 13' ", '0' 

Your l nca l z r eqLona I qov " ln " 6% 9% " " " 
Non-gov/non-prof \ t o r qs " " " " " .. 5\ 5\ 

Hëa Lth ca r e p r o f e s Lon l a 5'1; " " 3' 3% " 5\ 7% 

The t obe cr-c .i ndus t r y " " " ln " 6% 3% " 
cane-t! ... ns t hemse l ve s 34\ 2S'f. J2'!! 33> 32'!! 33> 38' '" 
DK/NR " " " 1% 5% 1% 3\ " 

Chi e Squar ed : (.01) 
.j- po.i n t s a r cund 50'f.: , 

EKOS ReRearch ës soc i eces Lnc . PAGE: 71 

" 1 
ETes General Public sur vev (09Hj) 06111/03 

Who do yeu r h i nk shoul d have the MA1N r eapons Lo t Lt t y ta recuce the numbe r- CIf you t h who t a ke up smoking 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 
.. "'="' ..... _ ..... =~""~_ .. --~=~ .. _-----~-~ ~--_ ... ==_ ... _----~~~_ .. _--- ="' .... ---==~"'_ ....... 

TOTAL Parent No y., No Minor Abc r No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RESP2 
WEIGlln:D TOTAL: 2302 1054 1249 1388 891 295 105 18Çl5 519 1780 

unwe i qhr ed n : :::306 "8 lCS 1307 97' 338 144 1813 548 1754 
The federal qove r nment 24\ '7% 22\ 2511 2::% 20\ 21% 25\ 21\ '" 
vour p r ov i nr-La I qov t t; 14. 1]> 15' 13' 15' 12'f. 12\ 14. 15% lH 

l'OUf lt)cal! reg tonal qov " " " " "' 13. lD> " " " 
Non-rjov z non-p r o ï I t o r qs " " 5% " " " " 5% " 
He a I t h r-e r-e p ro te s Lon l s " '" " " 6% " " 5% 5% " 
The t obacco i ndus r r y " " " " .. " 1::% " " " 
Crln<ld1 i,n.<; t hemse Ives 3~\ JO, JO, 33li1 35> ]5% 33\ 34\ 31\ 3], 

DK/NR " " 3% " 3% " " 3% 3% 3% 

Chi-Squared: .05 .01 ( .101 
.j- pc i nr s a r ouno ']0'),: 3 5 

EKO::; R~~"ar(':h Associ a r e s ï nc . PAGE: 72 
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fTes General Public Su r vey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do vou r h Ln k shcuId have the MAIN r e s pons i.b i l i t v to r educe the numbe r of youth who t ake up smc k i.nq 

RESF2 
WEIGHTE;O TOTAL: 

llnweighted n: 
The Federal government 

Your p r ov t nr-La I gov't 

rour Loce l y re qj ona I gOY 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 

He a Lt h care profesionls 

The tobacco i ndus t r v 

canao i ans t hcmse l ve s 

D!-:/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+-1- points. a r ound :)0%: 

EKOS nesea r cf As soct ar es r nc . 

Rls k to cenecnens Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 

Yes No TOTAL -c 25% ~5-50\- ~\\ .. se r t ous Not se r Ious Not r ncr e as Sa me Dec r ea s Increas Maintn Reduce Eli.min 

2302 J07 1201 
~306 181 1116 

24\ ;;6\ 26% 

14\ 16\ 14'1; 

6% 6'l! 5\ 

5\ 6\ 5\ 

34\ 29'l! 32\ 

3'1. 2'1; 3\ 

He rm - smcker s 

51 7 ~ 191 
669 2166 
IB\ 25% 

16'!; 14% 

9\ 8% 

7\ 6% 

6'1s 5% 

6% 6\ 

J4'1s 33\ 

3~ 3\ 

He rra - SHS 

97 2092 
125 2063 

12% 25% 

1~'Is 14 % 

6\ 9% 

6'1; 6% 

5% 5% 

7% 6% 

47'S 33\ 

5% 3t 

(.05) 
2 

.05 
2 

181 
211 

1" 
807 
800 
23% 

745 1120 
759 1040 
29% 24% 

222 
249 
15\ 

l'79 1551 625 
225 1502 676 
13'f.. 30% IH 

643 
735 
25> 

715 

'54 
24' 

15\ 11% 13% 17\ ln 1" 15% 13% 15% 

4% 8% 9% 

8\ 5\ 7% 

" 5% 5% 6\ 

15% 

5% 

" H 6% 7, 5% 7% 5\ 

" 10\- 8% 

.0. 50\ 30\ 41% 

" 
4% 5% 

.. , 3" 31% 3~\ 

.01 
3 

33' 35% 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont 

Region 

~228 301 
2230 ~83 

24\ ~6'1s 

29\ 2~% 

16\ ~ 1 % 

2~\ 23\ 

.01 

211 
221 
~6% 

153 B5R 529 
21~ B61 430 
21 % 23~ 25\ 

Gender 

Q11E' Atl Male Fem.I Yes 

2% 3% 

.05 ( .01) 

• 

Smoker Education 

NO ES,r,HS Coll un tv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Hous eho Id Incorne 

439 1789 872 
759 1471 1123 
22% 25\ 25\ 

591 
502 
26% 

740 
58' 
23% 

171 
220 
:1% 

PP.GE: 13 

n'cs Gen"r/fl »ue r rc $urv"y (r]Q'161 06/11/03 
Who e t ae do Vou think ,<;houid h a v ë r e s pon s Lbf.Lf t y to reduce the nurnbe r- o f yout:h whO t a ke up $moking 

RSP2B 
WE;IGHTED TOT.JI.L: 

tlrtwe Lqh t ed n : 
The Cedera 1 qove r-nmen t 

Your pr ov Lrv-La \ qov ' t 

Your l oo.rl z r e q tona j qov 

Non-rjovynon-p ro f i t o rqs 

Hëelth ,','I(p. prof e s i onl s 

The r obacco i ndus t r y 

Ciln",d Î ans t newse 1 ve s 

DK/NR 

Chi -Bque r ed : 
~/- po Lnrs "round !JO~: 

~k'OS Re se» re-ti AssfJcicl t es 1 nc . 

41' ]7'1< 38% 44\ 

L75 1091 1137 
223 927 1303 
23't 25~ 14% 

:lH 43% 39'1l 

31l ::1% 2"\ 

~B\ 18% 26'l! 

30% 25\ 32\ 

16'1; 15% 18% 

28% 20\ 24\ 

71 10\ B'f; 

.01 
3 

.3> 45\ 3o, 

552 5<, 
26% 

46' 
403 
20' 

193 
166 
26% 

298 
25~ 
29\ 

21\ ~3~ 20'ls 24\ 

20\ 24'1. 23\ '3% 16' 
38% 53% 

~5\ 

18'11 23"- 20'ls 23'f; 25\ 20% 

22\ 28' 26\ 

21> ln 1H 10'!! 

~5% 30"- 28\ 3o, 30' 28% 

25% 21% '" 20\ 

'" 21\ 22\ 19\ 

15% IH IH 1" 17\ 15't 

29' 29. 33. 26% 

ll% 1H 8% S'Il 

22% 22% 21\ 22% 24% 30. 

1" )7, 22. ". 
16\ 7'Is 11% " " " 

21% 20. 

.01 .01 
3 

.01 

25% 1" 
1" " 

PAGE: 74 
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ncs cene rai Pub l i c survey (946) 06/11/03 
who e Ls e do you t hi nk shou l d have r es pons i bf I i t y ro cectuce the number of you t h who take up smoking 

~.ge =_~~~_ .. ____ ~=~==~"'"_~~ .. __ .. w:="'=~,. .. _. ____ .... ,..===_ ...... _ ........ _ 

TOTAL <20 20-:!4 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65' ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
RSP2B 

WGIGIl'fED TOTAL: 2228 233 l08 402 461 408 262 343 
Unwe i qh t ed n : 2230 583 317 195 218 370 270 206 

Th., f ede r a I qove r nmen r 2H 25\ 26'11 231 29% 261 18\ 21\ 

You r provincial gOY' t 41' 32~ 36\ '" 39> 49> 38\ '" 
Your Loca l z r eq i one l gov '3% :2'J. 25% 'O, '" '2% 20% 29% 

Non+qov Znon-pro t i t o r qs 22% \0% '" 19' 22% 23% 24\ 25% 

He a l r h car e pr o t e s i cn.l s '9% ~2\ '" :7\ 27\ 31' 30' 35' 

The tobacco .i ndus t r y 16% 14' '" ~O% '" 17' [S. 10' 

canaot ans rnems e i ves 22'1; 26% 23% 21% 21% ~2'IJ 22\ 21' 

DK/NR sv " " " " B> 13% 9> 

Chi-Squared: .01 
./- points a rouno 50%: 4 

EKOS aesee rcn As soc i at e s Inc. PA.GE: 75 

FTCS G(,!nal""i.'IJ Pljb.ll..: sueve y (09161 06/11/03 
Who f!Jse r.lo Vou r'hlnk s houLd have responsibility e e eeeuce the number of youth who take up smoking 

aous eno ro Working Ninority Rural/Urban =~_ .. ______ ~~=~m --* .... _ .... "'~~* .. "''' ...... _ .. .,"'="'= .. " .. = ........ "' .. ~~= ===.,~----~-~ .. == 
TOTAL Par-ent; No Ye' No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP2B 
WEIGflTEO TOTAL: 2228 1018 1210 1350 859 288 103 1831 "7 1728 

ünwe l qht eo n : 2230 857 1373 127~ 937 329 139 1753 531 1695 
The fede z a.l qove rnme nt 24% 26'" :::'3~ 26'11 22% 2" 22' 24\ 21\ :5% 

'rour provincial qov "t 41% 45% 37% 43' '" 37' 46\ 42\ '" 43% 

You r .l or-e L' req.i ona l qov 23% 26' 21% 2)% '" 23% '" '" 24% 23% 

uon-qov /non-prof i r o r qs 22% 23'" 2U 2n '" 1" 2" 23% 20% 23% 

He a l t h c-a re p r o te s Lon l s 29% 30\ 28' 29% 30' 26\ 22\ 30. 33\ '" 
The c ooar-co i ndus t r v '6% 1" 16' lB> 15\ 17% '" 1" p, 16' 

r:.'l n ,'1 d.i. ans tbemse t ves 22% 20'1; '" 21'1; 23\ 2:\ 24\ '" 22% 22% 

OK/NR " " ll% " ev u s 12\ " " " 
Ch i -Sqna r ed : .01 .10 .05 

./- points "round 50\: 5 

EKOS nese a r ch xs soc t at.es Inc. PAGE: 76 
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Ha rrn ~ SHS Risk to Canadians red uove r nment Involvement Appropriate-fG 

fTCS Ce në r a l Public Sm-vey (0946) 06111/03 
Who el s e do yeu think stiourc have r s spons i b i Li t y to reduC':€ the numbe r of yout.n who take up smoking 

RSP2B 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The rede r s I qove r nment; 

Y01l)· p r ov tnrl aj. qovtt 

vour lor:al/regional qov 

Non-qov/non-profit orgs 

Hea l t h rare p r o f e s t on Ls 

canao t ans themselves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points around 50'il: 

EKOS aeeee rcf Assoc i ar es r nc . 

canadt ans Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50'ls !J l%'_ Se r Lcus Not Serious Not Lnc re ae seme necr ee s tncr ees Maintn Reduce Elirnin 

n28 
2230 

24\ 

300 1168 
212 10B1 

ZU 24'11 

496 2123 
644 2102 
26% 25% 

26\ 24\ 

20\ 23\ 

28\ 29\ 

22'11 22\ 

9% n 

ves No 

91 2031 
115 2001 
11% :!5\ 

622 780 
113 772 
2a 27% 

698 730 10B3 
638 746 1009 
24\ 27\ 26% 

171 1514 597 
211 1468 645 
ln 26% 20\ 

oc, 451, 44\ . 
25\ 23\ 

215 
238 
16' 

168 
199 

15% 

18~ 42'1r! ]3, 25% 46% 29\ 
+t++ 

11\ 27% 17% 23'l1 

22\ 2n 22\ 

39\ 47\ 4H 31' 

33% .28\ 

1" 15% 17% 

17\ 24\ 17% 23% 22% 25% 26% 25\ 16% 

22% 27\ 2U 

13\ 22\ 22% 23\ 21% 22\: 20\ 25% 11\ 24\ 20% . 
30\ 29\ 30\ 

'" 
21% 29\ ", 29% 28\ 29\ ", 29% 2H 

5'11 17% 16% 18'" 15\ lS'I! ltl'lJ 9'11 18% 14\ 18'k 14'" 

13% 23% 13% 23% 22% 20% 19\ 2.')\ 18' 18\ 23% 21% 

35% 7\ 8% 10% 7% 6\ H 15' 28% 6% 15% 25% 

.01 
2 

.01 
2 

.01 
4 

.01 
3 

PAGE: 

F"l"CS Otener8J Pub ll c GlJrvey (09461 
Who rJl" yeu th,Lnk .<;hould have t-he MAIN ce epons t bt I Lt y to r ecuce smuggling of cigarettes 

RESP) 
WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n : 
The federal government 

'(our provincial gov't 

'four l ooa l y r eq i one L qov 

Non-rjov z nort-p r o rLt; orgs 

Health c e r e p r o te s Lon l s 

The t ooeccc industry 

caneotens t tiemse t vs s 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po i nt s a rouno 50\: 

EKOS Re se a r c-b As socf e tes i nc . 

Region 

06/11/03 

Gender smoke r Education Household Incarne 

1222 
1203 

73. 
159 
141 
'U 

130 
128 ". 

89 470 266 
120 460 229 
80% 69\ 66% 

(.01) , 

9% 13% 11'11 

2\ 0\ 0% 

1% 3\ 3'11 

107 609 613 240 982 510 338 359 90 
125 503 700 405 798 611 294 285 105 
8H 74% 71% 67% 74\ 67% 75'+> 79\ 6H 

314 254 
305 217 
67% 79% 

92 
86 
81% 

159 
135 ,,, 

lU 9\ 13% 13% 11% 13% 12\ 9% 9\ 15% 10% 10% 

2\ 5\ 2' 3% 3% 5% 3% 2'i 4'IJ 3% 5\ 

1% 0% 

0\ 0\ l'IJ 0\ H a O'lr! 0\ 1\ 1% 0% 

0\ 2\ 3\ 4% 2% 3% 1% 3% 5\ 

." " .. 
(.01) ( 101 

5 
(.05] (.01) 

10 11 

PAGE: 78 
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l 

Fïr~ r;en"'l'tl. [.'uhli,- Su rv ev (O~~61 
wh" d .... Yf)U t h Lnk s houl d ha v"! th"! t-'.AIN r e s pons ib i l i t y r o r eour-s smuqqj i nq Gr c.t qe r ert es 

06/il/Q3 

Age 
"~~"".""~""",,,,,,~_=~=~~_B= ___ .. ___ ~_=_m."="' __ ~""'''~ ___ ~ ____ .. 

TOTAL ... ;:0 :::0-:::4 2°)-)1 35-44 4~-54 55-64 ". 
------- ------- ------- ------- 

RESP] 
\~[IGH'rE:(I TOTAL: 12::'::' 1::0 55 20:::: :no 21B 1:'::: 196 

Unwë t qh t ed n : 1203 301 160 103 L53 ::!O~ 159 116 
The î~rl"'rFol qove r nment '" '),\ '1' '" '" 1;:\ 83\ 11\ 

Your provi m-La j 'J0v' t Ill; 1" ln, m lO~ ln 1" 1:\ 

Y"'lH jn,.:al/regirmâl "OV " " " " 3' " :~ " 
N'-m-g')V 1 non-p r ..... I i c orqs 1" ::\ 0' 0' I> 1. " O. 
He a Lt h r-a re pro Ie s i on l s n, l' " 0' O. 0' 0> n 

The t obacco i ndus t r y " " "' ]% 3\ " O' n 

canact ans r hems e Lvas " 11\ ev " " " " " 
DK/NI<. ]'1; :% " l' " " " " 

Ch Lv Squa r err (.01 ) 
./- p'Hnr . ., ... round ',01; : , 10 

PAGE: 

...., - _":.î. __ ._ 
-) 

n- 1 
rr"B GençonH Publ !,~ Survçoy /OQ46) 

Who do )'n'l thin~; s houl.d )h1ve lhe Nl\fN r(l~ponsjbility to reduce smuqq j Lnq of c t qe r e t t e s 
06/11/03 

H"":sehnld wo r ki nq t+i no i i t y Rur a.l z'Ur-b a n 
-==~~g~~=~~- .. ",- -="' .... '"'"'==~=_ .. _'" ==3 ___ ~===.,_",C===,"",, __ = x .. ____ ==== __ ... .,= 

TOTAL re rene No Ye, Nt) xtnoc Abc r No Rural urben 
------- ------- ------_ ------- 

RF.:[~P.l 
\~E, (;HT1~D TOTAL: 1:::::: "Jc,,", b~4 ïjR 4r"l 14>1 '1 1006 ::"11 940 

Iln'",,:oj,]hred n : L:01 4 ;,~, 'Ok 6?f;i ;15 16'. 'e Q~:: :: ~'fi °U6 
The ferle r., 1 qove r nme n t ~ J'I. ''':1 '" '" "1::~ 58' 59'i '" 6::'f; ~ 6' 

j'cru p r ov i noia l rjovtr Il' 11' 11' iU l:~ ~ tH 18-'t 1.0'1; [1, 10' 

y .... ur 1·'),- ... 1 /r-eo l "mil 1 qov " " " " 3% J> " " " " 
tl/1n-'Jov/nnn-!)rori r o r q s l' D> 1-' a D> n " " l' 0' 

Hee l t h ,: ... re prof e s i on Ls 0' l' 0' 0' l' l> n 0' l' D> 

Th, t ob.acco Lndu s t r y " ::'11 " ::'11 l' " 5% ::'11 " J> 

Canad i ans [hem." .. l ve s " " " " " l3% 1o, " " " 
DK/NR :n. 3% ::0\ 1'j, " " H " " " 

Chi -üqua red : (.Ol) (.01) 
-;/- points ... round SO'/.; 11 

PAGE; BD 
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~TCS General Pub l i c Sur vey (0946) 
who do you think shou Id have the MAIN responsibility ta r educe smuggling of cigarettes 

canecn ens Smoke Harm ~ Smcke r s Harm ~ SHS Risk ta Canadians 

06111103 

Ve, 

F'ed Government r nvoj vement App rop r i at e-Pê 

393 
396 
70' 

411 393 
357 394 
78\ 78% 

1222 
1203 

73. 
165 
145 ." 

641 
580 

'" 
292 1162 
361 1137 
61\ 73% 

53 1109 
59 1080 
62% 73\ 

101 349 
109 397 
73% 68\ 

11. 9% 9% 

584 
543 
75% 

11% 

" 

" 
" 
" 

( .01) 
5 

PAGE: 81 

WElCiHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL c 25% 25~50'1o. 51\ + Seriaus Not Seriaus Not lncreas Same Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

RSf'J8 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ed n : 
The teoe re I qove t nme nt; 

Your pr ovi nrt i a I qov"t 

vour l or-a Lv r eq i rme L gOY 

Non-qov/non-p r o t Lr or qs 

Health ca r e p r o fe s Lon Ls 

The tooe cco industry 

Canadians t.hems e l ve s 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red: 
+/- points acouno 50'!!: 

EKOS Re s ea r r-h Assoc t e r es t nc , 

11. 

RES?3 

Unweighted n : 
The federal government 

You r provincial gov't 

Your local/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-prafit orgs 

Health ce r e pr of e s i on l s 

The t ooacco industry 

canedt ans tbemse i ves 

DK/NR 

Chi -sqoa red; 
+/- points ar ound 50\: 

EKOS gesea rcf Assoct et es roc . 

0' 

r.o i: 
a 

.13% 14\ 12\ 4\ 12' 9% 15~ 

4\ 2% 

1% 0% 0\ 

No 

120 
129 
63% 

100 826 331 
118 783 350 
~J\ "19% 61% 

n 3\ 

1% 0% 

" h 0% 

3'11 J'Il 6% 3% 

0% 0% 

5. 5\ 5% 

15~ 16~ 9% 17% 

5\ 2% 

1H 6% 

3% 3% 

5% 1% 0% 0\ 

2\ 2\ 

.. EI\ J% 5% 

0% n 0% 1\ 

l' 2% 0% H 

10% 2\ 6% J'II 

1\ 1% 0% 

7% 2%· 3% 

n 4't 10% 

5. H 2% 3% 

9% 7% 3% 8'i! 

1.01) 

5\ 3% 2% 3% 

Region 

Alb Prair Ont Que Atl 

A6 457 245 
116 443 21':: 

1 0% 14~ Ut 

64\ ~6'11 6U 

17% 21'11 ll'!. 

6\ 5\ 8\ 

7% 5% 6\ 

8% 10% 8\ 

14'11 16\ 1H 

17% 13\ 14\ 

(.011 
3 

( .05) 
5 

Education 

489 33: 
589 285 

12% 15% 

59\ 63% 

)7% 20% 

6% 4% 

7% 4% 

11\ 7% 

16% 14% 

13% 12% 

.10 , 

350 
276 

10. 

80 305 
101 291 
1:% 15"1> 

cenoer Smoke r 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-"19 80-99 100K+ 

Household Incarne 

Male Fern l res 

105 585 597 225 958 
123 480 680 380 7BO 
11% 8% 16% 13% 1:2'!; 

5A' 60% 58\ 56'1; 60% 

2l'k 14% :0% 16" lH 

H. '" 6\ 5\ 5% 

8% 6% 5% <1%- 6% 

18~ lU 10% 9% 11\ 

13\ 15% 16% 15% 16\ 

lU 17\ lU 18% 13% 

.01 

57% 59% 58~ 

13 

respnnsibi Lit:y t o e ecuce smll9qling Qf riLqe r e c r e s 

TOTAL BC 

118::! 
1160 

12% 

1.".08 130 
138 128 
loi ~ 4 'lo 

13> 12% 24'l! 

249 
211 
10% 

90 
83 
11> 

157 
133 

" 
17% 15!J; 10\ 

" 
5' 4% 10% 

66% 52\ 62% 

1% 8% 

10> 11% 10% 13% 14% 

15. 18% 10 

1" 10% 

15. 18% 15\ 

16% 8% 15\ 

3% " 3% 

14' IH 14'11 

( .01) 
10 

PA.GE: 82 

10> 

1" 21. 11% 

r.o n 
8 

1" 15. 

11 
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FTCS General Public Su rvey (0946) 
Who el se do yeu think shou Io have responsibility to reduce smuggling of cigarettes 

06/11/03 

Age 
....... _~=~= ...... "' .. ~~_D=~_ ...... _._ .. =c'='=,._ ........ =~==~~~_ ........ ~="" .... 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP38 
WE1GHTED TOTAL: 1182 117 ,. 200 261 210 148 18' 

Unwe i qht ad n : 1160 292 156 101 147 195 153 110 
The federal government 12% 20% 17% "' 10% 1" " 10' 
'{our pr ov Lnc i a j qov ' t 5" '" 62\ 65. 5" 55% 6" 63\ 

You r Loca Lz r eqLona I qov ". '" 1" 15% 21% 16. 19\ m 

Non-gov Inon-profi t orgs " " " " l' 5% " 9% 

Health ce r e pr c ï es i.on l s 5% " " " 1\ " " 10. 

The tobacr-o I ndus t r y 10% '" " 11% " 12% " ". 
canee Lans r bemse Jves 15% 1" 13' ". 18% 1" 15> '" 
DK/NR '" 12\ 15% 10% 16. 16' \l' 12' 

Chi-Squared: ( ,01) 
./- points a rouno 50'!r: 6 10 

E:KOS gesee r ch As soci at.es tnc , PAGE: 83 

FICS GanerJl~ Puhl.ic $ul:'vey rO')461 
WI,o €lIse do you ('hin!.: shol,ld have responsjbility to recuce smuggllng of cigarettes 

06/11/03 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban .. _._~=~--"'_ ........ =~= .... _ .. __ .. ,.=:"';z ............ "'" "'''' = ...... - --- .. - ...... .. - .. ----"'~~--_ .. - 
TOTAL Parent No Yes No Minor Aber No Rural Urban 
------- ----- - ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

R$P)B 
WE;IGHTED TOTAL: 1182 518 '" 69' 'OS 143 61 974 268 91' 

Unweighted n : 1160 439 '21 651 500 161 916 284 8'5 
The recre re i qove r nmenc '" ". 10% 11% 1" 21\ 23\ 10. 16' 11% 

Vour provincial qov ' t 59% 60% 59% 58% 61% 5" '3% 60' 59% 60. 
Your j oca j y r aq i ona I qov n, 21% ". 19' 16\ '" 24'11 n. '" 1" 

Non-gov/non-profi t orgs " 6% " " 7% " 6% " " " 
Health c-a r e profesion1s " " 5% " " " " " 3% " 
rue t.ooe cco industry 10> 10% 11% 10% 12\ 11' 1" 10% " 11% 

caneot ans themselves 15> 15' '" 15% ", 20% 10% 15% 18. 15' 

DK/NR 14. 13. 14. 16% 10% 14. 9% '" 10' 1S> 

Chi-Squared: .05 .05 (.051 .05 
./- points e rounc 50'11: 5 8 11 

E:KOS nese a r cn Associat.es r nc . PAGE: 84 
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fTCS cene r e I Public Surv"!y 109H) 
Who el se dl'J yeu t h i nk ahou Id have r e spons i b i Li t y ta reduce smuggling of cigarettes 

caneo i ens Smoke Ha rm - Smoke r s Ha rra - SHS 

TOTAL c 25~ 25-rlO~ '1H + Se r i ous Not se r i ons Not t ncr eas Sa me oecrees t nc rees Maintn Reduce g Lj m ln 

RSP38 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1182 

ünwe i.qht ed n: 1160 
The t edera I ccvernment 12% 

160 61{\ :'82 1128 
D9 561 350 1102 

5% Il'!!; 19% 12% 

50 tO,:' 
53 1042 
10% 13% 

06/11/03 

Yes 

403 
346 

8% 

384 573 
388 526 

11% 12% 

Your p r ov i nc La l gov't Sq\ 63% 58\ 59% 60\ 48\ 60\ 

Rlsl: to ceneo i ans Fee Government tnvo.ï vement Appr opr i a t e -Ft; 

No 

98 
105 

" 
339 372 
387 374 
16% IH 

60% 63% 61\ 

rour local/regional qov 17'1< 11'11 16'11 20\ IH 10\ 17% 

48. 58\ 60% 

16%: 22% 15\ 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs S'II 2% 5% 

15% 19% 15% 

3% 5% 5% 

Health ca r a pro te s Lon.l s 5% 3' 6'ti 6\ 5% 

6% 5% 

?\ 6% 

\0' 11% lU 

1% 4% 

10' 11% LB The t obacr-o Lndus t rv 10\ 10'! 10% 11\ 1H 3'11 11'11 

14' 17% 17% 12'11 18\ IH canao t ans t hernse l ve s 1!}% H 17\ 16\ 16% 10% 16\ 

2 t'li 1)'1; IH 13% 10'1; 13\ DK/NE< 14'!. 20'11 1H IH 13% 22% 13% 

.01 
10 

( .01) 
5 

PAGE: 85 

Chi-Squarp.d: 
'1- points a r ound 50%: 

.01 , 13 

srsoxe r Education 

112 
120 
16' 

q3 804 320 
108 762 337 
la 1H 15% 

761 
605 
30. 

!?8 574 
228 56? 
25% 29% 

51% 47% 63% 53% 

EKOS aesee r cn ns soc i er es Tnc. 

12% 10% 18' 13% 

5'11 5\ 5% 

7\ 6\ 5% 

" 7% 12% 7% 

15% 16\ 

8% 7\ 8\ 

13% lU 15'i< 16% 

20% 25'!1 13% 15% 

.01 

F'TCS Genera L PubUc snrve y (09461 06/11/03 
Who do Vou t h.i o k s hou.Ld have the ~IAIN r e aporrs Lb i Lt t y for p r cqr ams and a.ctivities to cecuce the number of smcka r s , like programs tO help emoke r s qul.t. 

Region Gender 

14. 16% 14% 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <201\ :'0-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Household t ncome 

464 1850 906 613 
197 1515 1159 523 
30\ 30% 29\ ]1\ 

15\ 19% 15% 15% 

7% 7% 8% 5\ 

15% 14% 14% 16% 

lU 13% 14\ IH 

5'l, 

12% 14. 11% 14% 

TOTAL SC Alb p r a Lr Ont Que Atl Ha l e FemI Yes 

2% 

.05 
3 

.01 
3 

12% 13% 11'11 

481 
416 
32% 

195 
111 
26% 

308 
260 
39~ 

RESP4 
WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 2314 310 22] 159 982 560 180 1134 117<1 

Unwe I qht ed n: 2312 294 :'31 220 862 455 2]0 960 L352 
The fede r a I uove rnment 30% 32% 271 32% 28\ ]J'l! 29'ls 33% 27% 

Ycur provincial gov't lEl% 1"% 16\ 16% 18% 23'1. ln 21% 15\ 

You r Loca l y re qf nna l qcv 7'11 101. 7% 5'1; 9% 4'Is 8% 5\ 9\ 

Non -qov znon-p r o t i t o r qs IH 1]'11 16% 13% 16% 11% :::2% 14% l5\ 

Hee l t h ce r e profesion1s 13% 12\ lH Hi% 14% 10\ 12% 10\ 161 

The t.obacc-o i ndus t ry " 
11% 1% 18% 

IH 15% 26% 

C;:,nFldi al1~ rhems e I 'les 13% 12'l! 12% 10. 

PAGE: 1.16 

10. 

13% 

14\ 15% 10. 

DK/NR 1% " " 

3% 

14% " 12% " 
Chi-Squared: 

~/- points ar ound 50~: 
(.Ol) 

6 
.01 

3 

1% 0% 

F:KOS Rese arr-h Assac) "T es j nr. 
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06/11/03 
FT~;~0G~~e~~~ ~~~~tCs~~ll;~~Yh~~!~~~e MAIN responsibl.lity for p roqr ams and activities te reduce the numbë r of smoke r s , .l i ke proc r ems te he1p smo ce r s quit. 

Age 
""""' __ .... "'==_ .... "'''',._~ ..... '"'''''''_ .... _ .. m'''_ .. __ .... ~~_ ...... =~=_ .... -~_ .... -- 

TOTAL <20 :0-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 

------- ------- ------- ------- ---- 
RE.f,P4 

112 408 494 '16 270 363 WEl(iHTED TOTII.L: 2314 23' 
l1nweighted n : 2312 5~B 325 201 293 361 261 221 

The t eoe rat qova r nraerrt 30'10 ~3% '" 27\ 31> ]4, 3S> '" 
YOlJr provincial qov t t, 1" 21' '" 1" 19'!! 16. 1" '" 
vou r local Iregional qov " 13' '0' 5% " " " " 
Non -qov /non-p r o t i t o rqa 14% 1S> 16' 18% '" 1" '" 10' 

lle a Lt h p r-o t e s i on l s m 10' '0' '" 10. m 13> 16" ce r e 

The r obacco Lndus t r y " 6. 6' .- " " 1. 2\ 

canad t ans t namse Lve s '" " " " '" 12\ 10' 18' 

DK/NR " l' O. 1% " l' " " 
Chl-Squared: t .o u 

./- poi nt s ar ound 50": 
, 

t'AGE: 87 
EKQr- aese a r cb AS~(1c:iar.es j.nc . 

F'TCS G<\ln..,r-aJ Public su rvey (09,16) 06/11/03 
Who do yeu thlnk shoutc have the MAIN re spons Lbt Lt t y for programs and activities t;o reduce the nurnoe r of smoke r s , like prcc ceme to help emcxe e e qa Lt, . 

Heusehold Working Minority Rural/Urban "'~_ .. _-==~_ .... ~~~ ----~= .. _---~== .. .. .... '" "'--- "'==-_ ..• ",,"' ....... -- == ....... -== .... _ .... ='" 
TOTAL Parent No 'es No Minor Aoor No Rural Urban 

----~-- ------- ------- --- ------- ~------ ------- ------- 
RE:SP4 

\~EIGHTED TOTAL,: 2314 1058 1256 1400 891 299 10' 1903 519 1791 
Unwe Lqht.ed n : 2312 '81 1431 1314 973 339 143 1819 54' 1761 

The federal government 30. ,,, 26. 3" zn 21% 34. 3H '9% 30. 

Your provincial qov"t lB. 17' 19% 1" 1" 20\ 12% 16. 16\ 1" 

r ou r Joca L' r eq Lona j qov " .. " " " 6\ 13% " " " 
Non-nov Inon-prof t t orgs 1" 12'10 16% 15> 13. 13. 11\ 15\ 16' '" 
liealth t:are pr of e s i cn l s 13. 15' 12% 13% 13> 1" 10. 13. m 13% 

The r.cbar-r-c i.ndustry " " 3% " " 6\ " J% " 3% 

canecn.ans t hemse l ve s 11% 1" 11> " 15> 15' 12'- 10' m IH 

DK/NR 2\ " 2% " " " l' " " " 
Ch Le Squë r ed : .05 .01 (.011 

,/- points e r ound 50\: 3 5 

t'AGE: R8 
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Appr opcLa t e -Fû 

r,TCS uene r a l rubt Ic Sur vë y 10946) 06/11/03 
Who do Y01l think s houLd have the MAIN r e s pon s Lbtl Lt y f o r pr oq r ams and ac t i v Lt Le s t o reduce the number of emoke r s , j i ke pr oqr ams t o help smoke r s quit 

canao i ans smoj:e Harm - smcker s 

Ye s No 

Ha rm - SHS RisI: tO Canadians Fed Government Involvement 

TOTAL < 25' 25-50\ 51%.;. Se r Lou s Not Serious Not Increas seme Decreas i ncr ee s Maintn Reduce El imin 

RESP1 
\~Elr;HTED TOTAL: 2314 

::312 
JO\ 

305 1211 
279 1121 
3H 31% 

518 2201 
670 2171 
ZH 30% 

98 2102 
126 2067 
21% 3Us 

643 
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33% 

'22 
65' 
30' 

746 1129 
760 1044 
38% 30'6 

223 
'51 
16' 

176 1563 
224 150B 
IHI JH 

Unwe Lqhted n: 
The teoe ret government 

vour pr ov i m-La ; gov't '" !li\ 18\ 

182 
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". 
811 
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28% 

625 
6" 14. 

'" 16\ 18\ ", 
Yuur Ioce Ly req Lona.L gOY 

Non=qov/ non-p r of Lt. or qs 'a D\ 13\ 19\ 14% 

7% 18\ 'G> 19' 19\ ln 

10. 

19' lH 12\ 20% 

He a Lt h ca r e profesion1s 10% 14'1 12'1< 13\ 

15. lB. 

," ," 
The t ooacco industry 

r'anao t ans c nemse i ves '" 10~ 10\ 11\ la 

10% 7'1< 

15% 14\ '" , lB. 

,5\ lU 16% 

19. 19\ 9~ 17' 

DK/NR " 2\ 2% 2\ 2% 

'" 16' 

" 2% 2' " 
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~/- points a r ound !in,": 
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13' 12\ 'l> 10\ 14% 
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3 

18\ 13\ 

18\ 11\ lB' 13. 10\ 9% 

06/Il/03 
ee spco s Lb a ï Lt v for p roç rams and ect rv t c ree to reduce the numbe r of smcke r s , like p r oq r ama to help emcke c s quit. 

'0' "' 

'50 
552 , .. 

" " " 1% 3% 

RSP48 

(,011 (.011 
2 

( .01) 

WEHiHTED TOTAL: 2261 308 215 156 870 535 
unwe I qh r ed n: 2260 291 214 215 870 ·135 

The federa i government 22% 23\ 23% 23\ 20% 25\ 

Yout:" provincial qnv't; 39% 39\ 41% 40\ 35'6 4:1\ 

vcur l oca Ly r eq Lona j qov 22't. 21'11 25\ 25" 251 1ft'!; 

Non-qov/non-profit o rqa 28% 35% 27% 33\ 27\ 23% 

Haa j t h ca r e p r o te sLon Ls 29% 26\ :::6'1< 28'11 29\ 29\ 
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06/11/03 
fT~~OG:~:~a~Op~~~i~h~~~V:~O~~:4~~ve responsibUity for p r-oq r arns and act Lv t t t es to reouce the number of smokers, like programs t c help smcke r-s quit. 

Age 
~_ ...... ", .. =~ .. __ ........ ,",,"",,,,-,,,--~--,,--,,,,,,_,,-,,---~~-----"''''=='''''''''' .. 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 3~-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP4B 
481 411 263 347 ""E[GHTED TOTAL; ~2bl 235 III <01 

unwe i qht.ed n : 2260 590 322 195 284 373 214 211 
The fede r a I qove r nrnen t 22' ~3'11 21\ 2fi% 23% 19' 19> 23'is 

vour p r ov Lnc La j qov ' t 39'1; 30' :1')\ 40' 39% '" 41\ 38\ 
H 

YOlJf l oca Lz r eq t ona I qov 22% 24'is '" 2n ,7\ 20% 19> 23'11 
H 

Non-gov/non-prof i t orq s 28% 26% 29% '" 29% 30' 26\ '" 
He a j t h ce re p ro t asLon l s 291, ::2'% 24% 26\ 3o, 3" ". 32% 

Th~ cobecco Lndus tr y 1" 11' 15% 13% '" 13' '" l1% 

canao t ans t hemse Lve e 22't 2U 24\ '" 24% 231 24% 23% 

DK/NR " 6% " 5% " 6% 8' 10. 

Chi-Squared: .05 
>/- po i nt s e r cund 50%: 
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rrce Gener,ll P"b.lJ.c su rvey 101"146) 06/11103 
1~1l0 e t se do yeu ~hlnk should haVE! r e epcns t b t i t r y foc p r oq r ams and activities t o reduce the numbe r of smoke re , l Lke p r cqr'ams to he Lp smokers qult. 

Hausehold Working Minority Rural/Urban "' .. co_~~_~ .... "' __ ='" .... _-""~-- ........... "' .. .. __ .. _-=""- .... _..,"'-"'------~ = ...... ,." .. _-~-_ ..... _- 
TOTAL Parent No res No Minar Abo r No Rural Urban ---~--- ------- ------- ----- - ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP4B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: :261 1035 1:'.26 1374 866 288 103 1863 509 1749 

Unweighted n . :260 864 1396 1:'.86 951 332 141 1776 535 1721 
The tede r a I qove enmen t 22\ 25% :0'1< 22\ 23 'li 25'11 l6% 22% '" 21% 

vcur p r ov i nc i a j qov ' t 39' 4J~ 36% 41% 3" 33% 37\ 40' '" 39% 

'(Olle local/regional qov 2n 24% 22% 23% 22% 25% 22% 22% 21% 23% 

Non-qcv z ncn-p r o r i, t or qs :8'0: 30. 26% :7\ 28\ '1% 29\ 28% 25% 28% 

Jfeillth ce r e pr o fes i on j s 29% '0. 28~ 28'11 31% 24% 22% 3O. 30> 29% 

The r.ooecco industry lH lJ% '" 13% 15% 12% 15% 14% 13% 14\ 
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DK/NR 8% " '0' " " 10% " " 7\ •• 
Ch i -Squa red: .01 .10 

.1- poi nr s ar cund ')O~ : 

EKOS ge se arcf Assoc i e tes r nc • PAGE: 92 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 97 



App r cp r i ë t e+Fû 

FTe::; General Public survev (0946) 06/11/03 
Who '2105e do yeu t h i nk shouj d have r e s ponsib i j Hy for p r eiqr ems and act Ivt t àes r o reouce the numbe r of smoke ra , like programs to help smoke r s quit. 

RSF'413 
WEIGHTI::D TOTAL; 

Un· .... e i oh t e d n : 
'rhe t ede ra ï qove r nment 

Your prov im- ia I qovtt 

Non-ql~v/non-pr()fIt or-qs 

Dl\/tm 

ChL-SClUi'lred: 
',1- po i nt s -'lrnunn ~)O~; 

E:I\OS se se .. rch nssoc i e-e s In,~_ 

g i s k r o r aneo t ans 
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reo Gcve r nmen t Lnvo l verne nr 

736 1098 
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:4\ 24% 
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zn 

pr~GE: 91 

Yes No 
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243 
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175 1536 
217 1485 
l2 % :; ~ 1; 
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fi54 ", 

T0TAL "" :':~l~ ;::.')_C,()'~ ")}'I. , . Se r i ou s No t se r t ous Not r ncr eas seme Dec r e .. s rnc r e as MFlintn seouce Elirnin 

.'01 llts9 
1103 

21\ .:?J\ 
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21\ 23\ 
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:::'0\ 
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23\ 
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32' 28% ". 4H 38.\ ". 
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1:::'\ 15\ 15\ 

'" 13\ 26\ 15\ 
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2.3\ 23'k 12~· nt 

26'); 
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23% 2], ::'0\ 19% 30\ 
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14' 71; 15% 

2H 29\ 18\ 29% 

14' '" 
'" 15\ IH. 16' 

23\ 

.01 

11\ 14\ 13% 1" IH 13\ 

21% 

.01 .0' . O~ 

Public Sut"\rey (Cl!Zl"") 06111/03 
l'I.'ho do yeu rhjnk "hould have the MAIN -e eccoe t orr r r v ta e eouce canecn ans ' e xpoau r-e t o e e ccrvd hand smoxe i.n public pll'lces/wor'Kplaces 

WEH;HTED TOTAL' 
;)nw<;!iqhter.l n: 

Th .. r ocer at uo ve rnmen r 

DI\/NR 

Smoker 

TOTAL Be Alb Pral r Ont Hale Fem l Ye s 

Education 

61::' 768 180 
5:: 606 :30 
31';\ 36\ :7\ 

.01 
3 

r.un 
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PAGS; 94 

No SS"HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-7y so-se 100K~ 

Household Incorne 

:~ .11 3 
:'314 
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261 
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Hez General Public so evev (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do yeu thi.nk ehou Id have the MAIN responsibillty to reduce Canadians' expos ur e to second hand smoke in public p Lace s /wo r kp.Lace s 

Ag, 
"'''_''_~''_== ______ ''", _____ =_== ____ " _______ B~~~=~""",,, __ ,,_,, .. 

TOTAL <20 20~24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65· 
------- ------- ------- ------- -----~- ------- ------- ------- 

RESP5 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2313 240 112 407 492 418 271 364 

unwet qnted co 2314 600 325 200 292 .392 282 222 
Th, federal government 34% 31' 40' 341 41' 34% ]2, '" 
Your provincial qcvvt; 24' 28\ 30\ '" 21' 22\ 26% 23\ 

'rour Ioca L' req.i one I qov 11\ 13\ 9\ 10\ 10\ 13. 11' 15' 

Non-gov /non-prof Lt; o r qs 3\ 3\ " 3\ " 3\ " " 
He a Lt h ca r e profesion1s " " 1\ " 1> " 1\ " 
The tonacco i ndus t r y 1\ " " " 1\ 1\ 1\ 0\ 

Canadlans t hemse l ve s 21\ 17\ 13' 25\ 21\ 21\ 22l 21\ 

DK/NR 4% " " " 3\ " " 6\ 

Chi-SqlJa red: ( .011 
.j- points a round 50% : 
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" . J 
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fTCS General Public $urvey 10946) 06/11/03 
Who do you think should have the MATN responsibility to recuce Canadians' exposu re to second hand smoke in public p11.'lces/workplaces 

Hous eho Id Working Minority Rural/Urban 
"' .. - .. - .. -""= .. _---- -- .. "' ... - .. ='"'= ______ ... __ ... __ "''''~=~_~ ___ ......... _;oo = __ .. "''''_ ................... 

TOTAL Pa r ent; No y" No Minor rœor No Rural Urban ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ~------ ------~ 
RESP5 

WEIGllTED TOTAL: 2313 1056 1257 1398 893 299 105 l.903 523 1788 
Unweiqhted co 23H 881 1433 1315 075 339 "4 1821 551 1759 

Th. federal ocve r nment 34\ ]7, 32\ 38\ '" 29\ 32. 35' 33' ". 
You r provincial gOY' t 24\ 24\ 24'l1 22\ 26. 16\ 16\ 25' '" 24\ 

You r local/regional qov 11' lDl '" 10\ D' 16\ 8\ 11' 10\ 12\ 

»on-cov/non-pror i t ores " 3> " " 3\ " 4\ " 3% " 
Health ce r e pr of e s.ton Ls " 2% " 1\ " " 4\ 2% " " 
The tooecco .i ndus t r y 1\ 1% 2\ 2\ " 3\ " 1% " 1\ 

canao i ans t.nemse I ves 21\ ", 21% 21' 21\ 29\ 25% 20' 24\ 20\ 

DK/NR 4\ 2\ 5\ 3\ " 2\ 6\ 3\ 4\ 4\ 

Ch LvSqua r ed : .oi ,01 ( .01) 
~/- points e rouno 50% ; 3 3 5 
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t-res General Public so rvey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do you think should have the HAIN re spons i b i Li t y to recreee canadi ans ' exposure to second hand smoke in public places/workplaces 

223 
251 

'" 
179 1563 624 
225 1510 676 

6% 41\ 18% 
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33'l1 3511; 

24\ 24% 

11\ 12'!! 
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2' U 
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31% 

RE:SP5 
WE:1GHTE:D TOTAL: 2313 307 1209 

231~ 281 1120 
3H 32'11 35% 

10% 24% 19\ 22\ 25% 

Unwe Lqht ed n : 
rne f ede r a I qove r nme o t 

Yonr provincial qov 1 t 24\ 29\ 24% 

11% 12\ 10\ ll'!! 11% Your l oca l z re q i ona l gOY lU 10\ 12\ 

5\ 2'f. 5'l1 2% Nnn-rjov r non-p ro t i t or qs 3% 2'11 3% 

6'l1 2% 5% 3\ 

0% 2% 0% 2% 

37% 19\ 43% 21'1l 

16% J\ 8% 3\ 

r.o u , .05 

He e I th car e profesionls 2\ l'II 2\ 

[ .Oll 
2 

The tobecco i ndus r r y 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a Lr Ont 
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3" 

147 1129 
761 1044 
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23% 19% 25% 21% 
H 

13\ l1% 12% 
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1" 

5% 2% 6% 

li 2\ 3% 

3% 1\ 2% 

'" 42\ 16\ 32\ 

12' lU 11% 

10\ 2% 6\ 
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3 

rrrcs Gflnera,t f'lIbl.ic Survey (0(1'16) 
Who ej se s houj d h.'lve respone r et r t r y t o r educe cenecn ens ' e xpo s u r'e ta second hClnd smcke in public places/workplaces 

" 2\ 3% 

RSP58 

m ~ = -- -- ~~~ ~ _ .. _ '"'~= =~= =~= = "' "'= ~___ ==_= ~_ _ .. _ _ ~== 3 .. _ .. ""= = =~= __ _ "" =""_~ .. "' ~=== _ 
Household Income Gender Smo ke r 

No E:S&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK .. Male FernL Yes 

" 
1% 1% 

19\ 17\ 18\ 

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ----_- ------ ------ ------ _----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 
WE:IGHTE:D TOTAL: 2217 300 

Unweighted n : 2212 284 
The Federal government 21\ 21\ 
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YOlJr local/regional gov 27% 28% 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs 17\ 16% 
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Chi -Bqua r ed: 
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Age --_ .. _----~-"' .. "' .. _-_ .................... _ .............. - .. ""-"'- .. - .. _-_ .. _ ...... ~ .. 
TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 
------- ------- ------- ---- --- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP5B 
403 254 337 Wt:IGHTED TOT.n.L: 2217 234 110 393 477 

Unweighted n t 2212 586 319 192 285 359 259 202 
The federal government 2H 2" 22\ 25% 22% 22\ 15. 1" 

Your p r ov i nc.i aL gov't ", 35'i! 3" ". 43. 43' 39% 36. 
You r local/regional qov 2" 2" 27' n. 30. '" 25. 32\ 

Non -gOY / non -p r o f it orgs 17' 13' 1" 13. 2H 19' 20. 17. 

Health care p ro fe s i.oo La 17. lH 15. 13. 21% 1" 19. '1% 
The tobacco j ndus t r y 11% " 17% 10' 13' 1" ln 10% 

Canadians themsa Lves 26% ". '" 22\ 2" '" 24% 31% 

DK/NR 11\ " 9' 1" 7% 1" 16% 11\ 
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./- points around 50%: 
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Hous ehc Io Working Minority Rural/Urban -~~ .. __ .... _-- .... _ .. .. _-----"',.-----'" .. - ..... _"""'_ .. _---~ .... _-_ .. =-- .. - .. "' ........... _ ...... _- 
TOTAL Parent No y., No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSPSB 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2217 1032 U85 1345 854 '" 99 1829 502 1712 

Unweighted n : 2212 853 1359 1256 936 329 138 1741 525 1683 
The federal qove rnment 21\ 23" 20% '1% 22% 23. 21' '1% ", 23% 

'l'our provincial qcv ' t ". 44\ 38% 43% ". 39% 35% 41% 43' '" You r local/regional qov '7% 27% ,,, '" 2" 23% '" '7% 26% 27% 

Non-eqov Inon-prof i t orgs ", m '" ". 1" 1" 15' 11. 15' 1" 

Health care profeslonls 17% 19' 1" 16' 1" 21' l3% "' 18% "' The t obacco industry 11% 13% 10. 12. Il> 15% 11% 11% " 12% . 
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DK/NR lli " 14% 10. 12' 15% 1" 10. 1" 11% 
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06/11/03 
FT~~oG:~:~a~h~~~~.i~a~~r~:~p~~!1~~litY to reduce canec t ens ' expoau re to second hand smo ke in public p Lace s Zwo r kp l ace s 
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160 1521 
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The tobacco industry 

Canadians t hemsel ve s 26% 22\ 28\ 25% 26% 
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nes O,mer.(I.L Flubl.lri ~;uLVey (09016.) ", 
, Who do you t h Lnk .!Ihould have the MAnI responsibility to regulate the ee re of t obecoo pr ccucc e . 
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TOTAL BC A1b Prair Ont Que Atl 

RESP6 
WE.IGHTEO TOTAL: 1259 160 

Unwe Lqh t.e d n : 1:44. 152 
The federal qove rnment; 61% S3'!. 
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ronr provincial gov't 18% 29\ 14\ 16\ 17% 14% 

Gender Smoker 

No E.S&HS Coll un Lv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ Male Fem I Yes 
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6:% 61" 60% 

241 1018 
422 822 
52% 63% 

405 
315 

'" 
103 335 250 
136 319 219 
44% 59% 63\ 

102 

" '9% 

159 
133 ", 

Your Loce l z r e q i onaL gOY 3% 2% H 0% 3% 3\ 

22% 18% IB% 16% 19% '" 21% 21% 22% 1" '6% 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs 2% 1\ 3% 3% 2% 2\ 

l'li 2% 3' 3% 2% 2% 3~ 2~ 

2% l\: 1% " He a Lt h ca re profesion1s 3% 2% 8% 1% 3% 3\ 

1% 2% 1% 3\ 1\ 

4% 3% 2% 

2. 10% 5\ 3% " 
The tobacco industry 5% 5% 7% 3% 5% 2% 

0% 3'f1 3\ 1\ 3' 

11\ 5% 6% 

7% 3\ 1% " 
Canadians t bemse Lve s 6% 6% 5% 6\ 9% 3% 

B% 5\ 5\ 9% 4% 

(.01) 
B 11 

OK/NR J\ 2% 4\ 2% 1\ 6\ 

5% 6% 7% 11\ 5% 
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Chi -Bqua r ed: 
+-/- points around 50': 

1.01) 
B 

1% 3\ 3% 5% 2\ 

EKOS nesear cn Assoc i ates r nc . 

(.01) 
5 



FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Who do you think shou Id have the MAIN responsibility tc r equ.l a t ë the sale of tobacco products. 

06/11/03 

Age 
"'== ____ .. = .... ___ .. "' .. _ .... _ .. _= __ ...... ~=_,._ .... _m"'= .... __ .,=,. ...... _ .. _='" 

TOTAL '20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65' ------- ------- ------- ------- __ ----- ------- ------- ------- 
RESP6 

WEIGHTED TOTAL; 1259 122 59 211 26B 237 146 210 
Unweighted n: 1244 307 168 104 160 212 152 134 

The federal government 61' 43. 67. 68' 61. 63. '2> 59. 
'{our provincial gov't 18. 25% 20' " 20> 17. 20' 20> 

You r local/regional gov " " " " 0> " " " 
Non -gOY /non-prof i t o r qs 21 21 21 " " " " 21 

Health ce r e p r c ë es Lon l s " 3\ " " 0' " 0' " 
The t ooecco industry " l2\ " " .. " " " 
canecn ans cbemse rves " " " " " " " " 
DK/NR " " O. " " 2\ " 2\ 

Chi-squared; ( .ci: 
,{- points a round 50%; , la 

EKOS aesear cn As scct ates Inc. PAGE: 103 

rrcs Genec.l PubJ..ic 5ur.v~y (09461 
Who do yeu think s hou Ld have the MAIN r e spone Lb t Lf t y t.o r eqc Le t e the sale of tobacco products. 

06/11/03 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 
.. = ............ = .. - .... - .. <=~ ......... _~---'"'_ .. - "'_ .. _ ....... ~---_ .. _----_ .... == ......... _---- .. --~ .... 

TOTAL Parent No Ye, No Miner Aoor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RESP6 
W~IGHTED TOTAL: 1259 587 672 744 499 166 65 1020 2BB 969 

Unwe Lqh t ed n: 1244 482 762 693 534 lB4 90 965 291 950 
The federal qove r nrne n t; 61\ '" 58' 62' 59\ 53% 56\ 63' 59\ 61> 

Your provincial gov' t lB' '" '" '" 21% '" 15> 19. '" lB. 

Your local/regional qov " " " " " " " " " 3% 

Non-gov /nen-prof I t orgs " " " " " " " " 2\ " 
Health cure profesionls 3\ " " " .. " " " " " 
The coceccc Lndus t r y 5\ " " 5> " 10> 15% " " 5\ 

Canadians t.nemse l ve s " " 6\ 6\ " 5> " " " " 
DK/NR " " 3\ " " " " " " " 

Chi-Squared: .05 (.01) 
.{- points e rouno 50\: 7 la 

EKOS gesee rcf xeeccre eee Inc. PAGE: 104 
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fTCS General Pub Li c Survey (09461 
Who dl) vou t h i nk should have the MAIN responsibility ta r equ l e te the sale of t obacco products. 

06/11/03 

105 96 852 337 
121 126 810 363 
4U 29% 69% 41% 

309 1204 
371 1170 
54% 62% 

20% 19% 

1% 1% 

4% 3% 

8% 5% 

6% 5% 

3\- 3% 

42 1163 
61 1122 
34\ 62% 

78 343 
100 390 
52\- 58% 

390 645 
387 589 
69% 6411 

REsr6 
435 387 
438 339 
59% 64% 

6% 18% 16% 18% 12% 20' 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1259 170 619 
1244 162 573 

61% 66% 65\ 

18% 20% 

7% 2% 4\ 5\ 3% 2\ 

27% 14% 11% 22% 

3% 6% 2% 3% 

l'ii 8% 1% 4% 

0% 6\ 2% 6% 

12% 8% 4\ 8% 

14% 22\ 3% 13\ 

2% 6% 2% 4% 

.01 
3 

PA.GE: 105 

Unweighted n: 
The fede r a I qove r nmen t 

'(our provincial gov't 18% 21\ 17% 

2% 2% 

15% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1\ 

You r local/regional gov 3\ 3\ 2\ 

Region 

78 507 260 
105 496 218 
13% 16\ IH 

48\ 48\ 65% 

27% 25% 13% 

10% 10% 13% 

18\ 10\ 8\ 

7% 14\ 5\ 

19\ 13% 10% 

15% 12% 13% 

10 

8% 2% 

3% 39. 2% 3\ 2% 3% 

RSP6e 

.. =~-----~- .. _--~~-----~~- .... "' .. =~-----="' .... _ .. ~=-- ..... "''"' .. _ .. _- =- ........ ="'~ .. __ ~_"' .. _ .... o: .... __ = _ ...... ~== ... =_ .... _ .... '"" .. ~~~ ...... _"'~ Household rncome 

1\ 4\ 

5\ 5\ 5\ 3% 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 2% 2\ 2% 

6\ 7\ 1% 1% 

Gender Education 

NO ES&HS Coll Un Lv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 1216 
Unweighted n: 1200 

Th!'! federal governrnent 16\ 

155 103 
145 115 
21\ 18\ 

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----_ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

15' 
127 

" 

20\ 5% 7% 5\ 

Healt:h ca r e p r o f e s Lon Ls 3\ HI 3\ 

12% 4'11 

10% 3% 3% 3% 2\ 3\ 

95 
129 
20' 

324 246 
307 214 

16% 17% 

The t oba cco Lndus t r y 5\ 3\ 5% 

2\ 3\ 

I.OU 
3 

1.011 
13 3 

1.01) 
5 

99 
84 

". 
". 46% 56% 50. '2% 

cenecnene themse1ves 6% 3% 6\ 

10 
.01 

5 

19% 22% 23\ 19% 19% 

DI</NR 3% 2% 2% 

FICS Genenll f"ublJ.c Surv~y 
Who el se do yeu t h Ln k I:;hould have r eepons Lot Lt t y to r ecu t e t e the sale ot t obecco products. 

12. 13\ 9\ 10. " 

Chi -Squa red: 
+/- points around 50%: 

(.051 , 

Smoker 

TOTA.L BC Alb Prair Ont Que A.tl 

17% 12% l1% " 

EROS Research As soc ret.es Inr. 

Your provincial gov't 51% 

Vour l oce Lz re q tona j gov 21\ 18% 21% 

Male Fërn.l 'les 

112 
131 

'" 
554 662 227 990 
481 719 398 802 

15% 16% 14\ 16\ 
'" 583 

17' 
357 
301 

'" 
399 
302 

15\ 

'" 13% 13% " 11% 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs 11% 15\ 11% 

'" 49% 52\ 49% 51% ". 53% 5" 

11% 

Heal th care profesionls Il % 12\ 9\ 

23. 22% 3D\; 13\ 23\ 21\ '" 23% 

16% IH '" '0' 
The t obecco industry lH 14\ 9% 

12% 10\ 12% 8\ 12% '0' 15\ '0' 

la. 12% 12\ 21% '" 
Canadians tbemse t ves 12% 11% 13% 

17% 9% 13\ 10\ 11% 12% 11% '0' 

.05 
9 11 

DK/NR 14% 15\ 19\ 

'" 11% 12% 10\ 12\ 13% '0' 11% 

PAGE: 106 

Chi -Squared: 
~/- points around 50\: 

.01 
8 

'" 10% 14% 12% 12% lU 13% 13% 
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.•. FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Who al se do yeu think ahou Id have responsibility to regulate the sale of tobecco products . 

06/11/03 

Age .. """'==_ ........ "'~"' .. _____ .... =Q_ .. _ ........ = .. "' .. __ .. _., .. "',. .. _ .. _ .. "';OO .. ____ .. 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 QS-54 55-64 65. 
------- ----_-- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP6B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1216 119 SB 206 '52 230 140 204 

Unweighted n : 1200 300 165 101 151 203 146 128 
The federai government 16. 2" 16' 1S> 18% 11% 14' 13% 

Your provincial gov' t 51% 37. ". 5" 50' ,.. 55' . .. 
Your local/regional gDV '1% 20\ 14\ 21% '1% '" 21. ". 
Non-gov/non-profi t o rqa 11. 10% " " '" '0% 13. ". 
Health ce r e profesionls '" 100 " " '" 11. m '0% 

The t cbacco industry '" '" '" .. '" 10% '" " 
Canadians themselves '" '" 13. lS> '" 11. 12% 12. 
DI</NR '" '" '" 15% " '0% 15% 12\ 

Chi -Squared: .01 
-r- points a r cund 501: 6 la 

EKOS Research Associates lne. PAGE: 107 

fîCS General PUblJ,c Survey (0946) 
Who e Ls e do yeu think s hcu Ld have r e apon s t b L'l Lt y to reg\llate the sale of tobacco p rceucc.s . 

06/11/03 

Hoo seho Id Working Minority Rural/Urban .. ""="" ............. ;OO~ ........... _~ ___ "' .. ___ = .. 
_____ ~D= _____ .... ~~ _________ "'_"' ___ ~ __ ..... _ 

TOTAL Parent No Ye' No Minor Abo r No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ----_-_ ------- ---_--- --_---- 

RSP6B 
\>IEIGHTED TOTAL; 1216 5'1 645 717 '" 152 63 ". '78 935 

Llnweighted n : 1200 .67 733 666 521 173 67 937 281 916 
Th. tede r a I qove rnment 16% 14. m 15\ 16' 17' '" 15% 13% 16. 
You r provincial qov ' t 5" 54% ... 53% ". ". ". 52% '8' 52% 

vour local/regional gov 21. 21. 21\ 21. 21% '" '" 2" '" '3% 

Non-gov/non-prof i t orgs '" '" 12\ 10% m 13. '" '" 10% 12. 
Health cars profesionls 11. 10\ 12% " 14\ 13. 11. tH '" '" 
The tooa cco i ndus t r y ". 12% '" 12% 10% 14. '" 11% '" 11. 
canadt ans themselves '" '" 12% 13\ '" 19. 24% '" 10' m 
DK/NR '" 13% 14. '" 13' '" '" 14% \5% 13% 

Ch Le Sque red : .10 
-/- points a round 50\: 11 

EKOS Research rvs soc i a r e s loc. PAGE: 108 
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FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Who e Lse do you think should have responsibility to r equ La t e t he sale of tobacco products. 

RSP6B 
WEIGHTE;O TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
The federal government 

'rou r provincial gov't 

You r local/regional gov 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 

HeaIth ce r e profesionls 

The tobacco Lndua t r v 

canec i ans themse tves 

DK/NR 

Chi -Bqua red: 
-r . points arounc 50~: 

[.KOS Research As soc Ls t e s r nc . 

Canadians Smoke Haon - Smokers 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-.')0% 51% + Serious Not se r Ious Not Increas seme nec reas Increas Maintn Reduce EUmin 

114 
1216 
1200 

1" 

167 ~99 
156 557 
14 '1, 13~ 

299 1167 
359 1137 
20% 16% 

06/11/03 

5li 49\ 55' ,. 
B% 2311 

+ 
12% 9\ 

46% 51\ 

.. 

Harm - SHS Risk t o Canadians Fed ccve rnmenc Invo!vernent Appropriate-FG 

2li 23\ 21\ 

No 

3B 1124 
52 1085 
11% 16% 

625 
572 
15% 

102 
11' 
16% '" 

11% 13% 12% 

832 
795 
16% 

322 
344 

'" 

11. 7t 10% 14% 11% 

89 75 
96 
5% 

33< 
384 
16% 

'17 

41' 
16% 

37' 
327 

'" 
377 
3'8 
16% 

2"1% 52\ 
+,. 

5% 22% 

53% 33\ '0' 

11> 12\ 11% 

32. 56% ". 53\ 56% 

H 101c 18% 13\ 

35\ 5li 

". 22% 14\ 9% 13% 

12' 12' ". 16' 

.01 
R 

25\ 22% '" 21% '" " 
6% 12\ 12. " 13% 10. 10% ". 11% 

16\ 11\ 10. '" 13' '" '0' 1" 13' '0' 11% 12% 

19% 12% 12. 13' 10% " 12% '0' 12% '" 10% 

1\ 13\ 13\ '" 13\ '0' " " 11' 1" 
31% 12\ 23% 16% 2" 12% 35% '0' 14% 1" '0' 13. 

(.011 
3 

.01 
5 

.01 
3 

.01 
3 10 
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SM? 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Not at all 

occee i one i iv 

Every day 

DK/NR 

Cb â r-Sque r ed : 
+/- points e r ound 50\: 

S"' 
WEIGHTED TOTAL; 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
Not. at all 

Occes Iona j.Ly 

zve r y day 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points ar ound 50%: 

EKOS Re sea r ch As soc-La t e s r nc . 

(manufactured or roll you r own) eve r y day, 

465 1852 909 
800 1511 1163 

0% 99% 16% 

Region Gender Smaker Education Household Incarne 

TOTAL .. ., ;~ .. --_ ;~~~ .... ;; ::; .. ~-~~;-_ .. -;:: .. ~ --;;~ ~ ~ "~:::-~- ;:~~.. .. ;::- ----~~-= ~ ;:~; ...... ;~~ ~ ...... ~~::.. ..;;~; --;~::; .... ;~: ;;--; ~:;;= .. ;~~~: .. 

411 3% 3% 5% 

BS) 562 180 1135 1182 
884 451 230 962 1355 
80\ 16% 16% 77% 81% 

4% 4'!1 5% 

613 
523 
'9% 

768 180 574 
606 230 568 
84\ 71% 15% 

'" 416 
81% 

195 
171 
81% 

30' 
261 
81% 

2317 310 22) 159 
2311 294 232 220 

80\ 83% 79% 84% 

4'l; 5\ 5% 5% 4% 

15% 18\ 19% ln 14\ 16' 13% 18% 11\ 

0\ 1\ 0% n 

22% 0% 4'1! 

78% 0\ 20% '" IH 25% 2U 14\ 16% 13% 

1\ 0\ 0% 1\ 0\ 0% 1\ 0 .. o. 

TOTAL <20 

0% 0\ 0% o. 0' 
( .01) 

3 
( .01) 

3 
(.05) 

6 

20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Age 

2317 
2311 

80% 

240 
600 
'4\ 

112 
325 
86\ 

'08 
201 
74. 

" " 4\ 6\ 

." 
293 
73' 

418 
382 
". 

271 
282 

'" 
364 
222 

8" 

1" .J' " 21\ 

6% 

22. 19' 1" 10' 

0, 

( .01) 

o. o. o. 
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06/11/03 FTCS General Public Su rvey (094.6) 
At the present time do yeu smoke cigarettes (manufactured or roll your own l eve r y day, occasionally, or net at a Ll ? 

SM7 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

IJnweighted n: 
Not at 0111 

accasionally 

Evë r y day 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa reo : 
.. /- points "round 50%: 

SM' 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unweighted n: 
Not at all 

Occa ad ona Ll y 

Every day 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
-r : points a r ound 50\: 

EKOS nese a r cn As s oc i a t e s Lnc . 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 
__ a __ .. .,"' .... "'''' .. .... ~_~==~_ ~_ .. .... "' .. = .. "'~ .. .... "' .... .,"'= ...... ....... 

TOTAL Parent No 'tes No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

2311 
2317 

80> 

299 
339 
81\ 

105 1906 
144 1823 
67% 80' 

523 1191 
551 1762 
76% 80% 

1059 12~8 
883 14.34 
79% 90% 

1401 
\317 77. 

89) 

975 

'4% 
31 

16. 16\ 16% 18% 12% 27\ 15\ 19\- 15' 

0> 0\ O\- 0\ 0\ 0\ l\- o. o. 
(.011 

3 
( .05) 

5 

2317 
2317 

80. 

519 2205 
671 2176 
79\: 81% 

98 2106 
126 :072 

46% 82% 

812 
803 
75. 

22) 
251 
62% 

628 
679 

6" 
181 1563 
227 1510 
47% 84\ 

'22 
658 

'" 
747 1130 
761 1045 
88% 83\ 

182 
21) 
50' 

645 
738 
86. 

307 1212 
281 1122 
16% 81'11 

5\ 4\ 4\ 4\ 9\- 4% " 10% 3\ " .. ++ .. 
24% 

9\ 
H+ 
,1\ 

3% 

9% 13% 29. 43% 12'11 '" 20. 16% '" 16\ 14'l1 45\ 13% IB% 15% 

0' 1% 0% 0\ 0% o. 0% 1% o. 1% 0% o. o. o. 0' 1\ 0% 

t.o n 
2 

( .011 
2 

(.01) , ( .ci: 
3 

LOI) , 
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SMK2 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n : 
5 or Jess 

6-10 

l1-20 

more t han 20 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ounc 50\: 

Mean: 
Std dev ~ 

st ucent 's t : 

SMK2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
5 or less 

6-10 

11-20 

more t nan 20 

DK/NR 

Cti i e Sque r ed : 
>/- points ;;round 50~: 

Mean: 
Std de v : 

St udent; 's t: 

El<OS gesee rcb Assoc i eces t nc . 

Region Gender Smoker Education Household Incarne a ~"' __ ..,~~_"'~ .. _ .. _". "'_ ~ __ ~"' .. =: ~ .. ~ ~ _ __ _ .. ~ _ '" 

TOTAL BC A!b Pra!.r Ont Que Atl Male feml Yes NO ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK. 
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----_ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

465 49 41 
800 88 82 
21% 20!!! 14% 

25 167 133 
70 287 186 
24% 22% 23'11 

43 250 215 465 
87 345 455 800 
14\- 11% 24' 21% 

o 212 129 117 
o 388 216 186 
0% 14% 27\ 26\ 

52 145 93 
98 244 146 
19% 17% 23% 

37 

" '" 
56 
92 
2" 

25'A 2n 14\ 22% 25% 26\ 31\ 23' 2H 25% 0% 25\ 23% 26\ 21\ 28% 24% 26\ '" 35\ 36\ 50% 33\ 34% 31\ 36% 36% 34% 35% 0% 38\ 33% 32% 34\ 39% JO% 34. )0. 

18% 16\ 22% 14% 18% 19' 17% 23\ 13\ 18\- 0\ 21% 16% 15% 26% 15\ 20\ 21% 25% 

2% 1\ O\- B% 1%: 2% 2\ 1% 2\ 2% 0% 2% 1% 1% 0% 1% 2% o. o. 

10 11 1: 
14.0 14.1 16.4 12.6 
9.5 9.6 9.9 8.4 

.05 

.05 
5 

15.0 
9.' 
.01 

10 
14.7 
11. 9 

.10 
5 

15.0 
8.8 
.01 

6 , 
13.9 13.5 
10.0 9.1 

11 
14.0 
9.1 

5 3 
12.8 14. a 
9.1 9.5 
.01 

7 
12.8 13.2 
9.4 10.5 
.05 

10 6 
16.0 13.5 
10.9 8.1 

.10 

1) 

13.4 14,6 
8.9 9.2 

Age 

TOTAL <20 20-24 2S-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 .. 

465 10 
800 74 
21'11 38\ 

t .... + 
:5% 25\ 

12 107 134 91 
92 104 155 175 
40% 251 20\ 16" 

57 
125 

'" 
" '1 16. 

26\ 27% 27% ln 27" 33\ 

35% ::5\ 23\ 35% 35% 42\ 
H 

99; 11% 18% 26% 

28% 35% 

18" 79; 29. 11% 

J\ 1\ 0'" 2\ 1% 

( .05) 
11 

14.0 9,6 
9.5 8,5 

.01 

10 10 8 7 
10.2 12.2 13.3 16.9 
11.5 9,3 8.3 9.8 

.01 .05 ,QI 

16,1 
11.7 

.05 

12 
13. ~ 
'.9 
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fTCS General Public Sur vey (0945) 
On average, how many cigarettes do yeu smoke pe r day? 

SMK: 
WE:IGHTF.D TOTAL: 

Unweighted 11: 

!) or reas 

6-10 

II-~O 

more 1·11<'1n 20 

Of\/NR 

Chi-SflUo'lred: 
'1- points acouno 50%: 

Mean: 
Std dev : 

s cuoent ' 5 t : 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n: 

5 or Je s s 

6-.10 

ii-ao 

morO'! th an ::0 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
./- points a r ound 50%: 

Mean: 
Std dev: 

Studant ' s t: 

EKOS nese a r cf scs soc Le t e s ï nc • 

Household 

TOTAL Pa rent No 

Worldng 

'es 

J17 
525 
21' 

'" 
]7, 

16> 

13,7 
9.2 

Harm - Smokers 

Minority 

No Minor Abor 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

NO Rural Urban 

Fed Government Involvement App r cp r Lat e -Ft; 

465 
800 

21% 

215 
327 
20% 

250 
473 
21'1; 

137 
262 
21% 

55 
99 
15% 

J5 
62 
ln 

Jn 
639 
12% 

345 
582 

'" 

i 

Canadd ans Smoke 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 51'11'" Serious Not ser Ious Not Increas Same nac r ees Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin No 

riCS General Public Survey (OQ46) 
Have you smoked at Le as t 100 cigarettes in your life? 

25% 25'11 

35' 

18. 18. 

25. 
30\ 47. 

120 
218 
1" 

'" 24% 25% 

85 193 
162 314 
20% 26' 

83 96 239 
14.9 162 406 

17% 12% 2n 

193 
J38 
16. 

19> 

" '" 
'" 13. 

41> 33. 40' J3% 

29% 25' 22\ 23\ 25\ '" 

3 
14.0 
9.5 

5 
14..1 
9,5 

5 
13.9 
9,5 

o. 

6 
14.6 
10.3 

10 
13.9 
8.J 

19% '" l" '" 

31% 34'% 38% 36\ 34% 38' 

71 232 108 
UlS 400 196 
26\ 19\ 21\ 

25\ 22% 24% 30% 

409 
70' 
22' 

53 361 
88 630 
7% 23\ 

" " 

20% 12% 23% 26% 16% 20. 
35. 37 'li 37\ 28'11 

23> 35% 25\ 

12 
14.9 
7.8 

14..4 
9,0 

4 
13.8 
9,7 

0% 2% 1% 2% 1% 

18> 

J" 28\ 35\ 

14.0 
9.9 

Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians 

,05 

14.0 12.0 
9.6 8.2 

.01 

8 5 
15.6 16.8 13.2 
11.3 9.6 9.1 

.10 .01 .05 

14 
9,8 
.05 

" 0'11 2% 1% 

17' 28% 15% 

90 87 ~OO 156 
149 180 327 260 
12\ 19% 19\ 24% 

25\ 30\ 24\ 22\ 

32\ 35% 35\ 37% 

29'11 15% 22% 15% 

1\ 2' 1% 2' 

, 7 
17.4 13.1 15.0 13.4 
11.5 8.9 9.7 9.5 

.01 .05 

PAGE:: 113 

" " 

14 
9,5 

5 
13.3 14.0 14 
9.9 9.0 10.7 

2% 2\ 

.01 
4 

13.6 
9.2 
.01 

.01 
10 4 

17.1 13.1 
Il. 6 Il. 8 

.01 .01 

06111/03 

l28 430 388 
132 324 270 
28\ 37\ 55\ 

63> 

JOl 
97 
J" 
'" 
o. 

10 

55> 55. 60. 59' 

176 l34 716 429 137 886 966 
150 150 597 271 143 617 900 
32\ 4.0\ 37'li 44\ 45% 42% 37% 

60. 

1852 697 484 650 
1517 775 307 420 

0% 40\ 43% 42% 35% 

'" 
NO 

~IEIGHTED TOTAL: 1852 260 
Unwe t qht ed n : 1517 206 

40," 43% 

57 't, 67. 
o. 

(.05) 
7 

" 
57. 62\ 

DK/NR 

Cb i r-Squa r ad : 
.. /- points a round 50%: 

WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 
unwe Lqht.ed n : 

res 

NO 

DK/NR 

Ch LvSqua r eo : 
+/- points around 50%: 

E:KOS aese a r ch As soc i a r a s r nc . 

o. 

0' 

( 10) (.05) 
4 

360 
lJR 
35'j. 

326 
207 
50. 

Age 

TOTAL _ .. <zo .. ~~=;;:;;'*--;~:;;~==;~:;;---;;:~;~ .. '"~~:;; .. _--~~:= .. 

158 253 
114 169 
43% 36% 

5" 5" 

lAS: 
1517 

40' 

219 
526 

51 

99 
233 
14' 

". 5o, 

114 
157 
60. 

J15 
151 
58. 

65. 72. 63\ 451 57. 

o. o. o. 0' 

951, 86'l1 

o. 
42% 

,01 
9 
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" 

EKOS Re s ea rch nssoct e tes Inc. 

.. f'l'CS General Public sur vey (0946) 
Hi'IVe yeu smoked at least 100 cigarettes in yaur. 1 i fe? 

SM9 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted 1"1: 
Yes 

No 

DK/t'IR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points arouno 50\: 

SM' 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted 1"1: 
Ye' 

No 

DK/NR 

Ch LvSqua red : 
+/- points e r ound 50~: 

EKOS Rë s e a rch ëasoc t ar es rnc . 

'. 

Household Working Minority 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban TOT AL Pa ren t Minor Abor 

402 lq47 
333 1180 

46\ 38% 

5" '" 62\ 

No Yes No 

o. o. 

1852 
1517 

'0' 
844 1008 1084 
556 961 792 
40% 39\ 39\ 

'" '13 
.1% 

24. 
240 
23' 

70 1529 
82 1184 
36\ 43\ 

( .05) 
5 

Appr op r .i a t.e -Pû 

60' 61% 61\ 5" ,,, 64. 

Risk te Canadians Fed Government Involvement 

No 

" 64 
65% 

558 
558 
35% 

611 
"6 '0' 

566 
398 
'5% 

661 
599 
38% 

o. o. 0' 

35% 65% 62% 

o. 
(.01) 

6 Il 

60% 54% 

o. o. 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51\ + Serious Not ser ï.ous Not tnc reas seme necr eas Increas Haintn geouce E1imln 

1652 
1517 .0. 411 1796 

475 1470 
241 39\ 

45 1745 
38 1442 
51\ 38\ 

1.011 1.05) • 

237 
173 
45. 

'79 
'" .,. 

12 

... ,' " 

60. SB' 61% 

fTCS General Public su rvey (0946) 
Smoking s t a rus 

SMST2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ed n : 
smoxe r 

raat smoxe r 

Non-emoka r 

Chi Sque reo : 
jo/- points e r ound 50\: 

SMST2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
sreoke r 

Pa s t. smoke r 

Non-emo ke r 

Chi-Squared: 
t/- points a r ound 50%: 

'" 60. 43. 54. 
o. o. o. 

06/11/03 

465 1852 909 
800 1517 1163 
100\ 0% 23% 

613 
523 
2B 

768 
606 
1S> 

Ye, 

93' 
731 
38\ 

435 
341 
3" 

(.011 (.01) 
16 3 

40\ 33\ 33' 30' 

140 
102 
46. 

85 1324 
65 1104 
52% 40\ 

( .101 
3 

61% 61% 

60% 44% '6\ 55% 

54. 46. 60. 

o. o. 

.01 
3 

,01 
3 

1% 

10 12 

PAGE: 115 

36. 
222 
13% 

50. 

3" 

180 
230 
29. 

2317 310 
2317 29~ 

20% 16% 

223 
232 
21% 

159 883 
220 884 
16% 19% 

562 190 1135 1182 
q57 230 952 1355 
24% 24% 22\ 18% 

574 
568 

'" 
481 
416 

'" 
195 
171 
19% 

309 
261 
18. 

32% 36% 25\ 34% 30. '" 34' 33% 30\ 20. 28' '4% 35\ 30% 

4B. 4B. 54% 51% 51\ .3% 42. 45% 51\ 51\ P. 37. 46% 52\ 

,01 
6 

.01 
3 

.01 

PAGE: 116 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 121 

Age 

TOTAL ~-;;~ .. =-=;~:;; .. _~;~:;; .... ~;;:;;--=;~:;; .. _ .. ~~:~; ..... =;;: ... 
2317 
2317 

20' 

240 
600 

4% 

112 
325 

11\ 

'08 
201 
26\ 

49. 
293 ", 

'18 
382 
". 

271 
282 
2 l'II 

32% 13% 26\ ". 39% ". 
48. 91% '6\ ", ". J9> 32\ 

.01 



FTCS General Pub Li c Sur-vey (0946) 
gmok i nq s t et.us 

SMST2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
Smcke r 

pas t; smoke r 

Non-smoker 

Chl-$quared: 
+/- points around 50%: 

SMST2 
WEIGHTE:O TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Smoker 

Past smoker 

non-emoke r 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points around 50%: 

EKOS Re s e a rch Associates t nc . 

Hausehold 

TOTJ'I.L Parent 

2311 
2317 

20' 

1059 
883 
20. 

Warking 

No res 

Minority 

No Minor Abor 

105 

'" 33. 
24% 

43' 

qa rm - SHS 

No 

1906 
1823 

20% 

". 
". 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

523 
551 
23% 

1791 
1762 

'" 
32\ 32% 

1258 
1434 

20% 

1401 
1311 

23% 

893 
975 
15% 

299 
339 
18. 

32% 

51% 

.01 

182 
213 
50% 

33\ 

17. 

35% 31' 

'" ", 
31% 30% 35> 18' 

'" sO\ 

Canadians Smake 

2311 
2317 

20% 

307 1212 
281 1122 
23% 19'1; 

'" n, sO% 63\ 

.01 

Risk ta Canadians Fed Government Involvement App rop r La t a-Fû 

.01 
3 

Harm - Smokers 

.01 
5 

.. ~"'_ .. _ ~~ __ ~ __ .. _ .. _ "' .. "' _,.. "' __ 3 .. '" .. __ "'=_~_ .. _ .::.= .. __ ;>0 _ __ "'''' __ =''' D .. "' _==< 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51\ + Serious Not Serious Not Inereas seme necr ees r nc rees Maintn Reduce Elimin No 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

32' 35\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 
21% 19~ 

'" 19% 

98 2106 
126 2072 
5411l 17% 

32' '" 

223 
251 
37. 

181 1563 
227 1510 
53% 15\ 

626 
679 
31. 

645 
738 
1), 

612 
803 

'" 
722 
658 
2" 

747 1130 
761 1045 
11% IH 

30% 36' 34% 32% 29. '" 27. 

48. '" 47'1; 61% '" 20' 

24' 30% 

57. 43' 55\ 5" '" 5" ". 
.01 

. ~ .. 

.01 

23' '" 
.01 

4 
.01 .01 

3 

PAGE: 117 

Fr<.s General Public Su r ve y 10946J 
Age of respondenr 

AGE 
WEI(:;HTED TOTAL: 

unwe Lqht ad n : 
15 years ,Iri 

20-24 yea r a 

25-31 ye a r s 

35-44 ve a r s 

45-51 ye a r s 

55-64 yee r s 

65 yea r s or o Ide r 

(DO NOT READ) DK/NR 

Ch i e Squa r ed : 
+/- points a r cund 50\: 

EKOS ge see r r- h Assoeiates Ine. 

06/11/03 

2317 
2317 

" 
310 
294 

" 
223 
232 

H 

159 
220 

ot 

883 
884 

" 
562 
457 

" 
180 
230 

H 

1135 
962 

" ," 
17' 

20t 

18' 

'" 
16' 

.10 
3 

1182 
1355 

1% 

'" 
23\ 

18' 

12' 
15\ 

465 
800 

0% 

1852 
1517 

" 
909 

1163 

" 
613 
523 

0% 

768 
60' 
ot 

180 574 481 
230 568 416 

1\ 0% 0% 

195 309 
171 261 

0% 0% 

" " 11> 10% " Il. 1> 13% 6% 6\ 

10% 6% 3% 

7% 5% 

'" 17. 21% '" 16' 
" 

'" 15% 23% 16' " 2" 20% 11% 19\ 24% 
++ 

18% 20% 20% 

26% 17% 
21% 

18' 16% 

22% 

'1% 18' 20% 
'" 2" '" 19' 

12% 16% Il> 10% 

l4% 20% 

14' 25% '" 27% 31% 

16' 15\ 1.5% 15\ 

12~ 11% 

20% 18' 16. 2" 18% 10% 16% 23% 22% 26% 

" 
15% 1" 

12' 12% 13' '" 13% 13% 12% 6% 12% 

lot 17. 21% 15% 25% 20% 11% 8% 5% 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

(.01) 
3 

( .01) 
3 

( .01) 
6 

PAGE: 118 
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, 

FTCS General Public Survey (09461 
Age of respondent 

06/11/03 

Age .. _.----~~ .. "''"' .. ~--_ .. '''--_ .. '''-~~'"' ...... '''--_ .. _-_ .. ---= .. ''' .... __ ..... -- .. 
TOTAL <20 20-24 2S-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65. 
------- -----_- -- --- - ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

AGE 
240 112 '08 '" <l' 211 36< WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 

Unweighted n : 2317 600 325 201 293 382 282 '22 
old " " O, O. O. 0' O. O. E) yea r s 

" 92% O. O. O. 01 O. 0' 16-19 years 

5% 0' 100\ O, 0' O. O. 0' 20-24 yea r s 

18\ 0' O. 100\ O. O. O, O, 25-34 yee r s 

21% O, O, 0' 100\ O, 0\ 0' 35-44 yea r s 

1" 0% O, O, O, 100\ O, 0\ 45-54 ye ar s 

12' O. O, O, O, O, 100l O, 
55-64 yee r s 

16\ O, 0' 0' 0' 0' 0' 100\ 65 years or oroer 

READ) DK/NR " 0\ O. O. O' O. O. 0\ 100 NOT 

Chi -Squared ~ (.011 
./- points arouno 50\= , 

EKOS ge sear ch As soc i at es t nc . 
PAGE: 119 

'.' .... 
1 .~ 

ETes General suorte- Survey (0946) 
Aqe o f responden l 

06/11/03 

Household wor e t nq Minority Rural/Urban 
---- .. Q .... _=----- ----_ .. ~-~"'~= .... '" -----"'-"'~:.~=--------_ ..... --=~ .... _ ... _------ 

TOTAL Parent No ves No Minor AbOI" No Rural Urban ~------ -----~~ ------- ------- ~-~---- ------- -----_- ------- ---~--- ------- AGE: 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2311 1059 1258 1401 893 299 105 1906 523 1791 

unweLçh t ed n : 2317 883 1434 1317 975 339 1<4 1823 551 1762 15 ve a r s old 11 O. ]\ 0\ 2\ li " 11 li 1% 

16-19 yea r a " " 13% " 15' 1" 151 8\ " ID' 
20-2~ yea r s 51 3% 6\ S, " 6. " S, " 51 

::5-34 yea r s le> lQ. 1" ,,, " 18\ 28\ 1" 12\ 19' 
35-44 yee rs 21\ 35~ 1O. ,,, " 22\ 13% 21\ 22% 21\ 

45-54 ye a r s 1" '" 13% 2~ '" " 1" ]8, 18\ 19\ 18\ 

55-64 yeats 12% 6\ 16. " 15\ 9\ 9\ 12\ '" U. 

65 yeats or o Ide r 1" " 23\ 2\ 38\ 10' " 17. 18\ 15' 

(DO NOT READ) DK/NR li 0' 11 0' O, O. " 11 1\ 0' 

Chi-squa red: .01 ( .01) (01) (.01) ./- points e r ound 50%: J 3 5 , 

EKOS aese a r ch Aseoc t at.es r nc . 
PAGE: 120 
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FTCS General Public sorvey (0946) 
Age of r e spondant; 

06/11/03 

TOTAL 

AG' 
747 1130 
761 1045 

1\ 1% 

223 
251 

1% 

181 1563 628 
227 1510 679 

l'Is 1\ 1% 

98 2106 182 
126 2072 213 

O\: 1\ 0\ 

645 
138 

1% 

812 122 
803 658 

H H 

WEIGHTED TOTAL; 2317 
2317 

1% 

307 1212 
281 1122 

1% 0\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 

2' 1% 
Unweighted n : 

15 years old 

1" 8\ 5% 15% 8% 5' 10\ 8\ 16-19 years " 8\ 1\: 19% 9% 11% 10\ 5% 

20-24 yea r s " 3% 5\ 8% 5% 4% 5% 4% 6% 5\ " 3% 5\ 4% 

23\ 18% 13'jo, 11% 2411 13% 16% 20\ 15% 11\ 18\ 18% 

23% 22% 19% 

20% 19% 16% 

11\ 10% 14% 

25-34. ye a r s 18' 11% 20\ 22% 17\ 

16% 22% 16% 19' 22%: 22% 18% 23% 24' 35-44 years 21> 23'11 22% 21'11 21% 

45-54. yea r s '" 25\ 20\ 12\ 18% '" 17\ 19% 16% 19% 21' 16\ 18% 18\ 

12\ 11% 22% 10\ 15% 10% 11% 1" " 55-64 yea r s 12' 13\ 12% 7% 12% 

19\ 13% '" 18\ 14% 19% 161< 15% 19% '" 13% 21\ 65 ye a r s or o Lde r '" 16% 14% 8% 16% 

(DO NOT READ) DK/NR 1\ 0% 1% 0% 2% 1\ 1% 0% 0% 2% 0% 1% 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points around 50%: 

(.01) 
6 

(,01) 
2 

( .01) LOI) 
4 

( .01) 
3 

EKOS gesee r cb As soc i at e s rnc . PAGE: 121 

you r cu r rent. boueehot c a 

Region cence r Srnc ke r- Education Household tncome 
TOTAL BC Alb Pral r Ont Que AU Male Femj Yes No ES&HS Coll un.tv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

HOU ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2J17 

2317 

"' 
310 
294 
18' 

223 
232 
18' 

159 
220 
22% 

BB3 
BB< 

15% 

562 
451 
20' 

190 1135 
230 962 
10\ 18% 

1192 
1355 

16' 

465 
800 
2" 

1852 
1517 

16% 

909 
1163 

18% 

Un ..... eighted n: 
One persan, living e Ione 

613 
523 
14% 

169 
606 

IB' 

IBO 
'30 

'" 
514 
569 
25\ 

491 
116 

'" 
195 
111 

" 
309 
261 

3% 
Single, \~ith cb I Lo t r am '0' " " " " " " 16' " " " Married ..... ithout childrn '" 24' 25% '" 21\ 20' 25% 23\ '" 21% 23% 2U 20% 26\ 22% '" 33% '" Married ..... ith ctu tdr en 3" ". '0' 3" 40' 39. 39% 38% 39' ]1, 39' 32' 4" 41' 10% 32% '" 46' '" Single, live w r oorrsne t e " " 

0' 

Single, living w farnily 11% '0' " 11% '" 10. 15% 13' '0' 12' 20' " " '" '0' " Other o. 0' 0' 0' 0' DK/NR 0' o. " 1% 1\ 0' 0' Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e r ovnc 50\: 

( .01) 
6 (.01) 

6 

.01 (.01) 
J 

(.01) 
3 

EKOS Re s e a r r-h As soc La t as Inc. 
PAGE: 122 
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fTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
which of the follo ..... .i nq types bes t de s cr Ibe s you r cur rent housebo Id ? 

06/11/03 

Ag' 
.. C' .. = .... " .... _ ........ "' .. __ .. _ .. ___ .. __ .... _~ .. ~_ ... ___ "'''''''= ..... ___ ~~~~ __ .... - 

TOTAL <20 20-2 ~ 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65' 
---- ------- _------ ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

HOU 
112 'OB '" 'lB 271 364 WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 240 

unweighted n: 2317 600 325 201 293 382 282 222 
One pe r son , living alone ". " " 12% 13. 15. ,5> 35% 

Single, with chd Ldt r en! " " " " 12. " " 3\ 

Married wt t hout childrn ". " '" 22% " 20' 45% ". 
Married with children 39' 2" 2" '" 6" 5" '2' '" 
Single, li ve w r oorrana c e 3\ " 13. " " 0' " ,. 
Single, living w family 11% 69\ 'O. " " 2% " " 
Other " O. " " O. 1% 0\ 1\ 

DK/NR " " 0\ " 1\ 0% 2% 1\ 

Chi-Squared: 1.01) 
'1- points a r ound 50\:: , 

EKOS Research ns soc t ates Inc . PAGE: 123 

["Tes General Public Survey (0946) 
Whirh of the foilawing types be s t desc r t ces your cu r r ent household? 

06/11/03 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban ~ ... ~ .. _ ...... __ .. _- .............. _-_ .. _-- ...... ...... _--_ .. - ...... "''''~--_ .... _-~ .._ ...... '"' .. _--~_ .. _- 
TOTAL Pa re n t No y" No Minor Abor No Rural Urban ------- ------- ------- ------- ------_ ------- ------- 

HOU 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 1059 125B 1401 B93 299 105 1906 523 1791 

llnweighted n: 2317 BBJ 1434 1317 975 339 '" 1823 551 1762 
On, persan, Ll vi nq alone 17. 0> 31\ '" '2% 10> 15% '" 15> 1" 

Single, with cb I Ld t r am " '" 0\ .. " " 11\ " " " 
Married w i t ho ut; chiidrn 22' 0> '1' 19\ ". ". 7% '" '8% 21% 

Harried with children 39\ 85. 0> 46. 2H 43' J8% ". 41. ". , 
Single, live w roommate J\ " 5> " 2% " 6% J\ 1\ J\ 

Single, living w f am.i l y 11\ 0> 21'i1 " 16' 20. '2% 10> 9. 12. 

Ot he r l\ " 0% 1. 1\ 1\ " 1\ 0\ 1\ 

DK/NR 1\ 0\ " 1\ O. 1\ 0\ 1. 1\ 1\ 

Chi-Squared: .01 (.01) ( .01) ( .011 
'1- points e r ound 50'11 : J 3 5 

EKOS nesee rcn Associates Inc. PAGE: 124 
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f'I'CS General Public Sur vey (O946) 
which of the following types bes t cescr rbes you r cu r r enr heusehold? 

HOU 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqb t ed n : 
One persan, living a Lone 

Single, with ch.ild(ren) 

Married wf t hout. ch i Ld rn 

Married w i t h chi Idren 

si.nq Ie , live w roommi'lte 

Single, living w family 

orner 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points around 50'il: 

EKOS Research Aesoc i a r.es r nc . 

Canadians Smoke Ha rm - Smokers 

06111/0] 

Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians Fed Government lnvolvement Appropriate-FG 

519 2205 
671 2176 
13\ 16\ 

11\ 7\ 
H 

16\ 22% 

37% ]9% 

" 2l\- 

_ .... ~--- .. '"' ....... '"' .. "' ... - ... __ .. _- ............ ~ .......... _--"" -----_ .. _- .. _---- ~~- ..... "'_ .. ~~---- .... ., ...... _ .... ~""~="'-----===-- ....... "'"""" .. _ .. - .. - ...... '" .... _--~~--- ...... ""'"' 
No 

O' 

F'TCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Do you have any children in the f01101,.-1ng age groups? 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50% 51% 1" Serlous Not Serious Not Increas Same uecr ees Increas Maintn geduce Elimin 

Region 

------- ---- __ - -----_- ------- ------_ ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

1061 
886 

15% 

143 
109 
25% 

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----_ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

184 
136 
17. 

'" 1" 

2]17 
2317 

1" 
307 1212 
281 1122 
15% 17% 

98 2106 
126 2072 
25% 16% 

182 
213 
26% 

4\ 6\ 

22. 28% 22% 

645 
738 
13% 

812 
803 

'" 
72' 
658 

19% 

747 1130 
761 1045 
15% 16% 

223 
'51 

'" 
181 156] 
227 1510 
22' 14\ 

628 
679 
2]\ 

2% 7% 10. 5% 8% 4't 7% 

3" 40\ 41% 

20% 22% 24% 19% '3% '6% 20% 23\ 25% 21\ 23% 21. 

1" 10. 

]2\ 39\ 32% J" ". 40% ]8% 37' 40% 41% 33% 

( .01) 
6 

l% l% " 4% 2% " ]% ]% 

11. 13. '" 1" 10. •• 16% 9% 8% 11. 12% 

o. o. " o. o. 
1% 2% " 1% 1% 1% 

(.10) 
1 

(.01) , ( .011 , (.011 ( .011 
3 

PAGE: 125 

KI01A 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
unda r 2 

2-6 

7-12 

1]-17 

lB or cve r 

Do not have any childrn 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po i nt s e rouno 50'!!: 

EKOS ae se a rcn As soc.i a c e s rnc . 

06/11/03 

97 
92 
18. 

6] 416 256 
76 362 158 
2U 12\ 12'11 

Gender Smoker Education Household Incarne .. "'----- .. -_ .... _ .. ~-- ... _ .... ~=------~=~"' ........ _ .. == ...... _----". ...... - -~--- .... _-~~~- ...... ~== .. ~~_ ....... _="' .. __ .. === .......... _-~--- .. _-_ .. ==---- ..... _===_ .. - 
TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Que At1 

3" '1% 

38% 31% 16\ 29% 

Male Feml Yes ES&HS Coll Unlv .::201< 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

85 479 582 215 845 
89 ]40 546 329 557 
IH 15\ 14\ 12'11 15% 

355 340 359 
]92 241 247 

11\ 17\ 16\ 

31. 2" 
". '" ]8% 30% 

41 244 
51 213 
12\ 16% 

260 
196 
13. 

96 
71 
15% 

16% 23\ '2% '4% 22\ 18% 26% 22' 35% 23% '1% 19. 25\ 

3J\ 32% 
'" 32% ]6\ 26% 

3J\ 35% 37% 39% 25' '5% 3" 57% ". 38' 36. 38% 

" 3% 

30\ 31% 33% ]3\ 

H' '8% ". 34% 31% 33% ". 28% 17% 33% '" '5% 39% . 
'4% 

1% 

( .Oll 
9 

2% 3% 4% 4% 
'" 33% 32. ]2\ 33. '" 23. '9% 31' 3" 3" 23% 

o. 1't 1% 

J% " 8% " 1% " 
10 11 

o. o. o. o. 1% o. 

10 
( .01) 

5 11 
( .01) 

14 

t'AGE: 126 
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FTCS cenare.t Publ ie sorvev (0946) 
Do yeu have any children in the followinq age groups? 

06/11/0) 

Aqa ~~ ...... -~=-----~----_ .. _~--_ ..... ~ .. _ .... _"'=~ .... _ ...... = .. _ .. _"'=""." ...... '" 
TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65' 

------- ------- ------- ------- -_----- ------- ------- 
KIDIA 

76 WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1061 58 30 200 367 260 68 
Unweighted n : 886 142 86 102 216 227 69 43 

unoer 2 15% " 34% ." 15% 1\ a 0' 

:;-6 22' 5% 17\ 54' 29' 5% 0\ " 
7-12 '" Il' 11\ 36% 62\ 24' 7% " 
13-17 31% 39\ '" " 39\ ." 2a 12\ 

18 0' ove r 33. 27% 11% 4% 15% 54'l1 ". 89% 

Do not, have any childrn " ." 16\ 1% O. Il .. O • 

DK/NR 1% " 0\ 0\ O. " O. 0\ 

Chi-Squar-ed: 1.011 
.(. points around 50%: 8 1\ 10 12 15 

EKOS aesee rcf As soc t a r es Inc. PAGE: 127 
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" .q .,." "'. ..~ 
[TeS General Public Sur-vey /09461 

Do you have "'ny ehildren in the fo l Low.i nq age groups? 
06/11/03 

Household Work.Lng Minority Rural/Urban 
='"' .. __ ... =~~--- .. = .. .... __ _,_,~ .... _D~="' .. -= ~=--- ---"'''' ........ ., '" .. _-_ .. ~= ......... .,"' ........ "'=~ 

TOTAL Parent No ", No Minor Aocr No Rural Urban ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
KIDIA 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 1061 1059 772 287 151 52 855 244 BI' 
Unweighted n : 886 883 60. 278 137 62 685 218 66' 

unde r 2 15\ 15\ O. 15\ 15. 1 .. 14. 15\ 1" 1 .. 

2-6 22% 2~% 0' 22% 22% 27' 23\ 2" 19' ~3't 

7-12 '" 36\ 0' 3" 2" ." 43. 34. 2" 38% .. 
13-17 31% 31> 0' 35\ 21\ 22% 21> 33\ 36\ 30' 

lB 0' ove r 33% 33% 0' 29% '3% 29% ". 3" 37% 32% 

Do 00< have any r-h i j dr n " 3\ 100% " " 5% " " " " 
DK(NR 1> l' " " 1% H " l% " D' 

Ch i e Squa red : 1.01) ( .011 (.051 
.(. points around 50%: 3 57 12 

EKOS nesee rcn Assoct aces r nc . PAGE: 128 
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rTCS General Public Survey (09461 
Do yOIJ have any ca I Ldr en in the following age groups? 

KIDIA. 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

lJnweighted n: 
unde r 2 

~-6 

7-12 

1)-17 

18 or cve r 

Do not h.=!ve any childrn 

DK/N"R 

Cb Le Squ a r ad : 
.;- points around 50'!!: 

EKOS nesea rcn As aoc i at.e s I nc . 

06/11/03 

3<1 
283 
17. 

535 

'0' 1" " 94 
22' 

80 '58 
599 
15' 

255 
33 
39 

" 
983 
808 
15% 

'0 
11 
10' 

310 
275 
17. 

315 
318 
15% 

30' 
246 

11% 

18% 

33\ 

33' 

35% 

- -" " 

1061 
886 
15'1s 

131 
112 
19. 

"3 
439 
13' 

249 1024 
251 844 

19\ 15\ 

21\ 23% 15% '1% 2" 

94 
15% 

243 
14. 

'" 26\ 23% 2" 
19' 36' 33' 32. 42. 

'" 21\ 20. 15% 23% 20. 

" 
36> 23> ,o. 38% 3" 

50. 30. '3% 29\ 32\ 

33% 3" 3" 35% 35. 36% 

31% 31% 31\ 30' 31% 

". 32% 32% 3<' 29. 
26' 35% 2" 33% 33' 

,,, 
33% ,6> 2" 2" 33% 

16 
( .05) 

12 6 

" 
30' 34% 31% 31' 31% 3" 

1\ 

( .Ol) 
9 

" 6> 

" o. 
( .051 

6 10 10 
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!:Tes General Public- Survey (0946) 
What Ls the hlghest level of schooling that you have cempleted? 

EDU20 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

llnweighted n: 
Sorne high scheel/less 

High ecncor q r adue t.e 

Sorne co Ll eqe 

Collage/CEGEP gradua te 

Private college qr adua t 

Sorne un i ve r s i t y 

Bache lor' s degree 

Gr adua t e degree 

OK/NI' 

Chi -Squared: 
+/- points ar ound 50\: 

EK05 aesear cf ns scc i e r.es t nc . 

Region 

TOTAL BC Al b Prair Ont Que At1 

Gander 

Male Fem l Yes 

180 
230 
19' 

1135 
962 
20. 

1182 
1355 
1" 

06111/03 

Srnoker Education 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Household Income 

465 
800 
15' 

1852 
1517 

16. 

90. 
1163 

41' 

613 
523 

0' 
168 
606 
o. 

2317 
2317 

16% 

J10 
294 
12\ 

223 
232 
11. 

159 
220 
21% 

883 
884 
1" 

562 ,,, 
18. 

27\ 24' 23% 30. 21\ 59\ o. 

180 
230 
36> 

'" 568 
20% 

481 
416 

" 
195 
171 

" 
309 
261 

" 
23% 24' 20. 1" '5% 22% 

" 
19' lB> 20. 1" 19' 

o. 21% 

o. 29. 28\ 24. 16. 14. 

" 
1" 14% lO. 16> 18' 26% 

15' ". 20\ 

6> 

13\ 20' 

72% 

0% 8\ 

6% " " 

1" 

1\ 

.01 
3 

,01 
3 

" o. 

o. 15% 20. 23% 27\ 1" 

27\ 21\ 18' 15. " o. 

o. o. 

10. " 10. " o. 
". 13. 21> 28. J1\ 

(.01) 
6 

o. o. 
26' " 2" 

,01 
3 

" o. o. o. " 1\ 

(.011 
6 
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rH .. ::> benera.l. t'UO~lC ou r ve y IU~"OJ 
What re the h i qhe st; j eve I of echoo Li.nq that yeu have completed? 

Age 
-_ .. _ .. = ...... _ .. --~------~~_ .. "' ...... = .. __ .. -=~=~-_ .. "'== .. _-_ .... == ...... 

TOTAL '20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65' 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

SDU20 
WEIGIlTE:D TOTP-,L: 2317 240 112 408 49. .18 271 364 

unwa Lqht ad n : ~317 600 325 201 293 382 282 222 
Sorne h.lgh sehool/less 16% 56\ " " " " 12% 31> 

High s chco I qr adua t e 23' '" 2" 17' 19. '" 31' 22'!! 

Sorne co l Leqe " " " " 5% " 41 " 
Co 11 ege/CEGE fi graduate 19% .. 20' 33' '" 23% 14\ " 
Priva te coi ieee graduat " 0\ 1> " 3\ 1> 0' 0\ 

Sorne un i ve r s i t y 6\ " 1" 4\ " " " " 
aacbet oc ' s oeq r ee 19% 0\ 1" 2n 26% 17% '2% 14% 

r;rô'ldllilte deqr ee " 0\ 3% " 11> 10\ la. 11. 

DK/NR 1> " 10 1> " 0\ " " 
Chi-Squ<lred: r.o n 

./- points a r ound 50'1;: • 

EKOS gesee rch As socr et.es r nc . PAGE: 131 
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fTCS General Pllblic su rvey (0946) 
What j 5 the highest leve1 of schoo l l nq t ha t yeu have eomp1eted? 

06/11/03 

Household Working Nt no r i t y Rural/Urban ____ ~~ _______ ~m 

.. _-=="' .. _ .... ""= ...... ...... = _ ........ _=~ ______ co ____ --==- .. ---== .. _ ..... 
TOTAL pa r ent; No Ye, No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- --- --- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

SDU20 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 2317 1059 1258 1401 893 299 105 1906 523 1791 

tlnweighted n r 2317 883 1434 1317 975 339 144 1823 551 1762 
Sorne hLqh scncc r/ reee '" l~\ 19% 9% 27. 2" 24\ '" 25. 13> 

Hlgh schoo I q recue t e 23% 22% 25% 23> 24. 23% .0. 23' 2" 22' 
Sorne co Ll eqe " " " " " 3> " 6% " " 
College/CEGEP q r adua t e 19% 23. '" 24% ln '" la' 2" '" 19. 

sr Ive te co i reqe graduat " " " 2' " " O. " 1% 2% 

Sorne university " .. " " " .. " " " " 
Be c-hël o r ' s eeqree 19% 2n 16% '1% 15% 19. " 19' '" 21% 

nr aoue c e de qt ee " " " 10> " " " " .. 10 • 

DK/NR " H " " 1\ " 3> " 1% 1% 

Chi-Squared: .01 .01 (,Dl) .01 
./- po i n t s e rounc 50%: 3 3 

EKOS Re::;qarch assoc i ar es tnc . PAGE: 132 
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FIes General Public Survey (0946) 
wne e is the highest leve1 of schoo Lfnq that you have compieted? 

06/11/03 

223 
251 
18% 

181 1563 
227 1510 
25\ 14\ 

628 
679 
2" 

9~ 2106 
126 2072 
23% 15\ 

32\ 22\ 

6% 5% 

B% 20\ 

4% 6\ 

15' 19' 

10\ 9\ 

2% 11 

( .05) 
2 

(,01) 
2 

182 
213 
20' 

6<5 
7" 
22% 

812 
903 
13' 

722 
659 

'" 
74Î 1130 
761 1045 
19\ 121; 
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EOtJ20 

FTes General Public Sur-vey (0946) 
What 15 your current employment statua? 

Region Gender 

31' 2" 21> 24% 22% 23\ 27\ 23\ 2 .. 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 
2317 

16' 

307 1212 
261 1122 

12\ 12\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 
24% 16\ 

++++ 
26\ 23' 26' 

" 
'" '" '" 

5\ 5% 

17' 16% 24\ 
++++ 

2\ 2% 

'0' 6\ 5% 

Unwe i qh t ed n: 
Sorne high school/less 

High school gradua te '" 19' 23' 

" 

'" 19% 
" S'II 6' 

'" 9\ 19% '" 
Sorne college S'II 6% 

14' 

10% " 
23% 20% 18% 

0\ 2% 

" 4\ 7% 
H 

13% 2U 14' 

College/CEGEP qr adua t e 151< 21\ IB\ 19\ 

.01 

-~ 

'" 1% 10% 

20\ 

9\ B\ " 

1" 
p r Lva t e college q r adce t " 

l\: 1% 

(,01) 

, ,", 

" 5\ 1\ " 

" 6% 7' S'li 6\ 

.01 
3 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA TES, 2006 • ~jB 

Sorne university 

25'1< 19% lS\ 19% 

Male Fera l res 

180 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 

6% 10\ 7% 

42% 4 6% 38~ 

12% 7% 12\ 

5% 4\ 2% 

3~ 1 \ 2' 

7\ 8% 7\ 

18% 20% 21% 

5% 2\ 4% 

1% 0% 5\ 

0% 0\ D'II 

( .o n 
3 

06/11/03 

smcke r 

!' 

Education Household tncome 
TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Qlle Atl 

613 
523 

10% 

768 180 
606 230 

8~ 3% 

(.01) 
6 

PAGE: 134 

No ES&HS Coll un.tv <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

53% 48% lU 

Bachë Lo r 1 5 degree '" 

465 1852 909 
800 1517 116J 
13\ 8\ 9% 

48% 41% 30\ 

8\ 10\ 11\ 

4\ 3% S'II 

3% 9% 13\ 

15% 22% 24% 

4\ 3\ 3% 

3\ 3\ 3\ 

2% 1% 1% 

(.01) 
3 

(.011 
3 

10. 9% 15\ 

------ -----_ ------ _----- ------ ------ ---_-- ------ _----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

2% 2\ 11% 

Gr adua t e degree 15\ 9~ 4\ 9% 

1\ 5\ 

S'II 13% 

12% 22% 29% 

574 
568 

1" 
481 
416 

'0' 

++++ 
2% l'I! 0\ 1% 

3% 3\ 8\ 

195 
171 

" 
309 
261 

'0' 
36% 52% 65% 60' 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squ3red: 
+/- points arouoo 50\: 

(.01) 
6 

2% 2% 

0' 0% 0\ 

'0' " 10' 

EKOS ge se a r cf Assoc i e tes Inc. 

,Z'u 

EMPL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 2317 310 223 159 883 562 

Unwei qh t.e d n: 2317 294 232 220 884 457 
Self-employed Q\ 7% 17% 9% 7% 10% 

Employed f u Ll e t Lmë 42\ 43~ 35% C% 44% 41% 

Employed part-tirne/seas 10% 7% 13% 10\ 11% 8\ 

Unemployed and Iook i nq 3\ 2% 3% 2\ 3% J'II 

Unemployed and not look 2% 1% 2% 2~ 2% 1% 

Student 8% H 6\ 7\ 7\ 10% 

Retired 20\ 24'1; 20\ 23% 19\ 21\ 

Le eve Irna t e r n t t v Zd Ls ab j 3\ 6\ 0% 1\ 3% 3% 

Romemeke r 3\ 3\ Ho 2\ 3% 3\ 

Other D'II 0% O~ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

DK/NR H 0% 1\ 1\ 1\ 2% 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e round 50\: 

(.01) 
6 

0' 0% 3\ 

" 

0' 

EKClS Re aea rcf As soc Lat.es Inc. 

" 
" .. " 

'7% 15% '0' 

2\ 

0' 
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fTes General Pub Li c Survey (0946) 
What is your cur rent employment s t a tus ? 

EHE'L 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Se l f -employed 

gmpj oyed full-t ime 

Emp l cyec oe r t-t.Inevsees 

Unemployed i'lnd looking 

LJnemployed and not Look 

Student 

Retired 

Le ave (maternity/disabl 

Hornema ke r 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
+/- points e r cund 50\: 

EKOS aesee rch As scc Le t e s Inc. 

• L 
, 

Age 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

2317 240 
2317 600 

9\ 2\ 

42\ 12\ 

10\ 24% 

3'l1 8\ 

21 3\ 

8\ 50\ 

20\ 0\ 

3\ 0'11 

3\ 0\ 

0\ 0'11 

112 408 
325 201 

5% 9\ 

43\ 65\ 

tH 8% 
++++ 

5% 3\ 

3% 0% 

25\ 5' 

0\ 0\ 

l'ii 6\ 

1% 3\ 

0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 

~ .Ol) , 

'''", 

'" 293 
10' 

'" 
" 

" 

41' 
382 

'" 
271 364 
282 222 
12\ 3\ 

06/11/03 

'5' 
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54' 29\ l't 

FiCS General Public Sur-vey (0946) 
What i s your cur rent emp Loymerrt status? 

EMPL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwet qht.eo n: 
Self-employed 

Emp Loyed full-cime 

Employed part-Ume/seas 

Unemployed and looking 

Unemp l oyed and l'lot look 

srodent 

Retired 

t.eeve (maternity/disabl 

Hcrserna ke r 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squared: 
+/- pof n t s arounc 50%: 

EKOS sesee r cf Aasoc Lat es lnc. 

TOTAL Parent. 

2317 
2317 

" 
'a' 

" 
20. 

0' 

Household 

No 

1059 1258 
883 1434 
10% 8'11 

52\ 33% 

11\ 9% 

" 
" '" 

Workinq 

Ye' 

1401 
1317 

'" 
'" 
'" 
0' 
o. 
o. 
o. 

o. 

01 

01 

(.01) 
3 

No 

893 
975 

0' 

0' 

" 
20' 

53\ 

" 
" 
0' 

13. H 2% 

1 
06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

3o, 

" 
0' 0' 

2\ 0\ 

3% 0% 

0% 0% 

" 38\ 91\ 

1906 
lB23 

" 
523 
551 
13' 

1191 
1762 

" 

0' 
(.01) 

3 

" 
3% 1% 

1% 1\ 

Minority 

Minor Aber 

299 
339 

" 
105 

'" " 
'" )6, '" 41' 3" 

" la' 13' " 

'1% 201 

" " 
12% '" 

" 0' 0' 

(.01) , 
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fTCS cene rat Pub Li c sur vey (0946\ 
Whi'lt t s your cur r ent empj oymarrt s t a t us ? 

EMPL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Sel f-employed 

Employed full-Ume 

gmp Loyed pe r t c t Ine z seee 
Unemployed and looki ng 

Unemployed anrl not look 

Student 

Retired 

Le ave (maternity/disab\ 

Homemaker 

Other 

OK/NR 

Chi-$quared: 
+/- po Lnt;s "round 50%:: 

E;KOS Research Assoc i a tes r nc . 

06/11/03 

223 
251 
12% , 
38% 

628 
679 

'" 
98 2106 

126 2012 
18\ Bl! 

35\ 43% 

5\ 10% 

" 
1% " 

182 
213 
18' 

645 
738 

" 
812 
803 

10. 

722 
658 

" 
747 1130 
761 1045 

6% B% 

. .. ,., 

rTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Whclt 15 vour annua I HOUSEHOLD incarne tram 1'111 sources before taxes? 

INCM 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqh t ëd n : 
<$:0, (JOO 

S20,OOO-$29,999 

$30,OOQ-$39,999 

$50,000-$59,999 

$60,000-$79,999 

$80,000-$99,999 

$100,000 or more 

DI</NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po Lnt s around 50'J;: 

E:K08 nesea r cn As soc i at es I nc . 

2317 
2317 

" 
307 1212 
2B! 1122 
10\ B'Ir 

519 2205 
671 2176 

1% 8% 

10' 

20' 2111 1" 

36% 46% 4li 39% 47% 

181 1563 
227 1510 
18% 7% 

36% ". 42\ 42'11 

0' O' O' 

40. 

" 2% 1\ 1% 

IH 10% 

3% 

2% 

10' 

22' 

" 
0' 

( .01) 
4 

61 10% 10% 11. 
44\ 45\ 

101 9% 9% 14\ 10% 

(.05) 
2 

(,01) 
2 

4% 12% 7\ 5\ 

2% 

3% 2% 

" 
" 

8' " 13' 

25'1; 15% 28% 
++++ 

3% 2' 

1" 

2% 3'l1 2% 

1% l%: 

8'11 7\ 

'" 21% 18% 24% 
++++ 

HI 2't 

20' 23> 19' 10. 

0' 0% 0% 

(.01) 
4 

O' 0% 0\ 

31 

O' 0' 0' O' O' 
2% , 

( .o u 
6 

" 1% 1\ 

(.OU 
3 
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Region Gender 

06111/03 

TOTAL SC Alb Pr a Lr Ont Que Atl Male feml Ves 

Smoker 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <201< 20-49 50-19 80-99 1001<+ 

.,. 

Educa t Lon Household Incarne 

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ --- -- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

180 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 

11\ 7% 8\ 

10% 

465 1852 909 
800 1511 1163 
11\ H 13% 

8. III " 12% 

613 
523 

61 

768 
606 

3% 

180 
230 
100% 

574 
568 

0% 

2317 310 
2317 294 

" 
223 159 883 562 
232 220 884 457 

8% 5% 6'1; 10% 

10. " " 11% 10. 

8. 4% 

481 
416 

os 
195 
171 O. 

309 
261 

0% 

O' 33% 0\ 0% 0% " 
" 10' 10. " 10' 8. 

8. 8. O' 34% 0% 0\ 0% 

13\ 

8. 10' " 

1" 15% '" 
" 8. 6% 

10% 

14% 6% 

0' 33% 0% 0\ 0% 8% 

" III 

50 

8. 10' 150 

12% III 13% 10. 13% 1" 
0% 0% 39% 0% 0% 

13' 13' III 14% 1" 

". '" 23> 

" " 11. 11% 

0% 0% 61% 0\ 0% 

8' 12% 14% 10. 

.05 
3 

1" 12% 14% " III 23% 

O' 0% D'II 100\ 0\ 

13. 11% 21% " 1" 
27\ 1" 27. 28. 20% 23% 

O' 0% 0% 0\ 100% 

250 23% 23\ ". 25\ 

.01 
3 

.01 
3 

0' 0\ 0% 0% 0% 

.01 
6 

.01 
6 
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f"TCS General Public survey (0946) 
What Ls you r annua I HOUSEHOLD incorne from a Ll sources be Io r e taxes? 

06/11/03 

Ag' ...... --_ .. ~--_ .. _~ .... - ....... _ .. _-_ .. _----'"'-_ .... -_ ..... _--_ .. _----_ .... - .. 
TOTAL <" 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65, 

------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
INC,M 

'lB 271 364 WE1GHTEO TOTAL: 2317 240 112 '0. '" unve tqhted n : 23l? '00 ~25 201 ~93 392 282 222 

<S20,000 ., lO\ l6\ " H " " 12% 

$~O, 000-529, 99Q ., " 12\ lO' H " " lO\ 

S30, 000-$39, <199 •• " " " LOi " " l3\ 

$40,000-$49,999 •• " " " " 10' 11' " 
550, 000-S5G, Clgq •• " " lO' . , 10 • ., " 
$60,000-57Q,999 13\ 9' " lB' '" 16' ". " 
S80, 000-$99, 999 " " .. l2\ 11% 10. S. " 
5100,000 or more 13' " 11\ 13' 19% 1" 1)\ " 
OK/NR 25\ 50' 23\ ". 21\ 1" 24% 33\ 

Chi-Sqllared: .01 
,/- points a r ound 50\: , 
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rTCS !~ener"l Pub I i c sur vey ({)ClHd 
What i s your ennua l 1I0USEHOLD t ncome t r om al I soucr-e s before t e xe s? 

06/11/03 

Household Workinq Minority Rural/Urban .. _ .... _ ........... - .. - .... ----_ .................. - ,. ......... ,.-_ ...... _ ........ _ .. "' ........ . _ ........... _ .... __ .. _ .. 
TOTAL Parent No Ye, No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

lNCM 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 2317 1059 1258 1401 .93 299 105 1906 523 17Ql 

unwe Lqht ed n : 2311 883 1434 1)17 975 339 14'1 1823 551 1762 
<$~O. ooo " " !li " '" " 15\ " '0' H 

$:::0, OOO-~~(l, I"IQ<I "' " " ., 10' '" '" H " " 
S:'.O,OOO-S}I"I, 'lM " " lO' " " " 11% " " ., 
$40,000-$49. (j!JQ " " .\ " " " " " " " 
550,000-$,51,9!lG " " " " " " " " " " 
560, 000-$7q, <tq(j t3~ 1" !li 15% 1" " " 14\ 13' 12' 

S80,000-$0(\, C!!)9 " " " l::!% " '0' " " " ., 
S100,000 oc more 13'i1 l" '0' '" •• '0' " '" " 1" 

DK/NR 25\ 22\ 28\ 20' 31> '" 25' 23\ '" 25% 

rhl-Sq\lared: .01 .01 .01 .05 
./- points a r ound 50\: 3 3 5 4 
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FTCS nene re t ruet tc Sur vev !OQ461 
Whilt t s your An nua L HOUSEHOLD incorne [rom dU sources be fo re t.axes ? 

canaot ans Smoke Hë rm - smo ke r s He rm - SHS 

06/11/03 

Risk t.o Canadians Fed Government t nvo tvement 

WE1GHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

TOTAL c 25\ 25-50' SU + Serious Not Se r i cus Not rncrees Same Dec r eas increes Na i nt n seouce Elimin 

INÇM 

<$20,000 

520,1100-529,9Q{\ 

530, 000-S3Q, QGg 

540, 000-549, 999 

$50,000-$59,999 

560,000-$79,999 

580,000-599, qq9 

5100,000 or more 

[IK/NR 

Chl-Squa red: 
~/- points around 50%:: 

E:KOS aese a n-x ns soct e ce s lnc. 

2317 
~317 

" 
307 1212 
281 1122 

5\ 7\ 

519 2205 
671 :176 
10'10. 8\ 

98 2106 
1~6 2072 
12\ Rt 

JU " 

J82 
213 
JU 

645 ", 
" 

912 
803 

" 
722 
658 

" 
747 1130 
761 1045 

8\ 7\ 

10. " 

223 
251 

" 
181 1563 
~2? 1510 

10" 7\ 

Appropeiate-FG 

" .. 12\ 

" " 
JU II> " 

" " 
" " 

No 

628 
679 
10' 

" 
" 10. a. " " 10. 

" a. a. 

a. al " 
" 

" 
13\ 13. 

" 
" 

13% " 

" 10. " 10' a, 

Il' 
13' 13\ 

" 10' " 

a. " 10\ 

II> 15\ 

10\ 

15\ 

161 

23\ 28\ 

a. 
13\ 17. 15\ " 

15\ " 

" 
12\ a. 8\ " 

JO\ 14% 

29\ 27. 

.01 
] 
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180 574 
230 568 
11\ 15\ 

9\ 7\: 

79\ 80\ 

(.01 ) 
6 
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Household Incorne 

.Bl 
416 

" 
a" 

ncs General Pub l Le su rvev (0946) 
Do yon ccos Ice r your s e Lf ta be 

MINOR 

" 
16\ " 

25\ 22\ 21% ]1\ 

14. " 14% 

10% 11. 1" 15' 

24\ 24\ 

J95 
171 

15\ 

]09 
261 

" 

.01 
6 

Region 

TOTAL BC Alb Pra irOnt 

WE!(;HTED TOTAL: ~3t7 310 223 159 B83 56:: 
Unwë t qh r ëd n : 2317 ~94 :32 220 884 45' 

Hembe r of vl sb l m i nor t y 13\ 11\ 11\ g\ 17\ lO\ 

An Abo r i q t na l pe r son <,\ Hl 4\ 4\ 6\ 2'- 

None 8a fin 84\ 134'i\ 76\ IP\ 

Chi -Squa r ed : 
~/- points arouno 50\: 

DI</NR 1\ il 2'" 1\ 2'1. 1\ 

r.m i 
6 

MINOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n : 
Nembe r of vt eci m i no r t y 

An Aboriginal persan 

None 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squared: 
+/- points e rouno 50\: 

F,KOS Rp.!:I'·':'r,'h As soc t at es r oc . 

TOTAL. <20 

24\ 24\ 29. 

.01 .05 

" 10% 10% 

PAGE: 141 

Srnoker Education 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

'" B" 

Gender 

cee Atl Hale Fern! Yes 

180 1135 1182 
230 962 1355 

8\ 14\ 12% 

5\ 4\ 5\ 

fl9\ 82\ 83\ 

0'" 1'io 1\ 

20-24 25-34 3.5-44 45-54 55-64 

Ag' 

2317 
:317 

13\ 

240 
600 
22' 

112 
325 

15\ 

.oa 
201 
13\ 

ID' 16\ 

0% 0\ 
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" 6\ " 
'" '" '" B" 

494 
293 
13\ 

271 
282 
10\ 

15\ 

29\ 27\ '3% 23\ 

1\ li 0\ 

LOI) 

." 
382 
13\ 

3\ 

84\ '" 
" 0\ 1\ 

.01 

06/11/03 

465 1852 909 613 768 
800 1517 1163 523 606 

12'11 13% 14% 11\ 12\ 

H 4\ 7\ 3\ 2\ 

81\ 83\ 78\ 96\ 86\ 

1\ 1% 2\ 1\ 1\ 

.01 
3 

.01 

". ;:22 
B' 

,8\ 



Fles General sum Ic suevey (0946) 
00 y011 consider. yonrsel f to be 

nlNOR 
WSIGHTED TOTAL: 

llnweighted n : 
Member of vi s b l m i nor t y 

An Abo r i.q i në L pe r son 

None 

DK/NR 

C'hi-squared: 
+/- po Lnt s a r cund :'0'1;: 

MINOR 
WEIGIITED TOTAL: 

unwa i qht.ert n : 
Member of visbL m i no r t y 

An Aboriginal pe r son 

None 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sr'llJared: 
""/- point!'; acouno '10')0.: 

EKO,S nese a r ca nssoc ï at.es Ine. 

r'rcs rteoe r ar F'ub Li c su rvey {0946) 
obse rvco qande r of re sponcen t 

SEX 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqb t ed n: 
Male 

Fema Ie 

Cb i vSqua r ed ; 
~/- points "round 50~: 

SEX 
WElr.liTED TOTAL: 

Uuwe Lqh t ed n : 
Male 

reme t e 

Chi -Sque r eo : 
+/- points a r ound SO'l.: 

SEX 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : 

Fema l e 

r.hi-SqlJi,red: 
./- po Lnr s a r nund 50'!.: 

E.KO,S gese a r r-f Assoc i e tes j nc . 

06/11/03 

TOTAL 

Household wo r k Inq Minori ty Rural/Urban ;:::~~==~m~~ .. ~= _ .. ~;:==_ .... ~:=== .. ~:~~; ...... ;~~; ...... o<_~~ .. '" .. -;:;:~---~;~:~- 

2311 1059 L258 1401 893 29Q 
2317 8133 1434 1317 975 339 

13\ 14\ 12'1; 131 13\ 100\ 
++++ 

5% '1% 4% H 5% n 

105 1906 523 1791 
144 1823 551 1762 
2n 0\ 8\ 14\ 

8~% BH 84\ 83'1; 82% Ol 

l'il 1'1; 1% 1\ n 0\ 

100'1; 0\ 4% 5% 

0\ 100\ 86\ sn 

.01 
5 

0\ 0'1< 2\ 1'1; 

.01 

• 

741 1130 
761 1 0 ~ 5 

17'1. 11\ 

223 181 1<J63 
~~7 \510 
ln 1 2 'il 

628 
f'i79 
15% 

Not 

182 
213 
la' 

645 Si::! 722 
738 803 658 
19\ 11% ID'!; 

caneo i ens Smo ke Harm - Srnokers Harrn - SHS Risk t o caneo t ans fed cove rnment Involvement Appropriate-fG ;~:;::: .. _;:~: .. __ ~:~~::: ~~:;::;=~::~;~m .. ;:~:::",=;~~~~~= ~-~:~~==_ .. :~--= 

" 6\ 4\ 4\ 

= ...... -==~ .... --~~== .. _--=.,,= .. ---= ...... ---== ...... == .. ~"'--_ .. "'===~ 

TOTAL -; 25'1, :5-50'1; 51'!. + se r i ous Not ser t ocs 

82\ 15% 85\ 87% 

251 
10' 

4\ 4% 

78\ 85% 86\ 7n 84\ '" 

2317 
2317 

13' 

307 l:! 12 ~11 ~ 2205 
281 1122 671 2176 

9\ 10\ 19% 13% 

98 2106 
126 2072 

13\ 13'1; 

2% 1\ U. 

.01 

06/11/03 

sreoke r 

1\ 1\ 6\ 1% 

1.0l) 

• 
.01 

3\ 4'J; 8'1; 4% 10\ 4'1; 
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I .... ~ 

Education 

82\ 87~ 87\ 72\ 83'j, 73\ 83\ 

No ES&HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-19 80-99 100K+ 

Househo1d Incorne 

465 la!): 909 
800 1517 1163 
54% ~8% 54\ 

'" 52\ 

613 
523 

'" 
168 
606 
41' 

180 
230 
41' 

514 
568 

'" 
"1 
'16 
51% 

195 
111 
53% 

309 
261 
55% 

n l'li 2% 1\ 6% l'II 

.05 
3 

364 
::2 
50' 

50' 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

523 1791 
551 1762 
52\ 48\ 

51> '" S2\ 

'" 56\ 53\ 53'!; ", 

r.m : I.OU 1.0l! 

.01 
3 
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Region Gender 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr-a r r Ont Que AtI Male Feml Ye s 

231'1 310 223 159 883 562 
1317 :Q4 232 220 884 457 

4~% 45% "11\ 18\ 50'1; SU 

180 1135 1182 
230 (162 1355 
43\ 100'1; 0% 

51% '" 52\ 50' 51' 0\ 1001 

.01 
3 

Ag, 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 5')-64 

2311 
2317 

49\ 

240 
'00 
59% 

112 
325 ", 

'0' 
201 

'" 
.go 
2ÇJ] 

'" 
418 
382 

'" 
271 
282 

'" 
51> '1> 53' 51' 54% 5:::\ 

.10 

Household W0rking Minorlty 

TOTJI.L Pa r en r No No MlnoI Abor 

2317 1059 1:::58 1401 
2317 883 1434 1]17 

4 9'1; ~ 5\ 52\ 52 'j, 

893 
975 

'" 
:::99 
339 
52'j, 

105 1906 
144 1823 
47% ~ 9\ 

51> 55' '" '" '" 53> 

.01 
3 

.01 
3 



fTCS cene ret Public Sur-vay ~0946) 
ooservoo qende r of reeponoent; 

WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

Male 

female 

Chi-Squi'lred: 
+/- points a round 50%= 

EKOS ae sear cf ëasoe-t e tes InC'. 

06/11/03 

TOTAL 

caneo i ens Smoke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians red Government t nvo i vsmenc Approprlate-fG 

.. : .. ~~; .... ;~:~~;-=~;~; .. : .. ;;:~:::g_ .. ~~~== ;::~~::= .... ~~;= .. ~~~;::;--;:;:=,. .. ~;~;::: ;~~;::; .. ~::~~~,"-;;~::: .... ;,~;;:~" .... ~:;'" .... _~~~ ...... 
2317 
2311 

49% 

301 1212 
281 1122 
62% 52\ 

519 2205 
611 2176 
38\ 48% 

98 2106 
126 2072 
61'11 4H 

812 
803 
'9% 

722 
658 
58% 

223 
251 

'" 
181 1563 
221 1510 
63% 48\ 

628 
679 

5" 

5" 38\ '" 

14.7 1130 
161 1045 
54\ 44\ 

182 
213 
71' 

645 
738 ,,, 

.01 
6 

62\ 52' 29' 5" '" 52\ )7% 4S' 52% '" '" 33' 53. 59' 

.01 .01 
2 

.01 , .01 .10 
3 
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EKOS Research As soct etes r nc , 

rrc:s General Puhlic sueve y rOQ46) 
Provincial t rvu ce tor (NOTS: 're r r Lt o r i e s are cc ïj eceec in BCI 

.-" 
06/11/03 

Gender Srnaker Education Hausehold Incarne 

~R()VI 
WEIGIITED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
British Columbia 

Al be r t a 

Saskatchewan 

Manitoba 

Ontario 

çuebec 

NflW Brunswick 

Nov .. , Scotiil/P.E.I 

Newtaund l ancv Labr aco r 

Chl-Squared: 
+/- points ar ound 50%: 

Region 
........ - m g ~= ........... '" =='" == .... '"' "''''.... __ =~ __ "ü "'''' <0;,""" .. __ ~ = ~ .. = _ ...... _= .. ~=_ ..... _ '" ==_ .. =m ........... '" .. ="' .... .... m"'''' .... 

No ESt.HS Coll Univ <20K 20-49 50-19 80-99 100K+ TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont 

231'1 310 
2317 ~ 94 

13'11 100% 

223 159 883 
:::32 2:::0 884 

0% 0\ 0\ 

eue Atl Male Fërn L ves 

10% 0\ 100% 0% D'li 

56~ IBO 1135 1182 465 185~ 909 
~51 230 962 1355 800 1511 1163 

0\ 0% 12\ lH 11\ 14\ 12\ 

613 
523 
12\ 

768 
606 
16' 

180 
:::30 
la 

5 1~ 
568 
13' 

'81 
'16 
lb' 

195 
171 
19% 

301l 
261 
ln 

3\ 0% 0\ 41\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 10% 9% ios 10% Il' 12\ 9% " 16' '" 
4% 0\ 0% 53% 0% 

0'11 0\ 4\ 3\ 3% 3% 3% 4\ " " 3% " 
38% 0% 0% 0'11 100\ 

0\ 0\ 3'11 4'1! 2% 4% 4% " 
0% 0% 0\ 

0% 0\ 0\ 

4'11 0% 0% 0\ 0'" 

0\ 0\ 39\ 31\ 36% 39% 38% 3" 39% 30\ 34\ 39% '" .9% 

0% 0\ 0\ 

1.01) 
6 

100% D'li 25\ 23!k 29% 23% 25\ 29% 19% 33. 28% 13% '" 
0% 32% 2% 3\ 3% 2% 3% " 
0% 46% 3\ 4 'li 3\ 4\ Hi " 3% " 
0% 23% 2\ 1% 3% 1\ 2% 2% " 2\ " 2\ 0\ 

.01 
3 

.05 
3 

.01 { .o n 
6 
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rTCS General Public su rvey 10946) 
Provincial l ndt ca t.o r (NOTE: 'rar r i t or i es are ooj t apsad in BC) 

PROVI 
WEIGHiED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
British Co Lumb r a 

Alberta 

Sas katchewan 

Hant t oba 

On t a r Lo 

Quebec 

New Brunswick 

NOVFJ Scotia/P.E. r 

New f oundland/ Labrador 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

EKOS Rt>se<tn:-h ns soct e tes l nc . 

Ag, 

TOTAL <20 ~0-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

06/11/03 

PAGE: 141 
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2]17 240 112 408 494 41B 271 364 
2317 600 325 201 293 382 282 222 

13" 13\ lÜ\: 13% 13% 12\ 19% 13\ 

10'11 11\ 8\ ln 8\ 11\ 9\ 9\ 

3\ )% 2% 5~ ~\ 4'li 3\ 3% 

4\ 3" 2% :'Il 3% 3\ 3\ 7% 

38\ ](l'l! 42% 36\ 39\ 43% 3n 36\ 

24'11 21'11 29\ 26% ~7% 19% 25% 24\ 

2\ ]\ 1% 2% 3't1 3% 1% 2\ 

4% 3\ 4% 2'1s 3% 5% 4% 5% 

2\ 2\ 1\ 3\ 2\ 1\ 2\ 1% 

FTCS GenecCl.L Pub.l Lc sur-vay (O946) 
Provincial Lno Lce r o r (NOTE: re r r Lc or i es are co Ll apsac in BC) 

PROVI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

ünwe i qh t ed n: 
ê r j t i sh Co Lumb i a 

Al.be r t a 

Saskatchewan 

Manitoba 

Ontario 

Quebec 

New aruoswi ck 

Nova Sc:otia/P.E.I 

New toundt and/Leb r ado r 

Chi-Squared: 
-r-: points a r ound 50~: 

EKOS nesea r cn Aasoc i et.es ï nc , 

Househo Ld Working Minority 

1 'J 
06/11/03 

TOTAL Pa r e nt; No Ye a No Minor Abor 

Rural/Urb",n 

No Rural Urban 

2317 1059 
2317 8B3 

13% 14%: 

1258 
1434 

13' 

1401 
1317 

13% 

893 
975 
15% 

299 
339 
11> 

105 
144 
20. 

1906 
1823 

14% 

523 
551 
10' 

1791 
1762 
1" 

10% 99. 10' 10' " " 10. 10% 

3% 3\ " 
35% 34. 39. 

4\ 2'1s 

38'1s 39' )7, 39% 37. 5~% '9% 

26\ 26\ Z4'ls- 24\ 24% 23'% ~5% 20. 

,. 

.01 
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2'1s 3\ " 
4% 3\ .. 
2\ 2\ " " 2\ 

.10 (.011 
5 



FTCS General Pub.l l c Survey (09H1) 
Pr cv Lnc.i e I Lnd i ca t o r INOTE: Territories are cc Lt apsed in BC) 

PRDVI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n : 
British Columbia 

Alberta 

Saskatchewan 

M<lnitoba 

Ontario 

Ouebe c 

New Brunswick 

Nova Scoti<'l/P.E. I 

New! ound 1 and / Labr ador 

Chi-Squared: 
.. /- points around 50'!: 

EK0.3 Reseo'lrch As soc i ates ï nc . 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 51% + Serious Not se c tocs Not Increas Sa me pee reas Increas Maintn geouce Elimin ND 

2317 
2317 

13' 

307 121~ 
:281 112::'. 
17% l4'11 

" 12\ 9\ 

519 2205 
671 2176 

8\ 14\ 

Ha rm - SHS 

98 :'106 182 
126 2072 213 

9% 13% lU 

11 %: 10\ 10% 

2\ 3% 3\ 

42\ 39\ 33'l1 

29\ 24\ 3)% 
'H 

]\ )\ 2\ 

l'Il 4% 3\ 

0\ 2\ 0\ 

06/11/03 

Risk to Canadians 

645 812 722 
7)8 803 658 
1]\ 13'11 14'1; 

9\ 10\ 10\ 

3% 4\ 4% 

3'11 3\ 4'11 

3H 40\ 37\ 

26% 24% 22% 

3\ 2\ 2% 

3% 2% 6\ 

3\ 1\ 2\ 

.10 

,~," 

reo Government Involvement 

10% 8\ 10% 

Appropriate-FG 

147 1130 223 181 1563 
761 1045 251 227 1510 
17% 13% l~% 5\ 15% 

628 
679 

9% 

2% 3\ 

" 6% 4\ 

10% 9\ 10\ 12\ 91 11% 

38> 40% 39~ 42' 38% 

3% 3% S% 3% 3 'Ii 

35\ 3B% 45% q6% 39% 40. 

'" 16\ 24\ 26% 24\ 24\ 26\ 17% 24\ 22% 30\ 

" 2\ 3% 2% 2\ 3% 3% 1\: 2% 3\ ,. 

" 1'& 2\ 3'11 2% 

3% 4\ 4% 3\ n 
)% n 0% 2% 2% " 

.01 
6 

(.01) 
4 

,01 
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r'rcs ceoe ee.r Publ Lc survey [09461 
Lmpo r r ed rural/urban indicator 

RURAL 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unwef.qht ed n : 
Ru r aj 

Urban 

Chi-~'q\Jared: 
... /- points e round 50\: 

RURAL 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ecl n: 
Ru r a L 

Urban 

Chi-S'1ui>red: 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

RURAL 
WEIGHTIW TOTAL: 

unwe icntec n: 
Rural 

Urban 

Ch i -Squereo : 
s r : pc i nt s «r ouno SO"': 

EK(lS Re s e a r ch nssoct e tes j nr- , 

Region ceooec 

06/11/03 

Smoker 

613 
522 

2" 
179 1135 1179 
227 962 1351 
36\ 2H 21\ 

'" '" '6\ 

465 1849 909 
800 1513 1161 
26% 22% 30% 

79\ '" '" 10' 

TOTAL <20 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 

Age 

=314 
231) 

23% 

240 
600 
22'ls 

111 
]22 
18% 

408 
201 

16> 

2314 ]10 223 159 881 562 
2313 294 232 220 BB3 457 

23% 17'ls 22\ 29\ 20% 24% 

'" 'Ji '8\ '1% 8a, 

492 
292 
23% 

418 
382 
23% 

271 
282 

'" 

.10 
3 

,01 

", 
605 

'" 
190 
230 
JO, 

5" 
566 
22, 

478 
415 
23' 

195 
171 
24% 

308 
260 
15> 

,01 
6 

'7\ 78' 8" '" '" '" ", 

65~ 

364 
~22 
26% 

74' 

Rural/Urban 

ND Rural Urban 

'7\ ,,, 'D' '8% '7\ '" '" 

.01 

nouseno.to Working Mlnority 

ND Minor Abo r 

523 1791 
551 1762 
100\ 0% 

'" 100% 

.oi 
6 
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TOTAL Parent ND Ye, 

893 
973 
23> 

299 
338 
13' 

104 1903 
143 1821 
21% 24\ 

.o; 

2314 1058 1256 139B 
2313 8Bl 143:: 1315 

23% 23'% 22\ 22% 

07' '" '" '" '7> '" '" 
.01 , 
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WPRS 
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Unwë Lqh r ed n : 000 

ür r t tsn Co lumb r a 13.3'f; 
Alberta '1.6'f; 
S'lsk"t(~hew<ln 3.]'11 
Mêlnitobil 3. fi 'II 
Ontario 18.0% 
cueoec ~ 4.3\ 
New Br unsw i c k :::.S'i; 
Novi'! SC'Jtia/PEI ~. 6\ 
Nëw f ound Le nd 1.8\ 

W/,f;ES 
\~EIG1ITF.:D TOT.Il.L: 70' 

Itnwe.i q h t eri n : 7% 
<~~ is. ~\ 
::',-)4 17,7'll 
:1 ~}- 4 ~ 21.4'I! 
4 r,_~, 4 18.l'J, 
;)',-64 Il.7\ I)',~ 15.tl\ 
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Not very se r r oua 
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He an 
5td dev 
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EKO$ ae se a r cti As soc i at es Lnc . 

, 
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l ncome 

AoO 107 77 
800 88 82 
1:' IH la 

55 304 194 
70 287 186 
15% 9\ 17'3 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
8'!! 13'11 Il'!! 
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98 243 145 
98 244 146 
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58 
57 
10. 
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92 
10. 

SH 89'k 86% 90\ 86\ 88'!! 
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11' 

68 311 238 387 209 191 
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Household Wnrking 

0% 0% 0% 2\ D'il 1\ 1\ 0\ 1\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% D'II 1\ 

0, " " 
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Smcke r s 
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WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe j qht ed n: 
NOT SERIOns (1 2) 

SERIOtJS () 4) 

NO~ ,H ,,11 se r r oue 

Not very SE'!riOII$ 

Somewha r ser t ous 

Very ee r Ious 

Don' t k now 

No r eapons e 

Ch t -squaceo 
t/- points e r ound 50% 

Mean 
Std dev 

Student' 5 t 
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TOTAL Prirent No NO Minor Abcr 

Hinarity 
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Rural/Urban 

No Rur .. 1 Urban 

PAGE: 

800 
800 

12\ 

)26 474 507 279 99 
327 473 525 262 99 

8% 15% 10' 15\ 12% 

65 
62 
16. 

641 
639 

12\ 

210 
218 

1" 
590 
582 
11% 
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87% 9:'), 84\ 89\ 83\ 8H 83% 87% '" 8" .. 2% 5\ 4% 5\ 2\ 

6% 10% 7% ID'!. 10% 

31% 33\ 29\ 29\ 33% 23\ 

sn 59\ 55% 60\ 50\ 64% 

o. 0\ 1\ 0% 1% 1% 

o. 1% 0\ 0'11 l'II 0% 

3.41 
0.804 

.01 .05 
5 4 6 10 

3.49 3.35 3.41 3.31 3.50 
0.7070.8610.7740.841 0.767 

.05 .05 .05 .os 

" .. " 
11% 11. '. 
25'11 35% 29% 

'" 56% ." 5,. 
o. o. o. 

1. 0' 

12 
3.37 

0.881 

• J ,40 
0.801 

7 
3.32 

0.810 
,05 

• 
3.44 

0.800 
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sno+e r s 

SER2 
Wf.;l(;HTED TOTAL: 

ltnwë Lqh t e d 1'1: 

NOT SERTOllS u 2) 

$ERIOUS l "1 ~ 1 

Not at l'Ill ser t ous 

Not very se r t ous 

Sornewha c se r t ous 

Very se r t ous 

Don' t xnow 

No r esponae 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50%: 

Mean: 
Std dev : 

st coent '$ t: 
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147 
149 

1" 
164 408 334 
162 406 338 
26\ 5\ 19% 

103 
149 
)" 

156 319 
162 314 

6% 4% 

c -dl s ke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians red Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 
=~ .. _~:~: .. ~~:: .. ::~", __ ........ "':>O"'''',. .. : .... Q ~~= = =_ .. = .. __ .. __ .. _~ .. "'== .. "'=E=== .. _ ........ '"' .. =""""= .... _ .. _':'_~ .. '" =~=="'= .. __ .......... - 

TOTAL _~_::~_ :~=~~~ __ =~~_~_ :=~~~us Not :=~~~~~ __ ~~= __ =:=~=:~ _::~= __ ~==~=:~ ::=~=~~ ~~~~=~_ ~=~u==_ ::~~~~ ~=: ~~ _ 

Region Gender 
==- ....... _-- ....... "' .. ~=-~ .... _ .... _ .. ,."'=== .. _~ .. - _ .... ~~="'''' .... - -- .... _-'"'~-="' ....... __ ......... ~ .. == .... "'_ ........... "'===== - .. _ .. _-_ .. ===""= .. ~ .. - .... ,.. .... _ .. ==== .. 

Incarne 

165 328 270 
180 327 260 

5\ 17% 9% 

~4'11 82% 91% 94\ 95\ 81% 73\ 95% 80\ 

800 
"0 
12\ 

96 619 
98 630 

100% <Ho 

1" 2% 6% 3% 0% 1% 10% 1% n 

10% 16\ 4\ 12% 

10q 400 189 698 
i os 400 Fl6 706 

:l\ 10% 18% 0\ 

'" 0% 95% 

24' 3\ 11% 6\ 6% 3\ 

3" 37\ 25\ 36% 

34% 1'1< 

'" 24\ 33% 31% 12% 34\ 

43. 36\ 70% 44\ 

2'11 7\ 11% 0% 66% 3\ 

7n 48% 60% 82% 62\ 

" 0\ 0\ 0% 

3U ]3'10 ]3% 24% 35% 0\ 29% 

0\ 0% 1% 0\ 0% 

1% 0% 0% 

3.19 
o.n 

.01 

.01 
5 5 

3.00 3.65 18 
0.97 O. ~l9 91 

.01 .01 .01 

57% 61% 57% 59\ 65% 0% 66\ 

0% 0% 1% 0\ 0% 0% 

()% 0\ O'l 0% 0\ 0% 

2,74 
1.011 

.01 

.01 
7 5 

3.64 3.25 3.49 
0.64 0.89 0.73 

.01 .01 .10 

.01 
, 6 

3.76 ].56 
0.56 0.62 

.01 .01 

Sruoke r s 
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How s e r Lous is The he rm ta the hea.Lth of non-emoker s caus eo by b r e a t h i nq in second hand smc ke from cigarettes that other people are smoking 

SER3 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TJnwei')hted n : 
NOT SERIOUS (1 : 1 

SERIOUS (3 4) 

Not nt a l J se r Ious 

Not very s e r Lou s 

Somewha t se r rous 

Very ser Ious 

Don' r k now 

No r e spons e 

Ch! -sooe rec 
+/- po i nr s a r cund 50'10 

Mean 
Std de v 

atuoenr '5 t 
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1\ 0% 0\ 0% D'II 0% 
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Age Education 

TOT,..L Be Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 20-24 ~5-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

" 74 

'" 
68 311 :!J8 387 209 191 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
11)% 12% 26% 21% 14\ 20\ 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
25'11 18\ 17\ 

58 

" 12% 

92 
92 
1" 

3.41 
0.80 

.01 .01 , 
).:)4 3.46 3.34 3.65 
0.67 0.73 0.92 0.48 

10 .10 .01 

.01 
la , 

1. 66 3.60 
0.48 0.62 

.01 .01 

'" 8n 86\ 7}% 74% 83% 78\ 72% 78\ 81% 87. 79. 

soo 107 
BOO 88 
If j'li za 

77 55 304 194 
82 70 :::'87 IB6 
23\ 23% 14% 26'l1 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
ln 25% 13\ 

" 2% 4\ 8% 9\ 2% 6\ S'Il 6% 4% 

11% 

'" )), 

77\ 73'1; 77\ 74% 83\ 71\ 79% 7l'f; 83\ 

" 14% S\ 18\ 12\ 1311 14% 17\ 12% 1)% 

37. '" 

7% 3\ 13'1< 9% 4\ 10\ 5% 9% 4'l 

37. 31\ ]J% 38\ 30% 39\ 36% 27% 32% 38% 

o. 

13 10 
].21 3.19 
0.79 0.94 
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12'& 18% 10% 14'11 10\ 16% H 16% 9\ 

3H 30% 35% 31% 34% 40% 27% 35% 33% 

43'Ji 44'!. C% 4]\ 49% 32% 5]% 36% 50% 

Q% 1% 1\ 2% B\ 3% 2% 

0% 2'1; 2\ 0\ 

.01 
J 10 Il 12 

3.1B 3.20 3.05 ].11 J .32 
0.91 0.87 1.02 0.98 0.81 

.01 

'" 5)'1; 53\ 33% 44% 44% 4l%- 45% 46% 43% 

0\ 1% 2% J\ 1% 2\ a 3\ 2% 

0% 1% 1\ 1% 1% 1% 2% 2' 0% 

.01 .01 .10 
7 11 5 5 Il 10 6 

2.95 3.39 3.02 3.33 3.25 ].34 3.38 2.99 3.14 
0.95 0.86 0.96 0.82 0.89 0.80 0.80 0.93 0.98 

.01 .05 .01 .01 .01 .01 

6 8 
3.24 3.24 
0.89 0.82 

7 7 10 
3.29 3.16 3.13 
0.75 0.89 0.97 

.05 
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641 
639 
1" 

210 
218 
23% 
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fT~~w G;'~~~~lllS P~~l~,~ , S~~~~~a~~9!!) the hee l th of non-nmoke r s ceused by breathing in second hand smoke fram cigarettes that other people are smoking 

gmoke r s 

SER3 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT SER TOUS (l 2) 

SERIOU~: (3 4) 

Not "'~ a Ll se r Lous 

Not very ser i oca 

Somewhat serions 

Very se r Lous 

Don' t know 

No response 

Chi-Squa red 
+/- points arocnd 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

Student 's t 
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TOTAL 

800 
800 

19% 

326 
327 

16\ 

474 
473 
22% 

50' 
,125 
20' 

~79 
262 

1" 
'6' 

11> 

37> 

3" 

" 
6 

),18 
0.865 

99 
99 
17\ 

79' 

" 
1" 

'" 
51\ 

" 
2\ 

la 
3.31 

0.856 

65 
62 
19% 

'6\ 

15\ 

23\ 

53\ 

12 
3.31 

0.901 

590 
582 
1" 

'8\ '3\ '9\ '7\ 82\ 74. '8\ 

" 6\ 

12\ 

3" 32\ 

" 
1" 13\ 1" '" 

43\ 50\ 

36\ )3, 36\ 32\ 35\ 

.05 
3 

3.18 
0.906 

3.30 
0.854 

.01 

39% 45\ '" 40. ". 

5 
3.10 

0.932 
.01 

4 
3.19 

0.918 

2\ 

" 
3.17 

0.999 
.10 

.10 , 
3.09 

0.961 
3.21 

0.884 
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How s e r Lcus The harm to the ne e Lt h of non-smokers causee by breathlng in second hanc smcke from cigarettes that other people are smoking 

Smo ke r s 

SERJ 
WEIGHTEQ TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n : 
NOT SERTOUS (1 21 

SERTOUS 1] il) 

Not <Ir a l I ser t ous 

Not very 5",riO\)5 

Somewha t se r rous 

V~ry s e r i ou s 

Don' t know 

No response 

Chi-Sq\lar'ld 
+-/- point.": arouno 50\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

s cuoent '5 t 

caned i ans Smoke Ha rrn - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians 

189 698 
196 106 
22\ 14% 

76~ 8H 

8\ 3% 

14\ 11% 

26% 36% 

50\ 48% 

1% 1% 

1% 1% 

.01 
4 

3.20 3.33 
O. '}8 0.78 

.01 

'6 
es 
61. 

35. 

26\ 

" 
" 
la 

::.03 
1.00 

.01 

619 
630 

0> 

100'j, 

56\ 

" 
.01 

3.56 
0.50 

.01 

Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 
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No TOTAL c 25\ ~S-50l SU... Serious Not se r i ous Not Increas Same oecrees increes Maintn Reduce E1imln Ye, ---- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
15] 
149 
100\ 

165 328 
180 3~7 
13l 2H 

270 
260 

1" 
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800 
800 
19\ 

ros 400 
108 400 
19\ 1f1'i 

156 319 
162 3H 
10\ 10% 

147 
149 
27\ 

164 
162 
3" 

408 
406 
11\ 

)34 
338 

'" 87\ 72% 79' SH 89% 68' 56'/; ,7\ 67\ 
77' 78% 80% 

35\ 3\ 9% 7\ " 19% 2\ 11\ 
16' 11 \ 

34. ~ ° 'II 36% 

65\ 10\ 15% lU 8% 9\ 18\ 19% 17. 

4), 38% 44% 

26% 36\ 36\ 17\ 37% '" 39\ 32\ 36\ 

2\ 1\ 1\ 

61\ 3S% '" 69\ 52% '4\ 18\ 55\ 31> 

1% 2% a 
0% 3% 2% H " 

3.18 
0.91 

9 
3,15 3.20 
0.82 0.89 

0% 2% 1% 1% 0\ 2\ 

1.65 
0.48 

.01 

.01 , 
3.45 3.03 
0.79 0.94 

.01 .01 

3.19 
0.90 

.01 
8 

3.59 3.42 
0.73 0.69 

.01 .01 

.01 
5 

3.42 
0.75 

.01 

8 
2.87 
0.90 

.01 

8 
2.58 
1.01 

.01 

5 
91 

0.99 
.01 
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TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male rem -::20 20-24 25-44 ~5+ HS Coll Un Lv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

rncome 

RDD 107 
800 89 
21\ 16% 

41\ ]8'l1 

)4% 41\ 

U: 1% 

TOTAL Parent 

800 
800 
21% 

,n 

34\ 

Region Gender Ag, Educat ion 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
27% 29% 18'! 

39'll 41% 41% 

26'll 27% 38\ 

8' 4% 1\ 

0% 0% H 

( .01) 
10 

PAGE: 

F'I'Cô Ge ne r a I Publlc Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
vout rt you say the health r i sk to canadt ans qene ra Ll y t he t i s posed by tobacco has i nc r eas ed , cecree seo or stayed about the same ove r the pe s t 5 }·.;ars? 

Smoke rs 

RlSK2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighterl n : 
r ncr e a sec 

St aved the s ame 

De r: r e a s ed 

Don' t know 

ND responae 

Chi -Squa red : 
+/- points around 50\: 

RlSK2 
WEIGHfED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
Inc r ee sed 

St a vëd the sarce 

O""cr"!,,sed 

Don' t know 

Chi-Squar"ld: 
-r- po i nt s a r cund ')0%: 

EKOS aesee ccf Ass'),-ldtes r nc . 

77 

" 28' 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
21\ 19\ 22% 

54 68: 311 :38 38:7 209 191 
74 92 259 300 388: 216 18:6 
54\ 42% 21\ 14% 25% 21% lU 

31\ .::!9% 45% 44% ~3% 43% 36'1s 

1\ 2\ 4\ 3% 3\ 4% 3% 

0% 0% 0% 1% 0\ 1% 1% 

~ .0 l) 
11 

(.Ol) 
5 

sa 
57 

" 
92 
92 

" 
55 304 194 
70 287 186 
12" 22% 21% 

37. 46% 43% 43\ 33% 41% 41% 

10 

Minority Rural/Urban 

156 
162 
3" 

319 
314 
HI% 

43' 

". 
4\ 

o. 

27\ 44% 36\ 31% 

No Rural Urban 

13 10 

37\ 33\ 30% 

5% 2% 5\ 2 'li 2% 5% 

65 
62 ". 

641 
639 

1" 
590 
>82 
21\ 

0\ 0' 2% 0\ 1% 1\ 

210 
218 

19' 
30' '" 40\ 

smo ke rs 

FTCS General Pub] 1,- sur ve y (094fiJ 06/11/03 
Would yon say rhe health r Ls k r o Can ... df ans qene r a Lj y t ha t 15 posed by cooecco nes increased, oec re asec or stayed about. the s ame ove r the pe s t; ~ years? 

RIS":' 
WE:TGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
t ncr ee sert 

Stayed the same 

pee cee seo 

Don' t );nnw 

No r e spons e 

Cn i e Squa r ad : 
... /- points a rouno 50%: 

EKClS ae see r cf JI.Rsoci"tes Inc. 

10 
(,10) 

11 5 

,,, 

147 
149 
16' 

11 12 

3" 33\ 

30. )Q, 

TOTAL 

caneo i ans Smo ke xa rrn - Smoke r s Harm - $HS Risk t o Canadians Feo Gove r nme n t; Jnvolvement Appropriate-FG ~: .. ;~; .... ;;:~~;g ~-;~;~:= se ct eus .. -"~~;-- ;:;7~:;"""~:;"= ;~~;:::- .. ==== .... _-~~,. ~== m_ ...... ~~==== .. ...... =_~ __ .......... ~=_ .... _--~ .... ===~--- 
_____________ ~ _ __ Same Decreas r ncrees Maintn Reduce E:limin Yes No 

Household Working 

800 
ROO 
2l1i 

". 
34. 

" 

No No Minor Abor 

35\ 

" 
o. " 

'9% 39% 

164 
162 
14% 

'08 
406 
~1% 

33' 
338 
20% 

326 
327 
2U 

279 
262 

2" 

99 
99 
31\ 

12 

619 
630 
23% 

153 
H9 
1,1'11 

165 
180 
100'1; 

3~a 
327 

O. 

" o. 

o. 56' 37\ 

47' 
473 
20. 

50' 
525 
20% 

38\ 51% o. 100% 0' 

(.Ol) 
8 

PAGE; 

]6, 27'11 38\ 29\ 

4\ " 

38~ 3)' '" 

34\ 32' o. 100% 

" 
(.10) 

; 
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'" 
36% 30\ ,1\ 

" 0' o. 

30' 

" 
" " 0' " 

(.Ol) r.o u 
10 

109 
108 
12\ 

'00 
400 
lB> 

199 
196 
33\ 

691:1 
706 
22\ 

96 
98 

" 
2611 '" '" 38\ ". 
57\ 34\ 1" )5, '" 

" 
" " 

t.o n 
9 

(.011 , ( .Ol) 
la , 

3\ o. o. 0% 

.01 



FTCS ceoera i Pub Li c Survey (0946) 
W!1y do yeu t h Ln]: the reve i of health risk of tooeccc ha s increased? 

Smoker s 

Region Gender Age 

06/11103 

Education 

WEIGIITED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a Lr Ont Que Ati Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

•• ..l 

WHYJ 

1J1\'."e1<]ll tee n : 
Youth smok i nq more now 

see Lt/$mol:ing eve rvwhe 

He a r more aoouc cancer 

Cf qa r e t s more addictive 

Media reports 

tncrea sc s t r e as in lite 

Gov' t bans/legislation 

Othee 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound SO\: 

165 17 -:>1 7 66 41 13 
180 17 21 Hl 68 42 22 
~3% 37% 19% 20\ 22\ 22\ 25% 

)1% 35\ 55'1. 32% n'li 26\ 32\ 

13\ 6'li 0% 36% 16\ 14\ 11% 

22\ 22\ 32' 18% 15\ 26% 18% 

D'li 0\ 0% 0% 0\ 0' 0\ 

D'II 0\ 0\ 0\ 0' 0' 0'1. 

H 0\ 0\ 13\ 1\ 0% 3% 

18\ 6'11 "1 0\ :4\ 19\ 27\ 

24 31 12 15 

76 89 29 29 65 
74 106 40 38 55 
27\ 21\ 4n 2B\ 15\ 

35% :nt 23% 33'11 32'11 

10\ 15' 2\ 13\ 16% 

18\ 25% 2l'1s 10\ 20\ 

0% HI 0% 0\ 2 'li 

0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

0\ O'il 0% 0% 0% 

D'II 2\ 1\ 2\ l'II 

18\ 18\ 22% 17\ 23% 

21 16 21 Il 10 15 

...... __ ,_ i... ~-_, 

F'Tes cene c.« 1 Pub Lj c Survey (0946) 
Why do you think the Leve L of hee I th r Ls k of tobacco has t ncce a seo> 

Smoke r s 

WHYI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qh t ed n: 
Youth smoking more now 

See it/smoking eve r ywhe 

He a r more about cancer 

C i qa re r s more eoo.tct i ve 

Medid reports 

r ncr easc st res s ln lif"! 

(;ov't bans y l eq l s Lat j on 

Othe r 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po i nt s e rounc 50\: 

EKQS Re s eë r ch As soct e tes Inc. 

Household Warking Minorlty 

No Minor Abo r No 

33 97 
41 108 
2S% 27% 

37% 30% 

9% 11% 

23\ 22% 

0% U 

0% 0\ 

D'II 0\ 

0% 1% 

ID\: 18% 

13 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

'0 
41 
18. 
38. 

28% 

0' 

" o. 
20% 

15 

45 21 26 69 
46 24 30 68 
20\ 15\" 26% 26% 

33\ 33% 30% 26% 

16% 8% 22% 14% 

17% 33% 18\ 20% 

os 0% 0'1; 0'& 

0% 0% 0\ 0\ 

O'l! 0\ 0% O'!; 

2'1\ 2\ 2\ 2% 

21% 16% 17% 21\ 

14 20 18 12 

27 
29 
18. 

6 
16' 

10 

'" 

TOTAL Parent No Yes 

61 
65 
n. 

30 
30 
31' 

" 24 
20% 

117 
129 

'" 

PAGE: 10 

)8, 56\ 39\ 

0' o. 

165 
180 
'3% 

68 
68 
lSi 

91 
ll2 
30' 

103 
113 
'6% 

26\ '3% '" ". 

26\ 0\ 21\ 

0' 

o. o. " 

3H 34. ZH 33% 

la' 1" 13% 

0' o. 0' 
o. o. o. 

13' 16% 11% 1" 
28% 16' 23'l1 22. 

15\ 28. 25\ 

lB '0 31 

22% 33\ 1" 19% 

2% o. 0' 
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06/11/03 

126 
139 
25% 

29% 

1" 
20% 

0' 

" 
" 
n. 
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" 0% " o. " 0' 

o. o. 0' o. 

H l% 

18% 1" 18% lB> 

(.05) 
12 

0' 0' 

o. 0' o. o. 
0' 

18. 29\ 24\ 

12 18 20 



smoker e 

FTCS General Public Sur vay (0946) 
Why do yeu think r ne Leve j of hea1th r j s k cf t ooecco Mas Lnc r e e s edj 

WHYr 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Youth smoking mo r e nov 

see il/smoking everywhe 

Hë a r more abolit cancer 

ct qar e t s more add i ct i ve 

Media reports 

lncreasd stress in lite 

cov ' t bans/legislat i.on 

Ot he r 

DK/NR 

ctu.-sqoe rec: 
+/- points a r cund 50%: 

EKO:~ Re s e a r c-h nssoc t ates j nc . 

Canadians Srnoka Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

06/11/03 

Risk ta Canadians Fed Government r nvo i vement Appropriate-FG 

NO TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51\ 1- Serious Not Serious Not Increas Same Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

165 
180 
23\ 

3U 

13. 

22% 

U 

o. 

0' 

1" 

13 
13 
II> 

72 

" 21\ 

62 
69 
29% 1" 

145 
159 
22\ 

21 
21 
36% 

16' 
180 
23% 

59 

" '9% 

56 
62 
25% 

" 25 

'" 
23 
22 

" 
85 
98 
25% 

68 
68 
21% 

156 
III 

'" 
36% 30' 2" 30' ". 29% ,5> 31% 0' 0\ 2" 42\ , .. '" 26·\ 

20\ 39' 13' 1" 13' 0' 14' 
1" 24\ 

36% 

1" 22\ 
H' 
24'!i '" 

H 

22\ 23' 

0' 

16% 22% 0' o. 

0' 0' 

16\ 

22't 35\ 19% 24\ 22% 12% 

0' 0' l\ 0' l' 0' 0' 0' 

o. 
0' ,. 

21\ 15% 

5% 0' 0' 

0\ o. 0' 0' 

1% 

0' o. 

12 12 

0' 0% o. o. 0' 0' 

0' 0' 0' o. 0' 0' 0' 0' 0' 

PAGE: 12 

o. o. 0' 0' 
o. 1% o. o. 

'" 0' 
o. " 

30' 22% 19% 20' 

21 

Il' 24. 15% 

27 11 12 35 

20. 

20 
(.10) 

21 10 12 

Smoke r s 

FTeE> Genero'll Public :;urvey (0946) 
Why do you t h i n k t.he l e ve.l of hee I t n r Ls k o r tobacco has eec reaseo t 

WHYD 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

ltnwe i qb t ed n : 
Ht qtte r pub l i c awa rene s s 

F'ewer people smokI nq 

Smo k i ng not a ï Joweo 

Priee/ i ne re a se in t axe s 

ctber 

DK/NR 

Cl1i-Squared: 
+/- points arounc 50%: 

WHYD 
I-IErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
Hi.qhe r public avar ene s s 

Fewe r people smoking 

Smoking nOL a i tcweo 

Pr Lce z' i nc re as a in taxes 

ether 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqllnred: 
f/- po i nt s "round :10'),: 

270 
260 
28. 

43 21 
34 22 
29't 29\ 

20 101 
24 95 
24\ 29% 

52 
28 143 127 7 18 
33 124 136 10 23 
18% 31\ 24\ 19\ 50\ 

06/11/03 

90 90 111 64 92 
76 114 103 65 89 
32% 25% 27'!. 29% 29% 

42% 59'!! 5U 43% 49% 

45% 23% 24\ 35% 39% 

3% 5% 8% 6% 4% 

1'1; D'li H H 2% 

0% 5% 5% 2'!; 5% 

20 11 10 12 

26 66 
22 62 
29\ 28\ 

36% 45% 

30% 39% 

19\ H 

4'is 0\ 

6% 11% 

1.10) 
10 21 " 

55 
53 
30' 

." 71\ 50\ 
H. 
zn 2Q% 

29\ 

PAGE: 13 

23 
24 .. , 41 

41 
10\ 

55% 60. 52% 
]2, 

" 0% 0% 

61% 41% 45' 45\ 45% 54% 11% 32% 

231 
220 

~?% 
" 77 
31% 

196 
183 
26% 

33' 16. 29' 

1% 

1% 0' .. .. 7% 10% 

34% 35% 33% 28% 33% 30% ::9% 30% 

52% 55% 'H 

0' " 
13 20 15 

'" 
32% 

.. 

9\ 9% 0% 3% 12\ ?% 4\ 12% lU 

", 23% 35% 
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6% 2% H 1% 3% 16% 4't 

" 1. o. 

2~ 4% 5\ 20~ 10% 

21 
(.01) 

31 '0 10 l' 17 

100 
103 
3::% 

170 
l57 
::5% 

152 
159 

109 

" 24% 

21 
22 
32% 

19 
18 
23' 29% 

50% 49% 50. 52' 3" '1% 
30. ", 331 27% ::1\ JO\ 

" 9% 

" 12% 

" 
10 10 23 11 



FTCS General Public Sur vey (0946) 
Why do yeu think the Lë vë L of hea1th r Ls k of rcnacco nes oecr e asecrs 

Smokers 

\~HYD 
WE:IGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Higher public ewa r eneas 

Fewe r people smoking 

Smoking not a Ll cweo 

Pr Lca/Lnor ease in taxes 

Other 

DK/NR 

cht -sqcarec: 
+{- points a r cund ')0\: 

EKOS Research Assoc Lac es r nc . 

06/11/03 

Canadians smoke Ha rm - Smokers Ha rm - SHS Risk to Canadians Fed Government Involvernent Appropriate-fG =~~~~~----~--_ _ .. - .. "' .. __ .. _ "'=_ .. _ .. -~---_ _------- - - - .. = .. '"''''== ~ _- .. _---_ .. _---------"'''''''= .. - --- - _ __ ... 
NO TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51\.. se r i ous Not Serious Not Increas Same nec reas Increas Maintn Reduce El1min 

270 
260 
28% 

'" 
32% 

" 

" 62 
'8% 

134 
129 
31. 

J5 
34 
J50 

245 
'3' 
'9% 

24 
zz 
10. 

27% 

21. 

'" 
1" 
16. 

( .101 

212 
208 
)2, 

49 
46 
14% 

o 
o 
0% 

o 
0% 

"0 
260 
28\ 

'" 
32' 

" 
" 

45 
44 ", '" 118 

28% 

52 
49 
20' 

45 
46 

'" 
156 
144 
3" 

97 
99 
150 

61> 43' 40' 51> '" 30\ 52% ,., '" 53% 

28\ 36. 25% JJ% 

64' 0% 

32% 37\ 21\ 19\ J2\ 3.2\ 

a " 
32% J4\ 0% 

" " Il. " 7\ 

4\ 

2\ 

12 
LOI) 

11 6 

0' 
0' 0% 

0' .. 
LOI) 

15 

PAGE: 14 

" 
4% 

14 
(.01) 

14 8 10 
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191 
186 
2" 

98 243 
98 244 
H tH 

14 

fTCS cene r aL Public Survey 10946) 
Abour what; pe r cent aqe of aU Canadians do you think smokes even occasionally? 

gmoke r e 

Region Gender 

06/ll/03 

Ag' gduce t i on Incorne 

800 107 
BOO 88 

14% 17% 

50% 51% 

24'5 20% 

10 
165 159 
319 318 

TOTAL re rent 

BOO 326 
800 321 

14\ 13\ 

50\ 50\ 

24\ 27\ 

13'1; 9% 

.10 
5 

165 135 
319 .280 

.05 

11 
82 
13% 

55 304 194 
70 287 186 
13% 1 5 'li 12\ 

63 394 
87 315 
11% 16% 

Minority 

Minor Abor 

99 

" " 
'" 
H' 

" 
.01 
10 

108 
223 
.05 

406 54 
455 74. 
lB n 

471< 46" 

15% 10\ 

( .05) 
11 

191 151 
343 285 
.05 

68 

" " 
311 238 387 209 
259 300 388 216 
16% 18% 8% Il\: 

45. 40'1; 50\ 

WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

TOTAL Be Alb Prair Ont Que At1 Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 IDOK+ 

ss 
57 

'" 
sn 50% 53\ 

S~jPER 

Unweighted n: 
Ie ss r ha n :5'1; 

25-50'1; 

ove r 50% 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po l nt s a round 50\: 

Mean: 
Std dev: 

sruoent'e t : 

SMPER 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

llnwel')hted n: 
.ï es s t han 25\ 

25-50% 

cve r 50\ 

DK/NR 

Ch i_ -aqua red: 
>j- points a r cund JO\; 

Mean: 
Std dev : 

Srnde n t "s t; 

19\ lB" 25" 27\ 

52% 51% 52'15 52\ 52% 

18" 38'15 26\ 

145 
146 
16\ 

56' ". 60% 

10\ 13\ 9\ t9\ 16\ 10\ 

30\ 25'1. 20\ 21'11 23% 

10\ 15" ln 

19\ 22\ 11\ 

Il 
141 
29' 

12 6 1 
169 130 223 
321 216 312 

.05 .05 

.01 
11 5 

195 139 
349 291 

.05 

10% B\ 10\ 13\ 14% 

1 
lJO 
281 
.10 

.01 
10 

1901 175 
339 328 

.05 

125 
212 

13 
16 

183 
.01 

10 
81 

206 
.01 

Househo1d Working 

10 
141 
284 

.01 
6 5' 

116 137 no 114 
254 290 320 330 
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No Ye, NO 

nur at z urban 

No Rural Urban 

414 507 279 
413 525 262 

14\ 16\ 9\ 

50\ 52\ 47\ 

22\ 24\ 25' 

15\ 9\ 20\ 

.01 

186 129 231 
343 275 )79 
.05 .01 .01 

65 
62 

1% 

641 210 590 
6]9 218 582 
15\ 9\ 15\ 

'" 5:!\ 56\ 48\ . 
19\ 20' 25\ 3~\ 

12\ lH 15\ 12\ 

12 
161 
J12 

.05 , , 
174 185 158 
332 339 312 
.10 



FTCS General Pub Ljc Su r v=v (OQ461 

About ' ... hat pe rc-ent eqe of a11 ceneo i ans do yeu r h i nk smoce s even ccces rone i rvv 

SMf'SR 
WETGHTED TOT.I\,L: 

Unwe I qht e.d n : 
j e s s t han ::'.S% 

::'.5-50% 

Chi-:::;qlJau'!rJ: 
'/- flni nr s "trnlmcl 'JO');: 

06/11/03 

156 lor, 
108 
100% 

400 
000 

0' 

189 
196 

0' 
'" 706 
15~ 

ss 
88 

" 
619 
630 
11> 

1.')J 

1" 1" 
165 
180 

" 

TOTAL 

caneo t ans Smoke Harrn - grnoke r s Harrn - SHS Risk r o Canadians Fë d nove r nment rnvo.t vement App r cp r i a t e+F'G 

=;~;~~--;~:;~;---~;;-:- ~:;::::---~~;-- ;:;:~::---~~;-- ;~~;:::--;:;:g~ .. ~:~;::: ;~~;::;=~::~~~==;:~:~:="~~:::~" ~=~:;=-=--~~--= 

0' 100\ 51\ 41' '" 56% 50% 

40B 
'06 
16% , 
54% 

319 
314 
15% 

141 
149 
17> 

334 
338 
11> 

800 
800 
l" 

13't. 

.01 
o 

17 

.01 

70 
la 

.01 

la 
234 
376 
.10 

23'J. 27% JH 25% 13> 

162 11. 
48. 

]~ , 
.01 .ci 

12% 11% 10\ '" 

50' 51% 52% 

.01 

l~J 
300 

15B 
310 

1:'5 
:98 

140 
:'85 

l" 
33~ 

JO, 16' 2;';% 22% 

13% 15% 1" 
.10 

8 
1::' ~ 
270 

10 

,01 

167 
3::'.0 

121 
264 
.01 

200 
353 
.01 

167 
:123 

185 
345 
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Incorne Region Cence r Ag, Education 

1 FTCS (;erwt-"j l(l~<tlfi) 

Sorne s c v r tiat ln CiHtar1." ;.re dec r eas Lnç and public roc-us should ;'II)W be on other issues, Ot.he r s say thac t tie r e a r e still ~l 
srsoke r s in Canada, From ynu r own point of vi.ew should t ooe cco continue t.o l'le a high government priority? 

smoue rs 

CONi 
WEIGfiTED TOTAL' 

ltnwe i qht œd n : 

.J- points 

corn 
YJF.: (~iHED TOT.'\L: 

\ln""i'1hrerl ri: 

,;- p'>lnr" 

800 107 77 
ROO FI: 
47\ S61. 41)\ 

TOT.':'.L Be ALb Prair Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 10-24 2~,-44 ,15+ HS Coll un.t v <$:'OK 20-~9 50-79 80-99 IDOK+ 

55 304 1 ~'I 
70 :87 186 
31% 46\ <Hl'?; 

63 394 406 
87 3,15 455 
53\ 50';; 45~ 

68 311 238 387 209 191 
q" :59 300 388 216 186 
4 9\ S3~ 43% ~O\ 47'i, 43't 

98 243 l45 58 
98 244 146 57 
48% 50% sn 39'i; 

92 
92 

'" 

l' 
0' 

11 11 

" 
l' 1. 1% " " 

47'1, 4211 45'J; 61% 5U 42\ 40\ 44'S 50'" ,11% 451 ~::'.'i; 54% 44% 48% 50% 46% 42% 45\ 57% 44% 

Nt no r i t y 

50'1,: 
(,01) 

la 

No Ni no r AbOt 

" 1% o. 
2% 1% 

" 0' 

TOTAL Pe r en t 

4'> 

" 

'-,i)~ . 

,,, 

" 

Il 10 10 )] 10 

Rural/Urban 

Rur a.l Urban 

c ro 
:;8 
4), 

40' 50' '" 

17 
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" 1\ 

l' 
: .01) 

10 
1 ID) 

1 



06/11/03 
Fï~~m~e~:~:~eP~~:/~h!~r~~~k~~:4~~tes in Canada a r e dec r e as i nq and public focus should new be ?n other haa l t n i~sues. '> Others say t he t the re are still 5 

mi.Ll.Lon smo ke r s i.n canada . from your O1;/n point of v Lew, shoul d tobecco continue t o he cl h.i qh government p r Lo r Lt y ? 

Smcke r s 

CONT 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qhr ed n : 
'tes 

fn,-\lS 0/1 bn th z a l I Ls sne 

Don'r KWJW 

Chi-.sqllaret1: 
'/_ po i nr a .a r onnd r,Q'!;: 

EKOS nesee r cn As soc i ates l nr: . 

800 
ROO 

'H 

109 
108 
1R\ 

189 698 
1% 706 
53\ 50'!; 

!t6 619 
B9 630 
27\ 53\ 

165 3.28 270 
180 327 .260 
61% 43\ 46' 

106 
162 
18' 

1" 
149 

"' 
16' 
162 
23\ 

408 334 
406 338 
62% 29\ 

319 
314 
5" 

1>3 
149 
:!8\ 

'00 
'00 
~9'!; 

", 42% 13\ 6" 35\ 15% '" 62\ 31% '" 18' 44% 65% 
++++ 

H :!'k 

:, " " )\ 

" 0' O' " 
(.0:') (.01\ , (,Dl) 

10 • 
(.01) 

1 
( .o n 

8 
.01) 

5 
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\ 1 

Region 

Smoke r s 

fTC:S General PubHc Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Can yeu identify anything the Government of Canada cces current1y in arder to r educe t obacco related d i sea s e and de a t h amonç Canadians? 

Gender Age Education 

WETr.;HTED TOTAL: 
Urtwe i qh t e d n : 

Yes 

DI\/NR 

rhi-Squi'lred: 
+/- poLnts a round c)O'ls= 

AWAR 
Wf.; 1 GHTE["I TOTAL: 

Urtwe Lqh r e d n: 
"les 

DK/NR 

rh l-Squ<'lr~d: 
~/- pot nt s a r ound rlo%: 

EKOS Re se a rch Assoct ar es ïnc . 

TOTAL BC A1b Prair Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

800 107 17 55 304 194 
BOO sa 82 70 =87 186 
71'11 60'1; 65% 66% 77% 13% 

63 3Q4 406 
87 345 455 
65' 6~'11 73\ 

" 14 
64% 

68 311 238 387 :;09 191 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
n'li 82% 66\ 65% 74\ 91% 

98 243 145 58 
98 244 146 57 
68% 68% 78% 71\ 

92 
92 
81\ 

26'11 35\ 30l. 33% :'1% 23% 29% .28% 24'1; 29% 21% 15% 31% 30% 25% 18'!; 28% 29\ 1 H 27% 1811 

]'1; 5% 5\ l'ii 3' 4% 6\ 3'1; H 6% 2~ 3"1.; 3'l1 6% n 1% 4% 3% 5 'li 1% 1% 

(,ID) 

10 
( .01) 

11 
.01 

5 11 12 11 la 10 13 10 

Household wor k i nq Minority Rural/Urban 

TOTAL re rene Na '(es No Minor Abor No Rural Urb.'ln 

800 
800 

'" 
414 
413 

'" 
507 
5:') 
75> 

09 
99 

'" 
65 
62 

'" 
b41 
63'1 
7.1\ 

;:10 
218 
65' 

590 
582 
73' 

31> 35% '" 3D'!. 

3" )'), " 5\ 

.10 .01 (.05) 
10 

.10 
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FTes 1;8ner,11 rub l Lc Su r vev (09Hj) v-ur r ent Ly in oroer t o r educe tobecco relatedO~~!!~~~ and death amonq Canadians? t.an vou jd~!\rify anvt h.i n.j the Government ,.,f Canada doe., uL'- 

117 
149 
65' 

164 
162 
59'!! 

10', 
108 

'" 
lSQ 698 
191) 706 
10\ 74\ 

96 
88 

'1% 
,3> '" 

619 
630 
74. 

2'0 
260 
75. 

156 
162 
69% 

319 
314 
'1% 

ïOTAL 

1" 

Reqion 

LOI) , 10 

153 
149 
66\ 

lbS 
180 
68% 

328 
32' 
71. 

28% 

(.011 
8 

PAGE: 20 

40B 334 
406 338 
77\ 64\ 

29\ 21% 32\ 37. 

.01 
s 

E~~S RESEARCH ASSaCIATES, 2006 '182. '.c. 

67 166 114 
66 167 112 
39% 45% 36\ 

36% ~ 8 % 42% 

30% :::!H 26% 

23\ 20\ 20% 

3% 6% 8% 

ln 14% 21% 

H 6% 8% 

0% H 0\ 

7% 2% H 

" 
(.01) 

" 

PP.GE: 21 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
nnwe jqht.ed n : 

800 
800 

'" 

)7 ~ 33 142 
45 220 134 
28% 36\ 56% 

Gender 

41 271 :;(15 
55 240 323 
25% 32't 42% 

]H ]3% ~5% 

2H 15'! 15'~ 

(.01) 
1] 6 

23'11 28% 21% 

AWAR2 

__ m~~",==~~~~ ........ _~== ~~=~~~_.... B .... ====_ .. __ .......... __ .. _ ...... __ .. ====_ .... _ =~="'==~ .. __ D,. .. ~=== __ .... ~==~ ...... __ .. _===~~ .. = .. Incarne 

27% 31' 

( .10J , 

rTC!' General Public su rvey (0946J 06/11/03 
WhiH doe s the Government of Canada cu r r e n t l y do ta recuce t.ooecco-xe t a tno o i s ea s e and de a tf among Canadians? 

TOTAi.. Be Alb Pr e i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <~O 2()-'::~ :'5-44 45+ HS Coll Univ '$~OK 20-49 50-79 80-99 1001\~ 

WE.lr,HTED TOTAL: ';l06 64 50 
Unwe i qh t e d n: ')63 ',5 ')4 

Ba n amo ki nq in rublk 37'!. 1~'II 29'l1 

Re s t r ir-t .<;,,1,".<; r o yout h 7\ 1'k H. 

Comrnumv awa r ene a s p r qm 1 S'li :~l'll 1)'11 

Re,<;enr.ch & de ve l oprnen t l'li 0\ 0'1; 

üt he r 2\ '>'1; 0\ 

Don't know " 

41 
41 
1" 

" 76 
]7, 

î'Ë"S 

No 26'11 

6l% H'II 37\ 

33% 3U 151> 

15% IH 10'11 

3% O~ 6% 

o. 

" 0' 

Age Educ a t Lon 

'7% 47% 

39% 25'!!- 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa r eo : 
.;- points a r cund 'JO\: 

E:KOS gesea rr-n Assoc-t ates Inc. 

13 

34 
47 

'" 
52 2'>6 1% 251 154 155 
70 212 195 :·19 157 152 
38\ 37\ 34\ 37\ 41% 33% 

H 

12% 

10% 

10'!. JO. 

17% 

0' 6% 

No response ::~ o. 

40' 

11 
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Cb Le-Sque r ed : 
+/- po t n r s e r ound ~O'f;: 

(.011 
\3 

I-:I\OS aese a r cn As s oc i e t e s t nc • 

'" 41\ 31'1; 23% 26% 2~% 33% 

!.H 21\ ~2% ~~% 20% 21\ 27% 

~% 9\ 6\ 5% 10% 7'lI 

'" 1H 15% 11\ 9% 21% 18\ '. 7\ 8% 7\ 5% ID'"' 10\ 

3'11 1% 1% Ho 0'1; 2% 

l~ a 2% 3% 1% 2'!! 

0' 0' 

14 
(.05) 

6 12 



06/Ll/03 
FT~~a~~~~~: 1 t~~h~~~p'~~~~~~ ~~~~!~ada co r r ent Ly do r o reouce tobacco-related cn sease and oeatb amonq Canadlans? 

smoker s 

AWAR2 
WE;IGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe Lqht ed n : 
Ban smoki nq in pub Lt c 

Acve r t Lse r Ls k of smok i 

W3rnlng labels of pckqs 

ï nc re ase priees/taxes 

pe s t r jct sille" ra youth 

Communty awa rene s s prgm 

Gene restrlctns on sale 

nesee rch f, development 

or ne r 

Don' t know 

No response 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- polnts around SOl: 

EKOS nesee rcn As ecci e tes rnc . 

TOTAL 

566 245 321 381 178 
563 242 321 386 170 
37\ 3511 39\ 36' 42% 

~5\ 41\ 4)\ 4H 47\ 

29\ 30\ 28% 30\ 27% 

22\ 22\ 23'1. 2~' 21\ 

7% 8\ 6% 6\ 8% 

15\ ln 15\ 15\ 13\ 

B\ 1\ 8% B\ 8\ 

a li!. 2% 2% 1% 

2\ 1\ 3% 21; 2\ 

2\ 1\ 3% 3'11 1% 

62 
62 
36% 

38 467 
37 463 
40% 37\ 

137 430 
141 422 
36% 38% 

46% 44\ 

22\ 31\ 

28\ 20\ 

6\ 1'11 

6\ 8\ 

4\ 2\ 

2\ 2% 

2% 2\ 

r'rcs General ë'uoj Lc sur vey {09~61 06/11/03 
Wh"lt does the Oove rnment of caneda cur r ent l v do ta reouce tobecco-xe i at eo dlsease and death amonq cenao i ans z 

Smoke r s 

J\WJ\R;; 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Ban smokLnq in public 

Anv'<!rti..<;€ r1.<;1{ of smokl 

WFirning labels of pr-k q s 

r nc cease p r Lce s yt axe s 

Restrlrt S'Iles co youth 

Communty awa r ene s s prgm 

Genr restrlctns on sale 

Re sea r ch & deve Lopmenr 

ot he r 

Don' t k now 

No response 

f:hl-SqlJiI red: 
+-/- points arouod 5071: 

EKOS Re see r cf Assoc t at.es InG. 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers 
"'= .... _-- .. _ ...... _==~'.".' .... _-- .. "' .. =----_ .... "' .... _ ="' ..... _-_ .. _ .. _'"' .. ~- .......... _~~~=~ ...... __ -_- .. -<>; .. ~ - .. - .. _ .... _-~.,=~--- .. _ .. _---~ ..... ,._--- ...... _-_ ....... _ ...... _- 

NO 
TOTAL c; 25~ 25-50\ 51\ + ser i ous Nc t ser t ous Not i ncreas sema pecr eas r ncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

29% 25% 48\ 

Rlsk ta Canadlans 
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3" 19% 29\ 

101 
98 

'1% 
113 
121 
4], 

~)4 

229 
36\ 
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'" 27'11 22\ 

red Government tnvo.ivement Appropriate-FG 

14\ 7% 

1" 14\ 15\ 

32' '0' '" 

Ye s ---- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- -_----- ------- ------- ------- 

" 2'à 8\ 

'" 28% 

204 
198 
]4, 

la' 
11' 
35' 

566 
563 

'" 
85 299 
133 297 
31\ 36\ 

132 514 
134 512 
44% 37\ 

6% 1\ 

0' 3\ 3\ 

" " 

258 
253 
35% 

96 
95 ". 

97 
93 'O. 

315 
31' 
35\ 

215 
213 
41' 

". '" 53\ '" 25' 52' 37% 
45' 58\ 45% 

" 0\ 1'1< 

9% 15\ 13' 

30. '" 31% 23\ 12\ ]4, 2" 
29% 31' 30% 26% 30\ 

D'ft 2% 

1.01) 
12 l' 

" " " 

27\ 1" 22% 31\ 22\ 22. 23% 
22% 18\ 24\ 23% 21\ 

Harm - SHS 

" " 35\ 

45' 
45' 
36\ 

" 

" " " 
7\ 7% 

15% 17'!i 14% 18% 15% 

23\ '" 

0' 

" 
la 

17% 16\ 1" la' 18% " " 9\ 8l B\ 7't 

16\ 2" 

la' 12\ " " " 2% 1'1; 1\ 1% 

3U 20' 

" O. " 1\ 2% 3% 2% 

" 
12% 16% 

O. 5% " H 3\ 0% 2\ 

lU " 

" 
O. " " 

11 
( .011 , 

0' 2\ 

(.01) 
9 la 

(.011 
la , 

" 
(.01) 

14 
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,lt 
1 

FTCS General Pub Lic sur vey (09461 06/11/03 
The fed qovtt ooes have p roq r ams and l eq i s Lat Lon in place. The cur rent fiCS Ls an initiative ta r educe smoking-related disease and death. t s this an 
app r op r i a t e rot e for the Gov't of Canada, or wouLd r h i s r o.te be best l ef t; up ta o t he r s , like the 

xrnoke r e 

r'rcs 

Req Lon Gender Education 

TOTAL Be Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-2~ 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

Incarne Age 

55 304 194 
70 287 186 
50\ 55% 4!)1 

63 39,1 406 
87 J ~ ~l 455 
53% 55% 47\ 

68 311 238 387 209 lql 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
65% 57\ 46% 47% 54% 57\ 

" 74 
4" 

WEIGIITED TOTAL; 800 107 77 
Unweighted n' 800 88 82 

Yes -epp r cpif o r red Gov 51% SB'J. 38% 

44% 40% 45% 38\ 38\ 45\ 23% 3H 47% 47'li 38% 34\ 

98 243 145 
98 ::!44 146 
47% 51% 52% 

92 
92 
63% 

51' No -ae r t c o others 4~\ :;~l\ sn 

6% 5% 10% 11% 6\ 6\ 6% 8% 9% 9% 7% 8% 

Chl-Squared: 
... /- points a r cund ~O%: 

OK/NR 7% H 8\ 

12 

58 

" 54\ 

49% 40\ 41 % 34% 

FTCS 
WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 

Urtwë Lqb t ert n: 
Yes -approp. for Fed Gav 

No -Le ft r o ct ne r s 

[lK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
./- points a r ound 50\: 

EKOS Re e e a r ch As scc i a t e s r nc . 

.10 (.01) 
11 

.05 
10 11 la 

40\ 

la 13 la 11 

Household Working Ni no r â r y Rural/Urban 

PAGE: 24 

EKQS RESEA~aH ASSOC/AT~S, 200,6 -lB6 . 

TOTAL Parent Ye; Miner Abor No Rural Urban 

Srno ke r s 

Unwe Lqh r ecl n: 
Ye a -eppr op . for Fed "CV 

No -Le t c tt) ot he r s 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- points e r ound 50\: 

f.KOS aesee rr-n AS!!""-.iates jnc . 

No NO 

lSb 
162 
78. 

800 
800 
;1% 

279 
:!62 
". 

601 
63G 
53'! 

590 
;82 
52% 

319 
314 

69% 

147 
149 
25% 

lb4 
162 
15% 

408 
406 
100% 

J34 
3]9 

0% 

210 
218 

48' 
" 9!l 
H' 

65 
62 
42. 

18% 26% GO, 74. 0% 100\ 

326 
32' 
". 

474 
473 
50. 

10. 12' O' 

42% 42% 45\ 41% 

.01 
a 

.01 
s 

51% 41% 44% 
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40' 44' 

" 8% " 11% " " " 
la 12 

BOO 
800 
;1\ 

ion 
108 
5" 

400 
400 
55% 

189 
196 

'" 
96 
88 
20\ 

619 
6JO 

'" 
153 
149 
30% 

165 
180 

'" 
328 
327 

'" 
:;70 
::60 

'" 
35% 40' 43' ]9, '" 36% 62% 41% 47' J6% 

" 14% 

.01 .10 
10 



WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a Lr Ont Que Atl Male Fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll um v <S20K 20-49 50-79 BO-99 100K+ 

Ag' Education 

smoke r s 

INVaL 

Unweighted n : 
r nc rea se Lnvo Ivement 

Mi:lint.ün .i nvo l veman t 

aeouce Lnvc l vement; 

Eliminate t nvotvement 

OK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
»r- points ar cund 50%: 

INVaL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
tnc ree se involvement 

Mi'lintain Invct vement 

peduce Lnvojvernenr 

g j im Lnar e t nvot vement 

Ol\/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50%: 

EKOS sesee r cb Associates Lnc • 

fTCS Genera 1 Pub I Le Su [vey 10946 \ 06/11/03 
In t.h~ a r ea of reduc i nq smckLnq , seccnc hand smoxe ;'l1(j requl a t Lnq t obacco , in the fu tu ce , would yeu like to see the fede r a I qove rnrnan t i nc rea s e its 
l eve I nf l.nvo Lvemen t , maintaln i.t s cu r r e nr. Leve l or t nvo l vemen t , r educe .t t s leve1 of invo1vement or e1imlnate its involvement a l t oqe t he r . 

~ .. ' 

800 107 
800 88 
20" 33\ 

40\ 34'11 

18\ IB% 

20" 13% 

2\ 2% 

l.Oll 
10 

TOTAL Parent 

800 3~6 
800 3~7 
20\ 20\ 

401 40% 

l8' la'!! 

20\ 20\ 

Region 

77 
82 
13. 

55 304 
70 287 
6\ 21'11 

rsenoe r 

194 
186 
1" 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
21\ 22'!! 17'11 

Income 

54 

" 3" 
68 311 238 
92 259 300 
3n 20% 16'11 

58 
57 

'" 
92 
92 
18\ 

37. 40% 37'11 ". 42'11 39% 4U 

387 209 191 
3B8 216 186 
20% 19% 19% 

98 
98 
22% 

243 
244 
230 

145 

1" 1" 

JO, 29% 19% 
++ 

22\ 22% 

16. 18\ 16% 21% 

38\ 39% 49'11 34% 43. ", 

29% 

5> 2% 1\ 

16' 20% 23% 18% 

39% 37% 45'11 41% 35\ 42% 

11 12 

" 0% 1% 2\ 

". 16% 16% 22\ 16\ 20\ 21\ '" 13\ 

Hqu s e ho.Ld 

No 

474 507 
473 5~5 
ln 20% 

40'11 43% 

IB% 11\ 

~l'& 19\ 

2' 1\ 

.10 
11 5 

Wor:king Hinority 

15' 20> 23\ 

12'11 8% IH 2711 20. 22' 

y" No Minot Abo r 

24% 14\ 18\ 18\ 19% 

279 
262 

19% 

99 
99 
31% 

" 4% 2% 1% " 

3" 32% 

2\ 1\ 1% 

(.01) 
11 

(.10) 
5 10 

'1% 18. 

13 10 

23> 19\ 

10 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

o. 

( .101 
10 

65 
62 
24' 

641 210 
639 218 

17% 17% 

590 
582 
21% 

43. 40' 42% 39'11 

13> 16. 19\ 19% 

19% 20% 24\ 19\ 

" 
12 

I?AGE: 26 

" 
. EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA [ES .. 2006· lBS , 

Harm - SHS caoad Lans Smoke Ha rm - Smokers 

rTc.s General f'ublic Su r ve y (094fi\ 06/11/03 
r n the area of reducing smoking, sec-end harid smcke and regulating t obacco , in the future, would vou like to see the federal qove r nme nt. increase its 
t eve j. of Lnvo Lverne nt , maintain Lt s current Ieve I of involvement, reduce its 1evel of d nvo Lvement or eliminate its involvement a Lt.oqe t he r . 

I~NOJ. 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Un ... e i qh t ed n : 
t ncrease involvement 

Miüntain i nvo Iveraent 

geouce i nvo I vement 

Eliminate i nvo Lverne n t 

DK/NR 

Ch Lr-Squ a r e d : 
-;- points "round 50'11: 

EKOS nesea r cn Assoc i ec es t nc . 

109 
108 
16. 

400 
400 
20% 

lA9 
196 
25> 

69B 
706 
21'11 

96 
8~ 
10\ 

Riflk to Canad.lans fed Cove rneent !nvolvement Appr-op r La t a-Ftj 

smo ke rs 

TOTAL < ~5\ 25-50\ 51\ + ser Ious Not se r i cus Not Increas seme necrees Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

'00 
800 
20% 

40. 

la, 

20"" 

43' 40% 31. ". 15\ 

Ye, No 

619 
630 
22'11 

153 
149 
la' 

165 
!BD 
36% 

328 
327 

1" 
270 
260 

'" 
156 319 
162 314 
100\ 0\ 

147 
149 

O. 
164 
162 

0' 

408 
406 
30' 

334 
338 

" 
19' 

18. 

" 

12% 17. 27. 

46. 20% 3" 38\ '" 0\ 100\ o. o. 54% 25> 

25% 17. ". 
16. 2" 14. 19% 19. 0% 0' 100% 0' " 28. 

1.0l! (.01\ 
la 4 

15% '1% 2" 14. 1" 0% 0' o. 100% 6\ 36\ 

0% 0% 0% 

(.011 
7 

.01 
8 

.01 
5 
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Region Gender 
_ .. ~ __ ~~_m~"~="''''''''''''_''_'' '''''''''''' =~.,"'~_~ .. __ .. _ _ .. _ ~"'~ __ =_== - .. -- .. -----~~== ==~=_ .. -----"' .. --- --- .. ~="''''== Income Age Education 

t'Tes r.ene r a.ï Pub Li.c Sur vev IOQ46) 06/11/03 
rner e ar e manv pa r t ne r e who have an Lnce res t in reduc inq the Il se of tobecco . which of the to Lj ow.i nq do you t;:hink 1s the most appr op r La t e r o Le for the 
fede r a l qove rnment; t o play? 

PARiN 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unvei qh t ed n: 
A Le ad e r s h Lp ro Le 

An aqua L partner 

A very l imited role 

DK/NR 

Chi-squared: 
.r- points arouno 50\: 

PARTN 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweiqhted n : 
A Leade rsh i p ro Ie 

An equaI pa r t.ne r 

A very limited r o Le 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e rocnc 50\: 

EK05 aese a r ch As soct at.es t nc • 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont. Que AU Male fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Un Lv <S20K 20-49 50-19 BO-99 100K+ 

RDa 107 77 55 304 194 
800 B8 92 70 287 186 
18\ 23% 15% 12% 22\ 11\ 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
24% 23% 13\ 

54 68 311 238 387 209 191 
74 92 259 300 388 216 186 
17\ 24\ 19% 19\ 1H 19\ 20\ 

59\ 49% 50% 38% 50\ 43% 41% . 
19\ 2U 25\ 37\ 2/% 32\ 33\ 

5\ H 6% 6\ 6\ 6\ 6\ 

( .05) 
11 10 

98 243 145 58 92 
98 244 146 57 92 
15\ 17% 20\ 21\ 26% 

52\ 0% 44\ 36% 44\ 

22% 31\ 33% 36\ 26\ 

10% 4'Is 4\ 1% 4% 

10 13 10 

45\ 43\ 38% 50% 42\ 51\ . 
30% 21% 40\ 30\ 33'11 26\ 

50% 44\ 46\ 

Hi no r î t y Rural/Urban 
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24% 21% 33% 

1'11 8\ 6\ " 3\ 12\ 2% 6% 7'l 

No Rural Urban 

156 
162 

". 
319 
]1' 
19% 

1.01) 
10 

.01 

65 
62 
21% 

590 
582 
18% 

fTCS General PllbJ k survev (()~46) 06/11/03 
;:~~;a~r:o~:~~m~~~t~~r:l:~~ have an Lnt e r e s t in reducing the use of tobacco . Which of the following do you think is the most appropriate role for the 

11 12 11 

Smokers 

PARTN 
Wf,lGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht.ert n: 
A l ë adë r ah i p r o Le 

An e que I pa r t ne r 

A very l Irn t t ed r o l e 

OK/NR 

Ch i e Squè r ed : 
+/- points a r ouno SO%: 

EKOS gesee rch nasoct e tes I nc. 

Hous eho Ld Workinq 

641 
639 
17' 

210 
218 

1" 

Canadians Smoke Harm - smcker s Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 

TOTAL -: .. ;~; .. ~;~:~~~---~~;-: .. ;:;~:~; .. =-~:;== ;:;:::;_ .... :~; .. - ;~~;::;=~;:::---~:;;::; ;~~;:::=~::~;~--;:~::: .... ~7:::~~ ==~:;= .. ~ .. -:~-_ .. 

47\ '" '" 

TOTAL Parent No Minor Abor 

'" 
28\ 3" 

147 
1" 

10> 

164 
162 

" 
33' 
338 

" 

No Ye' 

3" 31' 

'" 61\ 35> '" 54% 37' 

800 
AOO 

1" 
501 
525 
20% 

99 
99 
23\ 

" 

, ,,, 

619 
630 
19\ 

153 
149 
16. 

165 
180 
1" 

328 
327 

18% 

270 
260 
22'j, 

13' 1" '" 58' 15\ 47. 

279 
262 
15% 

326 
327 
2H 

41' 
413 
14'11 

'" ]1' SB' '0' '" 
.. " 11% 8' 

45'1; 45> 'l' 

26> os, 21> '" 28\ 

.01 .01 

46% '" '" 

" 
.01 .01 
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.10% 33' 30. 27\ 32% 

.01 
s 10 

800 
'00 
18% 

109 
108 
17% 

'00 
'00 
20\ 

189 
196 

1" 
698 
706 

1" 
96 
ee 
1" 

45% '" '" '" '" 
30\ '" 27'11 28% '8% 

" 13% 

.10 
9 

.01 
10 



[Tes General Public: Sur vey (0946) 
Row involved snouro be in r euuc i nq hee l t h r t s ks of smoking and SUS 
The federal government 

Srnokers 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

Ag. Education Incarne 

800 107 77 55 304 194 63 394 406 54 
1300 88 82 '70 29'7 186 87 345 455 74 
21\ 24% 26\ 20\ 22\ 16\ 22% 23% 20\ 13\ 

391t. 3911 45% 48% 34'11 ]8% 42% 38% 39\ 36% 

39% 33\ 29% 31% 0\ 44\ ]6% 37\ 4U 51\ 

1711; 16% 18% 141, 18'l1 15'l1 zoe 17% 16'1, H 

" " " 
IB\ 18\ 16'l1 15% 16% 19\ 27% 17% 19% 22\ 18\ 18% 18% 18\ 20% 15\ 22\ 18% 18% 16\ 14\ 

71 " " 
13\ 13\ 16\ 29% 11\ 12\ 12% 14% 13\ ll\ 17\ 17\ ll% 13\ 14'11 15% ]4% 14% lH 13% 15% 

9% 13% 71 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45-+- HS Coll uni v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK-+- 

92 Unwe i qh t ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 ~ 1 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED 13 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 1) 

1 Not il~ alL t nvor veo 

4. Scmewhat; 1 nvol ved 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
19\ 20% 22\ 

92 68 311 238 387 209 191 
92 259 300 388 216 196 
9\ 14% 2B% 23\ 15% 23\ 

58 
57 ,5> 20' 

43\ 41\ 40\ '0% 

INVal 

7. Ex t r erne Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squared 
+/- points ar ounc 50'!! 

Mean 
5td dey 

Stuoent ' s t 

EKOS Res ea r ch As soct e tes Inc. 

33% 3B'!! 44% 36\ 38% 42\ 39% . 
52\ 42% 35\ ]6% 43% 38\ 36% 38% 37'11 45. '" 

161 16'11 16\ '41 

3. " 

6\ 10% 23% Hl%: 12'!1 1H 

91 

3 
53 
14 

10 Il 
34 4.06 
17 2.05 

.05 

11 
40 4.47 
13 17 

.0' 
11 10 

4.59 5.03 5.33 4.86 
12 1.83 1.18 1.94 

.01 .05 

" " 31 41 6\ 3% " " 41 41 

8\ " 41 " 6% III 

12% 7% 13% 15'!! 15\ 8\ 13\ 10\ 1H 24\ 14% 12\ 10\ 9\ 14\ 14% 12% 10\ 12\ 12\ 16\ 

27111 26\ 15% 16\ 28\ 35\ 23% 27% 27% 27\ 38'1; 30% 25% 28% 29'1! 23% 24% 28\ 25\ 33% 30~ 

1\ 4\ Il 1\ 0\ 2\ 0\ 2% 1% 0\ 1\ 1% 1\ 2% 0\ 1% 2\ 1% 0\ 0% 1% 

" 49 4.57 4.83 
.93 2.19 2.13 

.05 

6 
4.22 4.41 4.81 
2.:!6 2.19 2.00 

.01 .05 

8 13 10 
50 4.81 4.80 
12 2.09 2 11 

7 '0 
.43 4.49 
14 2.07 

4.54 
2.13 
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FTC5 Gener .. l Publie sur-vey (O!'4fl) 
How Lnvc Lved ••• sbou Id be in reducing he a Lt h risks of amo k Lnq and 5HS 
The federal qovernment 

smoke rs 

INVOl 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qb t ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERï INVOLVE:D (6 7) 

1. Not e t a l L involved 

4. Soruewh a t involved 

7. Ex t r eme j y 1nvo1ved 

DK/NR 

Chi-5quared 
t/- points a couno 50\ 

Std dev 
St.udent's t 

E:KOS ReSf!ilrch As soc i ar.es r nc . 

Household Working Hi no r Lt y 

No 

65 
62 
23\ 

641 
639 
21\ 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

210 
218 
22% 

590 
582 

21\ 

TOTAL Pë r ë n t; No Yes No en nor Abo r 

35% 391 38% 391 

BOO 
800 
2U 

]26 
327 

'" 
." 
473 
23% 

507 
525 
19' 

279 
262 
2" 

99 
99 
'6% 

381 39\ 39% 39> 

39. 'DO 3" 38\ 39\ 

20'1; '" lB' '6% 

4l. 38. 4l. 

5% 

3% " 
.. " 

42% ". 
,4\ 19% 14. 21\ 13. 

'" '81 

" 
'9% lB' 

" " 3% 

16. ,4\ '" 13. 

" " 71 71 '3% 

91 12\ lI. 
271 

" 
L55 
2.14 
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lB' '" '" 19\: 20\ 

21\ 27% 

1% 1'1! 

• 
53 4.49 
1) 2.17 

...... 

13' 13. 14. 14' '" s 

'" '3% Il' '3' '" 12' 

27\ ::':8% 21\ 291 25'11 29% 29\: 

1. " 2% 1\ 5% 

Mean 
, 

4.66 4.44 
2.06 2.20 

67 
'0 

.05 

6 10 12 
4.33 4.6] 4.55 
::':.20 2.06 2.26 

.05 

4.53 
14 



06/11/03 FTCS General Public Su r-ve y (0946) 
How Lnvo Ived should be in reducing hee Lt h risks or smoking and SHS 
The federal qove rnnent 

Smoke r s 

HNQl 
WErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Ljh r ed n: 
IWT l NVOLVED (1 ~ 1 

SOMEWHAT IN\/'OLVED (3 5) 

VER', INVOLVED '6 1) 

1. Not nt all Invo Lvec 

4. somevhat Lnvo l ved 

7. r.xt reme i y t nvot veo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
.. /- points around 50'1. 

Mean 
Srd oev 

sronenr ' ~ t: 

TOTAL 

canao t ans Smoke Ha rrn - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk t o caneo i ans Fed Government Lnvo Lvemen t Appropriate-FG .. :-;~;= .. ;;:~~; .. _ .. ~~;": .. ~:;:::: .... .,~:;_ .. ~:;;~::=--~~;=~ ~~~;:;;--;:;:~--~;~;::; ;~::;:: .. ~::~;~,.~~:~:;;==~~:;:~= .... :::= ...... _~~= .... 
800 
SOO 
'1% 

189 698 
1'16 706 
ln L8\ 

156 31~ 
162 314 

4 ~ 4 'fi 

408 334 
~06 338 

7\ 37'11 

96 s i s 
BR 630 
45~ 15\ 

165 328 270 
180 327 260 
13% 25% 20'1. 

147 164 
149 162 
26% 66\ 

153 
149 ". 

109 400 
108 400 
24'1; 2:0'1; 

39% 40% 39\ 16\ 49\ 34\ 42\ sn 22\ 35% 33% 40\ 42\ 35' 38\ 

30> 19% 1.1% 57\ 2l'i 3U 40'ti 12\ 45% 21% 55", 34\ 37% 

16\ 15% 9% 21% IH 4% 31% 1% 3% 19'1; 57' 18~ 13'K 42\ 11% 36. 

" " 10> " .. " 
Il> " 1" 10. " 

18. '" 22% '" 2]. ~ 6% '" ln 24% 19% 1" ln '" 17. 16' l~\ 

13% 12\ 11. '" " 1), 1" " 2" 18% 14' '" 1" " '" 14' 
12' 12\ " 15\ 13. 9\ 15\ '" 1" 14. 
21% 65% ". 13% " 41% '" 23\ ". 3J\ 30\ 11% 31\ 17. 39\ 21\ ". 

" o. o. 1\ 0% 

.01 .01 .01 
5 

5.51 
1.68 

.01 

3.49 
2.12 

.01 

.01 
8 

6.17 
1.44 

.01 

.01 
4 

4.89 
2.00 

.01 

3 
4 53 
::.14 

10 
3.02 
2.0El 

.01 

6 
4.55 
2.09 

9 
4.30 
•. 10 

5 
4.62 
2.09 

7 
4.69 
2.21 

3.42 
2.26 

.01 

5.21 
L96 

.01 

4.22 
:.17 

.01 

5.24 
1.51 

.01 

3.74 
1.91 

.01 

2.38 
1.94 

.01 

4.75 
:.07 

.01 
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FTCS Gëne r- .. l Pub l i.c su r vs y (0°46) 
How tnvo Lved sbour c be in re duc i nq he a Lth r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
The provincial qov e r nme n t 

.: 

Smokers 

INVO::; 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

SOMEWIIAT INVOLVSD (3 S) 

VERY [NVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at e Ll, Jnvor vecr 

4. somevnar i nvo Lvect 

7. Ext r eme Ly i nvoï veo 

nK/NR 

C'hi-Sqlli'lred 
./- po I nt s a counc 50% 

Mean 
Std oev 

st uoant ' s t 

F:KOS aes-aa rch Assoc i a t.e s r nr- , 

06/11/03 

Region Gende r Ag, Education Tncome 

TOTAL Be Al b pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male rem <::~O 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

800 107 77 55 304 194 
900 ee 82 10 287 186 
18% 13% 17\ 14\ 21% 15% 

63 394 406 54 
fn 345 455 74 
19\ 19% 16\ t'l\ 

68 311 2:38 387 209 191 
92 25~ 300 398 ~16 186 
4\ ln 23\ 20% lU 19'à 

99 243 U5 
99 244 146 
22\ 16'l1 16% 

58 
57 

1" 
92 
92 
14\ 

41\ 45\ 53'!. 49% 37'1; )~% 4J'I; 43\ 39% 47\ 42% 46\ 38% 4H 44% 41% 42% 43% 43% ", 34\ 

40\ 40'1; 29' 35\ 42\ 4H 36\ 37% 43\ 45' 52'1< 41 \ 3f1\ 3a~ 4~)'I; 39' . 
3% 811 18'1; 1511 y% 15% 

34% 40'1; 4n 37% 49% . 
12~ 14'); 9\ 13' 9% L 1\ 13' 15% 15'1; 13'" 6% 16'1; 13'11 10% 12\ 

4\ .. 2% 

5'11 12% " " " 
l~% :3% 20% 19'1; 15'1. 21\ 1~'l; 19% 18\ 20% ln'!, 221 17'1c 19\ 19\ 19% IH 18'11 21\ 2S\ 15% 

16\ 17% 21\ 24% 15% 13% 21% 18% 15% 19% 23\ 20\ 14% 16% 18% 16% 18\ 19' 14\ _7% 19% 

13'" 9'1; 16% 19% 14% 10% 12% Il'!; 151, 17' 161, 15\ 12% 10\ 17% 15% 13% 10' 16\ 12% 21\ 

21% 30% 13\ 16% 28'1; )4\ 24% 26\ 29% 28\ 36% 27\ 27% 28% 28% 25% 22'11 29\ 25% 26% 27% 

1% 2% 2% 1 \ 1% 1% 2% l% 1% 0\ 1% 1% 1\ 2% 0% 1% 2% 1" 0\ 0\ 2% 

4.70 
2.04 

10 11 
.89 4.34 
GO 1.85 

.10 

.01 
II 

5.06 
1.74 

4.73 
1.93 

.10 
12 7 
68 4.63 4.86 
79 15 2:.06 

II 
4.64 
2.03 

s 
4.59 
2.05 

5 
4.80 
~ .02 

10 
5.50 
1.54 

.01 

6 
4.96 
178 

7 

4.99 
L83 

.05 

7 
4.60 
2.06 

10 
4.41 
2.09 

.10 

13 
4.70 
1.95 

10 
5.05 
1.94 

.10 

4.46 
18 

.01 

4.60 
10 

4.76 
2.02 
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fTC5 Gene re L Public sur vey (0946) 
How invo1ved shou1d be in reoucLnq health r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
Non-qnve rnman t a l or not-for-profit o r qan i z a t i ons Li ke the canacü an Cancer Society 

secker s 

INV03 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t eci n : 
NOT !NVOLVED (1 21 

$OMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 51 

VERY rNVOLVED (6 71 

1. Not a t a Ll involved 

4. somewnat i nv o Lvecl 

7. Ex t r eme l y Involved 

OK/NR 

Ch l c Squa r ed 
+1- po i n t s e r ound ,O'k 

Mean 
Std dey 

atudent 's t 

06/11103 

Region Gender Age 

TOTAL Be Alb p r a Lr Ont Que Atl Male fem <:20 20-24 25-44 45-+- HS Coll uotv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK-+- 

Incarne 

800 107 
800 88 
10'11 13\ 

55 304 194 
70 287 196 
18' >l, 10\ 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
IH 1H 9\ 

54 
74 

" 
68 311 
92 259 
5' 9\ 

238 397 
300 388 
12\ 11% 

Education 

209 
216 

" 
191 
186 
11\ 

98 
98 

'" 
243 
24' 
11\ 

145 
146 

" 
ss 

" " 
92 
92 
8\ 

82 

" 
'" 29% 29% 29\ '" 33' 38\ 

" 

H 

29\ 29% 

56% 58\ 50> '" 55> 5" 50> 

30% 28~ 32\ 18\ 36'1l 25~ ,,, 41\ 33% 

" 

" 

5.40 
1.95 

7 
5.47 
173 

.05 
7 la 

5 .40 4.90 
1.90 2.22 

.05 

15% " 
58\ 58'11 68% 49% 66\ '" 53\ 57\ 59% 57% 

" 
" " 

8\ 6\ 10\ ?'Il 8\ IH 9% 6\ 3\ 5\ 9\ 8\ 

3\ 0\ " 
6\ 17'11 10'11 lH; 17'11 12't 14\ 15\ 11\ 14% 13% 10\ 17% 10\ 19\ 

FTes Ce ne r a l Public Su r ve y (09~61 
How Lnvotved ... should be in r educ i nq health risks of smoking and SHS 
Non-governmental or not-for-profit o rqeru ae t i one like the canao i an Cancer Society 

06/11/03 

Smokers 

INV03 
WEIGflTED TOTAL: 

Unve i qht ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

SOMEWHAT TNVOLVED (J Sl 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not dt all involved 

~. Somewhat involved 

1. Ex t r erne l y i nvo Iveo 

DK/NR 

Ch i -squa r eo 
./~ points a r ound ~O'); 

Mean 
Std dey 

srucent' s t 

EKOS Re s ea r ch Assoct e tes r nc • 

2' 0\ " " 

12% 

l.2% 

15\ 

13% 16\ 1H lU 1211 13% 12't l.4'!I 12" 11'11 zn 18\ 10" ID"" 20\ 12% 10% 14\ 16% 2l'i1 .1.5\ 

14'11 Hl!!! 15')0. tO\ 15'11 16% 

14\ 12% 1B')o. 18\ 14.\ lU 19\ 10\ 18\ 26\ 9% 16\ 11% 1H 16\ 16\ 11\ 16\ 13% 15\ 11\ 

44'!! 46'11 :n~ )7'!, 43\ 46% 49'1; 39'1; 48\ 4L't 44\ 41% 48\ 46\ 40\ 42% 39\ 4l'11 41\ 43' 39\ 

2" n 4'11 )110 2\ 2\ 3\ 3\ 1\ H 1% 111 1\ 2\ 1\ 3% 1% 3% 2% 0% 4\ 

13 10 
5.40 5.41 5.52 5.33 
1.90 1.70 1.78 1.79 
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10 11 
':L ~ 3 5.44 5.40 
1.81 1.Ql 1.80 

.01 
5 5 

5.17 5.68 
1.96 1.16 

.01 .01 

Il 10 
5.16 5.58 5.49 5.36 
1.48 1.59 1.13 2.01 

.10 

12 7 
5.15 5.0 5.0 
2.09 1.83 1.88 

11 
5.68 
194 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 

1 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 ·199 

~ ~~ .... == __ ~Œ ""''''_'' __ ''~ ~",,, =~ __ ,,,,=~,,,,,Km __ .... "' .... '"' __ ~= K= 

TOTAL Parent No Yes No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

800 326 414 501 :!.7S 
800 321 473 525 ~62 

10% 9\ lU 10\ 10\ 

65 641 210 590 
62 639 219 582 
19\ 9% 10\ lU 

99 
99 
1" 

30\ 32l 29\ 33\ 24'l 30\ 23\ 31\ 35\: 28't 

58\ 58\ 57\ 55\ 62% 55\ 58% 58\ 5H 59% 

8\ 6\ 9\ 7\ 9\ 10\ 9% 7\ 8\ 7\ 

" 10% 

" 
1" 13' 1" " 1" 16% 1" 1" 
1" 13\ 1" 1" 10' 15> 1" 1" 

15\ 1" 18' 13\ 

'" '" '" '" 42\ 44\ 41\ 41\ 41% 44\ 

3 
5.43 
1.81 

.05 
4 

5.38 5.52 
1.85 1.93 

12 
5.16 5.45 
2.10 1.85 

7 • 
5.)1 5.45 
1.86 1.88 

la 
5.31 
1.95 

:'.48 
1.81 

5.40 
1.92 



, 

fTCS General Public Survey (09461 
I!ow t nvo j vec stioc ï.o be in r educfnq health r i s ks of smo k Lnq and SHS 
Norr-qove r nmen t a I or not-for-profit crcent aet rons tt xe che Canad i an Cancer Society 

snoker s 

HN03 
WEIGIlTED 'fOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
NOT Ufl/OLVED / l :2) 

f,OMEWHfI.T INVOLVED () 5) 

VERY [NVOLVf.Q (6 7) 

1. N"t .. t AU Lnvo Lved 

4. somevhe t involved 

1, Ex t r eme Ly Invo j ved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- po Lnt.s "round 50'1. 

Mean 
Std dey 

st udant ' 5 t 

06/11/03 

147 
149 ". 

164 
162 

". 
165 
180 

4% 

328 
327 
12\ 

270 
~60 
III 

156 
162 

" 
319 
314 

" 

• 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians fed Government Invo Ivemen t Appropriate-rG 

TOTAL ~:-;;~-~;;:;~~~--~~;~:. ;:;:~:;~~-~~;-- ;~;~:::--=~~; .. - ;~~;;:;--;::;~--;:~;;:: ;~:;:;:-~::~;~ .. _;:~:~: .... ~;~~:~,. .... ~:; .. ~ .. ~~~~--- 

fTCS rjanar a I Pub l Lc Sur vey 10946) 
How i.nvolved snout o be in reducing health risks of smoking and SHS 
He a Lr h ca r e p r o te s s i onaLs like coct or s , nurses and dentists 

smoxer s 

INV04 
\\TEIGHTED TOT]l.L: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED 13 5) 

VERY INVOLVE;D (6 7) 

1. Not at .. lI t.nvo ï vec 

4. Somewhilt involved 

7. Ext r erne Ly t nvoj veo 

DK/NR 

Chi-:;qllared 
-r : points <HOIJJld °)0\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

St udenr ' s t 

EKOS nasee rch As scc i at.es t nc . 

800 
'00 

10' 

lOg 
108 

10' 

153 
149 
22\ 

25% 33% 32\ 25> 3" 

408 
406 

8\ 

334 
338 

'" 
400 
400 

" 
189 
196 
la 

698 
70' 

" 
96 
8B 
23\ 

619 
630 

" 
30' 

4\ 

69\ 53' 55> 70' 

3% " 

27\ 28\ 2Si 32\ '" 3li 28\ 3li 

8\ " 

" 
10' '" 

33% 

5" 51' 58\ 5" fi3% 61' n, 

3% 

3% 3% 

'" 16% 

lU 10. 
'" 

10' 15> 1" 

13' 18% 

15> 5> 

" 
14% 13' 

1" 12. 

56% 38\ 41\ 

4% " 
" 

14. '" 1Si 

15> 

1" lU 14\ 

li l'II 2% 

4\ 4% 

13. 14' 

13> 1" " 1" lli 

'" 43. 41' 

.01 
8 

5.96 
1.52 

.01 

6 
5.49 5.19 
1.64 2,09 

lU 1" 15> ln 

15% 15'" 14' 

14\ 14% " 

" " " 
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Il. " 14. 11. 

15\ 15\ lU " 15> 14% 17. 16% 

44' 42\ 43\ 41' 

.01 
7 

5.91 
1.47 

.01 

5 
5.31 
1.93 

6 
5.31 
1.92 

44. 43. n. 
3% " 

". 46\ 27\ 45\ 

" 2% 2\ 2% 5% " 

,o •• 

8 
5.04 
2.24 

.01 

.01 
5 

5.52 
1.13 

5 
5,39 
2.04 

,. EKOS RE~EARCH~SSOC/ATES, 2006 ·200 ,;; 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
18% 10\ 9% 

35% 33% 36% 

44\ 55% 56% 

16% 6% 6\ 

" 
" 

34 'li 32';. 4H 

5.43 
1.81 

.01 
9 

5,26 5.53 
1.BA 1.11 

5.45 
2.03 

.01 
4 10 

5.56 4.53 
1.76 :.29 

.01 .01 

.01 
4 

5.62 
1.67 

.01 

8 
4.81 
2.33 

.01 

» j. '$.~ 0-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~ ~, 
-, "'" 

Region Gender .:~-----== ....... ""="''''''''-=~ ....... ==---_.= .... "' .. ==---~=_ .. _ .. = .... __ .. ~ .. _-_ .. == .... _ ... = .... --== ........... ~- ... ---= .... "'===~---=~_ .. _= .. ~"'-_.=="' .. _==~ 
Incame 

06/11/03 

Age Educat i on 

TOTAL Be Alb Pr a Lr Ont Que Atl Male Fem <20 20-24 25-44 ~5" HS Coll Uni v <S20K 20-49 50-19 80-99 100K+ 

36\ 35';. 44% 34% 38% 32% 31\ 36% 36\ 36% 

68 311 238 381 209 191 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
3% 8% 14\ 13\ H 13\ 

36% 40\ 32\ 32'11 42\ 37% 

58\ 51\ 53\ 54% 50% 48% 

1\ 4% lU 9% 4\ 10% 

800 101 
800 88 8:: 

11\ 1\ 8% 

55 304 194 
la 287 186 
15% IH 12\ 

63 394 406 
81 345 455 
17% 14\ 8% 

54 

" " 

1\ 2\ 

.05 
5 

5.14 5.24 
2.03 1.98 

.10 

7 
5.30 
1.67 

3% n 

7 
5.05 
1.96 

10 
4.BO 5.35 
2.16 1.86 

.05 

58 
57 

" 
92 
92 
11\ 

'" ". 
47\ 49\ 55% 51\ 48'11 54't 57. 

PAGE; 39 

50. 44. 

" " 
8\ 6\ 6% 10\ 8% 9% 12% 10\ 6% 

" 
9\ 20% 15\ 1~' 17\ lB%. iO\ 16% 20% 16% 15';. 22% 18\ 16~ 161, 16\ 23'!i 16'1; 

" 
14';. 1'1; lH. 20% 15% 12't. IH 1H 1.3\ 2~'i! 16\ 15\ 11'11 12\ 16\ 14\ 14\ 12\ 13\ 11% 23% 

14'J. 13\ 15\ 11\ 15% 1::\ 11\ 1310 tH l(}\ 19" IH 13\ 13" 15\ IH 1:% 13'" 18'11 7% 15% 

o. o. 
.05 la 

10 Il 12 Il.5 Il la 
5.20 'J. 3:: 5. l!) 5.08 5. Il 5.::1i ~J. la s . 03 5.31 5.51 5. 6~ 5.33 
1. so 1.fl7 1.74 2.03 l.El4 1. 98 2.11 1. 99 1.80 1. ss 1.46 1.72 

.05 .05 .05 

38\ 43. 3o, 

5.33 
1.79 

13 
5.25 
1.86 

10 
5.12 
1.18 
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1>, •. 

FTr~ r;en,'[,..! Pub l Lc sur vey 101)461 
)lr,w invo I ved should be in r edur i nq he a Lr h r i sks .... E smok i nq and SHS 
Hea lth r-e r e p r o f e s s i nrie l s l i.ke docr o r s , nur se s e nd rtenrïs r s 

~~ETGHTED TOTAL: 
Unwe i qht.e.d n: 

NOT rNVOLVW Il :::') 

:~(lMEWHAT INVOLVE;D (] 'lI 

VERY l~lVOLVED (67) 

1. N'lI at aj l Lnvo l ved 

4. Som<;,whar i nvo Ived 

v . Ex t r eme l y i nvo l vwd 

OK/NR 

r:hi-SqllilrRd 
'1- po i nt s e r onnd ~O, 

M<:!F1n 
Sr d dey 

::;t\)(jfmt's T 

Hou s eho Id W'l[ kLnq t-li n o r I ty Rural/Urban 
.... ,,"=,. ...... __ = -=,.,. ===_ .... _= ="'_ .... =="' ........ =="'''' .... === === ==,._B_ 

TOTJl.L P .. r enr 

Hoa 
800 
Il' 

'" 

" 

'" 
14> 

10. 

a.cc 
100 

J.?6 
3::'7 

R'I 

3H 

". 

13% 

.10 

5 . 1~) 
l.RQ 

10 

No 

JO, 

10\ 

'" 
'" 

, 
10 

" .10 

Ye:'i 

SOI 
52!; 

'" 

" 

'" 

14. 

" 
, 

5.Z9 
1.83 

No Mincr:- Abor 

" 99 
11% 

'0. 
47. 
10% 

zu 

12% 

37% 

65 

11% 

36\ 

lU 

39% 

7% 

" 5.12 
:.00 

No 

601 
639 

'" 
35% 

17' 

'" 
3B> 

4 
5.2·1 
1.88 

Rural Urban 

::'10 
218 
13> 

40. 

'" 
in 

19\ 

, 
!>.OO 
I.Cl7 

.10 

. .. 

06/11/03 

590 
582 

10' 

35% 

53% 

17' 
L3'1; 

14% 

39% 

4 
5.27 
1.87 

.10 
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3" 

10' 

'" 

3" 

''.1.10 
l.'JCI 

l'T<c- r;,-.n" rd 1 Public, Sllrv~y (0°46) 
H"w t nv-u vocr s houLd be in r edu. ~n\l hC<llll1 t l s ks c r arnok i nq .. nd SHS 

UIV04 
WF.Tf;liTE:D TOTAL: 

VeRY iNVOI;"ED (6 1: 

L No t e r ,,J 1 invo Ived 

~. _~'lInf'·,..r!,;"t llll.''.' l veo 

'r . Exr r cmel y invo lved 

111\/11" 

Chl-Sq\l",r"'d 
,1- l'ni nt n .r r ound f,O~ 

Heen 
g r d oev 

~t\jrlent' ~ t 

TOTAL ~ ::"5% :S-50~ 51 \.. se r 101..ls 

Harm - Srnoke r s Harm - SHS Risk t o Canadians 

06/11/03 

rec Government Involvement Appropriate-fG 

'les No 
~_ ~==== .... _~==~ __ s===~_.. ~==B __ S== __ "'''= = ~ =~_ .. _., .. "'=~ ~3 .. _"''''= .. =,.._B_==_~_ .. = = .... __ 3=="'_"'==== .. _ .. "'~== === .. _.. _=~ s=== .... _ 

IfJ9 
1% 

'" 

l O~ 

13' 

::'.06 

'00 
ROO 
la 

il';; 

'" 
141 

109 
10' 
D% 

lU 

15% 

.01 

5.11 
1.0t, 

400 
400 

" 

1" 

13> 

5 . 1 ~I 

" 

Se r-.i ou s Not ï nc r eu s same pec r ee s i nc r ee s Na i n t n neouce Elimin 

6"18 
'06 

<" 

1" 

40' 

.01 , 
5.39 
l.7R 

.01 

20% 

10 
3.90 5.n 

16 1.68 
.01 .01 

61' 
630 

" 
55\ 

'" 
", 
.01 

153 
149 
26% 

33\ 

'0. 

13'1, 

30' 

" 
4.39 
2.30 

.01 

165 
lBO 

" 
3)\ 

61' 

16% 

15\ 

'" 
.0; , 

5.11 
1.53 

.01 

3:::8 
32' 
)2\ 

", 

1" 

12\ 

35% 

5.04 
1.95 
05 

,210 
260 
13\ 

36% 

'" 

12'" 

14% 

5.0" 
1.96 

156 
162 

4% 

31' 
64' 

11\ 

10% 

54% 

.0:' 

.0,.19 
1.62 

.01 

319 
314 

" 
1" 
149 
lU 

164 
162 
24\ 

408 
406 

" 
3JO 
338 
13\ 

39% 38> 35' 3,. 40' 

49. 40' ;7' ", 

'" 
18' ". 

20\ 10. 

'" 3211 

" 
" 

16\ 15' 1'1'1; 

5.35 
1.66 

10 

5.08 
1.89 

16% 12% 

?AGE: 41 

36% 41' 35% 

2% 1\ 

4.53 
2.31 

.01 

.05 
5 5 

5.0 5.04 
1.79 1.96 

.01 .01 
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06/11/03 r-rr-s r.,,:n"'f.ll Pub l L.- gur vey (OfJ461 
new .i nvoIved ahou l d be in reducinq hee i r n r i s ks 1'[ smoking and SHS 
The t ober-co indll~try 

smoke r s 

Gender Age Education Income 

I~EIGHTED TOTAL; 

TOTAL BC Alb pr a Lr Ont Q\le Atl Male fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 1001<+ 

98 243 145 
Cl9 244 146 
2:% 17\ 14% 

92 
92 
14% Urtwe i qh ted Il: 

NOT INVOLVED (1 ::: l 

~>OMEWHAT T NVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY l NVOLVED (6 "1) 

1. Not dt 0311 involved 

4. somevhe t .tnvoj veo 

7. gx t r eme.l y i nvo j veo 

DK/NR 

Chi -gqua reo 
~/- points a round 50% 

Mean 
Std dev 

st ooent ' s t 

E1\OS neseercf Assoc i at es r nc . 

800 107 
800 98 
ln 18'l1 

77 S5 104 194 
8::: 70 :::87 186 
17'1; IS\ ln 12\ 

63 394 406 54 
87 345 455 74 
::"710: 22'11 13'11 20% 

68 3ll 238 387 209 191 
Q') 259 300 389 216 186 
11% 16% 16% zn 12% 17% 

30l 15\ 1(l\ :9% 30% :::8\ 27\ 23~ 36' 30% 30\ 30\ 21% 29% 30% 28% ,,, 
40'1; ~ Q!j; 50'1. 5 D'li 

14\ 15'j, 11'1; 11\ IS!!o 10\ 

5U 47% 55% 52\ 59' 60\ 4H 48% 56% 52% 48\ 53\ 53% 50'11 60. 

23\ 18% 10% 11% 9% la 14% 15\ 10\ 13\ 19% 12\ lU 16> ln 

" " " 
n 

(,'li 22'i, 15'1; 1';\ Hl'k 111 16% 15'l! 19\ 15\ 11% 18\ 16' 15'l! 15% lU 14% 14% IH 14\ 

" 9% 14'1; 9\ 7\ 9% 11\ 7% 7% 12\ 10\ 10\ 
" 9% J'f; 11\ 7'Is 13% 8\ 12% 9% 9% 10\ 9\ 8% " 

42'l1 ;l2'll 35'1. .18% 4:' 4H 43'11 39% 46% 38% 50% 52\ 36% 41\ 47\ 41% 41% 46\ 40% 40\ 50% 

FT('S C;'m"'I",J l'llbli,- Surv~y {(1q45J 
How .i n vo l ved s houI d be in r e du cinq 
Th"! cobacr-o .i ndus t r y 

Smoke r s 

l'IEi(;HTED TOTAL; 
unwe t qh t ed n : 

NOT rNVOLV~[l (1 21 

SOHEWHAT n'v'OLVED (3 ..,) 

VERY lNVOLVED (fi 7) 

1. Nnt at a l I i nvo Ived 

4. sorcowr.at involved 

7. Ext r eme Ly Lnvo Ived 

DK/NR 

f:h t -S(jua red 
+1- points a roond ~101, 

H~"ln 
Std dev 

sruoent ' i'l t 

2' 2'l! 1% 2\ 2\ 2\ 3% H ~~ 0\ 3% H. 4% l'ii 2% 2% 3\ 1\ 3\ 2'11 1% 

.01 
3 10 

5.02 5.40 
2.18 2.23 

.10 

II 
4.79 
2.07 

12 
5.00 4.91 

11 2.24 

7 
5.16 
2.01 

.01 
II 5 

4. 79 4. i7 
2.48 2.30 

.01 

.01 
11 10 

4.89 5.53 
18 1.95 

10 

.10 
5 7 

4.83 5.38 
2.25 2.00 

.05 .01 

10 
5.38 
2.09 

7 10 
5.04 4.79 
2.16 2.36 

6 8 
5.11 5.14 
2.17 2.07 

1.3 
4.88 
2.28 

5.27 
:::.03 

.01 

6 
5.36 
2.13 

.05 

6 
4.88 
2.13 

.01 

PAGE: 42 

,.' 

05/11/03 
heeït h r j s k s of smoking and SHS 

TOTAL Parent Yes 

Hous ehoId Working Minority RuraL/Urban 
~,. .... ~~~~ .. ~_,"" .. "' .. ==., ... __ ~==:o .... ~==~ .. _ .. _~=~ .... __ ~~=~ .. __ ==="g __ == .. _,. __ ~ 

RuraL Urban No 

BOO 
ROO 

'" 
32b 
1~7 

'" 
473 
lB' 

No Minor Abor 

30' 30' 

507 
525 

'" 
99 

'0 
21% 

65 
62 

'" 
641 
'39 

'" 
210 
218 

19% 

590 
582 
17. 

:"9% 

53% 

'" 15' 

27% 25\ 28% 

L5% 17' 15% 

351- 30' 30' '" ", sra 52' 5:::% '" 53% 

" " " 

13' '" 15. 10> 13% 15' 13% 

" " 

14' 

la' " 
'" '" ", 

19\ 211 15' 19' '" 

3 
5.0::: 
2.18 

'J.13 
2.14 

~ . 94 

" la' " " 
'S> '" 37% ". '" 37% '" 

" " " " 
.10 

5.1: 
19 

6 
4.97 

" lB 

la 
4.81 
2. 3~ 

12 
5.19 

13 

7 
4,81 

19 
.10 

5.06 
15 

5.10 

.10 
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FïCt; General Pub l Lc Sur vey f0(46) 
H0W invorvec shou l d be in r educ i nq he a l t h risks of smoking and SHS 
The r ooecco Lndus t r y 

smoke r s 

INV05 
WE1GHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED t i 2) 

SOl'lEWHAT INVOLVE(l (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at aIL Lnvo i veo 

4. soreevnar i nvo i veo 

7. Ext r emel v Lnvc Ived 

(lK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
./- points e rourst 50% 

Sr d dey 
Student 's t 

EKOS neseercn As soct e t es t nc . 

06111/03 

156 
162 •• 

rTCS Ge në r a.l F'\lhlLc so rvev IOi;4h) 
How invalved shou1d be in r educ.Inq health r Ls ks of smok i nq and SHS 
'ï our local o r r eq Lona I qove r nrnent , such as the he a l t h board 

06111/03 

INV06 

800 
ROO 

'" 
109 
108 
20\ 

400 
400 
16\ 

189 
196 
22% 

698 
'06 
16\ 

96 
88 
29% 

619 
6JO 
16' 

153 
149 
2H 

165 
IBO 
16. 

J28 
327 
". 

270 
260 
19\ 

J19 
J14 
14% 

147 
149 
lB. 

164 
162 
J2\ 

408 
406 
14. 

334 
J38 
20. 

JO\ 31% 31% 23% 2" 43' '" 42% 19% J4% '9% 14. 32. J5\ 

27% 56% 33' 47. 510 

J11 J1\ 24. 

". 53% 43. 35% 60% 43% 

14% '" 12' 15. 12' 23\ 12% 12. 20. 14. 16\ " 10. 12' 28\ 11% 15% 

11. 4% 9% 

6\ 

" 
15\ 20. '" 11% 1" ". '" '" 14% '1% 11% 19% 14' 

11% 

" " 13% " 
" 

'" ... '1% 29. 51\ '" 

10' 

.01 
8 

6.03 
1.61 

.01 

.01 
8 

4.75 
2.07 

.10 

5.41 
2.06 

.01 

5 
4 .66 
2.21 

.01 

" " 10. " 

5.21 
2.05 

.10 

4 .02 
2.42 

.01 
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42\ 41. 4" ... 46. n. 27% 55\ 40' ". 

1 l 

Region Gender Education 
-=~~ .. ~*"'-"' .. -~~~-_ .. "' .. "' ... _-=~---~"' ...... -=_ .. -----~ .... "' ...... _==--_ .. "' .... _--==~-- .. "' .... _ .... == .... _~=--- .... "' .... ==-=---=--_ .. .,.,,. ..... --=---- tncoree Age 

TOTAL Be Alb p r a I r Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 20-24 25-44 45... HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK .. 

2'1< 5\ 6' 

" " 

WEJGHTED TOTAL: 800 1()7 77 55 304 194 63 ]94 406 54 68 311 236 367 209 191 98 243 145 58 92 
Unwë i qh t e d n : ADO 88 62 70 281 186 87 345 455 74 !O2 259 300 388 216 166 98 244 146 57 92 

NOT lNVOLVEO (1 2) 17% IH 10\ 15\ ;::U 14% 17\ 21\ 14\ 9~ 8% IH 23\ 19% 12\ 16\ 20\ 12\ 2U 15\ 17% 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (35) 45\ 4U 54'1i 53% ]9\ 52\ 38\ 45\ 44'11 45\ 38\ 51\ 39\ 441 46% 46% 40% 4n 44\ 46% 46% 

0\ 3' 

.01 .01 .01 
8 7 

4.26 5.44 
2.20 2.17 

.01 .01 

4.91 
2.16 

s 
4.90 
2.21 

Mean 5.02 
lB 

9 
4.B8 
2.25 

10 
3.90 
2.16 

.01 

VERY INVOLVED 16 71 371. 40'11 35\ 29' 40\ 31% 4':)1 33% 40% 46'1. 53'!. 36\ 3S1< 36\ 4H 3~'11 38\ 36% 34% 40% JH 

S.10 
2.13 

4.94 
2.32 

5.17 
2.14 

.01 

5.23 
2.13 

.01 

). Not at ,111 Lnvo Lved 12'11 11\ 6% ID' 151: ln 13% 16% 9\ 3% J'II 9\ 16\ 14% 8\ tH 13\ 9\ 13\ 11% 12' 

4. somevhar involved 

7. Ex t r eme Ly Lnvoj ved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
... /- poj nt s arcnnc ~:>()'t 

Hean 

sr ucent ' s t 

EKOS Re sea r ch As soct e r es t nc . 

.. 
n Il'1. B% 10% " " " 

::on 20'1: :::B\ 21\ 22\ 2n 11% 23% 22\ 19% 26% 2S% 21\ 24% 22% 22% 2J\ 24\ 25\ 24% 20\ 

" " 3\ 4% " 
" " 2% 12\ " 

15\ 10'11 IB\ 22% 13\ 16\ 20\ 14\ 16% 16' 9% 19% lU 13% 18% 15\ lU 17'11 11% 20\ 14% 

1;::'1. ln 8~ 12\ 14\ 10\ 13% 11\ 12% 21% 16\ 12\ 11% 9\ 17\ 12\ 13% 9% 12% IB% 10% 

* 

2:)\ 2(j\ 26\ 17\ 26' 21\ 31\ 22\ 28'11 25% 34\ 24\ 27'11 27'11 24% 22\ 24\ 29' 21\ 22% 27\ 

n HI HI 2'" 0'" 3% 0'11 1\ :::\ 0\ l'lo 2% 0% 1\ 1\ 1% 2'1; 2\ 1'11 0\ 0% 

Std dey 

.05 
10 11 

.fil 4.64 4.77 
2.04 1.81 

.OS .01 
5 11 1() 6 

4.:i:OO 4.83 5.06 5.26 4.80 
2.05 1.90 1.67 1.70 1. 76 

.01 .01 . ID .01 

4.43 4.57 
:.' .16 2.05 

.01 

, , 
97 4.45 

.81 2.01 

.05 

, 11 
.~4 4.I'IB 
1;<7 2.01 

12 
4.47 
1.84 

6 
4.56 
2.09 

10 6 13 10 
4.52 4.91 4.37 4.79 4.58 
2.06 1.89 2.01 1.66 2.02 

.10 .10 
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FTC~ Gene ra l Pub.l Lc Sur vey (0946) 
How .ï nvot veo shou Ld be in reduc i nq health risks or smok l nq and SHS 
vour lO~AI cr r eq i.ona L qove r nmen t , SIJch as t he health boa re 

Smo ke r s 

INV06 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n: 
NO'r [NVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT rNVOLVED (3 51 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not ilt aIL involved 

4. somewnat i nvo Lveo 

7. Ext r eme l y involved 

D!\/NR 

Chi-Squared 
vr : poi n t s "round 501, 

Mean 
seo oev 

st uoent ts t 

EI\OS nesee r cf As soc La r e s rnc . 

TOTAL Parent 

800 
800 

1" 

'" 
'" 
1" 

'" 
15\ 

12'11 

'" 1. 

4.61 
1.99 

Househo I d 

3~6 
327 
15\ 

'" 
3" 
Il' 

25\ 

1" 

12% 

" 
.64 
93 

NO 

p, 
473 
19~ 

'3% 
37. 

13% 

21% 

15\ 

26\ 

4.59 
2.03 

Working 

No 

507 
525 
1" 

279 
262 

19'" 

Minority 

Minor Abor 

99 
99 
11% 

'" 
46. 

22. 

1" 

" 

65 
62 
20% 

32. 

". . 
15% 

21% 

10% 

39% 

0% 

12 
490 
2.19 

NO 

641 
639 

1" 
'" 
35\ 

12% 

'" 
1" 
12'11 

23% 20\ 

, 
55 4.26 
96 2.02 

.01 .01 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

210 
218 
21\ 

'" 
'9' 
16% 

11% 

22% 

15% 

10' 

.05 

06/11/03 

590 
582 
16> 

'" ,o • 
11> 

" 
23% 

1" 
12% 

27% 

4.74 
1.96 

.01 

'" 
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44. ", 
39\ 32' 

13\ 

21% '6% 

15\ 15\ 

B' 

26% 24\ 38% 

1% 2% 1\ 

, 
4.69 
1.97 

.05 
6 10 

~ 50 5.10 
1.99 1. 93 

.05 

- 
FTCS ûene r a I Public svrvey (0946) 

How .l nvo l ve d snout c be in reducing health r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
You c l or-a J or r e q i o na L qove rnment • sucn as t ue nea Lt h board 

smone r s 

l NVOti 
WE:IGHTE:D TOTAL: 

unwe t qht ec n: 
NOT 1 NVOLVED (1 :: 1 

SOMEWHAT lNVOLVED () S) 

VERY 1 NVOLVED (6 71 

1. Not at a I I Lnvo l ved 

4 somewbat r nvo Lved 

7. Ex t r erne Lv Lnvo j vad 

DK/NR 

Ch i -Sque red 
i/- points arocno SO% 

Mean 
Std de v 

s cuoenr ' s t 

E:KOS Re s ea r ch As soct e tes t nc . 

canecn ans Smo ke Harm - srnoke r s Harm - SHS Risk ta cenecn ans 

06/11/03 

red Government Lnvo Ivement; 

TOTAL t; 25% 25-50\ 51% ~ Serious Not Serious Not r ncreas Same nec r eas ï nccees Maintn neooce Elimin 

BOO 
800 

1 " 

". 
37. 

", 

23% 

12\ 

25% 

3 
4.61 

" 

109 
108 
21% 

.n 

1" 

" 
12\ 

26'11 

10' 

19% 

. 0; 
9 

.20 

" .05 

'00 
400 
16% 

3" 
11. 

" ., 
17' 
12\ 

24\ 

o • 

4.64 
1.92 

Itl9 
196 
15% 

'98 
706 

1" 
96 
88 
33% 

50> 

13% 

'9% 

23% 

14' 

10 
3.36 
1.94 

.01 

619 
630 
11> 

'" 
". 
" 

23% 

17' 

29% 

" 
.01 , 
97 
81 
01 

153 
149 
39% 

38% 

22% 

30' 

9' 

20\ 

" 
13' 

3.43 
2 .13 

.01 

16; 
180 

" 
'0' 
5" 

" 
" 
" 

19% 

11> 

43' 

.01 
7 

5.48 
1.67 

.01 

328 
327 
18. 

'9' 
30' 

14. 

" 
9% 

27\ 

10. 

21> 

2% 

.35 
97 

.01 

270 
260 
22'1. 

,1\ 

36. 

15. 

" 
20% 

15' 
15. 

21. 

4.41 
2.05 

.05 

156 
162 

" 
28% 

65' 

9' 

50% 

.01 
8 

5.72 
1.65 

.01 

319 
314 
10. 

;J' 

39' 

25% 

20\ 

23% 

.90 
71 

.01 
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1" 
149 

'" 
57. 

22% 

9. 

10' 

9% 

31% 

18. 

1" 

4.19 
1.75 

.01 

Appr opr La t e-Pï; 

164 
162 
41' 

36% 

22% 

". 

20' 

19' 

3.44 
2.27 

.01 

Ye, NO 

408 
406 U, 

334 
338 

24% 

J8% 44. 42% 46' 

'5% '" '" 41. 

18. 

" 
19% 25. 

16. 12% 

11% 10. 

30' 21> 

.01 
s 

5.02 
1.B3 

.01 

4.17 
2.07 

.01 

" 
" 

18' 
15> 

13% 

33% 28% 
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2% l' 
7 

4.89 
2.03 

.05 

.01 , 
4.79 
1.93 

.01 



fTf:S (;~ner",l Pub.lLc sur vey (0~461 
HQw i nvo l ved .•• shou l d be in r~d'J(:ing hea j ch r t s ks of smoking and SHS 
caneo i ans r hems e Lve s 

Smo ke r s 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

Age Education 

WE!GHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 4.5+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

r ncoee 

INV07 

Unwe Lqht ad n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWflAT INVOLVED (3 51 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at ",11 involved 

4. Somewhat involved 

7. Ext r eme Ly t nvof vec 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqllil.red 
+/- points a round 50\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

s cuoent 's t 

EKOS nese ar cn As soc t e t es TnG. 

900 107 
800 88 

9'1< 11% 

63 ]94 406 
87 345 455 
ln 9% 9% 

" 74 
14' 

68 311 239 ]87 209 191 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
1\ 7% 9% 11% 5% 9% 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
16\ 9% 5~ 

36% 38% 42% 

46% 53% 52\ 

6% 13\ " 

58 
57 

" 
92 
92 
lU 

77 
82 
10\ 

S5 304 194 
70 287 186 
9% 7% n 

3" 30\ 41\ 39\ 37'1; 44\ 38% 

,. 

7 
5.32 
1.77 

la 
la 6 

4..98 5.32 
2.12 1.85 

37' '5> 39% 41!j, 40\ 42'l1 ]5\ 35\ 44% 3U 

'" 66% 52% 5U 51\ 51\ 52% 

PAGE: 48 

5.' '" 
5\ 11\ 

0' 0\ 

35% 

51\ 45'l1 53\ 50\ 49\ 55\ 50'!. 45% 56% 

•• " " 
0' " .. 3% 6'l1 " 

20\ 20\ IH 20% 2U 16% 11% 22\ 17% 22% 14\ 17% 22% 19% 21% 21% 19% 17% 19\ 28\ 20\ 

fTCS General Public Su rve y (09461 
How Lnvo l ved should be ln ceducing hea Lt h r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
caned i ans tnemse i ves 

sreoke rs 

INval 
WE IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwelghted n: 
NOT INVOLVEn (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at a l j involved 

4. Somewhat involved 

7. Ex t r eme Ly Lnvo Ived 

OK/NP, 

Chi-Squared 
+/- points e rouno 50% 

Mean 
Std dev 

Student's t 

EKOS nesee r cn As soc i at es Tnc. 

" " " " 8\ 14\ " 
" " " 

15% 15% 16\ 16\ 13% 16% IH 18% 12\ 13\ 13\ 20% 13% 13\ 19% lU 12' 13% 20% 9\ 23% 

10\ 7\ 15\ 10% 10\ 9\ 10\ B% 12% IB\ IB\ 10'll n 9\ 8% 14% 6% 10\ lU 12% 11\ 

Hou seho l d Ni no r Lt v 

" " 
" 2% " " 

"HI 38\ ]8% 40% 39\ 46% 40% 37\ 44% 30% 48% 42% 43% 41% 42\ 37% 40% 43% 4U 45' 31% 

2'11 2% n 2" 2% 1% 1\ 2% 1'1; 1% 3" 0" 2\ 2\ 0% 2% 3\ 1% 0% 0\ 2% 

Wor~:ing 

TOTAL Parent No Minor Abor 

0' 1% 0\ 

10 
5.91 
1.37 

.01 

5 
5.22 
1.93 

7 
5.44 
1.66 

• 
5.49 
1. 61 

.10 

13 
5.54 
1.68 

la 
5.04 
l.BB 

" " 

5.44 
1.69 

5.31 
1.B6 
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5.29 
I.B4 

10 11 
5.0B 5.31 
1.96 1.83 

.01 
11 5 

5.11 5.17 
2.10 1.82 

.10 

(.10) 
II 

5.42 5.03 
1.84 1.90 

.10 .10 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 
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12 6 
5.28 5.31 
1.86 1.73 

7 
5.45 
1.84 

6S 
62 

" 
641 
6:;19 

" 
210 
218 
la. 

SgO 
582 

" 

NO 

800 326 47~ ~07 
800 327 47] 525 

99. 6'lf Il'!! H 

279 
262 
12\ 

99 
99 

" 
39\ 39\ 39\ 40\ )6, ,o. 
51\ 54\ 48\ 52% 4 •• 51% 

7% 6\ 8\ 6\ " 10\ 

O' o. 

" 9% 

'" '2% 26'l1 21\ 19% 18% 

1 .. \5% " 18% " 
10\ 10' 12% 10% 10% ll. 
41. 44\ 38% 42% 39\ 3g\ 

0\ 2% 0% 4% )'!: 

3 
5.29 
l.A4 

la 
5 

5.44 5.19 
1 75 1.89 

.10 .10 

.05 
10 

5.40 5.09 5.24 
1. 75 1.99 1.83 

.05 .05 

37% 3" 41% 3.' 
52\ 50% 51% ." 

•• 7% 

" 
22% 22% 1" 19% 

71 16' 1" 15> 

10% " 1" 
,5> '" 43\ 40% 

1'lI 2% 

12 
5.31 
1.93 

4 
5.30 
1.82 

, 
5.22 5.32 
1.90 1.81 



.f 

rrcs Genera] Pllbll,~ survev (0946) 
How t nvo i veo should be in reduc i nq hea j r f r i s ks nt smoking and SHS 
Canadi ans t bernse Ive s 

gmoke r s 

LNV07 
WE.IGHTED TOTAl,; 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
NOT INVOLVE:D (} 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5\ 

VERY INVOLVSD 16 7) 

J. Not at ,,11 r nvo j vec 

4 Somewhat involved 

7. Extremely Lnvo l veo 

DK/NR 

Cb i r Squa r ad 
./- po i nt s » r ound 50~ 

Mean 
sr d dey 

St udanr 's t 

El'\D.s Rë s ea r-r-h nssor t sr es Ine. 

06/11/03 

caneo i ans Smo ka Harm - Smoke r s He rm - SHS Rlsk tO caneo t ans 

TOTAL :;~'!; 25-50~ SU + ser Ious Not se r Ious Not t ncr eas Same Decreas r ocrees Maintn neouce gl j nu n 

reo Government Involvement 

800 
800 

" 
Jon 
108 

'" 
400 
400 

" 
18' 
196 
11\ 

698 
106 

" 
96 

" 26\ 

619 
630 

" 
153 
149 
19% 

165 
180 

" 
328 
321 

9% 

Hea l t h ca r e pr of e s Lon l s 4'! 0\ 

39\ 40' 32% 39> '" '" 46. 27\ 4" 

270 
260 
10' 

38% 

5U 

15\ 

12% 

39. 

b 

5.25 
1.87 

" 

156 
162 

3% 

319 
314 

J% 

ln 
149 
13% 

App rop r La t.e+Ft; 

164 
162 
23\ 

40' 

36'ï 

26' 

35% 

4.43 
2.25 

.01 

Region uenoe r Age ë.ouce t ron lncome 
~ ~_==="'''''.,,''''' ......... ,._ .. ~==~==== .. _ ...... "' ... " .. ="",,== m .. __ .. _ .. __ .. "'=="'=== .. _ .... _ .. "''''===== __ = .. =="''''''''=~ = .. ======,.''' _ 

TOTP..L Be Alb pr a Lr Ont Que Atl Male <20 20-::~4 ~5-44 45+ HS Coll Uni.v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100;';+ 

No 

rTe:::; r,<>ner,,1 PublL.'- 
Wh" do 1 hink 

53% 41% 56% 54'1; 29\ 56'!. 35\ 6" 42'1; 

" 

20. 23\ 

" 

DK/NR 

The t obacco Lndus r r y 25\ .:!Y'I. 

20> ", 19% 23% 18' 

15% 10. 15% Il> 15% '" 1" 16% 

33% 43' 34% 

" 
18 

408 
406 

3\ 

334 
338 

". 

10. 13. Il> " 14% 

Ol. ]4\ 44% 43% '" 28\ 53\ '" 35% 

o. 
.(JI .01 

4 
S.47 
1.6G 

.01 

.01 .01 
R , 

4.S5 5.86 
2.10 1.55 

.01 .01 

Caned i ans t hense r ve s 6% 9% 

5.:::9 
1.84 

, 
5.30 
1.96 

'" 52% 51% 

'0' 38% 

10 
4 .10 
2.26 

.01 

5.0] 
1.90 

.10 

5.42 
1.74 

5.54 
1.6J 

.01 

5.05 
1.84 

.01 

"' , , .. ~ 

19% 19\ 

14% 20\ 13% 

12\ 12' 15% 

56% 45% 

52% 40' 36% 

.01 
s 

5.82 
1.52 

.01 

5.54 
1.5::' 

.01 

5.17 
1.!f3 
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11% 

0' " 
18% 

1" 10' 

Il> " 
3" 

.01 
5 

5.65 
1.51 

.01 

4.94 
2.04 

.01 
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(O~"16 ) 
the MAIN responsibllity r n 

06/11/03 
the rna nu f a ctu t i nq of t obacco p r oduc t s to r edu ce harm to smokers. This could be 

r-Lqë r e t t e s , for exampl e . 

srnoxe r s 

r ë se a rch to find ways of r cdur i nq n Lcori ne 

RES?l 
WEIGllTED TOTAL; 3~~ ~~ 

lInweighted n : :}f'" 16 
The r erte r a I qove rnrne n t 4 H 4 6~ 

YOlH p r cv i nc i e I ')nv't 4'1. f,'i, 

Your .l oc a Lv r e q t oria I gOY ::"'!. .:''11 

Non-gov/Ilon-rrofi.t o r qs 5\ J'j. 

Chi -Squil red; 
+/- points a r ound 50\; 

EKOS nesee r cf As soc t a t e s t nc • 

]9 27 159 101 ]1 199 ::-00 .:'9 31 157 117 185 109 
43 34 14R 93 45 176 ::-.:'3 40 4~ 133 14t1 183 IH 
39~ 42% 45'l1 53'!! 52<j, .51\ 4Th 381, 47% 54\ 51'11 44% 55% 

B'Is 0% 3% 0% 0% 2'" ~% 2\ 3% 3% 0% 2% 3% 

.:!% 13% 7.., 3% 9% 6\ 4% 10\ 0\ S% St. 8\ 4% 

8'" 3% 4% 8% 7\ 6% J\ H 4% 5% n 8% 2% 

" 2\ 11% " " 

ss 
96 
46. 

46 126 13 29 
46 122 74 30 
42% 48% 59% 4H 

1 

51 
53 
53% 

16 15 15 

4% 5'!. 5% 0,," 

8'k ::"% 0% 0\ 

8% H 3% 8% " 

13 
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15 10 15 l' 

'" 19% :6'10 19% 26% 

6% 4'l< 6% 9% 

6% 

10 14 11 

PAGE: 51 



fTCS General Public Sur vey (0946) 06/11/03 
who do you think ehou Id have the MAIN r e s pon s Lb i Li r y to r equ La t e the manufacturing of tcoecco products t o r educe harm to smoke r s . This coure be 
t h rouqh resee r cn to find ways of reduci.nq nicotine content in cigarettes, for e xamp.l e . 

Smokers 

R~SP1 
WEIGHTE:D TOTAL: 

tlnwe Lqht.ed n: 
The federai qove r nment; 

Your pr ov i nr-La j qov ' t 

Your l ocaLy r eq.i ona I qov 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 

Health care profesionls 

The t.ooeccc i ndus t r y 

canecnens t hamse l ve s 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squnred: 
+/- points a r ound ;lO'll: 

ncoeencrc Worl:ing 

ND 

Minority 

Minor Abor 

149 
139 
39\ 

34 321 
31 322 
36\ 50' 

Rural/Urban 

ND Rural Urban 

PAGE: S2 
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TOTAL Parent No 

45 
4S 
32\ 

" 3\ 4\ 

104 294 
106 293 

43\ 49' 

3\ 2% 

6\ 5\ 

25% ~5'1 

10% 5% 

la 

FTCS General Public so cvey (09461 06/11/03 
Who do you think shonId have the MAIN r e s pons i b i Li t y ta regulate the manufacturing of tobacco praducts to reduce harm t o smokers. This could be 
t h rouqh r e s ee r ch r o Und ways o ï r ë duc i nq nt cot i ne content in cigarettes, for e x amp Le . 

Smokers 

RESPI 
WSIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qtit ed n: 
The federal qove r nmen t 

Your p r ov i nc La L qovtt; 

'rour l oca l z r eq i ona I gov 

Non-rjov Znon-p r o t i t o r qs 

Heal th ce r e p r o f e s i on l s 

The r enacco Lndus t r y 

caneo t aos ruemse Lve s 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Sque t-ed : 
+/- po Lnts a r cund 50\: 

F$OS R .... ,<:0<'1 r r-h A.'l.<;a<- i "tes 1 ne. 

399 
399 
p, 

158 
162 
51\ 

240 243 
231 254 

45% 52\ 

Ha r'rn - Smokers 

.. 7% 1% 

Risk to canedt ens 

68 
67 

'" 
79 154 146 
85 153 142 
48\ 42' 54\ 

canao i cns Smoke 

TOTAL c 25'fi 25-50% 51% + Serieus Not ser i cus Not Increas Same Decreas rnc r ee s Maintn seouce Elimin 

reo Government j nvo Iveme nt 

399 
399 ", 

84 354 
90 351 
43% 50% 

App ropr La t a-Tt; 

5% 4\ 

3% 1\ 1\ 

" 0\ 4% 

6% 4t 3\ 

1. 5\ H 4\ 

BI 
BI 
56\ 

" S3 
31% 

Yes ND 

5\ 6' 

3\ 4\ 

28' 

7% 2\ 5\ 

2n 

157 
15' 
60% 

" 
5\ 6\ 

72 
75 
27. 

205 
202 
60% 

173 
175 
34% 

25111 27% 23\ 3" 

6\ ln- 5\ 

3% 10% 3% 

" H: 6\ 6\ " 

0% 

" 

21% 

" 5\ 6\ 

110 12% 6% 

(.10) 
12 Il 

38. 

12% 

" 
10% . 
" 
'" 20\ 29\ 

(.10) 
B 

LOS) 
6 

11% 

(.101 
15 lB 

(.01) 
11 Il 

lU " 

58 204 
58 204 
5~1% 50\ 

" 5\ 5\ 

Ha rrn - SHS 

41 318 
39 321 
27\ 48\ 

0\ 6\ 

0'1. 4\ 

32\ 23% 

13% 6'1! 

22% 6'1. 

16 

PAGE: 53 

3% 

15\ " 
(.01) 

11 
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Dt 2\ 5% 2\ , 
7% 6'11 

eaeecesaœessesees 

5\ 5\ 

3\ 4% 

25\ 25\ 23% 

5'11 6% 6% 5% 

" 6\ 5\ 5% 5% 

13 
(.01) 

la 5 



FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
who et se do yeu t.h I nk s hou l d have r e spons Lba Li tv Eor r equ I a t Lnq the manufe ct ur i.nq of t.ooecco p r oduc t s to reduce harm to smo ke r s . 

Smo ke r s 

Region Gender Age Education 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r out Qlle Atl Male fem <20 20-:!4 25-44 45. HS Coll Univ -::$20K ::0-40:1 50-'° BO-90:1 100K+ 

tncome 

RSPlB 

Unweighted n : 
The reoe r a.ï qove rnment 

ïour p r ov i nc i a I qov ' t 

Ycu r lo~~al/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit ergs 

He a Lt h rare profesionls 

The tcbacco induscry 

caneo t ans t hemse t ves 

DK/NR 

Ch i. -Squa r ed : 
-r- points around 50\: 

EKOS gesee r cb Assoc t e ces r oc . 

" 

368 39 
]71 ]3 
2]% 3]\ 

]9\ 291 

16\ 11\ 

19% 20\ 

t9\ 15\ 

1::% 3% 

11% 14'1s 

38 23 147 !JO 30 lfl4 1R3 
41 29 140 84 44 L64 207 
JO% 13% 22% ::O'l! 24\ 2n ~5% 

2<1% ::6'!i 34't 61\ 39\ ]1% 41\ 

H .u % 9'11 B't 17% 9\ 9\ 

::1% 12\ 16\ 16\ 22\ 16\ 16\ 

23\ 27% 20% 13\ 22% 18\ 20\ 

15\ 14%- :;2\ 19\ 19\ 20\ lB%- 

(j'li 1:\ 1211 19\ 6\ 13\ Il%- 

H 22% t2\ Sl 9% IH Sl 

lB 11 15 

ZS JO 149 108 169 104 
38 41 1::7 136 168 109 
13\ 34% 24% 20\ 24% 22\ 

45'11 0\ 45\ 35% 41% 43'%: 

10\ 17% 10\ 8% 8\ 14\ 

10\ 18\ 17\ 18\ lU 25'11 

6\ 10\ 22'11 18\ 21\ 16\ 

18\ 29\ 18\ 2]% 21\ 17% 

17% IH 12% 14% 15\ 15' 

13\ 10\ 10% 11\ 9\ 9\ 

t6 
.cs 

8 

91 
s i 
20. 

42 120 
43 116 
20'lo; 26\ 

66 26 49 
68 ~7 50 
20\ 11'11 26\ 

SOl 20\ 35'l1 

5\ 11\ H 

13% 25\ 15\ 

13' 19% 20% 

21\ 201 24\ 

9% 3\ 9't 

9% 26\ 10\ 

12 19 14 15 

'~ 

33. 52'l1 35\ 

PAGE: :'4 
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,. . .. _J_ 

15% 9\: 

15> 17% 16\ 

TOTAL Parent 

Household Working Minori ty Rural/Urban 

19. 11\ 26\ 

F.'AGE: 55 

16\ 20\ 

6\ 16'l1 

15. 14\ 7\ 

No Ye, No Miner Abor No Rural Urban 

la 15 
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'" 

sreokar s 

FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
\~ho else do vou thlnk sbou.tc have responsibility for regulating t.he ma nu f a c t.ur Lnq of tobacco products ta cecuce ha rm to smcke c s . 

RSPIB 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qn t.ed n: 
The f erfe r a L qove r nmen t 

Your provincial gov't 

l'our local/regional qov 

Non -qcvynon-p r o t i t orgs 

Hee J th ca r e p ro t e s l on I s 

The r ooacco i ndus t r y 

ceneo i ans themselves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- points a r oond 'i0'l.: 

368 
371 
23% 

150 
155 
21\ 

218 
216 
24\ 

229 
240 
2" 

133 
126 
2<1\ 

40 

" 18% 

30 
29 
25% 

297 
300 
'3% 

275 
::75 
22" 

39% 41. 38% 41' 37. 32% 

1" " " la' 

1" ". lB. 1" 16. 15. 
1" 20" 17\ 1" 200 

l~\ ". 21\ 14. ". 
12% 14' lU 1" 1~'11 15' 

1" la' 12. 14. 

••• 39\ 37. 40' 

10' " la' 

1" t" •• 19. 

1" 1'1% ", 20' 

la' 2n 1" 20% 

o. 14% .. 13 • la. ". 
19 10 



fTC:S General Public Su r ve y (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e l s e do you t h Lnk should have responsibi1ity for r aquj a t i nq the manufacturinq of t obaccc products to reduce harm tc emoke rs . 

smoker s 

canedt ans Smoke Ha rrn - Smo ke r s Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians rad Government Involvement 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ .sa ~ Serious Not Serious Not Inr:reas Sarne Decreas r ncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

RSPIB 
368 
371 
23~ 

" " '1% 

1 ~l 
l ~3 
22'1; 

78 333 
84 339 
27\ 23% 

31 ~94 
29 300 
17% 23\ 

61 
61 

'" 
135 
132 

1" 
75 
11 

'" 
'" 146 
2" 

79 
80 
22% 

'" 
" 1" 

12. 
11% 

1" 
16' 

11 

Appr cpr Lat.e- fG 

WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 
!Jnweighted n: 

rne fede r a l government 

39' 37' 49\ 41'1; . 
17\ 9% 

" 91 

'" 
141 
141 
2" 

", os, 

'es No 

]7, YOUf provin ... -i e L gov't 

Your Lcce Ly re q.i ona I IJOv " 
21% 40\ 39\ '" 1" " 

60 
63 
20\ 

193 
192 
26\ 

156 
160 

1" 

Non-gov /non-p r o ï I t o rqa '" 19% 16% 

". '" 
12. ", 

25% ", '" 

He a l.t h ce re pr n te s l.on l s 1" 20% 12% 19% 

6\ 9\ " " 10\ 

19% 20\ 

10. 10\ 

16'1< 21> 25'!< 20% 

11\ 

19\ 16% 19' 

27% '" 

" 
'" 16% ". 

'flle t ooe ccc industry 19% 

1" 16% 14' 

12' '" 

2" 1" 22' 

caneoï ens tnems e i ves 12% lU IH 12\ 

18\ 19\ '" lB' 21\ 

.05 
11 

PAGE: 56 

11\ 

25% .. 
12\ 1" 

14. 

20' lU 12' DK/NR l.U 10. 8% lU 

1" 
lU 21% 23% 19' 

12 
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Chi-Sq\J;'II:"~d: 
'1- po i nr s a round r)Q'j.,; 13 11 

'" 
10% Il%: 14' 11% 11' 

EKOS Res"i'lrch Asso- t at.es r nc . 

14' 

16% 10% 12' 15% 13' 

ra 11 13 

FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility to reduce the number of youth who t a kë up smoking 

Smokers 

Region Gender Age Education Incarne 

TOTAL Be A1b Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20~24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

57 
92 
92 
29' 

RESP2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 794 107 76 55 304 190 

Unweighted n: 795 88 BI 70 286 183 
The federa1 government :'3\ 25% 1 H 26% 2H 2a 

Your provincial gov't 13% 10\ 13\ 12% 14\ 11\ 

l'our local/regional qov 7% 9~ 7% 4\ 6% 6\ 

Non-gov/non-proHt orgs 6% n 5% 5\ 5\ 8\ 

Haa Ltf ce r e profesionls 5% 4'8 4% 4% 5\ 4% 

The cooe ccc i ndustry 5% 6\ 4\ 6% n 3\ 

63 391 404 
87 343 452 
20'11 24% 22'" 

68 307 236 384 209 189 
92 256 298 385 216 184 
21% 28\ 27% 21\ 25% 23% 

98 240 144 
99 242 145 
16\ 25\ 24\ 

7% 11\ 15'" 

11% 8% 5% 

H 4'!! 6\ 

5\ 5\ 3\ 

6\ 5\ 6\ 

28' 

20' 1" 16\ 15\ 10'11 13% 15\ 12% 10% IH 17\ 

" 8' " 

10' " 

20% 

12\ 7% 6% " 10\ 8\ 4\ 7'1, 5\ 5% 

" " 
6\ 6% 6% 10\ 7% 5\ 6\ 7% 5\ 7\ 

10 

PAGE: 57 

" 
OK/NR 

:l8% D'li 46% 40% 36% 41\ 34\ 36% 40% 24% 34\ 32% 39% 40\ 38% 34% 40\ 39\ 38% 31\ 28% 

" 
13 10 

Canadi,dn:; thems e Lv es 

Ch i e Squa r ec : 
+1- points a round 50%: 11 12 

5'f1 3\ 6% 11> 4% 4\ 5% 5% 4% 5% 
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EKOS aesee rr-b As soc-Lar e s r nc . 

3\ 5~ 6% 9% 6% 5\ 5\ 6\ 4\ 

" " 2\ " " 
11 11 10 



nc:s rene r e t r'ubj i c sur vey (0946) 06/11/03 
who do you t h I nl; shouto have the MAIN re s pons i b i Li r y t o reduce the number of yout h who t a ke up smoking 

Smokers 

RESP2 
Wf,IGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe j qht ed n : 
The tede r a I qove r nment 

You r pr ov i nma I qov ' r 

'r our Iocaïy r eqj ona I qov 

Non-iqov Znon-p r of i t o r q s 

He a l r h ra r e pr o te s ion Ls 

The t or.acr-o .i ndus t r v 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red : 
./- points a round ~)O\: 

TOTAL Parent 

194 
795 
23% 

3" 

" 

Household 

323 
325 
24\ 

15> 

3tH, 

.05 
5 

Working Minority 

65 
62 
15' 

1" 

" 

38' 

12 

NO 

635 
630 
23\ 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

209 
217 

1" 
5" 
578 

'" 

PAGE: 58 

No Minor Abor 

12% 

No 

411 
410 
:::2% 

99 
99 
27% 

'" )6, 

502 279 
520 162 
25'k 19% 

tH ln 1" 

" 

FTCS r,en~l-,11 Publ il- survey (O!H61 06/11/03 
Who do yeu t h i n k should have the MAIN re spons Lbf Li t y to r educe the number of youth ..... ho take up smoking 

Smo ke r s 

RESP2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
The t ede r aI government 

Your provincial gov't 

Your local/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-profi t o r q s 

ne at r n ca re profesionls 

'tho r ooecco j nuust r y 

Ca nad i a n s rhemsa Ive s 

llK/NR 

Ch.i -sque reo . 
.;- points a r ounc SO');: 

EKOS Re se a rch As soc i at e s r nc . 

canao i ans Smo ke 

1% 

5'li .1\ 

Harm - SHS Risk to ceoectt ans Fed Government: Involvement 

794 
195 
23% 

13' 

" 

'" 

109 
108 
24% 

lB. 

'" 35'1: 43'11 34' 

61' 
621 
24\ 

13' 

" 

31' 

151 
141 
13% 

" 

3.'1% 

165 
179 
'4% 

3:::6 
325 
20' 

269 
259 
25. 

lH 

38' 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ .')1\'" se r i ous Not se r Ious Not r nc r eas seme oec r eas tnc r eas aa i nr.n Reduce Elimin 

Appropri.ate-FG 

3\ 6\ 

.10 
la 

He rm - Srno ke r s 

398 
399 
24. 

188 
105 
2~% 

694 
102 
23% 

" 81 
17% 

12\ 1" 13' 11% 12% 15\ 

156 
162 
36% 

405 
404 
3H 

331 
335 

'" 
er 

" " " 
10% 

318 
313 
22\ 

145 
141 
19% 

162 
160 
12\ 

3" 31% ". '" 32% 40' 

15% 12% la. 12% 1" 

1 .o n 
11 

5% 

.10 

" 6% 

" 
" 

30% 34% '" 41' 33' 42% 

" 
.01 

a 
.01 

5 

PAGE: 59 
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Ii'TCS Gene r a L Public Su r ve y (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e t se do yeu th1nk ehou Id have r e spons Lb.i Lk t.y cc r enuce the numbe r of yout h who t a ke up smoking 

Smoke rs 

RSP2B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ert n: 
Thf! federal qove r nme nt; 

Your prov i ncl aj qov t t 

Your lQçc,} Iregional qov 

Non-qev /nOIl-rrof i t o r qs 

uee ï en ,'"ce cro t e s i onj s 

The r coecco Lridus t ry 

Canadians themsel ve s 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e rouno 5Q'k: 

EKOS sesee rr-n As soc i a t a s j nc . 

Region Gender Age Education ........... _-="""' ......... _-~ .. ~ .. ""~--- .. _ .. "'="""" .. _ .... "'=_~_ ..... __ .. c_c=_"' .. __ .. _ .. _~"''''''"' .. == .. ,.. ...... .... _ .... .. _.,"' .. ~ .. __ ..... "''''= ..... _ Incarne 

TOTAL BC l'lib Pr aLr Ont Oue Atl Hale Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45-1- HS Coll unrv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

755 98 
759 82 
2U .:::\ 

73 

" 1" 
~2 291 181 
fi6 277 173 
23'.\ 22'l1 22'11 

60 374 381 
8] ]29 430 
IH 2]\ 19\ 

52 66 297 225 367 19B 179 
72 90 247 283 370 204 176 
21% 20 '::6'11 19\ 11)'11 23% 23'11 

3'::\ 34'10 36\ 28\ 3B\ 30\ 31\ 33\ Hi'!; 39% 40% 33'11 27% 41\ 33\ 
H 

20% 26'1. 22'1s 18\ IB% 25f1! 19% 
H 

20% 18\ 16'11 20\ 16% 22\ 20% 

'" 21'1. 18% 21\ 

lBl. lH 11> IH ln 19\ 

2f1'11 20\ 22\ 2'1\ 25\ 25\ 21% 25\ 16\ 18% 30\ 26\ 29\ 

15\ 21' 11' 12'11 12'11 lH 23% lH 15'1; 20't 18'1; 17% 159; 14% 15% 15% 

22'1; 22% 19% 11% 239; 23% 26% 27\ 25% 17\ 22% 2U 25% 

17% 18% 26% 18% 13\ 20% 14\ 17% 16\ 19\ 9\ 11\ 19\ 19\ 12\ 14\ 

11 
.10 
5 11 12 11 10 10 

06/11/03 

smote r s 

RSP2B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

lInweighted n : 
The federal qove rnmen t 

rour provincial gov't 

Your j or-al z r eq i ona I qov 

Non-'J(Jv/non-profit ergs 

Hea Lt h r-a re p r o f e s i ou l s 

The tonecco Lndus r ry 

caneo ians t hems s Lve s 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squared: 
~/- po i nt s «round ~)O'l!; 

EKOS nese e rch ns soc t at es rnc • 

xouseno td Minority Rural/Urban 

90 2]4 137 
91 234 138 
17% 19% 29' 

26' 33% 35\ 

11'11 21% 22\ 

20\ 19'11 20\ 

30\ 27\ 22\ 

13% 15% 11'11 

29% 20% 22% . 
17\ 20% 10% 

.10 
10 

PAGE:: 60 

s; 
54 
23% 

89 
89 
25\ 

32\ '" 

Working 

TOTAL Parent No No Minor Aoor Rural Urban 

'" '" 
IH '" 

ves 

755 314 441 485 256 
7!'>9 316 40 505 242 
:1'1. 25'l1 18'!. 23'l1 19'1; 

ss 
96 
25% 

60 603 199 556 
58 604 209 550 
16% 21% 20% 21\ 

)4, 1" 

21. 11\ 

32% 40\ 26% 35'11 26\ 

20~ 21'6 IB't 21'11 17\ 

32\ 31\ 32'11 30\ 33\ 

'" 1" 
10% 10\ 

28'11 23\ 19% 19\ 20\ 

13 10 
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18'11 18~ IB\ 18\ lB'!! 20\ 19\ 15% 19% 13\ 

2 S'II 24'15 :6\ 2]% ~9';; 23% 

PAGE: 61 

15\ 14% 15% 16\ 12'10 :0% 15\ 16\ 14' 

17\ ln 19\ 15\ 20\ 18'1\ 16% tH IH 

.01 , .05 
10 13 



FTG; Gp.i1~r,;l PubLir- 
W!Vj "el:;;~' dl) '(011 r ht nt 

IoJEIr;HTED TOTAL: 
tlnw"!iqhtr:d n: 

The r ede r e l qove r nmen t 

Y'mr lo,~;,l/region<l: qov 

Nun-g .... v Znon-pr o t Lr o r qs 

Th" t,'r-,,'Y0 j ndu s t rv 

[lJ</NR 

Ch i -Sque r ed : 
~/. r'l~nt:; -s r ound 50'1.: 

EKOS Re s ee r r-h As sor-i a t e s Lnc . 

1f)'lH) Ob/l1/0::! 
h'lv(> r e s porislbr t Lr ç r n (""dllo'€' the numbe r o e you t h wh" t"h" up smok i nq 

Appr op r i at e c pr; Ha r rn - Smoke r s Ha r m - SHS Risf; to Canao i ens red Government Invol vernant 

TOTAL '~')% :5-50'1. 51~· Ser ï ous Not se r i ous Not i nc-r e as Same Decreas t ncr ees Maintn Reduce Elirnin Yes No 

20\ 

'" 

~O'J, 16' 21' 11> 

13' 

'" , .. 

153 
159 
~5% 

307 
302 
~5\ 

138 
101 
20\ 

148 
148 

1" 
39~ 310 
393 316 
26% IH 

10 

2l'!. 

'" 1 ~\ 16\ 161 

16'ti 4H 23'1, 

19'1; 

141 19% 

18% 17% 1" 

21% liH 

l ::'~ 18% 20% 

1 4'~ 13' 26\ 

25% 25% 18\ 

26% ~5' 

18% 12\ 

:::0% 2:'% 20\ 

.01 .01 

20' 

.01 
8 

~AGE: 6::' 

321 

.01 
5 11 

.... C· 

fTes 0"n<'1",11 1'11111 S'lrv.-,y 10'l~tJJ 
WIK' dro "1"" rhin~; <;11("1llld h sve 'tir. ~!l\fN r e s pouarbi.Lr t v t.-, r acu.-e smuqq Ld nq o t ci që r e e t ea 

WF.II,HTED TOT':"L: 
l'n-";'è:l'1h' ert n: 

The f""!',r J. qc v=r nmenr 

tue I"O[""·"~'··'"' \ ndus t ry 

("dn;"Ol"ns rhorsse t ves 

DK/NR 

. / - p') 1 nt- s 

TOTAL SC 

'" 40', 

Region 

Alh r r at r Ont 

Ge nde r Age 

06/11/03 

HS 

19: 117 
196 116 
63'10 7:'- 

n 

0\ 0'1; al 0\ 

0'1; O~ O~ 015 

" 

Coi l 

" 

" 
~, 10,," 

r ncome 

unt v <S20K ~0-49 SO-79 80-99 100K+ 

89 
89 

'" 
" " '" 

30 
28 
72\ 

..:"6 161 10:: 
,1~ 154 Cjg 
b6,!; 641 6fil 

IJ~ 0\ 

0' 

At l Male <zü 20-24 ~5-4 4 45 .. 

" 46 
60' 

1:1 
i. ~6 
6a 

" 41 

'" 
0' 

0' 7% 

r"m 

.::'~ 201 203 
36 i 15 :30 If.' ';1)1; 671 

35 164 \24 
46 133 160 
lU 69\ 6~% 

ii% 12~ 12\ 19% 

" 
3% 

19 15 

:5 
33 
65î 

O'lo 0';; O~ 0\ m ()'I, O·.. 0% 

8'1. 10't, 01 l'A 

" 
0' 0% 0% 0\ 
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la 

4% 6\ 3\ 

6\ 15% " " 
L% 

10 11 ]q 
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0611l/03 FTCS General Public Su rve y (0946) 
~Iho do yeu t.h Lnk ahou Id have the MAIN responslbilicy co r educe smuqq H nq o f cLqa r e t t ë s 

Smoke r s 

aesru 
Wl!:IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The fedar a I qcve rnrnent; 

'l'our provincial qcv ' t 

'four local/reqional qcv 

Non-qov/non-profit o r qs 

HCF.ll th '-<1 re prof.esionls 

The r cbecco industry 

canadt ans t hemse l vea 

DK/NR 

Cb LvSquar ed : 
+/- points arouno SOl.: 

EKOS Research Assoc t at es Inc. 

Rouseho Id Warking Minarity Rural/Urban 
~ .. _ .. __ ~~ __ "' "'''' .. ''''''',. =''' "."'= .. _ ~ c"'''' _ .. = '" __ ~ .. 

TOTAL Parent No Ye s No Minor Abar No Rural Urban 

~ 04 160 243 256 14.0 
405 162 24) 261 138 
66\ 66% 66\ 67% 66\ 

53 
51 
60' 

3 ~ 318 107 297 
32 321 112 293 
66\ 68% 59\ 69\ 

13% 14'l1 12\ 15\ 11\ 15. 9\ 13\ 21% 10\ 

4% 2i 5% 4\ 4% , 
0' 0% 0% D'II 0\ 

" 6\ 3\ 2% 5% 

o. 0\ 0% 0\ 0' 

01; 0% 0% 0% 0'11 0' 0% 0% 0\ 0% 

3\ H 2% 4\ l'II o. 5' 3% 2% 3'11 

15% IH 8% 12% 8% 

5\ 5\ 5% 6% 4\ 3' 6\ )\ 6'11 " 
(.011 

6 
(,05) 

9 14 17 

PAGE: 64 
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FICS General Public:: Su r vë y (09~61 
Who do you r b i nk should have the MAIN respansibllity ta r eccce smuggllng of c I qa r e t t e s 

smoker s 

RE:~P] 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : 
Tlle federal qove rnmant; 

'l'our p r ov i nc i a I qov ' t 

vcur Lor-e l z r eq Lona j qov 

Non-gov/non-profi.t ores 

Hea Lt h ce r e pr o f e s Lonj s 

The t obec-co Lndus t r y 

cenecn ens t hems e Lve a 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- point!'! e rouod ::'0%: 

EKOS aesea rcn Assoc t ar.es rnc . 

06/11/03 

Canadlans Smo kë Harm - Smoke r s - SHS Risk ta Canadians red Gove rnrnent; Involvement Appropriate-FG ~~ __ "'''''''''' =''~ __ m __ ", .. _"' __ ~œ ...... ~_=_ .... __ .. __ .... "'== __ .. _ .. ~ .. "'= .. .. == ~ .. = = .... _ .. __ ~= .... _ .. ~ __ .. _= __ .. _ .. _ = .. __ ...... .. _ .. '" 

TOTAL c ::::5'11 25-50% 51% + ser t ous Not Serious Not r nc r e as seme peer aas Increas Maintn Reduce Ed Lm i n Ye, No 

'0. .05 
'" 

59 217 
~7 ~11 
65% 68% 

358 
363 
681 

43 
40 ." 

316 
321 
681 

79 
77 
62\ 

B9 
se ", 

159 
161 
64. 

140 
136 
641 

" 90 

'" 
161 
158 
76. 

66 
68 
541 

81 200 
81 199 
5)\ 75\ 

168 
172 
60' 

92 
671 

13% 16% 1H " 141 " 13' 14% 161 11' 13' 121 10' 12% 19\ 10% 16% 
1% H 0' 21 6' 3\ 

o. 0% 0\ 0' 0' 0' o. o. o. 0' o. o. D'Il 0\ o. 
0' D'II 0% o. o. o. o. o. o. 0' o. 0' o. 0' 0% 0% o. 

5~ 2\ 21 9% 6% 2% 

" B'!; H " " 20. " " " 12%- 71 " 181 6% 7\ 10' .. 15'11 5\ 61 61 11 " 11% 3% 

13 
(.Ol) 

10 5 12 
( .10l 

11 7 

( .05) 
15 5 

( .10) 
11 10 

( .01) 
10 
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FTCS G"!nero'll Public survey (0946) 
who ei se do yo» t h i nk shou l d nave r e sponsLh.i Lirv t o ceooce emuqq l Lnq of cigarettes 

Smoka r-s 

RSP38 
v.'SIGHTED TOrl\L: 

unwa ighted n : 
The federal qove rnmant 

You r provincial qov t t 

YOUt- Loca L' req.i ona L gOY 

Non-gov /non-pr c t i t orgs 

Health ca r e pr o Ie s i on l s 

The t ooecco i ndus t r y 

ceneof ans themselves 

DK/NR 

Chi-squared: 
.. /- points e r ound 50\: 

[KOS aese arch Assoct e tes Inc. 

Region Gende r Age 

06111/03 

Education 

TOTAL SC Alb Pr a Lr Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 ~0-::!4 .2S-44 45-4- HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

Incarne 

37B 
380 
13% 

44 
36 
.26% 

" 4S 

" 
24 141'1 
32 142 
14\ 11'11 

94 
91 
12% 

?'l 184 194 
34 161 219 
9\ 9% 17\ 

23 
31 

" 
33 156 116 
43 126 150 
20% 13% 13\ 

184 111 
187 109 
12\ 15% 

54% 66\ 

16\ 14\ 

5\ 6\ 

4% 6\ 

8\ S% 

17% 11% 

17\ 14\ 

79 
81 

'" 
45 112 
45 116 
13\ 14% 

28 
26 
12% 

12 
12 

" 
39 
39 
22\ 

56% '" 53% 61> 46\ 54% 58\ '" 66% 58% 55\ 50% 50% 59% 61' sa, 59% 

16. \9' 1" 14\ 18\ 12% 28% 16\ 16% 1" 31\ 18\ 14% 16% 16% 27% 16\ " " 
" 

13\ H: " 3' 3\ 7% 8% 2\ 4\ 7% 7% 8% " o. " 
10' 

15% 

1" 10' 

16\ 4\ 6\ 3\ 6\ 2\ 5% 5% 

lU 7% 11% 9% 

5% 6% " 

(.011 
16 

18\ 14\ li 19% 8\ lU 

17\: 17% la 

8% 16% 19\ 

18 15 

'" 9\ 1::\ 15% 

29% 15% lU 28'11 ln 1811 
" 8% 

15% 19\ 14% 1" 18% " ~o, 19\ 18\ 5' 24% 11% 19% 16\ 19% 20% 20' 8% 

15 
.01 

11 , 
( .101 

11 15 12 19 16 17 10 

PAGE.: 66 

T 
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FTCS General Public Su rvey (O~46) 
Who else da you think shouId hë ve r espons i b i Li r y to r educe smuggling of cigarettes 

Smok e r s 

RSPJB 
WEiGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqhr ed n : 
'l'he r ade r a I qove r nmen t 

YOllC p rov i nc I .. l gov't 

You r local! r eq i ona I qcv 

Non-gov/non-protit n r q s 

Hea Lt h car e p r o f e s Lon Ls 

The t obeoco t ndus t r v 

caneo t ans r hemse l ve s 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red: 
~/- pc r nt s a r ound 50\: 

EKOS gese a r cf As soct at es l nc . 

Rousebo ï o 

TOTAL Pa r e nt; 

Woc):ing Hinority 

No Yes Hi no r Abor 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

06/11/03 

PAGE: 67 

No 

37P. 150 ::28 240 13.2 
) .. 0 15:: 228 244 131 

1-''' 1.5'1< l:!% 12\ 16V1 

52 
50 
15% 

56\ 59\ 54\ 57% 56\ 52\ 

16" 1<)\ 15\ H\ 17% 30' 
6% 5\ H 4\ 6\ 4\ 

n 6% 3'!i 5\ 3% 

12\ 10% 11\ 9'1; 9\ 10' 

22\ 15\ 14% 15% 18\ la 

17'11 lH 19\ 16% 18\ 16% 

14 

33 295 102 276 
31 299 106 274 
21\ 12\ 10\: 1H 

60\ 58\ 56% 56% 

26\ lH, 11\ 18% 

10\ 4% 3% 6% 

10\ 4% 3\ 5'1< 

1H 9\ 7% lI\: 

9\ 14% 20\ 13% 

13\ 17% 15\ 18% 

18 10 
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fTCS Ge.net"i11 Pub l i c sur vey '0946) 
Who e Lse do YO\l think should have cesponsibillty to reduce smugglinq of cigarettes 

Smcke r s 

RSP3[l 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
The rede ra i qove r nnent. 

Your provincial qcv ' t. 

You r local/regional gOY 

Nan-gov/non-profit orgs 

Health r-ar e p ro te s i on l s 

The tobacco industry 

cenedr ens chemse Lves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squdt"ed: 
.. /- points around ')O~: 

EKOS aasee r cn As soc i ar.es 'ï nc . 

06/11/03 

60 
62 
za 

70 
72 
1)\ 

8' 
as 
13. 

155 
151 

" 

Cenad Lans Smo ke Harm - Smokers Ha rrn - SHS Ri s k to Canadians fed Governrnent 'ïnvo Ivemenc App r op r i a t a-Ft; ~- .. ---~~~~~ .... ----~~=~ .... - .. ---== .. ~--- ... -- ~= ........ - .. _~ .. =~"" .. _ .. ---~= ...... _- .. --""~ .... "' ....... - .. ~-=~ ...... - .. -=------- .. - .. _------- _ .. _ .... __ ..... _--==- 

Region Gender . Age Education 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Que Atl M'Il"" Fern .::20 20-24 25-44 45" HS Coll unt v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

91 
91 
36' 

7~6 107 
197 88 
27% 25~ 

77 S5 302 193 
8~ 70 28') 185 
22~ 30\ 29% 29\ 

63 391 106 
87 343 454 
24\ 32% 23\ 

68 311 237 384 209 190 
92 259 299 386 216 185 
24\ 30~ 33\ 25\ 35\ 24\ 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51% + Serious Not Seriaus Not Increas seme Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Eliml.n Yes No 

378 
380 
13' 

55 
54 
10' 

205 
199 

'" 
81 
8B 
14. 

339 
344 
13> 

37 296 
)4 )01 
18% 13% 

" 73 

'" 
85 
92 

" 
147 
149 
16. 

131 
"7 
14' 

65. 62. 

193 
192 

14% 

159 
161 
12' 

56% '" 56. 59. 57% 47% 59\ 48. 58. 57. 53. 
26. '" 

52\ 41' 64. 51> 

Hi% '" la 18% 10. '4% 15> 14. 

6% 

'" 12. 

8. 10. 15% 17. 

15. 18' 

17. .. 10' " 5> 5> " " 10. 4% " 

" '" 

" " " 4% 0% 5'" " " 

( .01) 
10 
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" 
12\ 13> " 

10. 11% 15> 15> 

" 
10. " 14% 10. 8\ 11% 15. 8. 8. 

20. 20% 31% 14' 

4% 

.10 
12 12 
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98 242 145 
98 243 146 
28\ 27% 23\ 

7% 15% 17\ 

6% 9% 5~ 

15% 15\ 17~ 

10% lU 15% 

7\ 4% 7% 

20\ 15\ 12\ 

6% HI 4% 

10 
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sreoker a 

RESP4 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

l1n ..... eighted n: 
The fede r a l government 

rour pr ov i nc i a I qovv t 

"(our local/regional gOY 

Non-tjov z non-p r of Lt; o r qs 

Health ce re profesionls 

t'he t obecco i ndus t r y 

Cartad i an s rnems e rve s 

OK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
+/- points ar ound 50\: 

EKOS nese a rch As soc i ac es Inc , 

15> '" 16. 13. 15% 10% 15\ 13% 17. 16' 12' 

Incarne 

rrcs General Public survey (0946) 06/11/0) 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility for programs and act t v i t Ies ta reduce the number of smoke r s , j Lxe p t oq r ama ta help eecke es quit. 

'" '" '" 

58 
57 
36. 

'" lB. 

17. '" 

18% 15' 16. 25~ 15\ 28% 16% 

10> 

" 
11\ '\ 

o. 

13 10 

13 
(.10) 

17 , 10 
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10 11 

53 
73 
19~ 

6'1; 12\ 14% lEi'!; 9\ 17'11 13% 16\ 17% 1)\ 14\ 16\ 16\ 19. 

8~ 5\ 11\ 3\ 9% 6\ 6\ 6\ 9% 15\ a' 5% 7' 6% 10\ 8% 

18% 13\ IH 13\ 23% 12~ 18% 15\ 15\ 15\ 16\ 14\ 15\ '" 
12% 1'J; lH 13% 14'15 7\ I2~ 9\ 14\ 16' 8\ Il\- 12\ 11\ 8\ 16% 

5% 9\ 5\ 6\ n 3\ 9\ H 3% 10\ 6% 3% 6% 5% 3\ 

IH 10'1< 12\ 20\ 13~ 18~ 15\ 13\ 15% 10~ 10% 16\ 18\ 12\ 10\ " 
4% 2\ H 3% 3\ 6% 2'1! 4\ 3\ )'1. 4% 5\ 2\ 4\; 4% .. 

(.05) 
10 

.01 
11 5 

.05 
11 12 11 10 



Rural/Urban 

TOTAL Parent 

796 
797 

'" 
jS. 

" 
15\ 

1" 

H' 

Household 

324 
326 
31' 

13\ 

" 
lB' 

12% 

11> 

.10 
5 

No 

473 
,7) 

25\ 

17' 

" 
14% 

11\ 

16\ 

Worlcing 

5o, 
522 
31> 

15\ 

" 
'" 
12% 

" 
12\ 

.01 , 

No 

279 
262 
21' 
1" 
11% 

17. 

lU 

17. 

Minorlty 

Minor Abor 

99 
99 
2" 
16\ 

5% 

11% 

13' 

4% 

18' 

3\ 

10 

65 
62 

". 
10' 

15' 
22% 

.. 
11\ 

6\ 

12 

Smokers 

l'Tes General Public sur vey (09461 06/11/03 
Who do y011 think shou1d have the MAIN r e s pon s Lb i Li t y for programs and act r v i t i.es ta reduce the number of srnoke r s , l Lke p r cq r ams ta he1p smoke r s quit. 

Smokers 

RSSP4 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i.qh r ert n : 
The federal qove r nme nt. 

You r pr ov Lnc i a l qov't 

vour loc a j z r eq i ona I qov 

ucn-cov/ncn-prot i t orgs 

He a Lr h c ... re p r of es t on l s 

The t.oceccc industry 

canac t ane themselves 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Squa red : 
"/- points around 50\: 

t:KOS ge se e r cf ns soc t aces Inc. 

RSSN 
WSTGHTSD TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The t ade r a I qcve r nment 

You r provincial gov't 

Your locallregional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit orqs 

Health ca r e pr of ea Lon l s 

The t ooacco industry 

cenecnens themse l ve s 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squa red: 
+/- po l nr s around 50\: 

SKOS aesee rcn xs soc t at.e s Inc. 

·'.IL .•. , 

No Rural Urban 

637 
636 
,7\ 

207 
215 
'5% 

590 
582 
28. 

15' '0' 17' 

7\ ., 
15% lS. 15% 

". H' 

" " 
'" '" 13% 

" " " 

PAGE: 70 
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1 l 

Risk to Canadians Appropriate-fG 

FTCS cene r.aj Public Sur ve y (094fîl 06/11/03 
Who do yO\J th i n k shou Id have the MAIN responsibility for programs and activities t o r educe the numbe r of smoke r s , j Lka programs to help smoke r s quit. 

cenao i ans Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

TOTAL -: 25' ~5-50% 51'1<" se r i oos Not ser t ous Not tncr ee s Same nec r ee s r nc ceas Maintn nedoce Elimln 'r e s No 

Fed cove r nment Involvement 

796 
797 
27\ 

15\ 

lS' 

12' 

14. 

108 
107 
~9% 

18% 

10\ 

., 
( .05) 

9 

398 
399 
3o, 

'" 
" ". 

" 
'" 
" 

,.9 
196 
27\ 

13\ 

12% 

17% 

" 
" 

1" 

69; 
703 
2" 
16% 

1" 

'" 
" 

12% 

3\ 

( .OU 

96 
88 

'" 
" 

12% 

" 
13% 

31\ 

10 

616 
627 
3o, 
16\ 

" 
16' 
1" 

" 
11\ 

3\ 

.01 

153 
149 
20\ 

165 325 
180 325 
29% 27% 

269 
259 
28% 

156 
162 
". 

319 
313 
33\ 

1<l7 
149 ,., 

161 
160 

14% 

407 
405 

'" 
331 
336 

'" 
12% 15% , .. '" 16' 17' '" 10. 15. 

" 13\ 5% " " 10. "' 
13' lH 14% 16\ 10\ 13' '3% ,., 1" 20' 

15\ 12% li' •• 11\ 13' 16. " 13' 13\ 

5\ 7% 3\ " 
25' 23\ 18\ 9% 17% lU lU '" 10. 

5% " 3\ " 
.05 .01 

8 
.01 
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l' 

EKOS geae a r ch nssoct e tes t nc . 

rTes General Pub l Lc Survey (0946] 06111/03 
who else do yeu think should have re spons Ibf l i t y for programs and activities to r educe the numoe r of smoke r s , llke p roqr ams to help smoke r s quit. 

Smokers 

necton Gender Ag' Education Incarne 

TOTAL BC Alb pr-a l r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45-+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

RSP48 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 762 104 70 

Unwe i qht ed n : 766 86 76 
The t ede r e I government 21\ 2H lH 

52 291 183 
67 276 \76 
14% 19% lH 

62 374 388 52 
85 328 438 72 
25% 20% 21% 26% 

65 297 229 371 200 179 
89 247 289 373 210 174 
32'5 23% 14\ 22% 19'1o 21% 

91 235 139 
93 234 14] 
21\ 24\ 27\ 

58 
57 
20\ 

Your provincial qcv ' t 35\ 26% 36\ 30% 36% )7% 44% 35\ 35% 31% 44\ 33\ 4U 33% 38\ 37% 40% 35% 33% 3" 
'four Loca Lz r eq Lona I qov l6% 13% 12\ 21% 19% 12% 20% 16\ 15% 26% 21% 19\ IH 14'11 16\ 19% 21\ 16\ 8% 22\ 

Non-gov/non-profit or qs 22' 27% 23'il 25% 22% 18\ 22\ 21% 23% 25% 22% 26%- 20% 17% 28'5 25% 21% 21% 19% 35\ 

Health ca re pr o fe s Lon Ls 26% 30\ 28\ 39% 23% 23% 28\ 22% 30% 19% 19% 28\ 31\ 26% 27\ 27' 24\ 25\ 23% 34\ 

The tobecco Industry 13% 16% 8% 19% 13\ 11\ 11\ 13% 12\ 13% 14% 11% 16% 12% 11\ 16% 12\ 15\ 8% 18% 

Canedf ans tbemse Ives 20\ 20\ 21'11 23\ 20\ 20% 18\ 11% 23% 24% 22% 19% 21\ 21'11 19% 20\ 17% 22% 20\ .l8% 

DK/NR 12\ 12\ 12\ 12% 11\ 15\ 11\ 13% 12\ 11% 4\ H 13% 15% 8\ 11\ 14% 13% 6% 6\ 

cb.t -soue xec: 
+/- points arouno 50\: 

( .051 
12 il 11 li la la 13 

EK(lS sesea rch As soct at es lnc. 

" \ 

PAGE: 72 

rTC~: nenn re I r'rbli,; sucve y (0'146) 06/11/03 
Who et se do you t h t nk shouro have r e s poria i b i Li t y for programs and activities ro reduce the number of smokers, like programs to help smcke r s quit. 

Smo ke r s 

Househo1d Minority Rural/Urban 

PP-.GE: 73 

87 
87 
18\ 

39% 

21\ 

'4\ 

35% 

ln 

17\ 

11 
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wo r k i oq 

No No Rural Urban "0 Minor Abor îOTAL Parent ", 
RSP48 

762 314 448 484 264 
766 317 Hg 504 249 
21'1< 2~~ 20'" 21% 2n 

96 
96 
21\ 

61 609 197 565 
59 610 206 560 
22% ~O% 23% 20\ 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
unve Lqhced n ; 

The tede r a I government 

35% 40\ 32\ 3n 32\ 34. 39% 35\ 36% 35% Your provincial gav't 

'(our local/regional qov 16% 17\ 15% 181 13% lH 16% 13% 17% 

Non-gov/non-profit or qs 15\ 18\ 23% 13\ 25% 22'1; 23% 22\ 23\ 21\ 

26\ ::;8\ 25% 27% 26% 22% 18\ ::;7\ 27\ 26\ Health ca r-e p r o te s Lon l s 

13% 13% 13% 13% 12% 13' 7% 13\ 9~ 14% The t obacco j ndus t r y 

24\ 16% 20\ 20\ 20% canacn ans themse j ves 20\ 22\ 19\ 19% 22% 

12% ~% 15% 9% 16\ 14\ 10\ 12\ 12111 ln DK/NR 

.10 .05 Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50%: 10 13 



F"TCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e Ls e do you think shouid have responsibility for programs and act t v r t Ies to reduce the number of smokers, like pr cqr ams to help smokers quit. 

Smoke r s 

Canadlans Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians 

WSIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOT.Il,L < :5'11 ':::5-50% 51\ + ser i ccs Not Se r i ous Not tncr e as Same Decr e as tnc cee s Ha i nt n Reduce F~limin 

Fed Gove rnment Involvement 

RSF4B 

Unwe i qh t ed n: 
The federal government 

Vaut pr ov t nc l a j qovv t 

'ï our Loca l y r eç Lona I qcv 

non-qcv /non-p ro f lt o r qs 

Health ce re p r o f e s i on l s 

The tooac.-o .i ndus t r y 

canaot ans tnsmse rves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- points around 50\: 

f.KOS Res ea r ch As soct a t es Inc. 

762 
766 
ZU 

389 
J91 
2n 

'87 
193 
23' 

B4 
78 
8\ 

;96 
60B 
22% 

JII 
JII 
19% 

142 
1'0 
12% 

261 
252 
22\ 

307 
JOJ 
'7% 

141 
143 
'5% 

Appropriate-FG 

672 
68J 
22' 

'" ]5, 1" 
22\ 

42\ 
H 

23\ 

4,. 33\ 

Ye, No 

'" J8\ J8\ 

1" 15\ 1" 1" 
3" 37% 33' J" 

20% 10. 

154 
153 

1" 
J94 
394 

'" 
310 
311 
J;\ 

'" 24% 19\ 24\ la' 

28\ 

20\ ". 1" 
19\ 27. 21% 

1" 23. 

26% 27\ 1" 
'" '" 22% 21% 25\ 

'" '9% 26\ 

4&. 
21\ 12% 

12% 16\ 13. Il' 

H 

27\ '0. '" '" '" 
11\ 15% 

1" '" 19% 

20' 20'1. 221 

13. '" 1" '" 11' 

20. 'o. 21. 

22. 29% 25% 

20'1. 20% 16' 

'" '0' 31\ 

21' '" 17. 20' 

a, 12\ 

16' '0' 

13. 

.01 
10 Il 

18% 

9% " 1" 9% 

.01 

PAGE:: 74 

20% la, 23\ 

21% JO, 16% 

.01 .01 , 

Smokers 

"Tes "cner,,1 Public su rve y (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do you t h Lnk ... houLd ho'tve the HAIN re spons i o i j Lt y ta r ecuce caneo t ens ' expoau r e ta second hand smoke in public p l ace s Zwor kp l a ce s 

Region cence r Age zouce t Lon Incarne 

" 

RESP5 

TOTAL BC Alb pr aj r Ont Que At1 Male Fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 796 107 
Unwe i qht.ed n: 797 88 

The federai qove r nme nt 26'11 27\ 

Your p rov i nc t a I qovtt 1B\ 17\ 

Your Lor-a l y reqj ona j gov 10'1. 13\ 

ucn-qov/non-prcr Lr o r q s 3\ 7'11 

He a l t h ca r e pro t es Lonj s 3\ 5\ 

The tOO<lCCO Lndus t r y :\ 5'11 

canedt ens t hems e l ve s 3:\ 23' 

DK/NR 7\ 3% 

Chi -Squa red: 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

EKOS Re se a r r-f A.,<so,~idtes i nc . 

77 55 J03 192 63 390 406 
82 70 286 184 87 342 05 
15\ 20\ 26\ 28\ 32\ 2H 24\ 

lU :6\ 17'1; 19% 20' 19% 16\ 

12'1. 4% 12\ 611 5\ 9\ 11% 

3\ 0\ 2\ 2\ 4\ 3% 2% 

49% 38\ 32\ 30l 28% 29\ 35' 

S'li 10\ 6% 11" 4\ 7\ 6\ 

{.OS1 
la Il 12 11 

54 6A JOB 238 JB6 207 191 
74 9: 257 300 387 215 186 
29\ 25% 32% 21\ 25% 25\ 29% 

20~ 24% 17\ 17'1; 14% 20'l< 23\ 

15'1; 17"11 fl'l< 8% ln 7% 10% 

5\ 1% 2\ 4% 3\ n 2\ 

2% n 1% 3% H 2% 1% 

9\ 5\ 2% Ft 3\ 2% l'ii 

20% 23' 35\ 36% 34% 36% 2n 

1\ 3% 4% 9% H 5% 8% 

(.01) 
11 la 

( .05) 
s 

98 242 144 58 
98 243 145 57 
.25% 23\ 29% 34% 

L5% 16% 23\ 13% 

8% 13% 6' lOI!. 

8% 2% 0\ 2' 

5% 2% 2% 1\ 

30% 35% 32% 36% 

6% 6% 6\ 3\ 

( .05) 
10 
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92 
92 
.28% 

25% 

12% 

1% 

27% 

13 la 
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rrcs General Public Sur vey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who do you think should have the MAIN responsibility ta reduce canedfens ' e xposu r e ta second hand smoke in public places/workplaces 

Smokers 

RESP5 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Iqht ad n : 
The ferlerai government 

Your provincial gOY' t 

vour Lcce Lz req i cna j qov 

soo-çov/noo-pror i e o rq s 

The t obacco Lndus t r y 

canedl ans tbumse Lves 

DK/NR 

Chl-Squared: 
+{- points around SOl; 

EKOS aesee rr-n nsscct ates rnc. 

Hous eho Id Working Minority 

No Minor Abor 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

, ; 

PAGE: 76 

TOTAL Parent No Ye s 

99 
99 
30% 

65 
62 

'" 
638 
637 
25\ 

210 586 
218 579 
23% 27\ 

, 

796 
797 
26% 

323 
325 ". 

SCl4 279 
523 262 
2B,!; 22% 

11' ", 1" IH 18\ 

rrcs cene ra.i rublic su rvey (09'16) Q6/11/03 
101110 do you think should have the MAIN responsibility tc recreee cenecn ans ' expcs o r e ta second hand smcka in public p l ace s Zwo r kp.Lacaa 

Bmoke r s 

RESP5 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
The federal qovernment 

You r provincial qov't 

Your Loca L' req Lona I qov 

Non-qov/non-profit o r qs 

Heë Lt h ce re pr of e s i.on Ls 

The tonecco Lndus t r y 

canec t ans r hems e l ve s 

DK/NR 

cm -sqce rec: 
./- points arouoo 50\: 

1" 19\ 1" 18'11 11\ 

11% 

" " 
1" H 11% 

'res 

Fë d Government Involvement Appropriate-FG Canadians Smoke Harm - Smoke r s 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51%" Serious Not ser t ous Not rncreas Same nec reas tnc cees Maintn geduce Elimin 

o. 

32% 35\ 30. 

10' 

" 

" 
(.10) 

10 12 

4\ 3\ 

" 32. 35\ 31' 

156 318 
162 313 

46\ 30% 

17% 24% 

6% l~' 

U 3\ 

2% 3% 

22% 24% 

1% 3% 

(.01) 

No 

147 162 408 330 
149 160 406 335 

18\ 5' 38\ 11\ 

12'1. 11'11 21\ 15% 

10\ 10% 9% lB 

3% 7\ 1\ 6\ 

3' 1\ 2\ 1\ 

41\ 48% 24\ 41% 

11 \ 15'1; 3\ 11% 

.01 
5 
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10. 9% 12% 

"" 

Harm - SHS 

95 618 150 
87 629 147 
l::!% JO'll 11% 

4\ 19% 14% 

9\ lU fI% 

3% 3% 5% 

1\ 3% 0% 

47% 28% 43% 

18% 5\ lU 

(.01) (.01) 
11 , 

" 7\ " 

2\ 3% 4% 

" 
32% 33% 32\ )2\ 

" " 

, 

796 109 398 189 695 
H7 109 398 196 704 
26% 28% 28% 25% 28% 

18\ 22\ 18% 18% 20% 

10% 1H 8\ 15\ 10'1>. 

3% 2\ J'II 3\ 3\ 

3% 2\ 2\: 4% 2\ 

2\ n 1\ 2\: 2% 

32\ 28\ 33'11 29\ 30\ 

7% 6\ 5\ 4\ 5'8 

,.1.0 

Risk ta Canadians 

165 326 268 
180 325 259 
31\ 2 l'II 28% 

.23\ 17\ 11'11 

11\ 8\ 12' 

4\ H 3' 

3% 3% 2% 

2\ 1\ 3\ 

2U 40\ 29\: 

5\ 7\ H 

(.05) 
7 



fTCS General Public survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who ",üsP. snouro have r aspons j b i Li t y ta r educe canao i ans ' expos ur e tc second hand smoke in public places/workplaces 

Srnoke r s 

Region Gender Education 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL Be Alh Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 ~0-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-7{_l 90-99 100K+ 

t ncome 

RSP5B 

Unwe i qhr ed n . 
The federal qove r nme nt; 

"{')Ilr p r ov i.nc La l qov"t 

vour rocar z ceqtcne t qov 
uon-qov/ncn-pro ë i t o r qs 

He a Lt h oar e pr o t e s i on l s 

The r onecco i ndus t r v 

canec i ans +hemse Ive s 

DK/NR 

chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

EKOS Re s e a r cb Assocr ar es r nc . 

733 101 70 48 280 174 
736 84 75 60 266 168 
20'1; ~n IH 23'11 1H 2B" 

2H 22'l1 22\ 20\ 23'11 15% 

l'li, Il'!; \')\ 10\ \2\ 19\ 

lH 11% lH 18\ lH, 19\ 

10\ fi" 13'" 6\ 101 12\ 

20\ 25% 18\ l],~ ~O" 17% 

20\ 21'11 20\ 2U 20\ 21\ 

11 11 13 

Age 

59 359 374 
B3 315 421 
IH 21\ 19\ 

65 296 211 354 195 174 
88 247 266 358 201 169 
23\ 23\ 18\ 2n 22% 15\ 

.. , 

53 
73 
1" 

32\ 34% 36" 31' 32% 44% 31\ 35% 36% 33% 

26" 231 Hi!. 

[<'5 12\ 13\ lU ln 11\ 

la 23\ 20% 15\ 24\ 29% 

18\ 15% lS1 9\ 17\ IB\ 13\ IB\ 16\ 

2')% 15\ 19% 10% 17'11 19'11 18% 15% 18'% 

17\ IH 10\ 

29'), 20\ 20% 34% 19% 18% 201; 20% 19% 27% 

17\ 2~'11 18% III 11% 23% 21\ 19\- 21\ lH 

11 
.05 
11 10 

, 

['"Tes General Publ Lc su r ve y (Og4{:i) 06/11/03 
Who e t se snou i o ha v e r espnns i.b i Li t y t o recas-e canedi ens ' exposure to second riend smoke ln public p.l a ce s Zwo r kp I a ce s 

Smokers 

RS~;;,B 
WE:IGliTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ert n : 
The t ede r a I qove r nme n t 

You r provincial qov t t. 

Your l o ca Ly r e q i.o na l gov 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 

He a Lt h ca r e p r o t es i on Ls 

The t.obacl~"" Lndus t r y 

cenaot ens t hems e Lve s 

DK/NR 

Ch,i-S'lilared: 
./- points "round 50\: 

EKOS nesee r cf As socr ar es r nc . 

Household 

TOTAL Pa r errt No Ye, 

Working 

067 
486 
20\ 

35' 

21\ 

14% 

10' 

21% 

191 

Minority Rural/Urban 

90 227 131 
92 227 131 
12\ 26% 19\ 

86 
86 
23\ 

733 
736 
:0\ 

30' 
307 
24% 

029 
429 

1" 

No Minor Abot: No Rural Urban 

56 
56 
15\ 

30% 35% 40% 32'l. 40' 

35. 37. 33\ 

238 

1" 
96 
96 
19\ 

541 
537 
20. 

17% 21% 22% 24% 21\ 

21> 19% 22% 

61 582 
59 583 
lA\ 20% 

192 
199 
19\ 

35\ 36' 36\ 

16% 15'i1 9% lG> 

15\ 1" 

35% 35% 32% 

21\ 22\ 1" 22' 

1" 
23\ 21\ 13\ 13% 1), 

16\ 

1" 17' 

17\ 20% 

1" 16\ 

lB'! 11\ 9% 10' " 

10' 1:\ 

16'11 15% 11\ 

27% 20\ 15% 16\ 16\ 

20% 

23% 

.05 

22'1<; 1" 14% 17% 16\ 1" 

23% 21\ IB\ 27\ 16\ 

1\ lU 11\ 

10 13 11 

22~ 20% 21. 

PAGE: 78 

PAGE: 79 

'" 21'11 20' 
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r'rcs General Public sur vey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who else s hou Ld have r e spons Ib i Ld t y to r educs canadi ens ' e)(posu~e to second hand smoke in public places/workplaces 

Smokers 

153 
158 
23\ 

247 
238 

19% 

36% 

20% 

13% 

19% 

23% 

19. 

Rsr5B 

fTCS cene ra J pub j Lc SUl vey (0(l461 
Who do you t h Ln k shou Id have the MAIN responsibillty to regulate the sale of t.obacco pr oduc t s . 

06/11/03 

WE.IGHTE:D TOTAL: 
Unwe l qht ed n : 

The federal qover nrne nt 

733 
736 
20% 

'D' 99 
20\ 

371 
372 
1" 

l" 
185 
25\ 

650 
659 
2n 

77 

" 1" 
580 
592 
22\ 

131 
121 
13. 

15' 
169 
~B 

298 
299 
ZH 

3D' 
300 
26% 

127 
130 
12\ 

135 
'36 
la. 

393 
389 
21. 

289 
297 
1" 

"four p r ov IncLe I gov't 35'11 34' 31'l; '3% 39% '" 32% 49' 41' 21. 13\ '" 25\ 

Your Loce l z r eqj.ona.l qov 23\ l" '" 22\ la. 23\ ". 31\ ". 30. 161< 1" 25. 15\ 

Non-qov/non-p r ot i r ores 15. 111 12\ 23' 15\ '" '" 18' 1" 15% ". 1" 16\ 

lle a Lt h care p r o te s t.on Ls '" '" 17' 1" 18' " '" ". 24. 12\ 20% 19% 12. 14' 20. 15\ 

l'he t obe cco .i ndu s t r y 10' 1" 11% 10\ "' 1" 9% 13\ 11> 101 13\ 9% 

cenedt ans themse1ves 20. 16% 20. 22% 211 13\ 16% 25' 16% 21' 2" '" ", 19% 21. 

Dl</NR 20' 1" '" 17. 17' '1% 30' 11% '" 13' 15\ 23. ". 15\ 24. 

Ch LvSqua r ed ; 
+/- poLn t s ar cund 50~: 

.1D 
10 

.01 .01 , .01 
e 

.oi 
e 

.Dl 
5 

. '" 

PAGE.: BD 
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smoker s 

Region Gender Age 
"",,,,,,~B """"''' __ '' ~=_'''''' ~_''_ ... _--=--- ...... ~ .. =".-- .. - .. - .. ~""== .... - .. _-= - .. ---- .. --~ .. - .. _ .... - =~-- ...... - .... = .. =-_ .. - .. ~"'= ...... ---- .. Income gducat Lon 

TOTAL BC A1b Prair Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ fiS Coll un tv <$20K 20-49 50-19 BO-99 100K+ 

RE:SP6 
32 :!01 ::::26 28 
45 114 248 39 
43% 54% 46% 33% 

35 160 124 Z05 123 
41 132 158 ::::00 124 
56% 52% 54' 0\ 55% 

92 
92 
60% 

65 134 
59 139 
26\ 52% 

24 
23 
53\ 

38 
39 
62% 

76 
77 
60' 
H 
P' 14\ 11. 

WEIGHTW TOTAL: 428 60 36 29 174 91 
llnweighted n : 422 49 31 36 162 93 

The rede r e ï government :)0\ 45' 35% 42\ 50% 621 

rour prov t nct a 1 qov ' t 16' 19\ 11\ 18% 16\ 13\ 19' 14\ 18% 30\ 21\ 20\ 14\ 18% 15% '" IH 16% 

Your loca1/regiona1 qov 4'1! 6% 0% 4'lJ 5% 2\ 1% 4'lJ 3\ B% 3% 4% 2% 3% 3% " 5\ 4\ " o. " 
Non-gov/non-profit ergs J'li 2\ 11% 2\ 4\ 2\ 4\ 5% 2'11 5% 4\ 2% 3% 4'lJ 3% 3. 3% 3% " 11' 
Heë Lt h c-ë r e profesionls :'\ 1\ 0\ 0% 3\ l'I! 0\ 2' Il 0% 2\ 0\ l'lJ 2% l'II O' 3% 1% O' 0\ 

The t obacco industry B1. 6'1; 14~ 8\ 7% l'li 14\ 8% R% 16'l1 fil 10% n 9% 6' 

1\ 

6% lH 8% " 10\ 

canao ï ans r.nemse t ves 13\ 10\ 23'1< :4\ 13\ 9\ ln 8'~ ln 8' He 8\ 13% 15\ 13% 25\ 12% " " 
Dl</NR 5~ 9'1< li; l' 3% 51. 4\ 3\ 6\ 5% 4\ 6% 4% o. ln 

1.051 
15 1 

Chi-Sqllllred: 
t/- po t nt s arouno 50': 16 14 

" 
10 Il 16 16 JO co 
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14 16 
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rTCS General Public Sur ve y 109461 
~jh() do yelll t h t.nk sbou Ld have the MAIN r e spon s Lb t j j r v ta r equ l a t e the sale of r oce cco procuct s . 

smo ter-s 

TOTAL r-a r ant 

RESP6 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The fede r a I qove rnment. 

Yunr p r ov i noi a I çfov'r 

Your j.oca Lz r eq Lnna I qcv '" 

Househo Id Warking Minority 

Na Minor Abor 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

Na Rural Urban 

PAGE: 82 

._'. 

Non-rrovvnon-p ro fI t 01:g5 

Heal t h r:ilrt! pr c te s i on Ls 

The tobec-co industry " 

No 

264 ::54 
258 26ï 

48'!. 'lB 

16~ l 'J'l<. 

163 
146 

'" 
63 
60 
45' 

~ 9 322 
o 322 
48'/. 52\ 

113 315 
112 310 
44% 51% 

13% 17'1; 

5% 3% 

9% 8% 

13% 13% 

4% 5% 

1.01) 
9 

, - 

FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Who do yOI! thJnl: stioul d neve the MAIN r e spons Lbf Li t y ta r equ La t.e the sale of ccceccc p r couc t s . 

06/11/03 
Y. 

Smoke r s 

la' 14% 10\ 

,1> 10'1; 16' 

Risk ta Canadians 

'res 

WE:IGHTE:n TOT.Zl,L: 428 

TOTF-.L <; 25% :::!5-50% 51\.. Serious Not Serious Not r nc r eas Sallie pecr ee s rncr eas Maintn aeduce g Li.rrd n 

RESP6 

Unwe i qh r eo n . 
The rerte r at qcve rnmenr 

422 
50' 

fed Government Inval veillent Appropriate-fG 

143 
133 
54% 

'" 
5' 

3% 

13. 

16 
77 
69% 

182 
180 
55'l1 

'0 
Ge 
JO> 

20' 

12 

Na 

93 
B9 
31. 

215 
21' 
64% 

188 
184 
36% 

r.anadt ans r hamse 1 ve s 13\ 

6\ U 

( .05) 

Canadi ans smoke He rm - Smokers 

3\ 4'1! 

0' 0% 2% 

" " ", 
86 
93 

47' 
'" '" ~ 9% 

15% ". ". '" 

DK/NR 

Ch i -squa red: 
+/- points e round 50'1;: 

EKOS Res en rch As soc-La t e s Inc. 

1._. 

j'our p rov i nr-i e l ')nv't 

Your loca l z r eq i ona l '10V 

Non-gov/non-profLt o r q s 3% 

200 
197 
54'1; 

104 376 
105 372 
47,& 53% 

14' ::!2\ 5\ 

15% 

3% 

2% He a l t.h ca r e profesionls 

The tot-aer-o i ndus t r y " 

16% 17% 

4% 3% 

" l'l; 3% 

", 7% 1.3\ 

la' 12% 10% 

" " 
10% 13% 

Canee Lans r.hemse i ves 13% 

15\ B" 

" 5% 4% 

'" " 13. 

(.01) 
Il 

PAGE:: 83 

25' 20% 

la. " DK/NR 

Chi r Squa r e d : 
.. /- point s arouno ~lO': 

E:KOS nesea rr-n AS$OClates r nc . 

" 

la 

1.01) 
1] 15 

0' 

1.05] 
Il 10 

1.01) 
la 
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Ha rrn - SHS 

47 330 
46 331 
~8'1, 52'J. 

10% 16\ 

6\ H 

S'II 7% 

20% 4" 

1.011 
l4 

-- - --~-- -- ~ . ,.. "'-. ~-- 



FTe.s Gene r a I Pubj i c Sur-vey (09461 
Whij eIse do yeu th i nk shou l d have re spons Lb l Lj t y to r equ l e t e the sale of tobacco products. 

06111/03 

Region Education Incarne 

smoters 

Gender Age 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ H$ Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

RSP68 
WEIGHTED TOT.II,L: 400 54 

unve i qhtec n : 398 44 
The federal government 16\ 20' 

33 27 163 
35 34 152 
9\ 20% 18% 

93 
90 
10' 

30 187 213 
43 163 235 
18\ lU 19\ 

28 34 152 115 191 116 
39 45 125 148 189 117 
30\ 18% 19% n 16\ 14% 

Your prcv t nct aj qov ' t 4. 6% 48'!! 3H 28% 42% 63% 43'j, 49'j, 44% 45% 48% 52% 46\ 39% 52% 

85 
86 
15% 

60 127 
56 132 
19\ 17% 

1J 

" '" 
21 
21 
13' 

3' 
35 

'" 
YOUt local/regional qov 14% 19'j, 13\ 16% 13% " 18\ 16% 12\ 25\ 22\ 1::'\: 14% 15\: 15\: 

60. 39% 4a\: '" '" 65. 

Non-gov/non-prOfit orgs 8% 8\ 7\ 2% 8\ lOi 11% 9\ 8% 18% 13\ 7\: 7\ 9% 8\ 

12. 13\ 16% 10. '" 
uee i cn CMe pr of es i on Ls 10\ 10~ Il ~ 11'11 9\ 10," 2% 7% 15% 14% 8% 

10% 8\ " 16' " 
2'" 7% lH 10. 11\ 9'" 11% 11"1 6% 11% 9% 14'11 a% 

" lH 13% " 10. 

canedt ans rhemse t ve s 1 tl ':1'11 t9'1; 17\ t2\ 13% 12'11 11% 12\ 15\ 13'1; 13% 13% ln 

18% 8% 10' 12\ " 
()K/NR 19\ 13~ 20\ ~ 9\ 18% '" 20% 16% 20' 14\ 5% 17% 22% 21% 15\ 

10\ 13!!o; '" 
Chi -Squêlred: 

+/- points a rouno 50'11: 
( .101 

16 15 10 15 15 

'" 17% la\ '" 25% 12\ 

EKOS Re s e a r ch Assoct ar.es r nc . 

11 13 11 21 
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, 

.. ~ 
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fTC'$ ceoer-ar Pub Lk c sucvcv (0946) 
Who e.l s e do yeu think shouLd have z-e s pon s Lb l Li t y ta r eqc ï e r e the sale Di uobacco p r oduc t s , 

06/11/03 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 247 

Smoke r s 

TOTAL 

Hous ehc l c Working Mlnority Rural/Urban 

;:;:~;--=-~~--= ~-~::==-_ .. ~~~=- -~7~~:---;~~;-""~-~~--- ~;:;:î-"=~;~:~~ 
RSP68 

56 
54 
24'11 

46 304 
~ 1 306 
191 tH 

t07 294 
108 290 

17% 15% 

WEIr.lITED TOTAL: 400 154 246 240 152 
)ag ISo 242 254 137 

16'1; 15% 16\ 16\ 16% 
Unwe i qhr ed n : 

The rorte r e ï qove r nmen t 

38% 49\ H~ 47\ 46% Hl% 46% 3" Your p r ov i nc i e l gov't 

Your Lo.-a l z r eq Lona I qov 14% 13\ lH 14% 14% 15\ 14'11 11% 15% 

Non-gov/non-profi t c r q s al 7% 9% 9% 8'11 

Hëa l th r-e r e p r o te s i on l s 10% 10% 11% 10% IH 15. 5% 10\ 13% 91 

10\ 10% 10% H 14\ 10. 9\ 11\ 11 \ 10% The t cbacco i ndus t r y 

18\ 10\ 12% 11\ 11\ \1% 12% 1]% 9% 20' caneot ans t hems e I ve s 

21% la'!! DK/NR 19% 19~ 18% 19% 18% 

Ch i e Squa rec : 
~/- points "round 50\: 13 15 

EKOS Re ae a r ch As scc t er.e s t nc . 



PTes cene r a.ï Pub.l Lc Su r vëy (OQ4f)) 
who e i se do yon th Ln k ahou Id have re spons i b.i.Li t y r o r equ Lir e the sale of t obeccc p roduc t s . 

06/11/03 

Smoke rs 

RSP68 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The fede r a l government 

Vour provincial gov't 

You r local/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit c r qs 

Hae Lt.h r-e re p r o te s i on Ls 

The conecc-o i n-tus t r y 

r.anao i ans tnems e Ive s 

DK/NR 

rhi-Squared: 
+/- points a round 50'!!: 

EKO$ Re s e a r ch As eoc r at ee j nc . 

Cana.dians smoxe Harm - SHS Risk ta canao i ens Fed Government Involvement App rop r î a t a-Ft; Harm - Smcke r s 

63 
63 
16\ 

72 
11 
9\ 

133 
124 
16% 

TOTAL < 25\ ~,-50% 5n, Se r i ous Not SeriOIJS Not rncr eas seme nec reas r ncr eas Maintn Reduce El1min 

B7 

" 21% 

164 
164 

12% 

190 
188 

12% 

97 
99 

'" 
359 
357 
16' 

36 
31 
14. 

311 
314 

'" 

vee No 

" 76 
16\ 

173 
173 
19' 

171 
170 
12. 

4QO 
398 
16% 

'" 
'" 

'0' 

lH 

19% 

38% 36% 47% 

67 
65 
9\ 

80 
78 
12\ 

209 
209 ", 

62\ 39% 39\ 49% 42% 24% '" 53% 

21% 16% 1" 
49' 52\ 48. 35% '" . 

15% " ". " 11% " 6\ 16\ 14' 19' 
la' la' " 11' la' " " la' 10' " " 9\ 

la. la' 11\ lU la' " 9' 14\ 10\ 11% la. 11% 14\ 

'" [2, 12\ 10% " la. " 
10\ 12. 

9% 16% la. ", " 1" 
1" 12% la' 12\ la. 20% 10. la. 

15> 25% 32% 

121 12\ 15\ '0' 11. 
13' 23\ 26% 36% 20\ 

.01 
11 

.10 
'" 25\ 11> 21' 

12 11 

'" la. 16. 
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.KOS flE~EARCI:I ~ssoc/A TES, 2~' 248 

.01 
10 

.01 
10 la 16 12 

Frcs Ge no r a I Pub l f r- .su rvey !09~6J 06/11/03 
At the p r e een t time do yOIJ smoxe cigarettes (manurec r ur eo or roll your own ] eve r y oey. ncca s i onaj Ly , o r not at al1? 

.cmoke r s 

SM? 
WErGHTSD TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ed n: 
No t ,,1 a Ll 

Occasîonally 

Every dRy 

rlK/NR 

Ch l -Squa red: 
r/- po i n ts a r ound 50\: 

SH1 
WEI(;HTED TOTAL: 

ltnwë i qh t e d n : 
",11 

ëver y day 

DK/NR 

Chi -Sque r ed : 
... /- po i nt s e ccond 50\: 

E:KOS gesee r.-n JI. . ssoct e tes r nc . 

Region Education 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Que At1 Hale fem <..20 ::O-2~ 25-44 45+ HS Coll untv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

Incarne 

800 107 77 
800 88 82 

0\ 011 0% 

55 304 194 
70 ::87 186 
0% 0% 0% 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 

O~ 0' O't 

68 311 238 387 209 191 
9:::' 259 300 388 216 IFl6 
0\ 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 

98 243 1~5 
98 244 146 
QIj, 0% 0% 

92 
92 
0' 

la 11 
.01 
11 

.01 

:::'3% 23\ 21\ 34\ 23% 22% 26" 24% 23\ 38% 34% 2i'! 20% 17% 28% 30% 15% 21\ 27\ 16\ 29\ 

58 
57 
O. 

.10 
la 

77\ 17% 79\ 66\ 77% 78\ 74\ 76'11 77% 62'11 66\ 79\: 80% 83\ 72\ 70\ 85\ 79% 73\ 84\ 71\ 

0\ 0% 0' 0," 0\ 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

TOT?L Parent 

800 
800 

" 
'" 

12 11 la 13 la 
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Hcus eho Id Working Rural/Urban Minority 

Ye, Ni no r Abor Rural Urban No No 

326 
327 

0' 

501 
525 

0> 

641 
639 

0' 

590 
582 

O. 

210 
218 

cv 

279 
262 

t» 

99 
99 
0' 

65 
62 
0' 

47' 
473 

0% 

25% 23\ '" 2" 23\ 25\ 20\ 

79\ 75\ 11% 16\ 15\ 7" 80' '" 76\ 

o. 0' o. o. 

la 12 



L 

EKOS gesea r ch As soc i a t as Inr. 

FTC~ cene r a ï pub l i c gurvey (01)46) 06/11/03 
lH 1 ri"! preaen t t Lme ri,., you smokc r-Lqa r e t r e s {ma nufar-ru r ad or roll your ownl eve r y day, occas j ona j l y , or not Olt aIL? 

Smokers 

SM' 
wcrnnteo TOTAL: 

Unwe.i qb t ëd n: 
Not at aIL 

occes r onai i.y 

Ev e r v day 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squa rec : 
+/- po i nt s e r ound 50\: 

SKOS nese a rch As soc iar.es ï nc . 

Canadt ans Smo ke ne cm - Smokers 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51'1; + Se r Lous Not Serious Not Increas Same Dec r e a s ï ncr ees Maintn neouce EUrnln 

BOO 
800 O. 

109 400 
108 400 

D'II Q'J; 

189 698 
lq6 706 

0% 0\ 

23. 21% 24% 23% 24'lJ 

77' 79% 76\ 71% 76\ 

0' 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

PTes nene r.a.r F'ub.l i.: sur ve y (OCl1fiJ 
On average, ho"! many cigarettes do you smok .. pe r day: 

sncke rs 

WSIGHTED TOTAL: 
UnweighterJ n: 

S or tess 

6-10 

u-zo 

more t ha n ::'0 

DI</NR 

("hi-Squared; 
+1- points e r ound 50,": 

Meéln: 
S't d dey; 

s cucent ' s t: 

SMK2 
WSIGHTED TOTAL; 

Unwe i qht ed n : 
5 or j e s s 

Il-ID 

11-20 

mc t e t ha n 20 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red; 
+/- points a r ound ~O\: 

MeAn: 
sec dey: 

Stooent '5 t: 

Region 

Harm - SHS RisI-: tG Canadians red rjove rnment Involvement Appropriate-fG 

No 

9. 
88 
O. 

619 
630 

0' 

153 165 328 270 
149 180 327 260 

0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 

156 319 
162 314 

0\ 0\ 

24\ 2n 

76\ 73\ 

0'11 0% 

PAGE: B8 

Vos 

1<7 
149 
O. 

164 
162 
0\ 

408 334 
406 338 

0\ 0\ 

19% 25\ 19% 24% 22% 25% 22. '" 23% 23% 

96 
96 

'" 
243 
24< 
20. 

'8% 81% 77% 77% 81% '5\ 81\ 76l 78% 75% 

0' 0' D'li 0% 

EKOSfiESEARC!,'ASSOCIA TES. 2OOIl,' 2B,',,... , ,~ 

Education 

191 
186 
'8% 

30. 

14% 

1% 

7 
12.6 
10.4 

o. o. 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 

'4% 27\ 

Incarne 

la 

" 

TOTAL BC A1b Pr a i r Ont çue At1 Male fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll un tv <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

58 qz 
92 
'9% 

800 107 
~OO 1'18 
23'l1 25V. 

77 
ea 
18% 

55 304 194 
70 287 186 
27\ 23\ 2.2' 

06/11/03 

üanne r Age 

34\ 39% 

145 ". 2" 20' 

16'" 23% .27\ 26\ 

63 39~ 406 54 
Bl :145 455 74 
ias 21% zn 40% 

68 311 .238 
92 259 300 
4H 23\ 16% 

381 209 
388 216 
17\ 29.% 

23% '" 

24' z •• 18' 

4" )1'1; 33'Ji 31'11 

++++ 
31\ 23\ 28\ 25% 21% 27\ 20\ 26\ 24'1s 

la 
15.7 
10.7 
,05 

• 8 
12.9 13.0 
7.9 9.0 
.ro 

28% 33% '9% 
16\ 15\ lOi 12\ 16% 18\ 

32\ 34% ]J'li 23\ 21'11 35% 36% 37\ 31% 

PAGE: 89 

19% 20. 23% 

" o. 1\ 

3 la Il 12 
13.5 13.6 1:1.3 11. 9 
9.6 11.0 9.9 9.1 

la 

6 7 11 
13.3 13.S 13.~ 
9.7 9.1 9.1 

9\ 14\ 21% 18\ 15\ 

13 10 
14.2 14.6 
9.2 13.0 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006·251 

Hous e ho Ld Working 

TOTAL Parent No Ye, 

BOO 326 n4 507 279 
eco 327 473 525 262 
23'!. 20% 24% 23'1; 23\ 

25\ 25\ ~6% 25% :;7% 

34% 35\ 33% 35\ 31'11 

16% 18% 15% 16\ 17% 

2\ 2% 2% 1% 3'l1 

13.5 13.9 13. 13.3 13.8 
{j.fil 9.29 9.8 9.50 9.80 

3'" a 3% 5\ 2% 0% 2% 2\ 1% 

.01 
5 5 

14.4 12.6 
10.0 9.1 

.01 .01 

,01 
11 10 

9.3 10.1 
8.0 11.2 
.01 .01 

12.7 16.4 
8.8 10.6 
.05 .01 

,01 
5 

14.3 12.6 
8.7 10.2 
.05 

Minority Rural/Urban 

No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

99 
99 
18\ 

65 641 210 590 
62 639 218 592 
17% 24% 19% 2H 

27% 25% 25% 26% 25% 

39'!. 32~ 37% 32\ 

12'!. 16\ 17\ 15% 17% 

3\ 2\ 3'1. 2\ 

la 
13.2 
8.28 

12 7 4 
14.1 13.5 13.6 13.5 
8.05 9.97 8.87 9.86 



ne::: Gener.nl Pub l Lr- Surve y (O0'l46) 
On ave raqe , how man y r-j qa re r t es do y011 emoke pe r ria)'! 

smokc r s 

Canadians Smo ke Harm - stnoxe r s Harm - SHS 

06/11/03 

TOTAL -c 25% 25-50~ 51\ + Serious Not ser Lous Not rncr e as seme Decreas rncr e as Maintn Reduce Elîmin 

RLs k to Canadians red Government Involvement 

5MK2 
800 
800 
23% 

109 
108 
25\ 

'00 
'00 ", 

189 
196 
23% 

30. 

26% 

,o. 

7 
13.8 
11 1 

698 
706 
25\ 

96 
88 

" 
619 
630 
25% 

2" 
33' 

1" 

.01 

12.5 
8.7 
.01 

153 
149 
13% 

27% 

31' 

28. 

8 
17 .1 
12.3 

.01 

165 
180 

'" 
270 
260 
26. 

141 
149 
19% 

WEIGHTE:O TOTAL: 
Unweighted n: 

5 or t e ss 

6-10 

11-20 38% 36. 
'" 36. 

156 
162 
26. 

30' 29% 

319 
31' 
28% 
H' 
25% 

34% 

more than 20 1" 15% 1" 
35% 26% 

328 
327 
19' 

'" 23% 

3,. 35% 37% 

DK/NR " 
1" 28. 

'" 33. 

Chi -Squa rad 
+/- points around 50\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

Sruoent ' s t 

13.5 
10.2 

5 
13.4 
8.9 

" 
.01 , 

13.0 
9.0 
.01 

la 
i i.a 
12.6 

.01 

34' 

13' 20% 

13.5 
9.6 

EKOS gesee r cb As soc t a t es l ne. 

... 

21. 1" 1" 11' 

" 
.10 .01 

12.3 
9.7 
.10 

12.7 
9.2 

15.3 
12.1 
.05 

11.6 
8.0 
.01 

14.7 
9.7 
.01 

13.0 
9.' 
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Appropriate-f'G 

y" No 

164 
162 
12. 

408 3J4 
406 338 
27% 17% 

25% 26% 24% 

3" 33% 3H 

". 14% 19% 

1% J% 

.01 
8 

16.5 
'.5 
.01 

12.5 14.7 
e.9 10.2 
.01 .01 

FTCS cene r ar Pub l Lc Survey (OQ46) 
Have you smokerJ at t ease 100 cigarettes in ynu r- life? 

smoxe rs 

Region cenoe r Ag. 

06/11/03 

Education Incarne 

o. a o. 
0' 
0' 

Working 

o O. 
o. 

o. 

0' 

o. o. 0' 

0' 

o. 

0' 

a 
o. o. 

a 
o 

" 
a 

" a. a 
0' 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Que Atl Male Fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Uni v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

0' 

0' 

Minority 

No Minor. Abor 

SM9 
o 
a 
0' 

~IEIGHTED TOTAL: 
ttnwe.i qh r ed n : o 

0' 

o. 

0' 0' 

" 

No Rural Urban 

0% 

o. 0' a. o. 
o. o. a. 

tes 0' 

0' 

0' 

o. 0' 0' 0' 
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No o. a. 

DK/NR o. a. 0' 

Rural/Urban 

a 
a 
0' 

o. o. 

Chi -Squa red: 
+/- po i nts around 50\: 

Household 

TOTAL Parent 

SM' 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : a o. a o. 
No 0' 0' 0' 
DI\/NR o. o. 

Chi -squ e red: 
+/- po j nts a r ouno SO"': 

EKOS aesee r cn Assoc t er e s In1::. 

0' 
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• 
06/11/03 fTCS General Public Surve y (09Q61 

Have you smoked at l ee s t; 100 cigarettes in your 1 i fe? 

smoxe cs 

SM9 
WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
ves 

No 

DK/NR 

Chi -gque red : 
+/- po i nt s ar cund 50!i.: 

EKOS aesee rr-h nsscct e tes t nc . 

Canadians smoxe Risk t c Canadians fed Government Involvement Appropdate-FG Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51'11 + se r rous Not se r Lous Not Increas seme nec reas Increas Maintn Reduce Slirnin No 

0' 
° o 
0' 

° ° 0% 
° ° 0' ° ° 0' ° ° O, ° ° O, ° 0' O. O. 0' 0' 0' 0' o. 0' 0' 

0' 0' 0' 0' o. 0> o. O. o. o. o. " O, o. O, O, O, 
O. 0' 0' O. o. o. 0\ o. 01 0\ Cl o. o. o. 

PAGE: 92 

, ...r:. 

fTC$ General rubt Lc Surve y (O~46) 
Smoking s t e t us 

Smo kë r s 

WE:H";HTED TOTAL: 
unwe i qht ed n: 

smcxe r 

Pas t; smcke r 

Non-smoker 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

SMST2 
WE:JGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i.qh t ë d n : 
Smo ke r 

Pe s t emo ke r 

Non-emoke r 

Chi -Squa r ed : 
+/- points around 50%: 

EKOS gesea r cn As s oc Le te s Inc. 

06/11/03 

Region Gender Education Ag' Incorne 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr e i r Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

800 107 77 55 304 194 63 394 406 
800 as fl2 70 287 186 87 345 455 
l~ l~ l~ 1~ 1~ 1~ I~ I~ I~ 

54 68 311 238 387 209 191 98 243 
74 92 259 300 3BB 216 186 9B 244 

100% 100% 100% 1001!i 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

145 58 92 
146 57 92 
100% 100% 100\ 

01 0\ 0\ o. 0\ 0% o. o. 0' 0' o. 0\ 0% o. o. 0% 0% o. 0\ 0% 0% 

0\ Dl 0% 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ o. o. o. 0' o. o. o. o. o. 

10 11 11 LO 10 13 10 11 12 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 

TOTAL Parent No Minor Aber Rural Urban No No 

800 
800 
100% 

326 
321 
100% 

279 
262 
100\ 

641 
639 
100\ 

210 
218 
100\ 

590 
582 
100\ 

99 
99 

100% 

65 
62 

100'!! 

47. 
473 
100'11 

507 
525 
100% 

O. o. o. o. o. o. O. o. o. o. 
o. o. o. o. o. o. o. 0' 

10 12 
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FTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Smok i nq s t a t us 

Smokers 

SMST2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

ünwe i qht ed n: 
Smcke r 

Pa s t smoke r 

Non-umoke r 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e round 50%: 

EKOS Re s e a r-c-h As soc iat.es ï nc • 

06/11/03 

lxi,;,,1 ",t;., 

• 

r'enadt ans Smoke Ha rrn - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk to cenecn ens red Government Invo Ivement; App ropr f a t e-Ft; 
.. "' .. ="' ...... _="" .. _ .. __ ~~ = .. == .. ~"'=~ .... .,"'~,. .. __ .. ,."' ='"' .... = .. __ .... ~~ === ==_ .. _ .. _==~ ==== ==,.~ ...... = = __ .. """'''' ...... z .. ==_ 

TOTAL c 25'11 25-50\ 51% 1 ser t oos Not Serious Not Jncreas Same Decreas t nc r eas Maintn Reduce Elimin Y., No 

800 
800 
100\ 

109 
108 
100\ 

400 
400 
100% 

189 
196 
100\ 

698 
70' 
100% 

96 
88 

100% 

619 
,JO 
100\ 

15J 
149 
100% 

165 
180 
100'11 

328 
327 
100% 

270 
260 
100% 

156 
162 
100% 

]19 
J14 
100'11 

408 
406 
100% 

147 
149 
100\ 

164 
162 
100\ 

334 
]J8 
100% 

0\ o. o. 0\ o. o. o. o. 
o. o. o. o. 0' o. o. o. 

10 
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F.'TCS Gc ne r a.l F'IJbl ie xur vc y (09461 
Age of r e spondenr 

smoke r s 

AGE 
\~ETGHTED 1'or/t.L: 

unwe i qhr.ed 11: 
'l S ve a r s o l d 

20-24 ye ë r s 

2S-]4 ve a r s 

35-44 ve a r s 

~5-54 yee r s 

55-64 ve ar s 

65 yea r s or oroer 

(DO NOT eexr» DK/NR 

Ch i -squa red: 
>1- points ar ound 50%: 

EKOS Re sea rr-b Assoc t ar.es r nc • 

06/11/03 

Region Education Gende r Age ï ncome 

TOTAL Be /;lb pr aj.r Ont eue Atl Male <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

ROO 107 
800 88 82 

0\ 0\ 0'1; 

55 ]04 194 
70 287 186 
D'II 0\ 0% 

68 311 238 ]87 209 191 
?2 259 ]00 388 216 186 
0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 

1% 0% D'II 

'2 

" 0' 
58 
57 
0% 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
0\ 0\ 0\ 

7% 7\ 5\ 

5\ LO% 

8\ 7\ 6% 97\ 0% 0\ 0% 11% 3\ 2% 

" " 0\ 100'?; o. " " 8\ 10\ 

18\ lU 23% 13'1; 18% ::O%: lq% IH 18'!! 0\ 0\ 45'is 0% 12% 26% 19% 18\ lH 23% 19% 26% 

21% 19\ 16\ 19% 24\ 20% 23% 22% 20% 0% 0% 55% 0% 20\ 2411 23\ 14\ 22% 25% 35% 22% 

Ift\ 20\ 30% 25% 16\ 15\ 13\ 19% 17% 0% 0% 0% 61\ 17% 20% 19% 12\ ln 24% 25% 21% 

12% 13% 9%: 11% lU 14% 10% 11% 12% 0% 0% 0\ 39% 12\ 10% 14\ 11% 12\ 12% 12% 11% 

16\ :22'11 11% 15\ 15\ 15% IH 15% 17\ 0% 0\ 0% 0% 20't 5\ 15\ 24% 16% 8% 0% 5% 

D'li 0" 0'1; 2% 0\ 1% 2\: 1\ 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 1% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ 

10 Il 
1.OU 

11 
1.01) 

10 10 
r.or: 

5 1] 11 12 10 
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• 

1 

EKOS aesearr-n Assoc t ates Inc. 

TOTAL Parent 

800 326 
900 327 

0\ 0\ 

"1\ 2\ 

IB% ::1\ 

21" 36\ 

18\ 23\ 

12\ 7\ 

16\ 6\ 

(J'II 0\ 

Hous ehc Id 

No 

04 501 
473 525 

0\ 0\ 

9\ 6\ 

11\ 10% 

15\ 23\ 
++++ 

11\ 28\ 

14\ 22% 

15\ 10\ 

23\ 3\ 

l'is 0\ 

(.01) 
5 

Working 

t es 

(.011 
4 

No 

27' 
262 
0' 

" 
6\ 

" 
12\ 

l5\ 

40' 

0' 

Hinority 

Minor Abor 

99 
99 
0' 

'" 
6\ 

19\ 

22\ 

'" 
'" 
'" 
o. 

(,OU 
io 

65 
62 
O. 

" 
12\ 

37\ 

7\ 

10. 

,., 
o. 

12 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

PAGE: 96 

ITCS General Public: sur vey (0946) 
Age of respondent 

secxers 

AGE 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
15 YSii[S o l d 

16-19 ye a r s 

20-24 ve a r s 

25-34 yee r s 

35-44 vee r s 

45-54 yee r a 

55-64 yea r s 

65 yee r s or oroer 

(DO NOT REAC) DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a rocno 50%: 

64l 
63' O. 

210 
2lB 
0' 

590 
582 

0' 

FTCS Gen"c.lI Pub.I le survev (0946) 
Age of r e apondeo t 

smo ker s 

AGE 
WElGHTE:D TOTA!.: 

Unweiqhted n: 
15 years o l d 

16-19 yea r s 

20-24 vee r s 

25-34 vee r s 

35-44 years 

4:)-54 vee r s 

55-64 ve ë r s 

6~, vea r s or o Ide r 

(DO NOT RE.AO) DK/NR 

Ch L -Squa red: 
~/- points a r ound 50\: 

caoadt ans Smoke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS 

" " 

red cove r amear Invc Ivemen t, Appropriate-f'G 

25' 

15\ 12\ 

189 
196 
0' 

12\ 

11' 

19. 

'" 
" 
l1\ 

69. 
10' 
0' 

" 
19\ 

23\ 

,., 
'" 
13' 

0' 

LOU 

96 B. 
0\ 

" 
1l\ 

13' ,., 
'" 
32\ 

1\ 

(.011 
10 4 

61' 
630 

0\ 

1\ 

20\ 

'" 
ll\ 

13' 

0' 

'" '" 18\ 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51\ + Serious Not ser ioue Not ï ncceas seme pecr eas tncr ees aat nt n Reduce E.limin 

" '" 

sOO 109 400 
BOO 108 400 
0\ 0\ 0\ 

"l'ii 111 6\ 

8\ 6~ 9\ 

18\ 13~ 19\ 

21\ 33% 20\ 

'" 
12\ 

'" 
0' o. 0' 

'" 23' 

Ye, No 

156 319 
162 314 

0\ 0\ 

'0. '0' 
0' 

33' 
338 

0' 

( .o n , 

19\ l1\ ta. 

l41 
149 

0' 
'" 162 
0' 

12\ 13\ 11' 

tH 6\ " ., 

11\ 20\ '" 

15\ 8\ ll. 

1\ 0' 

17\ 23\ lO' ta. 16\ 

06/11/03 

Risk to Canadians 

l53 
149 

O. 
165 3~e 270 
180 327 260 

1\ 0\ 0\ 

14' 

IH 511 3\ 

l1\ 22\ 2U. 11\ 

20\ 18\ 14. 17\ 2211 22\ 

19. 12' 23\ 23\ 20' 22\ 18\ ,., 12\ 

'" .. 
20% 

" '" 
'" 

'" 12\ 16\ 

6\ 13\ 

•• 13% ,., 
23\ " l3\ 18\ 25% l2' ,., 

0' " l\ 0' 1\ 

(01) 
1 

0' " 
( .011 • l.011 

5 
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• 
fTCS Gener-al Public scrvey (09461 

wh i ch of the fo11owing types best describes YOUt cur r enr household? 

xmoke r s 

HOU 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

Age Education 

TOTAL BC Alb Puie Ont Que Atl Male fem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: BOO 107 77 
Unweighted 0: 600 S8 82 

One persan, 1 t vLnq a Ione 22\ 23\ :0'11 

~~lnfJle, .... Hh <"hild(ren) fl'll 8l lU 

g Lnq Le , live w roommate 

Mi'lrried w i t hcu t Childrn ~l\ 2l'11 19'11 

5\ 1)'11 

Single, l â v i nq w family 

Mnrried w i t h cb I Idren )2'1r; 30\ )7'1; 

11'1< 13\ 

oe ner 

OK/t'm 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a round 50\: 

EKOS Re~enrch As soc i aces t nc . 

0' 

0' 

55 304 194 
70 281 186 
14\ 19\ 29\ 

63 394 406 
81 345 455 
17\ 23\ 21\ 

TOTAL Parent 

800 
800 
22' .. 
32\ 

S'II 4'11 12\ 

Minority 

" " " 
68 311 238 387 ::09 191 
92 259 300 39S 216 186 
12'11 12% 25\ 24\ 17\ 23\ 

98 243 145 
98 244 146 
51\ 26\ la 

19' 10\ 8\ 

7\ 20\: 25% 

H 29\ 41\ 

4% 6\ 

8\ 10\ 

o. o. 

sa 

" " 
30. 

45' .. H 6\ 

92 
92 
1> 

25'1! 21\ 20\ 21\ 22\ 20\ 

]9\ J2't 29\ 33\ 32\ 32'11 

9' 14\ 6\ 9\ 10" 4\ 

" 15\ 15% 27\ 19\ 18\ 29\ 

o. 0> o. 

" 8\ 13' 

o. 

21\ 

56' 

o. 

10 
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o. o. 

" 6'1\ 5\ 

9'11 13\: 12\ 

o. 0' 

12\ 13\ 45\ 36\ 30\ ]6\ 32\ 

( .01) 
10 

PAGE: 98 

PAGE: 99 

0\ 0\ 

ln 
( .o n 

Il ; Il 12 

4\ 10\ 14\ 3\ 4'iI 6\ 

13 

- -----------_ ... ,- ----_ - - - ---=-- 

Smoke r s 

f'TCS Genant! PlIbllc Slirvey IOQof6> 
Which Dr the foJ J(lwing types ee s e ces cr Ibe s vou z- cu r r errt hou se ho Id? 

HOU 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

trnwe Lqht ed n : 
One pe r son , living a ïone 

SIngle, with c-hj Idt r en! 

Na r r i ert wi rnout childrn 

eta r r teo wlth ctu r oren 

Single, live w r oommë t ë 

Sd nqle , Living w family 

cc he r 

DK/NR 

ï.hi-S("juared: 
./- points e r cund 50'lt.: 

EioiOS R~:;;"'iirdl [\ssnridtes Lnc . 

Household Workinq 

No No Minor Abor 

326 
327 

O. '" 473 
)1\ 

507 
S25 

'" 
27. 
~62 
3" 

99 
99 
15' 

20\ 0\ " 8\ 

o. 35\ ~O\ 

'" 0' 39\ 21\ 3" 

8\ 

18\ 11> 10\ 16' 
0\ 

0\ 0' 

(.01) ( .on 
4 10 

9\ 61\ .16\ " J\ 1211 11\ 

o. 0' 
0\ o. 0' 

( .o n 
Il 10 

( .10) 
s 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

'" 639 
23\ 

210 
:18 
21\ 

;gO 
S82 
22\ 

11' " " 
22\ 20' 

35' 32\ 38\ 30' 

'" " 12\ 

o. 1\ 

o. 1\ 

12 



06/11/03 FTl.S General Public Sur-vey (0946) 
which of the fOllowing types best descr t oes ycur cur r ent houaeho l dj 

Smokers 

uou 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe.i qht ed n: 
One pe r aon , living a Ione 

Single, wf th child(renl 

M<'irrl'1d w i t hqut; childrn 

xa r r t eo with r-h i Ld r e n 

SIngle, l.ive w roommate 

g i nq Le , living w f am i ly 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points e rouno 50\: 

Canadians Smoke Risk to Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-fG Harm - snoke r e Harm - SHS 

TOTAL c ::'5\ :5-50% SU + Serious Not sar t ous Not Increas 5ame nec reas Increas Maintn Reduce Elirnin Ye, No 

800 
800 
22% 

319 
31. 
18\ 

33. 
338 

'" 
147 
1" 
31\ 

164 
162 ". 

408 
'0' 18% 

10' 
108 
26\ 

.00 
400 
1" 

18' 1" 1" 
69B 
70' 

19% 

96 
88 
42% 

'19 
'3D 
1" 

153 
149 
3" 

165 
180 
18. 

328 
327 

1" 
270 
260 
25\ 

156 
162 
1" 

" 8. 9' " 10> 10\ " 10% 11\ " 
21\ 16% 22% 18' 24. 22% 16% 23% 25'11 26'11 23% 2l%- 21% 21% 130 

33% .1'1\ 31' 3" 23\ 33> 27. 30'11 '" 31> 35'11 31% 29% 

11> '" 
" " " 

0' o. O' 

" 
'" 13' 9% 21' " " " !li 

1. 

" " o. " 1% 

(.01) 
9 

(.011 (.05) 
5 

( .cn 1.0l} 
10 • 

( .01) 
8 
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" 

F1'CS Ce ne ra! Pub.l Lc surve y rO!'~6) 
Do you hë ve any chi Ldren ln the f o l Low i nq age groups? 

smcke rs 

KIDIA 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Llnwed qb t ed n : 
unde r 2 

2-6 

1-12 

13-17 

l~ or ovë r 

Do nat have any ch Ll d r n 

DK/Nf< 

Ch Le Squa r ed : 
»r-: po i nr s a round 50\: 

E;KOS xese a r ch Aasoc-t at e s r nc • 

06/11/03 

Region Gender Age Education r ncome 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Que Atl Male rem <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK ... 

327 40 
3:9 34 

13% 25\ 

39 
40 
15% 

25 125 
31 120 
16\ 12\ 

71 28 144 184 
67 37 126 203 10 
6\ 6% 14\ 1h 19\ 

15 186 100 L56 
22 163 123 156 
44\ 16\ 3% 12\ 

99 
9B 
13% 

69 
72 

'" 
26 
28 
2lt 

96 
97 

" 
71 
72 
21% 

29 
26 

1" 
" 51 
15% 

23% 17% 29% 32% 24% 20% 19% 24% 22% 28% 40\ 35\ 3% 20% 27% 25% 40% 26% 21% 18% 26% 

36\ 3l'11 42% 26\ 38% 35% 33\ 31\ 39\ 30\ 4'iI 52\ 16\ 32% 47% 29\ 49\ 33% 34\ 42\ 38\ 

32\ 4S% 37\ 44% 26% 24% 43% 29% 34 'li 41% 0% 32% 42% 33% 33% 31% 30% 33' 3D' 29% 35\ 

35% 36% 29\ 29\ 34\ 39\ 36% 38% 32\ 33% 24\ 15\ 64% 38% 28% 35\ 13% 29% 37\ 41% 33\ 

3% 0'1; 2l 5% 3\ 7% 3'11 5% 2'10 39\ 4\ 2\ 2\ 3% 2't 5% 3\ 4% 2% 0\ 4'11 

0% 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0'11 0% 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

15 
r.o r: 

31 14 18 12 16 21 10 12 19 10 12 19 
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r'rcs cene r a.ï Pub l Lc Sur vëv I09~61 
Do you have any ctu j o ren in the f o Ll ow.i nq aqe q r oups ? 

Smoke r s 

Hou s eho Ld 

TOTAL PArent No 

Workinq Minority 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

KlDl.lI, 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe Lqhr ed n: 
327 
329 
1.1\ 

,126 
327 
13l 

Ye, Minor Abor 

30 

" '" 
259 
161 

11'1; 

96 
101 
15'1; 

231 
228 
12% 

2-6 23\ 

No 

79 
93 
12% 

42 

" 1" 

'" 19' 25'1; 

7-1:: J61 36' 

1" 27'1; 

28 'il 33'1; 25'1; 40% 

l'I-U 0\ 

,10\ 22\ '" 
31\ 

36% '1% 32% HI or ove r 0" 

23% 2H 

0' " J, Do not have any r-b i Ldr n 100% 

51\ 361 

o. o. 0' o. OK/NR 0' 0' " 
0' 

0' 0' 

18 10 
ï.h,i-Squared: 

+/- points a r cund 50\: 
1,01) 

5 
( .c u 

6? 6 
(,051 

Il 15 

PAGE: 102 EKOS sesee r cti Assoc t e t es InG. 

, r-~------ ~ __ ~~~ ~ "@I 

\ 
r-rcs nene r a i PllbJ le s» r ve y IOQ461 

Do Vou hdve ,)ny ehildren ln the f olLow t nq age qr oupe > 

smoxe r s 

caneo i ane Smoke Harm - Srnoke r s 

06111/03 

Harm - SilS Risk to Canadians Fed cove rneenc ï nvo l verne nt App rop r La t e-Tt; 

88 
89 
11% 

300 
J02 
13' 

25 
25 
ln 

-~-=""""",="g--_ .. ~--- .... ", '"' .. _-~=~----= .... - --~----~ .. ~- .. ".=~ -----~---_ .. =" ....... __ .. _--- =-- ... _ .. '"'=~---~=--_ .. ~== ...... _=="'--- =----"'''"''''''------ 
No 

= 

44 

" 131 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50<;; 51% + se r Ious Not se r t ous Not r ncr eas seme uec r ees rncreas Maintn neouce Elimin 

KI DIA 
W[IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : 
J2' 
329 

13\ 

1" 
164 

'" 
291; 241 1" 

Ye s 

269 
272 
ln 

51 
51 

" 
68 
68 
21' 

140 
145 

12% 

101 
104 

" 
66 
66 
21% 

1J1 
127 
12% 

60 
6J 

" 
67 
69 
10' 

Pl 
171 

15% 

138 
138 

9% 
unde r 2 

23'1! :6'11 

39\ J" 
J9% 3o, 26% 15\ JJ' 25% 18% , .. JO, 15% 

7-12 36' 20'11 J8% 

3::'\ 30% 

J" J1\ JO, 43. '2% 42\ 29\ '5% '" 30' 

13~17 3" 45% J1> 

]3, ]3, 55% 

31% 39\ 23% '8% '" 28% J1% 3" J" J" J2% 

18 or olier J5% 49<;; 

10. 

0' 

[.101 
10 6 20 

32' '" 28\ J1% '" 24'1; JO, '" P' 29% 42\ 

Do not have env chi ldrn 

DK/NR 0' 

1% 2% 8% l' 

Ch t r-Squ a r ed : 
1/- point:'> a r ound ";0\: 

(.10) 
15 

0' 0' 0' 0' 0' 0' 0% 

EKOS aesea rcn As soc t ates Lnc . 

r.tru 
14 12 

(.011 
la 12 

i .Ql) 
12 12 
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fTCS General Pub L t c gur vev (0«46) 
What_ â s the h Lqhe s t level of scboo Li nq that you h ave r-omp Le teci ? 

smoker s 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

Ag' Education 

WEICHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL SC Alb p r a i r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-19 80-99 100K+ 

rnccme 

ED1l20 

Un' .... eighted 11: 
Sorne high scboo i z Iess 

Hi'Jh s chooI q r eoua t e 

Sorne cok Leqe 

CollelJe/c:r::GEP qraouat e 

Pei vac e co l Leqe qr adua t 

Sorne university 

gache Io r t s degree 

r.raouer.e degree 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa r ed : 
1/- points e r ound 50'1: 

EKOS aesee rr+ As soc t at.e s Inc. 

800 107 11 55 304 194 
800 88 82 10 281 186 
18% ~5\ 16\ 21'1; ln 20\ 

30'11 ]1% 281; 27% 31% 31\ 

8\ 5" IH 8% 9\ 5% 

17\ 13' \H U\ 18'11 19\ 

1\ 0\ n n 3% 0\ 

12\ 12% H 13' 14' 10% 

2% 2'11 l'1. l't 21 2\ 

( .10) 
10 11 

63 3~4 406 
81 345 455 
25% 20% 11\ 

26\ 31% 29% 

5% 1, 9% 

IH 15% IB\ 

2% 1% 2\ 

IH 11% 12\ 

4% 9\ 4'iI 

0\ 1\ 2\ 

11 

':J~ 

54 
74 
45\ 

68 311 239 387 209 191 
92 259 300 389 216 196 
13% 9% 14% 38% 0% 0\ 

98 243 145 58 
98 244 146 57 
31\ 20\ 8\ 11% 

92 
92 

" 
3" 29' 31% 33% 62\ 0% 0\ 33% 38% 26% 29\ '" 
" 15\ 8\ 7% 0\ 30% 0\ 6\ 6\ 14\ 1\ 6\ 

17% 24% 18\ 0\ 64\ 0% .. 
3% 2'1s 1\ 0\ 6% 0\ 

" 10'11 6% 5\ 0% 0\ 24% 

11% 20\ 2H 26\ '" 

" Bl 13\ 14% 0% 0% 49% 

0\ 1% 4\ 1\ 

5\ 4\ 7\ 4\ 

4\ 6\ 15\ 21\ 211 

" 1\ 6\ 7% 0\ 0\ 26\ 2\ 5% 6% 2\ 16' 

" 2\ 1\ O'll 0% 0% 0\ 2\ 0% 0% 0\ 

(.01) 
10 13 10 

(.Qll 
11 10 

, .Ol) 
5 

PAGE: 104 

" 

'" 

smoke es 

FTC"S General Publlc sur vey (0946) 
What Ls the tu qhe s t; l eve I of schoo.l t nq cnac you have completed? 

No Ml nor Abor 

06/ll/03 

Mlnority Rural/Urban 

PAGE: 105 

EDU20 
WEH,!jTED TOTAL: 

unwe Iqhr ed n : 
Sorne h Lqh r.c:hooi /Les s 

Hi.gh s r-hrm L qr adua t e 

Sorne co Ll e qe 

(:ollege/C"EGEP graduate 

er rvet.e co Ll eqe graduat 

Sorne university 

Bac:he) ()T'.5 degree 

GradlMt"! oeq ree 

DK/NR 

Chi-~qlla[ed: 
+/- po i nt s e r ouud ~O\: 

EKOS ae see r cn As sec Le tes Inc. 

Household Working 

t.o n 
10 

No Rural Urban 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 267 

rOTJl.L Parent No Yes 

BOO 326 P4 507 219 
1300 327 473 525 262 
18' 17'11 19% 13% 29% 

30'11 31\ 30% 33\ 25\ 

B% 6'1; 9'11 8% H 

11\ 22% 13\ 19% 13% 

l'li 2\ 1% 2% l'II 

6\ 5'" 6' 6% 5% 

12% 12\ 12% 12% 10\ 

6% H 8% 6% 1% 

2\ a 2% 0% 2% 

(.05) 
5 

(.01) 
4 

99 
99 
1" 

65 641 210 590 
62 1i39 218 582 
3 l'Il IH 28% 15'J; 

'" 35'J; 29% 33\ 29% 

10'1; 8% 10'11 7% 

19\ 11% 17% 11% 19\ 

1% 0% 2% 1% 2% 

2% 7% 3% 1% 

3'l1 14% lB 12% 

6% 1% 0% 2% 

( .c u 
12 



FTCS (~eneral PubLi c S\lrvey (0946) 

Wh<1r is the h i qhe s r l eva I of schooling t he r you have completed"? 

Sm'J!:er!'> 

06111/03 

164 
162 

'" 

189 
196 
2~'l 

698 
'06 
16. 

ss 
88 
30\ 

619 
630 
16\ 

153 
14' 
25\ 

165 
lBO 
2,. 

328 
327 
lB. 

270 
260 
16. 

156 
162 
14\ 

319 147 
314 149 
14% 26% 

H+ 
3H 17\ 

EDU20 
WE;TGHTED TOTAL: 800 

800 
18\ 

109 
108 
lU 

400 
400 
16. 

31% '" 30\ 30\ 3" 3" 35\ 

6\ 

18\ 21' 13\ 

408 
406 
14% 

334 
339 

'" 
Unweighted n : 

Sorne high ectioot z tess 
High sch co I qradudte 30. 34. 

1\ 

" 
18. 11\ 17. 

6% 8\ 

IH 13\ 12% 

36\ Sorne ..::011ege 

" 
" 

10> 

" 
" 4% " 

/ .01) 
8 
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98 243 145 
98 ::"14 146 
4~ 10% 13~ 

15~ 4n 53\ 

11% 8% 8%: 

12\ 4% 3\ 

4% 1\ 1% 

10\ 5\ 3\ 

28% 22% 12\ 

13\ 3% 3% 

U. 3\ 3% 

1\ 0\ 0\ 

l'li 0% 0% 

( .oi i 
10 

PAGS: 107 

JO. 32% 

" 
10' 19% 13. 

Coll cqe/CEGEP gri1duilte l" 14. 17% 

(.01) 
la 

l~% 11\ " 10' 

" 
" 

lU .10'11 

" 
( .01) , 

Age Education 

" " 
1% " 

PriVdte <:oll('!9" q r aduar 

.som"! un Lve rs j ty 

.01 

Gender 

63 394 406 
R7 345 4SS 
9\ 15\ f:t~ 

4~% 46\ 41% 

12% 7' 13\ 

5\ 5\ 3% 

2% 0% 2% 

3\ a 6% 

22% 1H 21% 

3% 4% 3% 

1% 0% 5% 

0\ 0\ 0\ 

3' 3% a 
( .o n 

11 5 

118 311 238 387 209 191 
(1" 25~ 300 388 216 186 
J10 1)'1, 14\ 10% 8~ ln 

31% 4510 60'! 46\ 39% 54\ 43'1s 

Region 

TOTAL BC Alh Pr a i r Ont Que AU Male fem <20 20-2~ 25-44 45+ HS Coll un tv <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

f.Hf'L 
WE[(;HTW TOTAL; ROO 107 55 304 194 

unwe Lqb r ed ri; son R8 fl2 70 287 186 
self-"mpl"yo::d 10'1; fi'!; 18~ :;0% H l~'f. 

Emp Loveo tul Le f- i rne 0% 50\ 36\ 41\ 46\ 3(l'ls 

Emp Ioyed par t c t rrne z se as 10'lt 8% 7\ LO% L1% 8% 

Unemployed and Loo k i nq 4% 1\ n H 5\ 3\ 

llnemployed ;,nd not look 1% 0\ H 0\ 1% 1% 

s tuoenr S% 4\ 6\ 2% 5\ H 

Re r i red 19'11 2411 16\ 18% 15% 22\ 

Le ave (maternity/disab) ]\ 4'1; 2\ HI 6% 1\ 

aomeme ke r 2'i U 3% 5\ 2!f; 3\ 

orner 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

DK/NR i.\ 1)% 1 ~ 2% 2 'li 3\ 

Ch i -Sqllo1 red: 
f/- po l nr.s e r ound SO'll: 10 Il 12 

SR 
5) 

1" 
92 
92 
15% 

" 

23% 2]% 9\ H 11% 9\ 9\ 

70\ '" 
1\ " 

aeche l o r ' s rl~gre~ 

Gr<'!rll.late oeq r ee " 

m H 4% 4% 5% 4\ 1% 

.. 
9% 

0' 

0' 

13 10 

DK/NR 

" 1\ 

2\ 1% 1% 1 % 1% 1% 

32% 14\ 4\ 0% 5% 5\ 6% 
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Chi-Sqllared; 
+/- points e r ound 50%: 

(.01) 
s 

0% l'ii 16\ 22% 9\ 21\ 

0\ 3% 7\ 3% H 2' 

0' 2% 3% 3% 4\ 2\ 0\ 

-- ---- - ---~- -==--= _:-----~ -- --- - , 

EKOS Rè s e a r cn Associates Jnc . 

FTC'S General rubr tc Fu r ve y (0('4ri) 
Whill t s you r cu r rent employment s t s t us ? 

Smcke r s 

E:KOS nese a rcf Assoc i e tes Lnc . 

11 0\ 0% O'! 0\ 0% 

2% 2% 1% n 0% 2% 

1.011 
11 10 

(.Ol) 
5 

_- ---------- 



rrcs General Public survev (0946) 
Whèlt i .. s your cur rent employment s t a t us ? 

smoke r s 

EMFL 
Wl:;lGHTE;Q TOTAL: 

Unve i qht ed n: 
Sel f-employed 

Ernployed rut r-t nee 

Employed pa ru-t tne z seee 

Unamp l oyad and looklng 

unemp Loyed and not look 

Student 

Rë t Lr ed 

Le ave (mat e r ru ty/disabl 

Homemaker 

Other 

DK/NR 

cru -sqoereo . 
+/~ points arouno 50%: 

EKOS gesee n-n Associates Inc. 

, 1 

Hcu s ehoj.d Working 

TOTAL Parent No 'l'es 

800 326 474 507 279 
800 327 413 525 262 
10'11 12% 1.0% 16' 0% 

0% 53% 36% 68% 0\ 

10\ 10% 10% 15% 0\ 

41 3% 4% 0% 11% 

n 2% 11 0% 3% 

5% 2% 7\ 0% 14% 

l~% 9% 26% 0% 5n 

J\ 4\ 3% 0% 10% 

D% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 

2%- l'li 2\ 0% 0% 

{ .on 
5 

( .011 

FTCS. Gen<'.!r~ L Pub lü- sur vey ,09~ 6) 
1~1l<l1" .i~ y .... ur cu r r ën t E'!mployment st atusr 

Smoxer s 

EMrL 
WE rGHTEO TOTAL: 

llnweighted n : 
xe I t cempj oyed 

Employed full-Ume 

gmp l oyec pe r t e t i me y se a s 

unempt oveo and Look i nq 

Unemp Ioyed and no r look 

sruoerw 

ser t r eo 

Le ave tma t e r ru t vvd i s ab) 

Homemake r 

Ot he r 

OK/NR 

Chi-Sqllared: 
./~ points a r ound 50~: 

EKOS aesee r ch Assoct ates rnc . 

canedt ens Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL 0( 25~ 25-50% 511'" 5erious Not Serious Not Increas Same pecr ee s ï ncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin No 

800 109 400 
seo 108 400 
10% 12% 12\ 

189 698 
196 706 

9% 10% 

No Minor Abo r 

06/11/03 

Minority Rural/Urban 

PAGE: 109 

43\ 55% 43% 43\ 45% 

(.05) 

No Rural Urban 

10% 6% l1% 11\ 10% 

99 
99 
13. 

65 641 210 590 
62 639 218 592 
H 10% 14% 9% 

reo Government Invo Lvement; A.ppropriate-E"G 

1\ 0\ 1% 2\ 1\ 

'" 36\ 45% 38% 45% 

les 

156 319 
162 314 

7% 8% 

.08 

.06 

" 
33' 
]38 
12' 

5% 3\ 3% 1011 5% 

15% , 
10% 

11\ 9% 12% 9% 

147 1., 
12. 

164 
162 
15% 

lU 17\ 

H J\ 

10\ 3% 3% 4% 

" 1\ l\: 2\ U 

47% 48% 34% 38% 

2\ 2'1! 3% 2% J% 

3% 5% 3% 6% 

10% 22\ 21% 21\ 18\ 

'" .1% 

10% 11 \ 12% 

0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% 

.. 

" " 

2~ 4% 2\ 1% 2'11 

1\ )\ 5% 2% 

0' 0% 0% 0% 0% 

a 5% 2% 

, .on 
9 

2% 1% 2\ 2\ 

( .05) 
10 

[ .05) 

1% 1% 

9% 5% 

11\ 15% 25% 16% '" 

12 

-r 

06/11/03 

Harm - SHS Ris>' ta ceneo t ans 

28\ 

B% 2% " 

2% 

96 

" 15% 

165 328 270 
190 327 260 

1% 12% 9% 

2't 3% ,. " 

619 
6]0 

" 
153 

1" 1" 

0% 0% 0' 

]2% 45% 46% 41% 

1. 
1.01) 

8 
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45' 40' 

10\ 13% 7% 10. 10' 

9\ 3% 2% 

2% 1% 1\ 1% 

10% 4% 4% 

]2% 8% 15% 28% 16% 21% 

5% 4% 2% 

4% 2% 3% 

0% 0% 0% 

1% 1\ 3% 

(.05) ( .01) 
10 



smoxe r s 

FTCS General Pub l Ir- Su rvey (09~61 
wna t t s your ennua L HOl1SEHOLD j ncome fram i111 S0')rCeS be fo r e t axe s ? 

INCH 
WEIGI-iTE:n TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
~ S~O, 000 

$:0, OOO-$2~, 9')Q 

$30,000-539,999 

$40,000-$49,999 

550,OOO-S5G, (199 

$60, OOQ-$79, 999 

580, OOQ-$Q9, 999 

8100,000 or mo rn 

DI\/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
./- points a rouno 50\: 

EKOS ge see rch Aasoc t e tes ï nc . 

Region 

06/11;03 

Gender Education 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr ai r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45. HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-4950-7980-99 100K-t 

Incarne 

BOO 107 
800 88 

12~ 10\ 

55 304 194 
70 287 196 
8% 12\ 16% 

Age 

63 394 ~06 
87 345 455 
16\ 9\ 15\ 

68 311 238 387 209 
92 259 300 388 216 
15\ 10\ 10\ 18\ 8\ 

(.011 
10 

" 
8\ 20\ 17\ 14'11 5% 12\ 14'10 

Il'11 12% q%: 10'iJ 9\ 13% 19\ 12'11 10\ 12% 14% 10\ 9% 16% 7 'il H 

54 
74 
1" 

10% 9\ S\ 13% 10\ 12\ 8% 10\ 10\ 8'i1 12\ 11\ 13\ 10\ 14\ 7\ 

q, lU 12% 2\ 7\ 13\ 6\ 10\ 8\ 3% 11\ 10% S'II 10\ 121 5\ ,. 
9\ IH 7\ 6\ 8\ 12' 4\ a\ 9\ 6\ 6\ 10% 9% 6\ 15\ 8\ 

7% ll~ 

10~ 8% n 10% 11'11 S\ lU 10\ 9\ 5\ n 12\ 13\ 7\ 12\ 13\ 

7' 11\ 21\ '" 
" 4\ 10\ o. 

191 98 243 145 
186 9S 244 H6 

6\ 100' 0\ O~ 

se 
57 
O. 

92 
92 
O. 

" 
8\ 14\ 1H 12\ 

20'" 18% 26\ 28\ 21\ 18\ 17\ 18\ 23% 37\ 19\ 13% 1711 20% 13\ 25\ 

11 12 

TOTAL Parent 

BOO 
BOO 
12\ 

10. 

10. 

lU 

20\ 

Smo ke r s 

rTC::; rtene r.s r Pilb i U· sc r ve y 109'16) 
Wh"t .i s yOIlI annua l HOUSEHOLD tnc-cme from all sources be roce t exe sv 

.05 .01 

0% 37% 0\ O. 

ItlCM 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
$::0,000 

S:O, 000-5::9, ('(HI 

S10,OOO-3N,Q!Hj 

$60, 000-$79, q~9 

SRO, 000-$99, 999 

S100,000 or more 

OK/NR 

Ch i e Squa r eo : 
~/- points a rouno 50\: 

F.KOS genee rc-n Assoc i et es InG. 

Hausehold Working 

1.051 
11 11 10 

06/11/03 

Minority Rural/Urban 

o. 

0\ 33% 0\ 

0' 

No Yes No Minar Abor Rural Urban 

0% 

0\ 30\ 0'1. 

0\ 0\ 53\ 

0\ 100\ O. 

326 
)27 

" 
'" 073 
15> 

507 
525 

6% 

No 

99 

" 1" 
65 
62 
:4% 

641 
639 

'" 
210 
218 

'" 
590 
582 
13' 

o. 0\ 100\ 

10' 1:% 10' 19% 10. 12' 

o. o. 

10. 

10. 

11% 

'0' 11% 

0' o. O. 

" 10. 

10. 10% 

O. O. 

16> l5l 

" " 

,01 
10 13 10 

16% '" 18% 

11% 14. " 

PAGE: 110 
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.01 
5 

.01 

" 
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" j,3'!; 

22\ 24\ 15% 19% 26% 19% 

(.011 
10 

.10 
12 



fTCS General Public Su rvey (0946) 
What 15 your annua I HfJUSEHOLD incorne from a l I sour cas be f o r e taxes? 

Smokers 

!NCM 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Iqht ad n : 
<:$20,000 

$20.000-$29, '199 

$30,000-:>39,999 

$40,00Q-$49,999 

$50,000-$59,999 

$60,000-$79,999 

$80,000-$99,999 

S 100,000 or more 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa red: 
~/- points a r cund 50\: 

SKOS nesee r cn Aasoc t ates r nc • 

06/11/03 

canect ans Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-fG 

109 
108 

" 
400 
400 
\0' 

189 
196 
~O% 

698 
706 
\1. 

96 

" 20. 

619 
630 
11\ 

153 
149 
16% 

165 
180 
16% , 
15\ 

328 
327 
12% 

270 
260 
10' 

" 
" 
" 
" 

11\ 

" 
15\ 

22% 

TOTAL < 25% :5-50% 51\ + Serlous Not ser Ious Not Increas 5ame Decreas r ncr aas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

11\ 13' 

Education 

No 

156 
162 

'" 
319 
314 
11% 

1" 
149 

15' 
164 
162 
11> 

408 
406 
11' 

33. 

3" 
'" 

800 
800 
12% 

11% 

10' 

" 
ID' 

20\ 

11% 1" 10' 12' '" 15\ 10' 11\ 11% 11\ 1" 

\0% 1" ID' 10% 11'11 " 1" 10' '" \1, 8% " 11> " 
" " " " 12\ 1" " " " 11> 9% " " 15% 

10' " " 10' " ID' " " ID' 

18% " ID' " 12' " 11\ " " 10% 11> 

" " " " " " " " 
lU 14> " 12% go 20% 1" 12. " 12% 12. 1" 
18% 2" 25\ 1" 22' 1" ". 20. 17. 19' 2<, 18% 17' 20. 20. 
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fTC5 uene car r'ub j Lc sor ve y (0946) 
Do yrur cons f de r you r s e Lf ta be 

Srnokë r s 

MiNOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

ünwe Lqb t ec n : 
Mernber of vt sb.ï minorty 

An Abor i q i na I pe r son 

None 

DK/NR 

Cl1i-Squared: 
~/- points a round SO~: 

MINOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Member of v I sbl mi oo r t y 

An Abo r l q I na l person 

None 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Squa r eo : 
;./- points e r ound "10%: 

EKOS aesee ccn Assoc i e tes r nc . 

.01 
9 

.01 
10 

TOTAL BC ALb Pre Lr Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 ~0-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll um v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incame 

BOO 
800 

12\ 

107 
88 
16. 

06/11/Q3 

Region ceooer Age 

2~ 0\ 

191 
186 

" 
98 
98 
13. 

243 
244 
14> 

145 
146 

" 
58 
57 
21\ 

" 92 
6% 

" 
80' '" 

" 80 

" 
387 209 
388 216 
15% 12\ 

16% " 

( .10) 
10 

TOTAL Parent 

800 326 
800 327 

12% 13% 

S\ 9\ 

80% 19% 

55 304 194 
70 287 196 
12% 17% 6\ 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 
9\ 13\ L2% 

54 

" 24. 

68 311 238 
92 2SSI 300 

9'% 13\ 12\ 

9\% '" 80' 8" 76. 90% 
" 12\ 9\ 5% 11% 1\ 

O' O' O' 

" 7% lU 5% 6% 1% 9% " 
80% 15% 81\ 81)% 80% 80\ 67. 18% 19" 82\ 15% 8:% 

(.05) 
10 13 10 

a 2\ 1\ 2\ U 1\ 
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" 
11 12 

(.01) 
5 11 11 10 

Hausehold Minority Rural/Urban Worklng 

No Minor Abor No Rural Urban No 

414 501 219 
473 525 262 

12% 13% 12% 

65 641 210 590 
62 639 218 582 
25% 0% 10% 13% 

ss 
99 

100% 

7\ 1\ 10% 100\ 0% 10% 7% 16' 

8H 81\ 80\ 0% 100% 81\ 80\ 

2% 1% 1% 0% O'lr U 2\ 

.01 
10 12 

--'" 



FTCS Genera! Public Sur ve y (0946) 
Do y'1'1 --one i cte r your se Lt to be 

MINOR 
WF.:IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Iqh t ed n: 
Membet ()I v l.sb I minorty 

An Abo r i qi na l pe r son 

None 

DK/NR 

r'h i e Sqna reo : 
+;- po i nt s e r ounc 30~: 

cenecn.eos smoke He rm - Smoke r s 

06/11/03 

Ha rm - SHS Ri sjc co caneo t ans 

TOTAL c ::5'1, 25-S0\ 51\ -+ se r t cus Not Se r i cus Not j nc r ee s Sa me Dec r ee s r ncr ees Maintn Reduce Ej Im i n 

reo nove r nment Inval vement 

RDO 
800 
12\ 

109 
10' 

" 
400 
<00 

10> 

1" 
196 
::3'" 

698 
706 
l2% 

96 
88 
13> 

61(1 
630 
L3> 

1" 
149 

11' 

165 
180 

1" 
328 :?70 
327 260 
lq'), B'/; 

156 
162 
20\ 

319 
314 
10' 

147 
140 
12% 

Appropr i a t e -Ft; 

" " 11' " " 14% 6\ 7\ 10> " 

Ye, No 

80% 91. Al' 65\ 80' 79% 80% '9% 71% 80% 86'l1 72% 83% 

164 
16:: 

12'?, 

• 06 
406 
lU 

33 • 
338 
m 

" 
1.0Il 

9 la 

1\ 1% 

(.01) 

0' 

( .OS) 
8 
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" " 10' 

83% 78% 

" 

EKOS RESEA~CH ASSOCIA TES. 20CJ1! ~ 2T • . 
("f!ll"r>l] r'lhlj,: <or vev (1)<'4r)) 

UbS"1 vec nen+e r 'l~ r e sponocn t 

\~F.tl;HTED TOTAL: 
IInNeight~d n: 

Chl-S<ju ... r eo : 
./- points ... [Ollnn ')Oi: 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
unwe i qht ed n : 

M,:de 

Chi -Squa r-ad : 
./- po i n t s around 'lO%· 

·IJf.!(iHTSfl TOTAL­ 
nnwe i qht e-t n: 

F"lIlf' J,~ 

(·11i-~qlji,red: 
'/- r.o Lnr s ... round ',01: 

Region 

TOHl,L BC Alb Pra irOnt Que p..t l Male 

06/11/03 

Age Education Incarne 

<20 :O-~4 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 10-49 50-1G 90-9~ lOOK+ 

HOO 107 55 304 194 
ROO f<'" 70 ce- 186 
4~,~ SH 4')\ 38\ 5'::1 4·1% 

63 .]~4 4 ')6 
1'\7 345 455 
S2~ 100'1. 0\ 

68 311 ::38 387 ::09 1~1 
:1':: ::59 300 388 .~ 16 186 
46~ 50'!. SO~ S1\ 45% 51\ 

la 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

9!j ~ 4 3 14 5 
q~ ~4 4 146 
3t<\ ')1\ 4>n. 

.05 
10 

TOTAL .. ':::5" ':::5-')0\ 5U' se r Ious Not Serious Not r ncr e as Same necr ee s t nc r ee s Maintn Reduce El imin 

Fed Government Lnvc l veme n t 

.01 

0\ 100% SU :'41; 50% 50~ 49\ 55% 49'1< 6~% 49\ S':::' 41% 3B% 

10 

.10 
la 11 l' Il 

65 

" 45% 

641 
639 
49% 

:10 
218 
49% 

590 
582 

49%. 

270 
':::60 
53% 

47' 

156 
162 
55% 

147 
149 
42% 

13 

Appropriate-FG 

Household Working Minority 

55% 51\ 51% sn 

45% 52% S8% 

cenao i ens Smoke Harm - Smo ke r s 
~ ...... ,.~ .. === .. ~~= .. _,._ .... ==_'':m,. .. ,.~== .. ,._ .. g===,. ="'="'~'" .. ="'==~ .. __ "'=""== .. .. ===,. .... "' .. = .. = ........ ~===_"" .... ==_= ... ,,,,, .. _=== = .......... == .. ,. == 

No 

12 

Harm - 5HS RisI: to cenao i ans 

TOTAL r-er-en- No Ye, No Minor Abc r 

61 ~ 
bOa 
43% 

153 
149 

'" 
165 
180 
46. 

.10 
8 

P.n..GE: 11.') 

164 
162 

'" 
408 
406 
53\ 

334 
338 
45% 

46. 55% 

'DO 
SOO 
49' 

3~b 
32/ 
44\ 

474 
470 

53' 

50' 
5~S 
52" ,. 
OB' 

99 

" 52\ 

36'1< 51% 

.05 
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", 57' ", 

.01 

.05 
5 

.05 
la 

100 
108 
SB' 

400 
.00 
52" 

189 
196 
43\ 

6G' 
706 
4 9~ 

06 
'8 
55' 

'" sn 
.05 

la 



FTCr, General PubLi c gu r ve y (09461 
Provincial i nd lca t o r (NOTE: Territories are coj Iepsed in BC) 

Smoke r s 

PROVI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

llnwe Lqh t ed n: 
British Columbia 

Alberta 

seske tcneven 

Manitoba 

ont ar to 

Ouebe c 

New Brunswick 

Nova ScotLa/P.E.I 

New foundlafld/ Labrador 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points a round ~O,: 

EKOS Re s e a r c-h As soct e tes t nc . 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

TOTAL BC Alb ër af r Ont Que Atl Male Fern <20 20-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-7(1 80-99 100K+ 

Age Education Incarne 

800 107 77 
800 88 82 
13% IOO't O~ 

la, 0% 100% 

55 304 194 
70 287 ]86 
Dl 0% Ol 

0% 48% 

0' D'Il 52\ 

63 394 406 
87 345 455 

0'1; 15% 11% 

0' o. 9% lU 

" 74 
14% 

68 311 238 387 209 191 
92 259 300 388 216 186 
13% 10% 15% 15' 9' 13\ 

98 243 H5 
98 244 146 
11\ 15% 14'11 

92 
92 
la. 

o. 

" 
38% 

24. 
2'1. 0% 

4% 0\ 

2\ 0\ 

( .oi i 
la 

o. 0% 100% 

o. 

o. 

o. " . 
0% 40% 36% 32% 46% 41% 34% 35% 43% 38% 37% 3l't 40% 50% 45% 

2% 3% " " o. o. 

58 
57 
20' 

8\ 10% 12% " 6% 17% 

o. " 
o. 

" " 
4% 3% " " 

0% 0% 

0' 0\ 0' 

" 
0% 22% 27\: 31% 18\ 25\ 24% 26\ 23% 23% 31% 30% 26% 14\ 10% 01 100' 

0% 31% 2\ 2' 

0.. 46% 4% 3\ 

0% 22% 2% H 

11 

l-%: 3% ,. l'li 5\ 

o. 0% 0% 

1. " 3% 3% 

11 12 

7% 3% 4% 5% 1% 3% " .. " 
0\ 2% " 2\ 3\ 1\ 1% 

11 10 
( .05) 

10 10 13 

PAGE: 116 

.. 
f"TeS co oe r e t f>ubl le SlIrvey (0946) 

pr-cv I ncf a L Lndt cat c r (NOTE: 're r r t cor res are collapsed in BC) 

- 

smo ee r s 

PROVI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

lInw"liQhted n : 
British Co lumb La 

Alberta 

aaska t cnewan 

Manitoba 

nnt ar to 

uebec 

New arunsvt c k 

Nova f"otia/l'.E.I 

Newf ouridI and/ Labrador 

Ch LvSqua r ed : 
~/- points a r ound 50%: 

EI\05 ae see rr-n As soc i ar.es t nc . 

06/11/03 

No No y" NO Minor Abor TOTAL Parent 

Household Working Minori ty Rural/Urban 
Z~~~ ~"' __ .. _ ~~"' ...... ~ .. ="' ~ ~=~~ .. =~ .. .. "'=~_ .. __ .. 

Rural Urban 

= 

3:!6 
327 

12% 

474 
473 , .. 

800 
800 

13% 

la' 

38' 

" 

12\ " 

507 
525 
1" 

279 
262 
13% 

" 99 
1" 

65 
62 

'" 
641 210 
639 218 
13\ 7% 

590 
582 

160 

" 
38% J8% 

" la' " 11' 10% 10% 

,,, 
" .. 
2% 

" 
3" )7, 51% 

3% 8\ 

50' 35% 36% 3" 

" 

1" 26\ 23% 25\ 

10 

3' 0% 

4% 6% 

" 2% 5\ 

(.011 

PAGE; 117 
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f"TCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Provincial tno t ca tor (NOTE: Territories are col l aps ed in Bel 

smoke r s 

PROVI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
BrU lsh cotumbre 

Alberta 

H<lnitoba 

Ontario 

çuebec 

New Brunswick 

Nova Scotia/P.E.I 

Newfoundlandl Labrador 

Chi -Bqua r ed : 
~/- points a r ound 50\: 

EI\OS Re aee rch Assoct e tes Inc. 

ceneo i ans Smoke Harm - Smakers Harm - SHS 

06/11/03 

Risk ta Canadians Fed Government r nvot veœent Appropriate-FG 

800 
800 

'" 
189 
196 
III 

619 
630 

13' 

TOTAL < 25" ~5-50% 51% ... Serious Not Serious Not rncreas Sarne pecr eas t ncrees Maintn Reduce Elimin 

698 
706 
14' 

96 
88 
12\ 

log 
108 
16' 

400 
400 

14' 

No 

153 
149 

'" 
270 
260 
16' 

16' 
162 

" 
33' 
338 
11% 

10' "' 101 

408 
.06 

15% 

156 
162 

147 
149 
13% 

319 
314 
11% 

165 
180 

10' 

328 
327 
12. 22% 

10. 11. 

" 
38' 40. ", 

13' " 12' 

39' 29% 4Hs 39. 

14% 7% 

24% ,,, 

" B' " 9% 

23\ 35\ 

" " . 
39% 36% 

21\ 

2% " 

3% 

". ", 27' ]7, 35% 

( .05) 
10 

", 40' '0' 

33% 29\- 22% ,,, 21% 21' 25> 25% 21\ 20\ 

3% " 
" 3% 

3% 0' 2% 3% 

( .05) 
8 

PAGE: 118 

06/11/03 fTCS G"::nerill Pub l Lc sur vey (OQ46) 
imparted rural/urban indicator 

Smokers 

RURAL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
Rural. 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points a r ound 50'1!: 

RURAL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht.ed n: 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- points a r ound 50'10: 

RURAL 
~JEIGlITE[J TOTAL: 

Hnwe i.qb t ed n: 

urban 

Ch i -Bqua r ed : 
,/- points a r ormd ~(n: 

Region Gender 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Que Atl Hale fem <20 ~0-24 25-44 45+ HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 90-99 lOOK'" 

Age Education Incarne 

900 107 
BOO 88 
161; lH 

77 55 304 194 63 39~ 406 54 
92 70 287 186 87 345 455 74 
18\ 48% 25\ 25% 36\ 26\ 16\ 2B\ 

68 311 238 387 209 191 98 243 145 58 
92 2S9 300 388 2l.6 186 98 244 146 57 
24\ ~~, 17% 33% 22'l1 19\ 24% 22'). 32% 25\ 

92 
92 
18' 

.01 
la 11 12 11 

74% 86% 71\ 51% 75% 75\ 64% 74% 7H 72% 76% 78\ 73% 671 78% BU 76% 7B\ 68% 75'10 f3l'!; 

Household Minarity Working 

TnTAL rarent No Minor Abor 

.01 
11 10 la 

NO 

800 
BOO 
26% 

507 
525 
27\ 

99 
90 
22'11 

65 
62 
34% 

13 la 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

326 
327 
30% 

4" ." 24% 
279 
262 
26\ 

'" 70. 66' 

641 
639 
26\ 

210 
218 
100\ 

590 
582 

O' 

". '" '" '" 
.10 

la 12 

74. O' 100% 

caneo i ans smoke He rm - Smokers Ha rm - SHS 

.01 

Risk ta Canadians Fed Government tnvolvement Appropriate-fG 

800 
'00 
26% 

109 
108 le, 

.00 

.00 
30' 

189 
196 
22% 

698 
706 
::5'11 

96 
88 
32\ 

619 
630 
2" 

TOTAL < 25\- 25-50\ !ll%... se r t ous Not se r t ous Not .tnc r ee s seme uecr ee s t ncr e as Maintn Reduce Elimin 

'" 70' '" 75' 75\ 

.05 .10 

No 

153 
149 
31% 

319 
31. 
26% 

334 
338 
2" 

10 

16. 
162 
31% 

.08 
·106 
25' 

'" 180 
24% 

329 
327 

'" 
270 
260 
28\ 

156 
162 
23\ 

147 
149 
27. 

", 72% '" 77% 74. '" 69% 75% 
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'raot e of Contents 

Page: 

WSEXY Page: 

WSMY Page: 

How se r t ous t.s 
SE:R2 

The ne rm t c the he a Lt n of smokers causee by smoking cigarettes 
Page: 

How se r t cus is 
SERJ 

The harm tc the hee Lt n o r »cn-emoker s causee by b r eë t b i nq in second hand smcke from c Lqa r e t t e s that other people are smoking 
Page: 

Would you say the nea Lt h r i s k to Canadians qene r a Ll y that is posed by tocacco has increased, decreased or stayed about the same ove r the past 5 years? 

RISK~ Page: 

Why do you rh i n k the level of health risk of tobacco has increased? 

WHY[ Page: 10 

Why do vou rh.i nk the Leve l or health rlsk of tobacco ha s decreased? 

WHYD Peqe : 13 

About whilt pe rcenr açe of .111 Canadt ans do you think smoke s even occasionally? 

SHPER Page: 15 

Snm~ peop j « eev that ~mokin(] rates in Canada are decreasing and public rocus shou Id now be on cr he r nee Lth issues. Others say that t he r e Cire still 5 
million snoker s in Ca narta . From vour o ..... n poInt ot v Iew, sncoro tooecco continue ta be a h Lq h qove r ntnent p r i.o r i t y> 

CONf Page: 17 

C.~n VOII idr:nl if y anvth t nq r ne cove r nrsent of Canada does cu r cent.Ly in arder r o r educe t cbe cco r e Lat ed o i se ase and daa t h arsonq Canadlans? 
I\W.II,R Page: 19 

Wh",t ri0'!;<; r h .. r.ove r runeor of ceoede cu r r ant Ly do ta r educe t obaccc-ve i e c ed ot se ase and daa t h amonq Canadians? 

AWAR2 Page: 21 

The t eo qov " r eues ha va p r oq rems and Leq l s l at i.on in place. Th"! cu r r ent, fTCS Ls an Iru t Ie t t ve ta recuce smoking-related dt sease and death. 15 this an 
... pp r op r La t e r ole for the Gov't of Canada, or wou l d this rot e be best re r t up t c ot be r s , like the 
fTCS Page: 24 

In the -r r ea of r educ Lnq smoking, second hand smoke and regulating t obacco , in the future, wou Id you like to see the federa.L government increase its 
level of involvement, maintain t t s cu r rent; Le ve L of lnvoivement, reouce lts level of i.nvoivement oc eliminate its involvement a l t oqe t he r . 

INVOL Page: 26 

There ar e many pa r t ne r s who have an Lnt e r e s t in reducing the use of tooecco . Which of the f o l l ow.Lnq do yeu think Ls the most app r cpr i a t e r o l e for the 
t eoe rei qcve rnmenr r o play? 

PARTN Page: 28 

EKOS Re~e",rch è s soc i a t e s rnc . PAGE: 
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T,',ble o f Contents 

How t ovo Ivec shou Ld be in reducinq hee jrh r Ls k s of stno k â nq and SHS 
The fede r a l qove r ament 

INVOI Page: 30 

Ho ... Lnvc Ived ebou l d he in reduc i nq he a Lt h r i svs of smoking and SHS 
The p r ov tnr-La l qove rnmenr 

INVO:! rage: 33 

How Lnvo Ived shou Id be in reducing health r t s ks of smoking and SHS 
Non+qcve r nment e I or not-for-profit o r qan i z a t i ons 111:e the cenecn en Cancer soc i e t y 

INVO) Paqe : 36 

nov i nvo Ivert S!lould he in r educ i nq he a Lt h r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
Health ce r e pr o fe s s i ona Ls like doc co r s , nurses and oent Ls t s 

1 NV04 Fage: 39 

Hcw involved ahouId be in r educ i nq health r i sks of smoking and SH$ 
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lNV05 Page: 42 

Hcw i.nvo Iveo should be in r educ i nq he a j t h r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
Your local or r eqf ona I qove rnme n r , such as the health board 

lNVQ6 Page: 45 

How Invo l ved .. shou Ld be in reducing hea l t h r i s k s of smoking and SHS 
canac Lane tnemse l ves 

INV07 Page: 48 

Who do you think should halle the HAIN responsibility ta regulate the manufacturing of tobecco products t o reouce harm to smoxe r s . This could be 
t h r ouqb r e se a rch ta find ways of reducing nicotine content in cigarettes, for examp Ie . 

RESPl Page: 51 

Who el se do yon t h Lnk snoui.d halle responsibillty for r equ Lat Lnq the manufa cr ur Lnq of tcceccc p r oduc t s to reduce harm to smoke r s . 

RSPIB Page: 54 

',,;ho do you think shou.ld have the MAIN r e s pon s Lb.i Lf. t y ta reduce the number of youth who t a ke up smoking 

RESP2 Page: 57 

who e l se do vou th i n k s hou l d have responsibility ta reduce the numbe r of youth who t a ke up smoking 

RSP:B Page: 60 

EKOS gesee rcn Assoct ates j nc . PAGE: 

PrCS cener-e L PuhUc Sur ve y 10916! 06/11/03 

Table of Contents 
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RE:SP3 Page; 63 

Who el se do you think should have responsibility to r educe smuggling of cigarettes 

RSP3B Page: 66 

Who do you t h Ln k s houLd have the MAIN responsibility for programs and act Lv Lt Les t o r educe the number of smc ke r s , like p r oq r ams ta help smokers quit. 

RESP4 Page: 69 
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RSP4B Page: 72 
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HOU Page: 98 
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D(1 vou ha ve ;Orly r-h i Ldr-en in the f o Ll ow Lnq aqe q r oupa ? 
i\J[)lA t'age: 101 

Wn-it t s the hiqhest 1~v~1 of schooling that yeu have ccrnp Ie t ed ? 

E:1)tl20 Page: 104 

Wh<lt Ls you r cur r enr emp Loyme nt; sr a t us z 
EMPL Page: 107 

Wh.-'!t is ycur annue ï HOUSEHOLD incarne f rom a11 sources he fore taxes? 

INr:M Page: 110 

Do you oons i de r you r s e I f to be 
MINOR Page: 113 

oose rvao qe nde r of r e spcndent; 
S~X Page: 115 

Pr ov.inc.i e t Lndtca tor (NOTE:: Territories a r e cot t epseo in Bel 
rROVI Page: 116 

impor t ed ror a 1 /urban tndi ce r or 
RURAL Page: 119 

EKOS nesee r cf As soc i ates InG. PAGE: 

" ;- 

fTn: Ge-ne r .. 11 Pub l le survev (O<}46) 
we i.qht ed pr cpo r tLons 

06/11/03 

TOTAL 
WPRY 

WEIGIiTED TOTAL: 600 
Unwe Lqh t ed n : 600 

Br i t Lsh Co lumb i ë 1).4\ 
Arbe rre 9. 7~ 
;:~o'lskatch"lwi'ln 3.2\ 
+tan t t coe 3.6% 
ont a ri.c 38.1\ 
Oue ber- ~4. 2\ 
New arunsvi ck 1.5% 
Novi'! S,'lJtia!PEI 3.S% 
Newf ounrl l a nd 1.8% 

WSEXY 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

Unwe Lqb t ed n: 600 
Ha Le 49. j\ 

roma re 50.9% 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 
Ul\wL~i'Jhted n: 600 

gmoj.e r 20.0'& 
Non-csmo ke r 80.0% 
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fTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
How serions 15 The harm to the health of smoke r s causee by smoking cigarettes 

Yout h cases 

$ER2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe1ghted n : 
NOT SERIOUS (l ::1 

SERIOUS (3 4) 

Not ar aj I se r Lous 

Not very ser i ous 

sonewbat se rt ous 

Very se r i cus 

Don' t know 

No response 

Chi-squared 
~/- points around 50'1; 

Mean 
5td oev 

Student' s t 

EK05 aeeee rcn As soci at es t nc • 

-, 

Region Gender 

TOTAL BC Alb pr a Lr Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 BO-99 100K+ 

60() Ba 58 
600 78 66 

5\ 4\ 1% 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
10% 4% 8\ 

47 294 306 120 4BO 508 60 29 70 94 
65 291 309 14 526 516 50 30 63 91 
7\ 8% 3\ 12\ 4% 6\ 5% 0% 6\ 1% 

39 

" " 

06/11/03 

Smoker Education Incarne 

74 
76 

" 
34 
33 

" 
94% 94\ 99\ 'la,! 96\ 92% 90' 92% 96% 91'5 96\ 93' 95% 100% 92\ 98' 92\ 93\ 92\ 

1\ 0\ 0\ 4% D'il 4\ 3' 2\ 1%: 3% 1\ l'ii 2% 0\ 6% 1% 0% 2% 0\ 

4\ 4% 1% 7% 4' 4\ 3\ 5\ 3% 9% 3\ 4\ 3% 0\ 0\ 0\ 7\ 5% 8\ 

2U, 13% 1:1\ 17% 18% 36\ 1 ° Il! 21\ 209; 26\ 19\ 20\ 32% 15\ 31\ 16\ 18% 27% lB\ 

73% 91\ 84'11 73\ 78\ 55\ 81\ 71\ J6%. 6l\: 76% 74\ 64\ 85\ 61\ 82% 73\ 67% 74\ 

0% H 0% 0'1; 0% 1\ 0\ 0% 0% Dl 0% 0% 0\ 0% 1\ 1\ 0\ 0% 0% 

0% 1 \ 0% 0\ 0\ ()% 3% 0\ 0\ H 0\ 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% l \; 0\ 0\ 

.05 .01 
4 11 12 13 12 6 11 14 18 12 10 11 17 15 

3.67 3.79 3.82 3.59 3.73 3.44 3.72 3.61 3.72 3.47 3.72 3.67 3.57 3.85 3.49 3.81 3.67 3.58 3.66 
0.6240.4900.4210.717 0.537 0.748 0.703 0.695 0.542 0.772 0.572 0.632 0.652 0.361 0.801 0.4760.607 0.6920.631 

.05 .01 .05 .01 .05 ,05 .01 .01 .01 .05 .01 

PAGE: 
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"TC!:: GI>I1C"l) PliblJe sucvoy (OQ46) 

fl,'\" sert ous i.'l Til" ha rm ta Ille hee l t h or smoke r s causee by smoking c Lqa r e t t e s 

Yout.f Cuse s 

SER2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Uriwe Lqh t ad n: 
NOT SERIOUS 11 2) 

SERIOUS () 4) 

Not at ,,11 se r Lcus 

Not very ee r Lous 

somevhe t SP-rirJUS 

Vr.>.ry se r tocs 

Don' t know 

l'In resp()nse 

Ch ivSqua red 
~/- points a round 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

st.uoent "s t 

EKOS Research As soc t at.es Inc. 

House no ro Working Minority 

.' 
06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban TOTAL Pe r e n t No '(es Minor Abo r 

410 140 
405 140 

6\ 6% 

460 
460 

5\ 

600 136 4 64 2~ 5 351 133 48 
600 142 458 240 355 136 50 

5% IH, 5% 5% 6% 4% 6\ 

'ln 92% 9H 95% 93\ 95\ 91\ 

H 0\ 2% 0% 2% 2'11 0% 

H 7\ 3\ 4% 4\ 3% 6% 

2U IH 23\ 23\ 19% 18\ 13% 

13\ 78\ 7:'\ 72% 74% 77% 18'1; 

D'li os 0% Oil! 1 % 1% 0% 

0% 0\ 0% 0% O~ 0\ 3% 

5 14 
J.67 3.70 3.66 3.68 3.66 3.71 3.74 

0.624 0.616 0.626 0.569 0.663 0.604 0.572 

94% 91\ ,5> 
2% 1% 

4% 6~ 3' 
21% 20% 2" 

73% 71\ '" 
0% .;:\ 

Ot 1\ 

5 
3.66 3.65 

0.636 0.626 
3.67 

0.624 
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fTCS Gerte r a l Public: survey (0446) 
uow s .. r tous t s The ha rm ta the health of smoke rs causee by smoking c i qa r e t t e s 

Canadians smoke Ha rrn - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians 

06/11/03 

WEIGHTED TOHIL: 

TOTAL < 25' 25-50% 51\ + Serious Not ser t ous NOt r ncrees Same Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce g Li m i n 

red Government t nvoj vament 

SER2 

unwe Lghted n: 
NOT SE:R!OI]3 Il 2) 

600 
'DO 

" 
49 
51 
4% 

:35 ::>78 563 
:Dl 282 567 

7't 5% 0\ 

35 
28 
35~ 

299 
299 

3% 

96. 

2% 

20% 

'" 
" 
0' 

.05 
6 

3.73 
0.53 

.05 

184 
182 

8\ 

97 283 
99 292 
9% 3\ 

232 
230 

" 
44 
'0 ". 

Apprapr la te-Fe 

searous (3 4) '" 

32 563 
29 569 

100\ H 

96% 93'11 95\ 100\ 6" 91\ 91% 96% '" '3% 

No 

37 
3' 
2" 

409 
42' .. 172 

156 
9% 

Not dt al L ser l ous 

Not very s e r i cus 

Som ..... ·har se ri ous 21. 

0\ 961 

0' H 2\ 0\ 13> 

71% 72\ 81\ 

11% 

25% 33% 

70' '6% '9% 

Very se r t oos 73' 

5\ 2\ 0% '" 

" 0\ 0\ 

12% 50. 

1% 

\8' 3% 

Don' c know 0% 

73\ 3\ 

'" 21'1< 211 22\ 0\ 20\ 

0\ 0\ 

7 
3.60 
0.73 

.10 

(.011 
10 6 

3.62 3.77 
0.68 0.52 

.01 

o. 
3.69 
0.56 

15 
3.34 
0.80 

.01 

16% 25% 

No r e sponse 

Chi-Squared 
+/- points a r ound 50," 

ueen 
Std dev 

St udanr; 's t 

3.67 
0.62 

83% 72\ 74% 78\ 35> 

;. .. 
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18% 

78. ". 

17 
lB 
05 

.01 

.05 
5 

3.73 
0.55 

.01 

3.53 
0.75 

.01 

EK05 aesee r ct- As soc i at es tnc . 

011 76% 

0% 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 

0% 0\ O'fi O'il 0\ 

F"fCS ""n'lr"l l'lIbJ {r xur ve y (O('~f:il 06/11/03 
l!nw se ct ous iF rho ha rrn t<i che hce Lt h of non-smoxe rs caused by breathing in second hand smoke from cigarettes triac other people are smoking 

14 
3.79 
0.50 

.10 

( .011 , 
3.65 3.67 3.78 
0.64 0.63 0.41 

.01 

1.73 3.72 
0.45 0.55 

.01 .01 

( .011 
\8 19 

2.87 
1.07 

.01 

60 
50 

" 
29 
30 

" 
70 
63 
8% 

Region smo ce r 

HS Coll Univ ':$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK .. 

r ncoms 

w;;;rGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC A.lb Pt-a I r Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No 
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:;;ER3 
fiGO 
600 

" 
80 
7S 

" 
ünwe i qht ad n : 

NOT SERTOUS (1 :1 

SERIons (3 4) '41 

cende r 

58 
66 

" 
41 229 146 
53 231 107 
8% 5\ At 

47 :94 306 
65 291 309 
J% 8\ 4% 

120 480 50B 
74 526 516 
16\ 3% 5\ 

92% 92. 92% 

" 91 

" 
J4 
33 
7% 

" " " 
39 
41 
10% 

Not at 11.lI se r tous " 
Not very S'H intis 5> 

Somewhs t se r tous 32\ 

Very ser i ous 62\ 

pon ' t know 

No re sponae 0% 

96~ 90% 95% 91% 97'1; 9H 96% 

o. 8% 

'8% 91% '3% 90% 

" 3\ 5% 2% 8" 2'l< 3% " 8% 0% 

0% " 
38% 28% 43% 19% 31% 32\ 37\ 30\ 30\ ". 32% 34. 

" 6% 

52\ 67\ 48% 79\ 6111 64\ 47\ 66% 64% '" 60' 58% 

36% 26' 9% 23' 

2\ 0\ 1\ 0% 

o. 0% 

62% 651 '4% 68. 

0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0% o. 
0% 0% o. 

Chi-Squared .05 .01 
.r- points a r cund '10\ Il 12 13 12 6 Il 14 18 12 10 Il 17 15 

Mean 3.54 3.62 3.63 3.40 3.61 3.34 3.74 3.50 3.59 3.24 J.62 3.56 3.41 3.51 3.43 3.62 3.56 3.75 3.55 
Std dev 0.6790 .. 577 0.64!l 0.788 0.615 0.793 0.549 0.730 0.6240.8920.5910.6790.6100.6590.841 0.50B 0.652 0.648 0.763 

Stlldent's t' .10 .01 .01 .01 .01 .10 .10 
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06/11/03 
FT~~wG::;~~~S P~~l~~ S~~~~~a!~9~:l the he a Lt h of non-emoke r s cac seo by or ea t n Lnq in second hand smoke from cigarettes that c t he r people are smoking 

You t h Cases 

TOTAL 

Household Workinq Minorlty Rural/Urban 
-~-- --~ "''''.,.~---=~~_ - = -~~=~-_ _="" .. _g-- .. ="",. _--=== ... 
parent No Yes No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

SER] 
136 
1" 

" 
16. 
05' 
" 

245 
240 

7% 

351 
355 

4\ 

133 
136 

" 
48 
50 
lU 

.10 
405 

" 
460 
460 

" 

FTCS GenerAJ P'lbli<::: Stl1:vey (0"'46) 06/11/03 
How ser i ous j s The he rrn ta the health of non-enoke r s caused by breathing in second hand smoke from cigarettes that. other people are smoking 

WElGI1TE:D TOTAL: 600 
600 

" 
Unweighted n : 

NOT SERIOUS (1 2) 

96. 93> 93\ 95\ 94\ 

140 
140 

" 
S9' 93' 94' SERIOUS (3 -4) '4\ 

" " 
94\ 

4\ 

26' 30\ 

No 

Not at aIL se r i ous 

Not very serious 

32\ 3" 30\ 

2\ 

33. 29. 33> 37. 

172 
156 
11\ 

'" 
" 
" 

42% 

." 
0\ 

0\ 

3.31 
0.81 

.01 
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30. Somewhat serious 

'" ,1\ ,2\ Very se r ï ous 62% 62\ 65% 63. '" 6" 

Don' t know o. 
No response 

Chi-Squared 
t-/- points a r ound 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

atuoent '>, t 

5 
3.52 

0.700 
.10 

• 
3.54 

0.679 
3.53 

0.706 
3.62 

0.596 
.10 

E;KOS aese a r cf Assoc t e tes r nc . 

l' 

Yout h cases 

canedt ans Smoke Harm - smoke r s 

ree 

1> 1> 

,\\ 
o. " o. 

s 
3.56 

0.649 

, 
3.59 

0.649 

" " 
0' " 
14 

3.44 
0.88e 

8 
3.50 

0.654 

5 
3.56 

0.666 
3,54 

0.656 
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Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians red Gove r nme nt; Involvement Appropriate-rG 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50' 51\ t- ser t ous Not Serious Not Increas Same necr eas r ncr e.as Maintn Reduce Elimin 
---- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

WSLGHTE[l TOTAL: '00 
600 

" 
4 9 ~35 278 563 
51 ~31 ~92 567 

9'lo. 8~ 4%: 4\ 
Unweighted n : 

NOT SERIOUS (1 2) 

SER!OUS (3 4) 

Not very ee r t ous " 7'!! 6% 1% 2\ 

Some ..... hat se r i cus 32\ 26% 29% 32% 32% 

Very se r Lous 62\ 64\ 63\ 63% 641 

Don' t kno ..... 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 

No r e sponse 0% 0% 0% 0\ 

Chi-Squared 
~/- points around 50% 

Mean 
Std dev 

st udent '5 t 

4 
3,54 
0.68 

1.011 1. • 
3.53 3.54 3.56 ].59 
0.72 0.69 0.69 0.62 

.01 

EKOS Re se a rnh Assoc t at as r nc . 

32 563 
19 569 
37\ 0\ 

J)3% 100'); 

lB\ 0\ 

19\ 0% 

29% 34% 

341 66% 

0\ 0\ 

0% D'li 

(.OL) 
18 , 

2.79 3,66 
1.12 0.47 

.01 ,01 

35 29Q 184 
28 299 182 

100% 3% lU 

97 283 232 
99 292 230 
7\ 3% 6\ 

44 .0 
" 

37 
34 
30% 

.09 
426 

" 0\ 97% 89\ 93% 97\ 94\ 93> ,7\ '7% 

42% 1\ 3% 1" 
58% 2" 7\ 2% Ho 4% 141 

0\ 32% 27\ 42'6 23\ 41% 40. 26\ 28% 

0\ 65\ 62% SU 74\ 54\ 52. .0\ '" 
0\ l't 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ " 
0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 

.01 
19 6 7 

1.59 3.61 3.48 
0.50 0.59 0.77 

.01 .01 

(.01) 
10 6 6 

3.40 3.70 3.46 
0.75 0.57 0.66 

.05 .01 .05 

17 
2.94 
1.12 
.01 

.01 
5 

3.64 
0.59 

.01 

15 
3.47 
0.61 
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J4 
33 
58' 

19 
41 
0\ 

ries General Public su rvey (0946) 06/11/03 
tëouId Vou say the haa Lt h r i s k to Canad i ans qene r a l l v t hat; i e posed by tobacco nes i ncreeeed , decreased or stayed about the same ove r the pa s t; 5 years? 

rouen Cases 

RISK2 
WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n: 
tnc-reaseo 

St ayeo the seme 

De c reasect 

Don' t know 

No response 

Chi -Squa reo : 
+/- points a round SO'!;; 

RISK2 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unve t qht ec n : 
r nc re aseo 

Stayed the s ame 

necreeseo 

Don' t I-:now 

NO response 

Chi Squa t ë d : 
+/- points "round 50': 

EKOS nese a rch As soc i at es j nc . 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a l r Ont Queb Atl Male fem Yea No 

Raq i on Gender Smoker 

HS Coll uni v <S20K 20-49 50~79 90-99 lOOK+ 

600 80 
600 78 
50\ 55\ 

16\ 9\ 

3% 6\ 

0% 0\ 

11 

TOTAL pa ren t 

600 
600 
50% 

31' 

16% 

0' 

58 
66 
63> 

47 294 306 120 480 508 
65 291 309 74 526 516 
54\ 48% S1\ 53'5 49% S2\ 

Education 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

140 
140 
48. 

32. 

16> 

" 
O' 

60 
50 
41. 

29 
JO 
J2> 

70 
6J 
49% 

Incarne 

94 
el 
54. 

74 
76 
53> 

28> J" 

" 

41 229 146 
53 231 101 
39\ 49\ 45\ 

29' 2n 30\ 34\ 30% 30\ 3H 32% 30% 30\ 

'" 
34' 28% 

" 19. " 26% 19% 11'5 15% 18% 15% 13\ 17\ 15\ 

41% 

'" 
" o. O' 

u. '50 
O' 

O' O' 

2% 4\ 3\ 2% 4% 3\ 

14 lB 12 

O' 

10 

,. 

i i 17 15 

O' 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 

460 
460 
50. 

JO, 

16' 

O' 
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~ 

Ye' 

12 13 12 11 

ne:" Gene r a l Public Sur ve y (Ofl46J 06/11/03 
wou Lo yeu SAy the hëë Lt h r i sk r c cenadt ans që ne r a l Ly t ha t t s posed by t obacco has increased, oecr e ased or stayed about the s eme ove r the past 5 yee r s ? 

Youth Cases 

RISt<:: 
WF.IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe iqb t ëcl n : 
tn.u e ased 

g t ayed the sAme 

nec re a sec 

Dan' c know 

No r espons e 

Ch i e Squa r ed : 
~/- points ar ound 50'!;: 

EKO$ aese a r cb nxsoc i er e s Inc . 

Hous eho.l d Working Minority 

Ca nad i a n s Smoke Ha rm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 
,. __ ~ = m .. .. m= == __ ~ ~ ,.~ '" "',. .. "' = .. _ __ =~ __ .. _ ~ == ~_.. =' " .. _~~ = .. ====_ "' .. "'........... ..=~= ~ == '" 

TOTAL c 25'i, 2~)-50'!; 51\ + ser t ous Not se r Lous Not r ncreas seree pee reas r oc r e as Haintn Reduce Elimin 

600 
600 
50' 

J\% 

16' 

No Minor Abc r Na 

299 
::99 
100% 

o. 
O' 
0' 

,01 
6 

'" 182 

0' 
97 
s« 
0' 

283 
292 
60' 

27\ 

'" 
o. 

No 

232 
230 
41' 

" 40 
4], 

37 
J4 

'" 
409 
426 
50' 

l7.2 
156 ". 

Yes No 

lJ6 
1'12 

'" 
064 
4;8 

50' 

46 
50 

'" . 
10' 35% 

100% O' 3], 33'1. 31\ 30"" 

410 
405 
45\ 

245 
240 

48' 
J51 
355 
5" 

133 
136 
58> 

J4\ JO, J5% ,,, '" 

100% 

O' 

O' O' 

23% " 16% 1" 

'" 17' 15' 17' 13> ,,, 17. 

( .01) 
10 6 

'" O' O' O' 0' 

" 
O' o. O' o. O' 

15 17 

(.Ol) 
B 14 
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49 
51 
41. 

235 
231 
45' 

278 
282 
57. 

563 
561 
5\% 

J2 
29 
21\ 

563 
56~ 
51. 

28% J5% 28% JO' 47. 56\ 

29\ lB> 12% 1" 26. '" '" 
" 0' 
0' 0' 0' O' 0' 

( .05) 
14 

(.05) 
4 

(.01) 
18 4 19 



fiCS General Public gu r ve y (0946) 
Why do vou t hink the Ie ve I of health r Ls k of tobacco ha s Incre aseoj 

Youth Cases 

Region Gender 

06/11/03 

smoke r Education Incarne 

44 37 16 112 65 
42 41 21 113 48 
44%: 29' 38'" 46\ 35' 

25 143 156 
34 140 lS9 
47% 39\ 42% 

WHYI 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Queb Atl Hale fern Yes No HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 ~0-79 80-99 100K+ 

.. 

Yout n Cases 

WHYI 
WE:IGHTEO TOTAL: 

tjnwe Lqht ed n: 
Youth smoking more nov 

see i t z smok i nq e ve r ywhe 

Hee r more about; cancer 

Cigarets more edd i c t i ve 

Media r epo r r.s 

ï ncr e a sd s t r e s s in Il fe 

(;IJV't bans z l eqis Lat i on 

Ot he r 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Squa r ed : 
1/- pc j nts a round 50%: 

EKO:': ae see rcf As soc i a t e s Lnc . 

WEtGHTEO TOTAL: 2'19 
Unweighted n: 299 

Youth smok i nq more now 41% 

see it/smoking eve r ywhe 38\ 

Hear more about cance r 4% 

Cigarets mo re eocucr rve 8\ 

Media reports 2\ 

ï ncreesd stress in lire 1\ 

cov t t bans y l eq i s Lar i on H 

Other 2% 

DK/NR 18\ 

Chi-Squil[ed: 
t/- points a round 50%: 

EKOS Research As soct e tes lnc. 

37% 4~'1. 48\ 36% 33% 41\ 40\ 37\ 

64 236 263 
40 259 266 
43\ 40' 43\ 

25 
20 
231 

9 
10 
311 

34 
30 
421 

00 
49 
551 

39 
39 
291 

20 
20 
291 

17 
18 
351 

2\ 7\ 7% 2\ 5\ 0% 2'1; 5% 

22\ 43\ 38\ .71 431 29. 42\ 42. 371 531 

10% 15\ 16% S'li 8% 9% 5% 11\ 

2\ 4% 3\ o. 13% ID' 51 

0\ H 0% J'ti 0% 0\ 2% 2\ 

21\ 5% 8\ 17' 0' 

0\ 2% 0% 0\ 2% 3\ 1\ 0% 

0\ 2\ 1\ O' 

2\ D'II 4\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% H 

0\ 1% 1% 5% O, " 0\ .. 0\ 

0% O't> 0'11 3'10 4\ 

0\ 1% 1% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ O, .. 
10\ 9\ 22\ 19'10 25\ 18% 18% 17% 

1\ J% 2\ 10\ 10> 0> 

15 15 21 14 17 

::4'11 16\ 17% 26% 131 '" 28\ 25. 171 

(.01) 
15 22 31 18 14 16 22 23 
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s-rcs Gen~r<ll r'lInl i c SIlrvay (0946) 
Why do yeu t h i nk the level of health risk of t obaccc has increased? 

.,,' 

Household Worbng 

06/11/03 
, 

Hinority Rural/Urban 

TOTAL Parent No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 'tes No 

JO 184 
32 182 
32\ 42\ 

68 231 
69 230 
38\ 42\ 

299 
299 
41' 

67 233 117 179 
71 228 Il? 178 
41\ 41\ 45\ 38% 

'8 
79 
.n 
391 3:'\ 40% 36% 39% 38% 39% 38\ 39% 38% 

" la 9% 9\ 8\ 

1\ 4'!; 3% 3% 

6\ 9% 9\ 8\ 

3% 2% 2% 0% 

1\ 1% 2\ 0\ 

0% 1% 3\ 2\ 

" 0% 1% 11 1% 

0% 2% 2% 19. 

'" 15% 18% 15% 20% 

Dl< H 1\ 0% 

12 

.. 0% 2% 1'lI 3\ 

17' 25\ 17\ 19% 17% 

11 12 
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fTes Cene r a I pub Li r- sur vey (09461 
\~hy do yeu t hi nk the Ie ve L of hea Lt h r Ls k of t obecco ha s l nc-r.e a aed? 

Yout h CilS!':S 

WHYI 
We;rGHTED TOTAL: 

tlnweighted n : 
Youth smoking more new 

see it IsmoUng eve r ywhe 

Hea r mo r e about cancer 

Cigarets more eco tet.Ive 

Media reports 

r nc reaso stress in i t re 

Gov't bans/legislation 

otne r 

DK/NR 

Ch Le Soua r ec : 
+/- polnts a r ound r)o\: 

EKOS R".<;~arch As socte t es l nr: . 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smo ke r s Harm - SHS 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 51'11'" Serious Not ser i ous Not Increas Sa me uecr eas rncrees Maintn aaduce Elimi.n No 

299 
299 
<l' 

la' 
104 
40% 

la 
11' 

289 
'89 
'l' 

06/11/03 

Risk ta Canadians 

'" 
299 
299 

'l' 

Ferj Government Inval vemen t Appropriate-FG 

h ' 

288 
287 

'" 
20 156 

160 
43' 

54% 

0\ 8\ 

a 
a 
0% 

94 
90 
34' 

206 
211 
40' 

83 
79 
40' 32% 

38' 38\ 38' 

0\ 

19 
17 
33' 

14 
16 
39' 

53\ '" )4% 39% 

18\ 

35 

a 
o 
O. 

169 
173 

'" 
10% 

" 0' 9\ 

0\ 39\ '" 32\ 

" 0\ 

38\ '" '" 

0\ 

0> 

0\ 6% 

0\ " 

0\ " 12% 

" o. 

12% 20' 

'" 1" 18. 

0\ 

0\ 2\ 

13\ 17' 2" 

0\ " " 

2U 

21 31 

9\ o. " 

la 

0\ 

0> 0% 0% 0% 0\ " 
0% 0' 0\ o. 

0\ '2% 18\ 1" 18\ 2" 0% 15% 

10 25 11 24 
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FTCS General Pllblic sueve y (0946) 

Why do you t h Lnk the level of health risk of r ocecco ha s cecreasec z 

routti Cases 

Region Gender Smo ke r 

06/11/03 

Education 

," 

16 
15 
30% 

97 9 10 42 25 7 52 45 16 
99 8 13 42 20 11 :'3 46 10 
45% 62% 35\ 35\ 49\ 45% 25\ 30% 62\ 22% 

81 78 Il B 
99 80 10 B 
50\ 50% 26% 23% 

WETr.HTED TOTAL; 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Queb A.t 1 Male rem res No HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

Smc kinq not. a j Lowcd 

Ot.he r 

DK/NR 

Ch i+ Squa r ed : 
+/- point,'; a r ound SO'; 

WHYD 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
Ht qh e r public awa r e ne s s 

reve r peop Ie smoking 

Smo ki nq ont a l Lowed 

Orher 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa r ad : 
+/- po l nt s a r ound 50'!;: 

la 11 31 

la 
12 ", 

11 3 
12 3 
66% 100% 34% 

WHYD 

Unwe i qht.ed n: 
Higher pub l Lc ava r enes s 

rewar people smoking 18% :6% 0\ 14\ 19\ 14% 40\ 24% 11\ 10% 20\ 18'lo 11% 34% 12% 14\ 33% 

0\ 13% 

0% 13% 

41'11 3B 53% 46\ 40% 42% 30% 42% 40\ 28% 44\ 37\ 5::% 55% 38% 32% 54% 0% 33% 

6\ 0% 0% 0\ '1\ 13\ 0\ 12% 0\ 13% 5\ 5\ 9\ 12% 8% 9% 0% 

4% 0\ 0\ 25\ :?% 0% QiI 8% 0\ 16% 2% 4'1! 0% 17% 0% 0\ 12% 0\ ::9\ 

la 
( ,011 

30 13 14 

8% 0% 30\ 7\ 6\ 10'1; 8% 1H 4\ 19% 6% 8% 11.'11 0\ 24% l~* 0% 

zs 35 21 44 15 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

0% 0% 

35 25 

TOTJI.L Parent No No Minor Abar 

6B 
72 
50% 

22 
23 
56% 

75 
76 
4~% 

1" 
43' 

11 
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" 99 

'" 
20 
21 
20% 

78 7, 
51\ 

38 
39 
41. 

59 
59 ". 

18 
16 
34% 

12 
la 
3" 

1" 27\ 16' 20% ln 21% 1" ,,, '0. ,,, )~% ,1\ .0\ '" 1" 14' 0% 

" 11. 

3% " 13\ 

la 
j,ID) 

11 16 31 

18. 14. 

'" 34\ 

" o. 

" 
10% 

" co 



1. 

EKOS Re s e a r r-h As s cc-t a t e s rnc . 

fTCS General Pub.l Lc Su rve y (0946) 
Why do yeu think the Ieve I of health r i s k of t coacco nes decreased? 

Yonth Casas 

canee Lans smcxe Ha rm ~ Smokers Harm - SilS Risk to Canadians 

Ofi/ll/03 

red Government Invo Lvement; App rop r i a t e+Fû 

No 

WErGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL c 25% 25-50\ SU + Serious Not Serious Not Increas Same Dec r ee s Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

WHYD 

unve rqhe eo n: 
Higher publ ie avar enes a 

reve r people smoking 

Smoking not a Lj owad 

Pr Ice z i nc cee se in taxes 

cche r 

DK/NR 

Ch Le Squa red : 
+/- points a rouno 50%: 

97 
Qg 
45. 

18' 

41' 

" 
10 

H 
15 
62\ 

43 
44 
41. 

33 
34 
'9% 

" 92 

". 
7 

34. 

91 
9J 
'6\ 

'3\ 

" 

10 

6 
30. 

o 
o o. O' 

o. 
0' 

0' 

0' 

0' 

" 99 ,5\ 
18\ 

41> 

" 
" 

(.011 
10 17 

31 
33 
42. 
12> 

48. 

O' 

" 
" 

54 
55 
45% 

65 
69 

'" 
31 
2B ,o. 

39% 13% '" 20% 0' 29\ O' 
70. O' 

37\ 39% '" 0' 15% 0' 

26% 20. 15% 

13' 

0' 

0\ 15' 

5% 25\ 0' 
20% 0' 

0% 

,o. 45. 31. 

25 15 

" " 2" 

0% 

40 

,o. .. 21\ o. 16\ 

" 1" 
" " " 

( .011 
17 10 31 

", 
" 03. 1" O' 

13 
( .05) 

69 12 19 33 

PAGE: 14 
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Region 

5B 
66 
6\ 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
5% 11% 6\ 

!"Tes General Public su cvey (OQ46) 
About whdt oe ccenr.eçe or a Ll. canecn ans do you t h.i n k s mo ke s Even occasionally? 

You t h Cases 

Gender 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a I r Ont Queb Ati Male Fern Yes No 

SMPER 

Unwelghted n: 
les.'> t ha n 25~ 

ove r 50'11 

['JK/NR 

Chi-Squared; 
+/- points a r ound 50\: 

Mean: 
Std dey: 

s t udent ' 5 t: 

WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 
Unweighted n: 

less than 25'A 

25-50'), 

ove r ~,O% 

DK/NR 

Ch i r-Squa r ed : 
+-1- po Lo t s aronno 50%: 

He an : 
st.o cev : 

t~t ucien r '.c; t : 

600 
600 

" 
BO 
78 
81 

44% 34% 42\ 

45\ 42% 51% 42\ 

47 294 306 
65 291 309 
5% 13't; 4\ 

39'1; 44'! 35% 

49\ 38\ 54% 

S'il 5% 7% 

.01 
12 6 

132 97 128 
260 211 249 

Workinq 

No Minar Abor 

120 480 508 
14 526 516 
2% 10\ 7% 

Minority 

48 410 
50 405 
9% 8% 

23% 43% 

14 
~8 113 

} 1;10 233 

Smoker Education 

HS Coll üru v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

45\ 38\ 39\ 

tO% 5~ 7% 

.01 
11 
156 102 117 
290 213 237 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

06/11103 

60 
50 

" 
29 70 
30 63 
20'11 3% 

3\ 4% 

94 
91 
11' 

41% 

36\ 

11% 

10 
155 
302 
.01 

" 16 
11. 

" 33 
14% 

39 
41 
15% 

". 
'" 42% 

9\ 3\ 10'is 

12 
119 
240 

13 6 
US 86 145 
269 175 ~81 

.05 

351 133 
355 136 

9\ 9\ 

42% 33% 

5% 6~ 

( 10) 
B 

101 112 
211 229 

140 460 
140 460 

6\ 9% 

<Ill 39"1 

42% 4B\ 

11\ 5% 

.10 
B 

153 101 
293 20B 
.10 .10 

41' 47% 38\ ". 35% 53\ 

4 
113 
2J1 

11 
10' 
227 

Houae ho Ld 

No 

464 245 
458 240 

8% 7% 

39% 36'f, 

47% 49% 

6'1; 8% 

6 
114 131 
23:' 260 

'" 29% 55% '" 32\ 

TOTAL Parent 

600 136 
600 l ~ 2 

8\ 9\ 

46\ 45\ 

6\ 6% 

4 
113 111 
231 231 

5% 

l' 
101 
217 

( .05) 
18 12 
74 98 

171 194 

" 
11 
61 

107 
.05 

11 

" 24 
.01 

15 

" 19 
.01 
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rrcs General Public Survey (0946) 
Abo\lt wna t; pe rcent eoe of a Ll, Canadians do you think smokes even occasionally? 

YOllth cases 

WS1GHTED TOTAL: 
unwe i qht ed n: 

I o s s than 251 

2~-50% 

DK/NR 

Chi -SqlJ'" red 
_/_ points ar cund ~10~ 

M~i'ln 
Std de v 

xt ooenr; 's t 

[1<08 R"!senrch As s oc i at.e s r nc . 

06/11/03 

44 
40 

" 
37 409 172 
34 426 156 
5\ 9\ 8\ 

97 283 232 
99 292 230 
1511 6\ 8'!1 

44% 36\ 44% 

10 6 
114 125 97 
245 251 205 

". :. 

Region Gerrde r Srnoker Education --~== .. - .......... _-~~--- .... ,.,""'~"' .... _---==- .. _ .... _~=~--- ...... ~ ..... _---- =", .... "'=-_ .. _--=- ... -- .. _ .. ===-- ..... "' .. ="'="' ...... _~-="'_ ......... Incorne 

39% 42'1; 34'11 

54. ~5" 44% 52% 

600 49 235 278 563 
600 51 231 :::82 567 

8" 100\ 0% ov 8% 

J2 563 
29 569 
6';, S'II 

35 299 184 
28 299 182 
13\ 1\ 1\ 

11% 5% 6' 

15 
82 

163 

17 5 
157 103 116 
295 215 233 

39% 0% J 00\ 0\ :\9~ 

(J'li 5% n 

PAGE: 
~ \, 

~œ~'M~"'~"'~ _.J 

46\ 0% 0\ 100\ 47'1; 35~ s:n 42% 

6\ O~ 0\ 0% 6% 

{ .OU 
4 14 

U3 16 ~l 70 108 
2]1 CI 2::!2 

.01 .01 .01 

.05 
19 7 
49 102 Ils 
23 206 239 

.01 

• 1 

18 • 
114 115 
237 235 

.01 

c .' 
.' 

J4 
33 
64% 

FTC~ G~neci'll PubliL- survc v (0946) 06/11/03 
Sorne people s a y r het; smok i nç rates in Cil nad a are dec:reasing and public rccus shou Ld nov be on or ne r he a Lt h issues. Others say that c ne re are still :;, 
million smoke r s in Canada. From you r own point of v i.ew , should toba cco continue to be a hlgh qove cnrnent priorlty? 

vout n Cases 

CONT 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unve i qhteo n: 
Yel'l 

ror-us on bc r hv a l L t s sue 

Don' t know 

No r esponse 

Cb.i e Sque r ed : 
+/- points a r ound ~O%: 

(ONT 
WF.lr;wn:D TCl'f.I\L: 

nnwe i qht ert n : 

j'or-us on bor hz a l I 

Don' t know 

No re s ponee 

Chi -Squa r ed : 
1/- poi.nt s "round 5011: 

TOTAL BC Ath Pr a i r Ont Queb AU Male rem Yes No HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

600 
600 
65'l! 

80 
78 
69'1; 

" 60 
70' 

41 229 146 
.')3 231 107 
63% 64% 60'11 

47 294 306 
65 291 309 
68% 63% 6711 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
56% 67'l1 66% 

60 
50 
60. 

29 
]0 
58\ 

70 
63 
60' 

" 91 
70. 

74 
76 
71% 

39 
41 
65% 

.. J% 10% 

JU 27% ::::4% 35\ 32% 34\ 24% 34% 27% 41% 28\ JO% 30% 39\ 35% ::6% 23\ 32\ 30\ 

o. 

EKOS Re s e e r r-h As aor- i a t e s Inc. 

o • " " 3% 

o. " o. 0' 
0' " 0' o. 0' 0' o. 0' o. o. o. o. 

o. 0' " 1% 

3% 

0' 

o. 

11 15 11 
( .05) 

11 

0' 0' 0' 0' 
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12 13 12 

Hous eho Id wo r kLnq Minority Ru r a l ytj r ba n 

TOTAL pe r ent No Yes No MInor Abor No Rural Urban 

600 
600 
I)S~ 

136 
14:' 
69'i, 

46. 
458 
63\ 

~45 
240 
63' 

351 
355 

'" 
133 
136 
73% 

" so 
63% 

410 
405 
621< 

140 
140 
64. 

31'* 32% 33\ :8\ 23% ]5% 3), 31> 

" .. 
l' 0' 0' 

o. o. o. o. a. o. o. o. o. 

14 

18 12 10 

460 
460 
65% 

31% 

0' 
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FTCS General Public Su rvey (0946) 06/11/03 
Sorne people say that smoking rates in Canada are decreasing and public focus should now be on o t he r health issues. Others say thar there are still 5 
million smokers in Canada. From your D'Nn point of v i ew, should t obacco continue t o be a high government p r Lor i t y? 

'r out.n cases 

Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Rd s k ta Canadians red Government Involvement Appropriate-FG ceneo.i ens Smoke ~_~= _ .. =>"' _ ~"' .. =_ ~ '"' .. = _ ~~ __ ~=:o_ __ =:o _ .. _ .. "' ~,. .. "' -~- - 

TOTAL c 25'1< 25-5o, 51\ + se r Ious Not. ser Ious Not ï ncr eas Same Decreas tncce as Maintn Reduce Ellmin 

CONT 
232 
230 

'" 
" 40 
30\ 

37 
34 

'" 
409 
426 
73\ 

18' 
182 
58\ 

97 2B3 
99 292 
61\ 11\ 

l5 
2B 
ln 

299 
29' 7o, 

56] 
567 

'" 
32 563 
29 569 
39\ 67\ 

Wf.TGHTED TOTAL: 
llnwe Lqh t ed n : 

600 
600 
65' 

" 51 ,4\ 
278 
282 
62\ Ye s 

t-+++ 
21\ 28\ ,9\ ", 23' 40% '" 29% '3\ 25% 27\ 29'1! 61> 34' 339. No 

o. o. 

0' " 2' " " 0% " " " " 0' roc-us on both/all issue " 
" 0' o. 0' 1\ 11 Don' t know o. 

o. No response 

1.0l) 
10 s 15 

(.01) 
11 5 

( .oi i ( .üt ï 

19 , 
( .Oll C:hi-Squared: 

r/- points a round ~a",: 14 16 

EKOS aesee rcn As soct acee t nc • PAGE: 18 

, . 

FTCS Gener~l l:'u~l1c Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Can yeu t cenr r fy anyt h Lnq the Government of caneoe does cu r r e nt Ly in o r de r t c r ecuce cooacco related disease and death amont] Canadians? 

Youth Cases 

.I:I,WAR 
WEIGHiE:O TOTAL: 

Unwe i.qrrt e d n: 
600 
'00 
11> 

80 
'6 
62% 

58 
66 

'9> 
41 229 14 5 
53 231 107 
18\ 77' 68'l! 

n 294 306 
65 291 309 
SH 70'11 lU 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
64% 72\ 68% 

'0 
50 

'" 
29 
JO 
86. 

70 
63 
75% 

94 
'1 70. 

74 
76 

34 
33 

39 
41 ,1\ 75% 84. 

No 24\ 36\ 27% 18% 19% 22' 36\ 26' 23' 29'11 23% 26% 11% lU IB\ 26% 21\ 5\ 

5% 2\ 4'l! )% 4\ 9% H H 6% 7% 5\ 5\ 5% 0% 8% 4% 4% 1 li; 
" 

DK/NR " 
Ch Le Sque red : 

+/- points a coonc 50\; 
(.05) 

11 
[ .05) ( .05) 

18 12 12 13 12 11 la 11 17 15 

Hou s e ho Ld Working Minority Rural/Urban 

TOTAL ;:;:~;B"""~~""_ --~::---_ .. ~~~ .... ~~:~:;---::;=~ .. _ .. ~:~~= -;:;:~-_ .. ~;~:~ .. 
AWAR 

WEl(';HTED TOTAL: 
unwe i qhr ed n : 

'00 
'00 ", 

i as 
142 
13. 

464 
458 
70' 

245 
240 

'" 
351 
355 
70' 

133 
136 
'6% 

48 
50 

'" 
410 
405 

"' 
140 
140 
59% 

460 
460 

'" 
No 23% 25. 24% 32' 22% 

DK/NR J' " 
Chir-Scnre r ad : 

.;- points a r ound 50'1.: 
.01 

8 

PAGE:; 19 

No 

112 
156 
45\ 

49\ 

" 



fTCS General Public Sur vey (0946\ 06/11/03 
can you identify anytning the Government of Canada does cur r en t Ly in arder ra reduce cooe cco r e Lat ed disease and death among Canadians? 

Yout h Cases 

r'anedt ans smoke Harrn - Smokers Harm - SHS RisI: to Canadians red Government r nvot vemenc }\ppropriate-fG 

res 

" 51 
70% 

20\ 

14 

:218 
2fi2 
70> 

563 
567 

72> 

32 
29 

'" 
,63 
569 
71> 

35 
28 
70% 

299 
299 
68% 

2" 
6% 

FTCS cene r e r l'uolic 5IJrvcy (()916J 06/11/03 
wne r rtoes the Go ve r-nmen t of canada cu r r enr t y do t o r eouce cobecco-ee i aceo c Lse as e and death amonq caneen ensc 

W[U;HTED TOTAL: 
llnw"LgJltcd n . 

TOTAL -:: 25'1 25-r.,O~ 51'1; ~ Se r i ous Not ser t ous Not t nc r eas seme Dec:reas Increas Maintn Reduce Eltmin 

Yes 

600 
600 
71> 

Region 

32 176 
4l 178 
2tl\ 42\ 

48'1; 45\ 

JO% 4 o 'li 

S'li 13\ 

19\ 14\ 

Il' 8\ 

0\ 1\ 

0' 2% 

5% H 

14 15 

25\ 38% 2" 26% 

Education 

50 
42 
60' 

35% 

le, 

1" 

184 
182 
n'li 

2" 

25 
26 
35% 

45' 

'0. 
20\ 

10' 
20'll 

11% 

o. o. 

97 
99 
75% 

19% 

( .01) 
10 6 

52 

" 52\ 

'0. 
3e. 

16' 

" 
8% 

l' 

283 
292 

65% 

29% 
H 

" 

Incorne 

" 67 ". 
'" ". 

No 

232 
230 
80% 

37 
l4 
61% 

172 
156 
71% 

No 24. 23\ 

18 

Gender 

99 

" 59\ 

27 ;::06 ::18 
~8 204 223 
30\ 3:'\ 4B\ 

19 

AWAR2 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No 

Smoke r 

us Coll lln Lv <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

\lJEIGHTED TOTAL: ·1~4 50 40 
nnwe i qht eo n: 427 49 47 

Ban smok i nq in public ,1::\ 22\ 39'1! 

Aove r t i se r i s k of smck i 42% 51% 47\ 

Warninq labels of pckqs 38\ 52%- 45\ 

R<;:$t t j ct s ... 1 es: ta youtf 111. R% 1.0~ 

Commun t y a· .... a rene s s p r qm 16% 22"" :0\ 

cenr r œ s t r i c t ns on sale 6'1; 0% ::% 

sesea rr-f ~ 't~velopment D'II 0\ 0\ 

or he r n 0'1; 0% 

Don t t know 2\ 0\ 2% 

No r e spons e l'li o'!, 0% 

Chi-Squared: 
-r : points aroono 50\: 

(.10) 
14 15 l' 

37% 27% 

44 
40 
6n 

40' 
426 
71. 

DK/NR 

rhi-Squared: 
+/- points e r ound 50%: 

EKOS nese e rch Xssoc i e tes Inc. 

29% 

77 347 348 
47 380 358 
47% 41\ 40\ 

J9'l; 43' 40\ 

36% 38% 38% 

17\ 11'11 10% 

Bl 6% 6% 

18% 15% 15\ 

8\ 6% 5% 

0'1; 0\ 0\ 

0% 1\ n 

0\ l' 1\ 

e, 

le. 2" 

16% 31% 2" 23\ 

Yout h Cases 

EKO;'; Re see r c h As soc t at es r nc . 

23% 40 38% 37% 

1% 

12 

33. 

" 6% 

16' 17\ 16'li 8% 

e, 

15 17 

1 o 'li 6'10 7% 

15> 13\ ln 15\ 
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.'" "" ., .. " c"" .• ,,l~ 

" 1.,. 

29 
27 
~8\ 

" 3\ 6\ 7% 

36 
37 
31% 

54. 48. 

0\ 0% 0% 

0% 2% 1% 

" 

39% 43. 

0' 0\ 1% 0\ 

20% 

2" 23% 

11 16 

o. 
o. 

0% 

2% 

13 19 16 
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EKOS aesee r ch As soc i e tes [ne. 

rrcs Gane r a I Poblic Su r ve y (0946) 06/11/03 
Whiit cces the êove rnmenr of canada cu r r en t Ly oc te r educe tobacco-related ot eeese and death among Canadians? 

Ycu t.h cases 

AWAR:! 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ëd n: 
Ba n smox i nq in pub.l ic 

Adve r t Lse r i sk of srnok L 

wa r nt nq labels nf pc kqs 

t nc-rease p ri ce s z t axe s 

Restrict sales to you t h 

Communty awa r ene s s prgm 

Gent res t r i cr.ns on sale 

Res ea r ch '" de ve Loprne n t. 

Other 

Don' t know 

No r e sponse 

Ch Le Squa red : 
+/- points a r cund 50%: 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 

PAGE:: 22 

TOTAL Parent Na No Minor Abor Rural Urban 

• 

EKOS aesee r cn Asecc i et.es Inc. 

.s 

424 99 325 
427 105 ]~2 

42<:1. 45~ 41% 

179 245 
178 247 
37% 45% 

Na 

101 
103 
40' 

83 341 
87 340 
41% 42\ 

42% 31% 4H 43\ 41\ 

30 291 
32 290 
38'11 44'11 

3" 32\ 45\ 42\ 42\ 

38'1; 381< ln 40'1; 36% 38% 38'11 37% 

12'11 9\ 1)\ IH ll'i! 

42% 37\ 

" 3\ 15% 9% 13\ 

6t 8\ 6'" 

16\ 15% 16\ 17% 15\ 

10. 7\ 5\ 6\ 6\ 

6\ 6\ 6'f1 

01, 1% 0\ 

1\ 0\ 2% 1\ 2\ 

15\ IH 13\ 17% 

2% 2\ 3% 2% 2'i! 

0% 0\ 0\ 0'" 

1\ 0\ 

0\ 2\ 1\ 11; 

la 

" 2\ 2\ 0\ 2'J; 

0\ 1\ 1% 0\ 1% 

la 11 

FTC;C; Gcner.-ll F'ub l fr- S'II-vey (0941',) 06/11/03 
wtiac dnp.1'l the uove r nment ot canaoe cu r r en r t v do to r educe cooacco-xe t e c eo ot eeese and death amonq Ce ne d Lan s ? 

Yout h Cases 

MIAR2 
WElr.H'rED TOTAL: 

ünwe Iqnr ad n : 
Ban smoking in public 

Adve r t i ee r j sk of smokL 

Warnlng labels of pckgs 

r nc r ease pr Lce s z t exe s 

ges t r tcr sales r o you t h 

Communr y awa r ene s s prgm 

Genr r es c r i c-tns r')n sille 

aesee rr+i .. development 

otne r 

Don't know 

No r e s ponse 

Chi-Squared: 
,,1- points a rouno 50l: 

caneo i ans smoxe He rrn - smoke c s He rm - SHS Risk ta caneo.i ans 

, 'll, 

fed Gavernrnent ï nvo l veme nt; Appr op r i at.e=Pt; 

424 
427 

". 
34 175 195 404 
31 173 198 409 
2B\ 0% 44\ 43\ 

19 398 
17 406 
28\ 42\ 

24 203 133 
19 207 131 
47\ 39% 46% 

14 185 
15 194 
44\ 41% 

55\ J8\: 

35% 38\ 

17\ 12\ 

10% 9\ 

21\ 10\ 

14\ 6% 

0\ H 

1\ l'Is 

l'li 2\ 

0% H 

Il 

TOTAL < 25\ ~5-50% 51\" ser rcue Not se r t ous Not Increas Sa me nec r eas Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

42~ 

38. 40\ 36\ 40\ 36% 

31% 43% 25% J6% 45% 

'res Na 

187 
185 

". 
27 
25 

'" 
122 
110 

'" 

12\ 14% l Ols 12\ ll% 

2n 38\ 35\ 40\ 38\ 

23 290 
20 304 
50% 43\ 

". 33% 20% 44% 37% 

" 0% 5\ 10\ 7\ 

25\ 12\ 1 ~\ 10\ 11% 

39. 16\ 38% 36\ 

16\ 28\ 21\ 10\ 16\ 

0% H 0'11 9% 2\ 

". 
11% 18% 15% 

8\ 1% 6'" 6'1; 

J'J; 0\ 0\ 0% 

S'fi 1\ 0\ l'ti 

2\ Ols 4\ 1\ 2% 

l'li 16% 21% 18\ 12\ 

18\ 10\ 

6\ 9\ 6% " 

0\ n l'ti 1\ 

(.01) 

16 

12\ 6'ti 16\ 5\ 2' 

20% 20. 15\ 15' 15% 

0'11 0\ 0% 0\ 1\ 
" 23' 4'i! 5\ 

0\ 1% 0% 2'!1 l'ii 

0\ 0% 

" 4'1! 2\ " 5'1; 1\ 4% 

0'11 0% 1\ 

(.051 
22 1 

o. J% 1\ 0' 
( ,051 

20 22 
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FTCS General pub l f c sur vey (OCl46) 06/11/03 
The f ed qov t t ooes have p r oq r ems and legislation in p l aoe • The current rTCS t s an initiative t o reouce smoking-related cn seese and death. 15 this an 
app r opr La te r o t e tor the Gov" t; of r.nnada, nr wouj d this rot" be be s t left uo ta o t he r s , l i ke the 

'ï out h CAses 

Education Incarne Req i on Gender smoke r 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Oueb At 1 Male rem Yes No HS Coll Uni v <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

F'TCS 
94 74 
91 76 
59% 70% 

34 39 
33 41 
63% 69\ 

WF.TGHTE:D TOTAL: 600 80 58 41 2~CI 146 47 294 306 ico 480 508 60 29 70 
Unwe Lq ht ëd n: soc 76 66 53 231 107 65 291 309 74 526 516 50 30 63 

Yes -e pp r-op c fo r tee! Gov fiB\ 73% 71'1, 62\ 72'" 58~ 75\ 67\ 6~\ 45\ 74% 70\ 56\ 58\ 60% 

34% 26% 31'11 29% No -Le r t ra orhe r s ::!Q\ 21\ 21% 38\ 25% 38\ 22\ 31\ 26% 51% 23\ 27% 40% 42\ 39% 

DKiNR 3\ 6\ H 0% 3% 4\ 3% 2\ 5% H 3\ 3% 4% D'fi 1% 6\ 2' 6% 2\ 

..oi: 
1\ 

l.IO) .0' 
12 , 

Chi-Squared: 
i/- po i.n t s arouno 50\: 

(.10\ 
11 10 \1 " l' 12 14 12 13 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban 

Minor Aoor No Rural Urban TOTAL Pa r ent No No 

f'!'CS 
140 
140 
64\ 

",0 
460 'O, 

351 
355 ", 

133 
136 
73. 

48 
50 

'" 
410 

40' 
67% 

'00 
600 
68\ 

Hj4 
45' 

'" 
'45 
240 
'2% 

13' 
14' 
73% 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unwe i qb t ëd n: 

Yes -eppr op . for Fed ccv 

30' 28% 23% 34\ 30. 3" 2" 29\ 22% 30' No -left ta ot ne r s 

DK/NR " 
Chi -Squa red: 

+/- points a rounc 50%: 
.05 
s 

( .10) 
8 
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FTC$ Genar<Jl Publ1,~ SIjl'vey (OQ46) 06/11/03 ~ ~~~! 
~~~n~;~ j ~;;' ;07~e;0~a~~~ p~~~;~m~f d~~n~~;~ s~~t ~~:l~n t~~:C;ol!h~e c:~:~~n~e~ç~r 1.:0 a~t~~~~ ~a~~~: ~~e ceouce emok l nq-cre j.a t ed d Ls aa s a and dee t n r s this an 

Your.h \dS~S 

cenaot ans smoxe Ha r rn - Smokers Harm - SHS Risk ta Ce nad.i ans Fed Government Involvement Aopropriate-FG 

TOTAL .:_;~;H=;~:~~~ __ ~~~~_:" ;:;:~::._-~~;-- ;:;~~:;---~:;=~ 7~~;::;--;:;;"~=~:~;::: ;~~;:::-~:~~~~--;:~:~:--~~:;:~- _:.;::~=_ .. _~: .. _~ 
FTCS 

WEfC,Hl'ED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

YE\S -e pp r op • tor rec Gov 

600 
'00 
68% 

" 51 
72' 

235 
231 ", 

27B 
2B2 

'" 
563 

'" 70' 
32 
29 
49' 

56' 
569 'O, 

3S 
28 
41% 

299 
299 ,,. 

184 
IB~ 
'0> 

" 99 

'" 
283 
292 

'" 
232 
230 
'9% 

" 40 
25% 

37 
34 'O, 

409 
426 
100% 

172 
156 

0' 

No -Le f r t o o t he r s ~9'11 :::8% 25% 32% 46% 54' '8% 28\ 31% 18\ 29\ 68\ 62' 0' 100\ 

DK/NR O' 3\ " O' O' 

r.hl-Squared; 
+1- points a r ou nd 50%: 

l.D5) 
4 

LOI) l.OI) 
10 , 

.01 
s 14 18 19 l' 17 
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Region Education 

TOTAL BC A1b Prair Ont Queb Atl Male rem Yes No HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-19 80-99 lOOK+ 

Incarne Gender Smoker 

600 
600 

47% 

BD 

" 56\ 

5B 
66 
61\ 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
45\ 48'l! 38% 

n 294 306 
65 291 309 
43\ 47'l! 4H 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
36% 50% 50% 

60 
50 
28% 

fTCS General pub.l i r- survev (09461 06/11/03 
In the a r ea nf reducd nq smoking, second hand smcke and r equ l at i nq t obacco , in the future, wouId yeu like te gee the federal government Lnc-r ease its 
reve: of Lrivol veme n t , ma i n t a Ln Lr.s cur r ent r eve I of i nvo Ivemen t , reouce Les level of i nvo Iveraent or eliminate its involvement altogether. 

You t h r'ascs 

INVOL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
r ncr ee se â nvo l vement; 

Haintain Lnvot vement 

Reduce Lnvo l vement; 

EUminate Lnvojvemenr 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- po l nt s around 50%: 

INVaL 
WE!GHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
r ncree se involvement 

Maintnin lnvolvement 

aeduce j nvol vement 

Elimi nate Inval vernent 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
-t-/- points "round 50'1;: 

E:KOS ae saa rcn Assoct e tes j nc . 

39% 35'11 35% 36'1; 47% 39'11 38% 39'l< 38\ 39% 36% 59> 

29 
30 

'" 
10 94 
63 . 91 
45% 51% 

" 76 

'" 
34 
33 
50. 

39 
41 
35% 

" " 6% 12% 4% 8\ 6% 9\ 14% 6\ n 
". 41% 37% ". lB' 4" 

l' 13\: 5'11 6% 

10% 9% S'Il 11. 11% 

14\: 4\ ll\: 7'Il 8% 5% 5% 6\ 10% 

1% " 0' 0\ 0\ 0\ 2% 1\ 1% 0% 1% l'I! 0' 0% 0% 0' 0% 

( .01) 
11 13 

( .01) 
11 

( .05) 

" lB 12 10 11 17 15 12 

Housahold Mlnority Rural/Urban 

460 
460 
SO. 
d 

38\ 
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Youth Cases 

INVOL 
WErGHTE:D TOTAL: 

Unw"!ighred n : 
r nc ree se involvement 

Maintain Involvement 

Reduce I nvor vernant 

Elimlnate lnvolvement 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squa red: 
~/- points arouno 50\; 

Working 

184 
162 

'" 

EKOS aesea rr-n êe soct e res Inc. 

TOTAL Parent Minor Abor Rural Urban 

_------- - 

600 
600 ", 

136 
142 
51\ 

464 245 351 
458 240 355 
46\ 49\ 46% 

133 
136 
5" 

49 410 
50 405 
48\ 44\ 

140 
140 
39. 

39> 29\ 4H. 41' 

91 283 
99 29:! 
32\ 100\ 

232 
230 

" 
44 
40 
O' 

31 409 
34 426 
0% 55\ 

172 
156 
30% 

36\ 39" 35% 41% ]7% 

". 56% 0% 100" 0% 39% 39% 

" 8\ 7\ 1% 10% 

9\ 0\ LOO% 0% 3% 17\ 

9% 8% 

6'i1 8% 5% .. 14% 6\ 

3\ 0% O' O' 100% 3\ 13' 

O' 0% 1% 

o. 0% 0% O' 0% 0% 0\ O' 

l'il 1\ D'li O' 

( .011 
10 6 

( .01) 
17 5 

'00 '0 
51 ". 

235 
231 

'" 
278 563 
282 567 

49% 48'" 

32 563 
29 569 
30\ 49\ 

35 299 
28 299 
21\ 57\ 
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'00 
". 
39% 40' ,,, 35\ 40\: 20% 39 'li 39\ 311 

8% 6\ 19\ 7\ 7% 6% 

6% 5\ 3H 4\ 33% 5% 

O. 0' 1% 1\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 1% 

14 
( .011 ( .01) 

19 6 
(.01) 

18 



An e quaJ pe r t ne r 60\ 48. 63% 58% 62% 33% 59% 60. 60% oU 50% 25% 61' 59. 

f,,; 

Yout h Ca ses 

t'Tes General Pub I t c Survey ~09461 06/11/03 
rtie re are many p-cr t ne r s who have an interest in r ecfuc i nq the use of t.ooaccc . Which of the to Ll ow i nq do you think Ls the most app r op r I at e ro l a for the 

teoe re i gavernment to play? 

............ -~=~"'_ .. "'- .. ------_ "'=~~~ ----_ ,.,,'.= ~~ _ -_ .. - _ .. -~~_ _- =~""==_ = .. _"'_ -_ .. _ =-= "" 
Region Gender Smoker gduca t i on Income 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a i r Ont Queb Atl Male fem Yes No HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 

FARTN 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 
22' 

60 

" ". 
56 
66 
26> 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
25' 27\ lO% 

47 294 306 
65 291 309 
24\ 25\ 19\ 

120 480 
74 526 
14\ 24\ 

506 
;16 
24\ 

60 
50 
15% 

29 
30 
5% 

70 
63 
25% 

94 
91 
29\ 

74 
76 
21> 

34 
33 
31> 

39 
41 
27\ ïjnwe i qht ed n : 

A leadership re Le 

An equa I pa r t ne r 60' 62% 60. 56'!! 57% 64% 6H 53\ 67% 61% 60% 59\ 66% 6" 56% 54. 57% 57\ 54% 

A very limited role 14' 13' lH 16% 18'i1 11\ IH- 11% 20% 13\ 1" 1" 29\ 17% 1" '3% 12% 1" 
DK/NR 3\ 5\ 1\ 7\ 1\ 4\ 3\ 5% 3% o. " 2% o. o. 

Chl-Squared: 
,,/- points a round 50'il: 

(.01) 
11 

,01 { .05) 
11 

( .10) 

12 13 12 14 19 12 la 11 17 15 

Household wur k i.nq Minority Rural/Urban 

iOTA.L pa rent; No Yes No Minor Abar No aure I Urban 

FAR'fN 
WE:IGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 
22' 

136 
142 
28% 

464 
458 
ZU 

245 
240 
25% 

351 
355 
20' 

133 
136 
32' 

49 
50 
31% 

410 
405 

1" 
140 
140 
20. 

460 
460 
23\ 

Unweighted n : 
A j e ade r shLp tale 

An e quë L panner 60' 54. ". 5" 63\ 51% 53% 64. 53\ 62% 

p.. very limited r o l e 1" 1" 1" 1" 13' 1" 15. 1" '" 12\ 

DK/NR 

Chi -Sque red: 
+/- points a r ound 50%: 

(.05) 
6 14 

r.nn 
8 
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r,TC.'" cene r.v.r Pllbl t,~ nu eve y (0946) 
t'ne ce ",ce 111i'J11)' pa r t ne r s whn have e n 
rerte ra i çovc rneenc ta play? 

ln r e duc i nq the \lS~ oC c ooaccc . which of the Ioj Lowj nq ~~/~~~O~hink is the mast appropriate r o Le for the 

Youth cases 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 
600 
2~' 

49 235 
231 
~l\ 

278 
282 
::6% 

563 
567 
~.n 

563 
569 
23\ 

299 
299 
25% 

184 
182 

:::n 

283 
292 
29% 

37 
34 
20 ... 

PARTN 

Unwelyhted n: 
A Le ade r s h i p r o Le 

51 
20% 

A very l.imited l'ole 1" 30. 1" 1" 34' 13' 37' 12% 17% 17\ " 32\ 36. la' '" DK/NR " s. " " 1" 
Ch Le-Squn r e.d : 

+/- points ë round 50%: 
(.101 

14 
(.Ol] 

4 
(.011 

18 19 
(.01) 

la 6 15 17 
.01 

5 
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fTCS General pubj i c Su rve y !09~61 
How involved should be in reducing health r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
The f edë r a L qove rnme nt 

Ycu t h cases 

INVOI 

Region Gender Smoke r 

06/11/03 

Education Incarne 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Queb Atl Male rem Yes No HS Coll Uni v <$20K 20-49 50-79 60-99 100K+ 

" o. " 
8% 16'i1 1H 18% 14'J; 16% 23% 13% 14% 23% 15% 20% 18% 21\ " 
o. " " " 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 80 58 41 229 146 47 294 306 120 480 508 60 29 70 94 74 34 39 
Unweighted n : 600 78 66 53 231 107 65 291 309 74 526 516 50 30 63 91 76 33 41 

NOT INVOLVED (1 21 4% 5~ D'fi 5% 3% 8'5 3% 7% 2% 12\ 2'+; 5% 2% 4% 8\ 7% 2% 7% 15% 

SOMEWHAT TNVOLVED (3 51 37% 30\ 39\ 37\ 41\ 32\ 38\ 34\ 40% 36\ 37\ 3n 35\ 42\ 37\ 30% 41% 44% 47\ 

Youth Cases 

INVOl 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Ilnwe Lqh t ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED l6 7) 

1. Not a t 0111 involved 

4.. sonevtiar involved 

7. Ext r eme Ly Lnvotvec 

DK/NR 

Chi -gqua red 
-1- points e r ound 50111 

S'tude n t " 5 t 

E:KO.s seseer ch xssoci ecee Inc. 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 59% 6H 6U 56\ 56' 59% 59\ 59\ 59\ 5U 61% 56% 63% 54% 55' 63% 57% 49% 36\ 

1. Not at aU t nvo Iveo 2% 2% 0\ 3\ 1% 2% 3% 2% 1% 6% 0% 2\ 0% 0% 3\ 0% 2% 5\ 6% 

~. Somewhat involved 

7. Ext r eme Ly Lnvor veo 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squa rad 
+1- points a r ound 50% 

Mean 
Std dcv 

sr udant ' s t 

EKQS nesee ccn Assoct e tes t nc . 

15% 9% 15\ 

" 7\ 0\ 2\ 10\ 

o. 3% 9' 1% H 

34% 33% 39% 27% 29\ 43% 36% 37\ 31% 26% 36% 

19\ 19\ 22\ 2Q\ zn 14\ 16\ la\: 20% 11\ 22\ 20% 10% 27\ 12'il 10% IB% 34'f; 30% 

'" 
0' O'il 0\ 0\ 0% 1% D'il 0\ O'il 0\ 0\ 

25% 32\ 21\ 31% 27'11 11'il 22\ 22% 27'11 25% 25% 24\ 19% 38% 33\ 25% 23% 20% 14\ 

0' 

5.58 
1.42 

. 01 
11 12 13 9 12 6 

5.65 5.79 5.59 5.52 5.58 5.55 5.56 
1.43 1.20 1.36 1.33 1.63 1.51 1.54 

.01 
6 11 4 

5.61 5.06 5.72 
1.30 1.80 1.2B 

.01 .01 

34. 1" 24. 22' 38% 34\ ~9% 

o. o. o • o. 0\ 0% 

4 
5.58 
1.44 

14 
5.73 
1.39 

10 
5.56 
1.53 

15 
4.66 
1.64 

.05 

11 17 
5.58 5.40 
1.36 1.55 

18 
5.43 
1.19 

12 
5.21 
1.58 
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fTCS Gcno z-a I r·lJbJ.i<~ Sllrvay (0946) 
HOIN i nvo Lved shou Ld be in r eciuc i nq heë Lt h r i s k s of smoking and SHS 
The federa.! qove rnrnan t 

seo rtev 

Household Working Minority 

1 1 
06111/03 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban TOTAL Ela rent No No Minor Abor 

410 
405 

H 

140 
140 

" 
460 
460 

" 
600 
600 

" 
13' 
142 

" 
464 
458 

" 
245 
240 

" 
351 
355 

" 
133 
136 

5% 

ae 
50 

" 
39% 35% 37% 36> 37. 34. 39' 31% 42. 
57. 55' 60. 59% 63% 58. 60' SB' 65% '" 
1% 

" " 
" o. 2% 1% 

3% " " 
" 

" " " 1% " 1" 21% 13% 1" 15% 1" 15% 1" 
19. 18. 20. 1" 17. 20% 1" 21\ 21% 23\ 

'3% ~O'ls 26. 25. 21% '" '" ,,, 26. 21\ 

33\ 34% JH 41. 32. 38% 32'!s ]8, 31% 

o. 0% 0% 0' " o. o. o. o. 
5.5] 
1.43 

5 
5.49 5.61 
1.46 1.41 

Mean 
6 

5.60 
1.52 

5.74 
1.43 

14 
5.:"17 
1.63 
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5.58 
1.42 

5.76 
l.33 

.10 

~) . 53 
1.45 

.10 

5.58 
1.35 

e 



FTes General Public Sur vey (09451 
How l nvol ved sbou ld be in r educ.i nq health r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
'rno fede r e I government 

Yout h CAse,'; 

INVOI 
W!!:IGHTE',D TOTAL: 

unwe i qnt.ee n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

:::OMEvlHAT HlVOLVED (3 51 

VERy"t. HIVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at al! t nvo Ived 

4. Somevriat Lnvo l ved 

7. g x t r eme I y i nvoj ved 

DK/NR 

Chi -Sqlli'l red 
+/- points a r ound ,0\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

g tuden t 's t 

EKOS ge s aa rch As soct et es r nc . 

canee Lans smoke Harm - Smoke r s Ham - SHS Risk to Canadians 

06/11/03 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 511" Serious Not Serious Not r nc r e e s Same Dec cea s Increas Maintn Reduce Ef i m Ln 

Fed Governrnent Involvement 

600 
600 

" 
37. 

59' 

15' 

19% 

25. 

3" 

4 
5 . .58 
1.42 

49 
5l 
7\ 

218 
282 

" 
32 
29 
25\ 

563 
569 

" 
35 
28 
31% 

299 
299 

3\ 

32% 

65% 

" 

13' 
17. 

24\ 

184 
182 

7% 

3" 
55% 

17' 

'" 
25% 

30' 

O' 

5.39 
1.53 

.05 

97 
99 

" 
". 
49% 

18' 

'5% 
,8> 
21\ 46\ 

0% 0\ 

(.Ol) 
10 6 

5.31 6.05 
1.34 1.17 

,05 .01 

283 
292 ,. 232 

230 

" 
44 
40 

" 
563 
567 
3\ 

235 
231 

" 
40' 37\ 3" 3" 

61% 18. 

24. 4" 67% 38% 36\ 

". 29% 

". 49. 26% 60. 36% 

21\ 

26% 

16\ 41\ 

0\ 0% 

(.05) 
19 6 

3.95 5.7B 
1.97 1.37 
.01 .01 

'. 
" 11% 

58% 59% 

21% 33\ 

1% ". 

16% '5% 23\ 

2% 

11% 

2B% 26% 6% 

'" l5% 27% 

23. 20. 

'" 15% 

'" 20\ '" 

o. O' 

". 26% 11. 

6 
5.39 
1.26 

.o i 

15 
69 
49 

.01 

2" 

3" 31\ 35% 34\ 25% 35\ 
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Appropriate-fG 

O' 0% 0% 

res No 

0% 0% 

14 
5.48 
1.4B 

(.011 
6 4 

5.59 5.65 
1.44 1.35 

.01 

(.01) 
18 4 

4.45 5.68 
2.10 1.32 
.01 .01 

J7 
34 
35% 

409 
426 

1% 

172 
156 

'" 

5.56 
1.38 

2[% 46% 33% 

40% 66' 41' 
15% " 
21% 

". 22% l1% 

7\ 19' 20' 

'" 29% 14% 

'" 27. 37% 

0' 1% 

17 
.31 
34 

.01 

.01 
5 

5.85 
1.17 

.01 

8 
4 .95 
1. 75 

.01 

FTCS Ge ne r a I Public~ sur vey (0946) 
How t nvcjveo snouro be in r educ i nq hee Lt h risks of smoking and SHS 
The provincial government 

Youth Cases 

ItNO':: 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t e d n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5\ 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7\ 

l Nç,t;'o]" a Ll involved 

q • somewt.ac .i nvo Lved 

Ex t r eme Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- points "round 50% 

Nean 
Std de v 

s cuoent ' s t 

EKOS aesea r.-h ns soc-t et es r nc . 

Region Gender 

TOTAL Be AIn pr a i r Ont Queb At! Male rem Yes No 

smcue r 

HS Coll uruv <$::'OK 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+- 

Incorne 

600 
'00 

3\ 

80 
78 
O' 

58 
66 
l\ 

41 zz« 146 
53 231 107 
2% 6% 

47 294 306 
65 291 309 
3\ 3% 2\ 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
9\ 1\ J\ 

46% 36% 39' 

45% 6:% 58% 

5% 0% 1'1, 

" " 

Education 

16% 16% U\ 13% 15% 20% 15% 13\ 19% 20\ t5% 15% 26% 

" 

40' 32% 41\ 35% 3B% 37% 39\ 

60 
50 

6% 

35% 

59' 

06/11/03 

29 
JO 
0' 

32% 

6" 
" 

70 
63 

" 
3" 
5" 

O' O' 

94 
91 
O. " '6 

1% 

34 
33 
7% 

39 
41 
9% 

" 
O' 6% 

o. 42% 43% 4" 
57\ 56% 5" ". 

12 
5.24 
1.60 

O' 0' " " 
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38\ 3" 
66% S7\ 58% 5B\ 59% 5R% 

(.Oll 
6 II 

65 5.05 5.72 
.32 1.73 1.22 

.01 .01 

4 14 lB 
5.59 5.46 5.91 
1.34 1. 67 0.96 

.10 

O' o. 

8\ 18% 18% 23% 21\ 19% 

,. O' O' 

----- -- 

62% 

0% O' 2% 1\ 1% a 2\ 1% 

19\ 18% 2€% 17% 22% 10% 21% 19% 19% 18% 19% 20\ 5% 24% 13~ 16\ IH 22% 25% 

O' " " " 

26% 30% 20% 37% 28% 20%: 25\ 29% 23% 17% 28% 26\ 19% 36% 27% 22% ~7% 31\ 27% 

5% 

33% 33% 37'i1 29% 28\ 38\ 33\ 29% 36% 28\ 34'J; 32\ 40'1; 32% 27% 35\ 29% 20\ 20% 

0% 0\ 1% 0\ 0% 1% 0\ 0% l'i 0% 1% 1\ 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

11 12 13 
5.!)~ 5.70 5.75 5.71 5.56 :'.47 
1.:16 1.21 1.:.'1 1.25 1.30 1.61 

12 
5.60 5.52 
1.40 1.41 

lO 
5.56 
1.37 

15 
515 
1.61 

11 
5.54 
1.27 

17 
5.23 
1.55 

PAGE: 33 



L 

EKO.s Re s ear cn As soc-t a t e s t nc . 

FTCS cene rat Public Su rvey (094.6) 
How .i.nvo I vert shou l d he in reducing heal th r i s k s of smoking and SHS 
The provincial government 

'iouth cases 

INV02 
\~E:IGHT5D TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t e.d n: 
NOT TNVOLVED Il. 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVE:D (3 5) 

VE:RY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. NO[ at aIL invcrveo 

~. Somewhat involved 

7. Ex t r eme l v r nvot veo 

DK/NR 

Ch I - sque red 
-r : points arouno 50~ 

Mean 
Std dey 

sr uoent ' 5 t 

EI\08 Re s ea r ch AS$OCti'ltP.$ rnc . 

Household wor k i.nq Minority 

No Miner Abor 

48 410 
50 405 
0% 3% 

38\ 40\ 

60\ 56'1s 

D'ti 2% 

" 
" 

10% 

23\ 

26. 

Q6/11/0) 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 
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TOTAL Parent No 'les 

15% 11% 

600 136 4.64 245 351 133 
soo 142 458 240 355 136 

3'11 2' 3'1r 5' U 2% 

38\ )7% 39\ 37\ 39\ 34\ 

59% 62% 56\ 58\ 59\ 64'1s 

1% 1\ 1\ 3\ 0\ 0\ 

2% 0> " 

'1\ 22\ 

16' ". 1" 

28. 30' 

ln 

31\ )4\ 34\ 

1" 16\ 

0% 2\ 

s 
5.64 
1.24 

1< 
5.80 5.77 
1.16 1.18 

.05 

16' ,,. 

ETes General Pubtlc scrvev (0946) 
How t nvo tveo .. shou Id be in reducing health r Ls ks of smoking and SHS 
The provincial government 

Youth Cases 

n-voc 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unve i qht ed n : 
NOT INVOLVED Il 2) 

SOMEWHAT TNVOLVED (] .?) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

J. Not et all .t nvo Lvec 

4. somawne c i nvol ved 

7. Ext r eme Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Ch i.r-Squë r ad 
+(- points a r-ound 50\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

atucent "s t 

26~ ,,, 2), 

Harm - Smokers 

32 563 
29 569 
~2\ 1\ 

40\ 38'" 

J9~ 60\ 

10\ 0% 

12\ 

16\ 20' 

Harm - SHS 

16> 

,,, 

140 460 
140 460 

0\ 4\ 

40\ 38\ 

60\ 5B\ 

0\ 2% 

0' 

1" '2% 1" 

20' 

23\ 

)3, 

1" 
0' 

5.41 
1.11 

.01 
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11 

Ye' 

))\ ]0, 

1" 10' 

18% '1\ 

Risk to Canadians Fed Government Involvement Appropriate-FG 

No 

Canadians Smoke 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51\ .. Serious Not Serious Not r ncreas Same Dec r ee s r nc r eas Haintn Reduce Elimin 

'" '" 

34\ 32\ 

28\ 34% 

0\ 1\ 

1.011 
18 , 

4.52 5.68 
2.09 125 

.01 .01 

'" 
'" '30 zn 

44 
40 

" 
37 409 
34 426 
26% H 

172 
156 

" 

0' O' 

32\ )71; 310 

61\ 35\ 35\ 45. 

4 
5.59 
1.36 

8 
5.6n 
1.31 

.0' 
6 

5.52 
1.52 

( .101 
8 

5.49 5.63 
1.0 1.34 

.01 

s 
5.58 
1.37 

'" 39\ 64\ '" 

5.51 
1.38 

600 
600 

3% 

49 235 278 563 
51 231 282 567 
0\ 4\ 3\ 2\ 

06/11/03 

35 
28 
31. 

299 

'" " 
164 
182 

" 
91 

" " 
293 232 
292 230 

1% l'ii 

0% 1911 0\ 

38'11 41% 40'11 35\ 38\ 38. 39\ 37\ 36\ 28\ 46\ 

" 
7\ 

32. 12\ '" 

59\ 56\ 6U 60\ 

10 O~ 311 0'11 n 
3,. '" 51. '" 70\ 52\ 

'30 17. 22' 

" 
16. 1" 14\ 

l' O' 0% 0% 

19\ ,,, 22. 
19\ 20. 19\ 1" 

a 

1" 16> 14. 11. 

1 .. 27% 35% '" 
26\ 30' 26\ 

21% 20\ 16% 

O' 0\ 0\ 

33\ 29\ 29% 35% 33% 

1" ,o. ,,, ". 23. 

15 
4.94 
1.34 

.01 

( .01) 
11 5 

4.34 5.75 
2.26 1.24 

.01 .01 

5.21 
1.57 

.01 

0\ 0\ 0\ 1\ 1% 

1" 36. 28% 26\ 47\ 
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, 14 
5.59 5.62 
1.36 1.23 

1.011 
6 6 4 

5.49 5.69 5.65 
LU 1.32 1.29 

.10 .01 

O' 1% 0\ 1\ 

19 
11 
12 

.01 

(.01) 
7 10 6 

5.44 5.62 6.00 
149 1.21 1.18 

.10 .01 

5.67 
1.35 



06/11/03 !:TCS General Public Survey (0946\ 
How Involved should be in reduc i nq health r t sks of smoking and SHS 
Non -qove r nme nr aL or not-for-profit o r q an i z.a t Lon s like the Canadian Cancer Society 

YOllth Cases 

1 NVOJ 
'IiEIGHTED TOTAL: 

ünwe Lqht ed n: 
NOT HNOLVF.D r i 2\ 

~~()MEWHAT HNOLVED (3 51 

VERY TNVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Nor at alI Invo l ved 

1. Somewha r. i nvo 1 ved 

7. gxt r eme Ly t.ovotveo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squdred 
+/- points a rouno 50'lr 

aean 
Std dey 

Student' 5 t 

EI<OS Re sear-ch As soci eres Ln c • 

Region Education Incarne Gende r Smoke r 

TOTAL BC I\lb Pratt Ont Queb Atl Male Fern No HS Coll un.tv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK'" 

nOO 
600 

" 
41 229 146 
53 231 107 
2\ l'II: 5\ 

.n 294 306 1~0 
65 291 309 74 
1\ 4'1; 0' 3\ 

480 508 
526 516 
2' 1% 

" 76 
1% 

39 
4l 
O. 

'0 
50 

" 
" 91 
1% 

34 
33 

" 
" 30 
3\ 

70 
63 

" 
80 
78 

" 
" 66 
0> 

'" 30'lr 20'lr 1" 28> 30'lr 28\ 2f3% :n 

,g. 82. '" 80' ,6> 69'11 70\ 7 o 'Ir 56> '" 13. 70' 69\ 6H 77% 67'1. 7U 67" 

2' 0' 4\ l'Ir J'Ir 0\ J'Ir 

" " 0' 

0> " 0% 3\ 

8'1r 12'1r lU 11% 0' q\ 18'1r 8\ 11\ 12% 15'ls 10\ 12\ 11 'Ir " 6'l. 11% tH 

14\ 20\ 13\ 9\ IH 9' Il'! 15\ 14\ 1H 15% 13" 25% 16% 19\ 14% 18% 19% 16\ 

25\ 32\ 22\ 10 'Ir 25\ 24'i 23% 24'1r zn :;6\ 25\ 25\ 27\ 35% 241; 20' 26% 37% 42' 

44111 40% sn 40'); 449. 40\ 54'10 ~H 44'1r 41\ 44\ ~5% 28% 47% 43\ 46% 42'1r 29% 38\ 

H- l'Ii \'1; :;'1; 1\ 0\ 1\ 1\ l'II 1\ n n 0\ 0\ 0'11 3 'Ir 0\ 0\ 0\ 

.01 ( .o u 
4 4 

5.94 5.94 
1.25 1.26 

14 
5.40 
1.61 

.05 

18 12 
19 5.82 
13 144 

10 
5.92 
1.28 

11 
5.93 
1.17 

17 15 
5.70 6.08 
1.33 0.99 

11 l2 
90 6.05 6.12 

.31 0.98 1.10 
.10 

9 12 
5.60 6.15 5.80 
1.59 1.21 1.46 

.05 .10 .10 

Il 
5.99 5.73 
1.13 l.49 

.10 

13 
5.83 5.94 
1.37 1.23 
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f"TCS G6nera~ Public $urvey (0946) 
HOW_ r nvo ivec .. should be in re~udng health r Ls k s of amo k Lnq and SHS 
Non qove r nctant a j or no t+fo r+pr of i r o r që n i z a t Lon s like the Canad i an Cancer Society 

Youth Cases 

INV03 
WEI(;HTt:O TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 .:) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VE;RY TNVOLVED ! 6 7) 

L. Not at ... 11 Lnvo Lved 

<1. Somewhat invol'led 

7. Ex t r eme l v involved 

DK/NR 

Chl.-SqUd red: 
./- points "round ~)O'll: 

Mean: 
Std dey: 

Stude n t 's t: 

06/11/03 

soo 
'DO 

" 
IJ6 
14~ 

1> 

464 
458 

" 
245 
240 

" 
351 
355 

1% 

l33 
136 

3\ 

48 
50 

" 
410 
405 

" 
140 
140 

0' 
460 
460 

" 28% 31\ 2" 32'11 JI, 3D> 28% 33\ '" 
69% '8% '0\ '4% ", '" 65'11 '" '" '0\ 

3% 

10\ 

0' 

" II> ", 10\ 1" 10% 11\ 1~'Ir 1" 
1" 12\ 121; l~% 15'!! '" 15% 

25~ FI'!; ", 22' 28% '" 25\ 

". '" 0\ 1% 0% 

45'1; 41% 43% 44\ 41% 

1\ :;\ 3% 0\ 1% 

(.01) 
6 

s . 89 5.90 5.76 
L36 1.29 1.44 

.05 

{ 10) 
8 14 a 

6.00 5.82 5.84 5.91 5.85 
1.19 135 140 1.29 122 

.05 

5.91 
1.33 
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n'CS General Public Su r ve y (0946) 
How Invo Ived should be in reducing haa Lt h r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
Non-rjove r nrnent a l or not-for-profit o r qan l z a t i ons Li ke the Ca nad i an Cancer Society 

Youtf cases 

If',I"VOJ 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unve Lqhr ed n: 
NOT INVOl.vED (1 ::) 

SOHEWHAT WVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not rit ,,11 t nvo t veo 

4. somewnat Lnvo Ived 

7. gx t reme Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqlli'lred 
+1- points a r ound 50% 

Mean 
sec dey 

s+udent' s t 

EKOS gesee rch As soc Lat es lnc, 

canao t ans Smoke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS 

TOTAL c 25\ 25-50\ ':1[\ .. Serious Not Se r Lous Not ïncreas Same bec r eas Increas Maintn Reduce Slimln 

600 
600 

" 
4 9 ~J~) 278 563 
51 2:11 ~82 567 
411 ::\ 2% 2\ 

35 299 
28 299 
14% 1% 

32 563 
29 569 
2% 1% 

31% ::4\ 30'iJ 28% 32't 28% 33% 26% 

69% 6a 74\ 6H 69% 53% 7U 66% 70% 

14\ 1\ 2\ l'Il 

0' 

" " 0' 
11> 10' 10' '" 11' 1" 12% 10' 

1" 1" 1" " 1" 14% 1" !fi' 
30' '6% 1" 11% 26% 31% 20\ 

44. 35\ 42% ", '" 
0% 1% 0% U 0\ 1% 

, 
5.90 
1.31 

l' 
68 5.91 
~ l 1. 22 

(.Q1) 
18 ~ 19 6 

5.85 5.95 5.14 6.01 
1.43 1.23 2.06 1.25 

.05 .05 .10 

6 
5.90 
135 

, 
5.90 
1.30 

." 

fTCS rtenera i Public su rvey (0946) 
How Lnvoïved shouru be in redtrc Lrtq hea Lt h risks of smoking anc SI1S 
Health ca r e professionals like doc t o r s , nurses and dent Ls t s 

Youth Cases 

INV04 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqh t ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (l :) 

,sOMEWHAT INVOLVCD (3 5) 

VERY 1 ~NOLVED r 6 7) 

1. Not ,.,1- ",J 1 i nvo.l ved 

4. somevnat i nvo l ve d 

7. Ext r emelv t nvoï veo 

DK/NR 

cn r-soue red 
-r- points e round 50% 

Mean 
::;td de v 

srooent "s t 

Region Gender Smoker 

HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK" 

Incarne 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No 

600 
600 

3% 

80 
18 O. 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
5% 3% 5% 

47 294 306 1~0 480 508 
65 291 309 14 5~6 516 
0\ 4\ 2\ 7'!; 2% 2\ 

Rk s k ta Canadians 

o. 

" 
11\ 

23\ 

Education 

" 

06/11/03 

60 
50 

" 

'" 

31\ 

l' 
5.16 
1.66 

.05 

ves 

283 
292 

" 
2" 
76% 

10. 

11% 

26. 

" 91 

" 
'" 
63' 
o. 

2% 2% 

4% 10% 

o. 

10 
5.81 
1.33 

.05 

232 
230 

" 
33% 

66' 

" 
11% 

18' 

29\ 

37% 

o. 

5,81 
1.23 
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" 40 

" 
31 
34 

'" 

Fed Governrnent j rwot vament Appropriate-FG 

06/11/03 

29 
30 
3% 

10 
63 
6% 

35' ]7, 

No 

'09 
426 

1\ 

172 
156 

" 

38' '" 279; 259; 40% 39% 39% 42% 34% JI:i% 39% 37% 

184 
182 

" 
97 
99 

" 
57' <B. 

2" '6% 

" 
" " 

70' '" 

58' 56% 61% 68% 57% 56% 58\ 5411 63\ 56% 59% 60% 

29% 31> 

1" 21% 

" 
3% 

10' 11' 

16% '" l6' 1" 

0% 3% 2% 4'1! 0% 2% .1% 6\ 1% 2' 

67' 67. 

'" " 28. 21% 

35' 46\ 42% <B. 

8 
5.85 
1.49 

2% 1% 

15 
5.55 
1.52 

(.051 
17 5 

5.22 5.93 
1.99 121 

.05 

o. n 

1> 

74 
16 

" 
" 33 O. 

39 
41 
7% 

'6% 

", 
" .. 

0' 

". 
o. 

15 
5.22 
1.56 

J 
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" " " " 
15\ Ln. 13'" 10% lU 18% 14% 16% 13'il 10\ L6~ 13~ 25% 19\ 12% 10% 23\ 27\ 11% 

19' ::6\ 13\ 12' 2n 16% 20\ ~l% 17'1; 21\ l~' 19\ 17% IH 14\ 20% 16% 14\ 28% 

1" 
13\ 20% 

'" 41% 

'6% 32% 

'" 
l' 

0\ O'il 0'11 2% 0% 0% 3\ 0% 1% n 0% D'il 

20'f. 24\ ;::1'1< ~fj' 22\ 13% 13% 1 6 'li 2H 18'!; 21'le 20% 15% 24% 20% 20% 16% 25\ 24'lo 

o. 

JEI'l! 1210 41" 40% 35\ 44' 45\ )8\ 38\ 38\ ]Q\ 40\ 

". 35% 50% 

.10 (.05) 
11 12 13 12 6 11 

5.62 5.67 5.76 5.75 5.57 5.53 5.81 5.53 5.72 5.47 
145 1.18 1.42 1.53 1.4i 1.65 1.32 1.52 1.37 1.70 

.10 .10 

, 
5.66 5.69 
1.37 1.41 

,05 

0% 1% 

5.80 
1.38 

( .01) 
10 6 

5.BO 6.11 
1.24 1.17 

.01 

3" 30' 

5" '" 

35\ ". 
o. 

18 
5.61 
1.37 

12 
5.66 
167 

32% 35' 

11 
5.24 
1.57 

.05 

17 
5.67 
1.22 
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FTCS General Public sur vey {09~61 
How Invo Ived should be in reduclng health risks of smoking and SHS 
Healt.n ca re professlonals t t ke dcc t o r s , nurses .'!nd dent I s t a 

lNV04 
WErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVE:O (1 2) 

SOME:WHAT INVOLVED (J .5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 1) 

1 Not at a j L involved 

4. somewhar involved 

1. Ez t r ernë Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Ch i e Squë r ed 
./- point.s around 50\ 

Mean 
Std cev 

stuoenr ' s r; 

F.KOS gesee r cn As soc i at.es r nc . 

Househo l d Working 

No 

o. 

13. 

'" 
22'1 

Hinority 

Minor Abo r 

133 
136 

" 
48 410 
50 405 
5' 3\ 

Rural/Urban 

No Rural Urban 

06/11/03 

" 
16% 

'" 
21% 

,~; .' ',C', ;. 
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TOTAL Parent No res 

fTCS Genend Public Survcy /0916) 
Ho,,· invnlved shcuf n be in reducing neeï r.n r Ls k s of smoking and SHS 
Hea Lt h ca re p r o ôe s s Ion.e l s l i ke doc r o r s , nur ae s and oeo r i s r s 

You t h Cases 

TNV04 
WE rr.HTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqh t ecl n: 
NOT INVOLVED :121 

:-;OMEWHAT INVOLVED (.1 ~l 

VERY INVOLVf.D (6 1) 

" Not at al I Lnvo i vec 

~, Snmewh;'It i nvo Lvert 

1, Extremel y t nvo tveo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
./- points e r ound "10\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

s cuoenr's t 

600 
600 

3% 

136 
142 

2% 

464 245 351 
458 :::40 355 

3% 4% 2\ 

36. 31\ J8\ 

140 460 
140 460 

3\ 3\ 

4lt 37% 

56% 59\ 

1% 2% 

" 
14' 11% 

06/11/03 

red Government Involvement 

TOTAL < 25'l1 25-50\ 51\ _,_ sei-reus Not sar i ous Not Increas Same Decreas r nc reas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

38' 42\ 37"- 46\ 3)\ 

'" 
20' 

60. 55\ 59\ 

18% 24% 

'" 182 

" 
" " " 

283 
292 

" 
)4, 

'" 

'" 
20% 

:::32 
:::)0 

" 
" 40 
10' 

Appr-op r i a t e=Pï; 

EKOfl nesee r c+i As soc i ac e s t rv-. 

58\ 56\ 59\ 50% 65% 

" 

" 
14' '" 

21% 18\ 

'" 38\ ". 34\ 

ves No 

2% 2% 2% 

" 
" 
15' lH 14' '" 

20\ 24. 

17' 19' 

35\ 38% 38\ 39\ 

54' 56% 55\ 53% 

37 
34 
18\ 

409 
426 

2' 

172 
156 

" 

19\ 21% '" 2" 

H 0\ 1\ 0\ 

14 a 5 
5.59 5.62 5,62 5.63 
1.53 1.43 1.40 1.46 

Ha rm - SHS 

32 
29 
16\ 

563 
56!J 

" 

Risk to Ce nad i ans 

35 
28 
22\ 

299 
299 

3% 

o. " 
o. 

36% 39\ 36\ 

20. 16' 21'1, 18\ 

38\ 38\ 40' 35> 

" 4\ 

18\ 

21% 12\ 

45> 60' 55> 

381 41\ 38\ 32% 43\ 44\ 

46' 60. 39% 6" 

16. 20. 

23% 211 

14\ .. 

o. 0\ 0'11 0% l'il 0% 

13% 

3\ 

". 14% 

1% 

o. " 

20. 14. 

32\ 32. 

" .. 4\ 

4 
5.62 
1.45 

.01 
8 5 6 5 

5.66 5.62 5.39 5.80 5.13 
1.39 1.46 1.50 1.37 1.44 

.01 .01 

9% 19' 

" 
181 12% 

22% 23'11 

o. 

5.55 
1.29 

15 
5.20 
1.83 

13% 13. 18' 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smokers 

20% 20\ 

16. 20\ 

31' ]3\ 44% 
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20% 22\ 14. 

19% '" 

600 
600 

" 
49 235 218 ">63 
51 2]1 282 561 
6\ 2'1; 3% 2% 

26\ 39\ 

0\ Of! 

( .011 
18 4 

4,18 5,10 
2.02 1.35 

.05 .01 

", 18' 

o. 0\ 0'1; 

41' 40' 33' 

2\ o. 

)8, ](J'i:, 39'1. 31\ 3&\ 

21\ 43. 

, 
5.43 
1.48 
.05 

(.01) 
10 6 

5.43 5.Bl 
1.56 1.]5 

.01 

17 
5.00 
2 17 

.10 

.01 
5 

5.74 
1.32 
.05 

B 
5.36 
1.67 
.05 
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'ja, 55\ 59?; 60% 59\ 

4\ l'li 2\ 1\ 

1% 

16' "' 

0' 

" .42 
11 

.01 

5.78 
1.38 

.01 

'" 20\ ". 
20'11 23'i1c 20' 

38\ 33\ 38% 40\ 39\ 

o. o. 0\ 0\ 

4 
5.62 
1,45 

t.o u 
4 

5.6] 5.67 
1.50 139 

.05 

14 
5.42 
1. ~B 

6 
6B 
35 



fTCS Gene r a L Public: $OJrv"!.y (0946) 
Hel>' i nvo l ved ,o;hOllld be in r educLnq health r Lsks of smoking and SHS 
The tcbaccc i ndus r r v 

ïouth Cases 

ItJVOS 
WE:IGI-ITED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qhr ed n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1. 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (fi 7) 

1. Nor <Il all Lnvo i vec 

4. somewhar Lnvo Ivad 

7. Ext.r eme l y t nvo tvec 

DK/NR 

cfü.-sque reo 
./- points e r ound 50% 

Mean 
sec dev 

Student '5 t 

EKOS Rë s ea r ch Assoct at.es Inc. 

Region cencer Smoke r 

06111/03 

Education 

TOTAL BC Alb pr a i r Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No HS Coll Univ <::S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

600 BO 'lB 
600 78 66 
13\ lB 10'!. 

:O5~ 25'li 23~ 

60\ 63'f1 64'11 

n 4\ 4\ 

29\ 25\ 26\ 

41 294 306 120 480 508 
65 291 309 74 526 516 
IH 14\ L::% 19'1s 12\ 14\ 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
12% 19\ B\ 

4'i 119. 6\ 

29% 27% 14'li 2B\ 25\ 26% 

61\ 57\ 62'1; 53\ 62% 58\ 54\ 55\ 65\ 

2% 

7\ 10\ 5% 11\ H 8% 

60 
50 
6% 

29 
30 
10% 

231 '6' 

70 
63 
19% 

94 
91 

1" 

8\ 

J\ 13\ 

" 

74 
76 
23% 

34 
33 
9% 

39 
41 
1" 

71' 64\ 

10\ 

6\ 

14'1. 16\ 12\ 12' 12\ 17% 16\ 15~ 131; ~O\ l~% 14% la 16% 

6'11 10% 

5% 21\ 13% 1H 15\ 
" 

12\ 26' '" 32' 

IH 11'1< 10\ 

68\ 63\ 

25\ 

,8\ 661 51\ 

12\ 

" 
10\ " 8\ 

3\ 9% 7't. 1\ B\ H 3% 9\ B% ~% 0\ H 1\ 9' B\ 11\ 

6\ 18\ 15\ 11\ 16% 13\ 14'15 14\ 15% 13% 13% 22\ 11\ 11% 26% 12% 

4 11 12 13 6 12 6 
5.36 5.55 5.65 5.26 5.05 5.65 5.42 5.23 
1. 98 1.B9 I.B6 2.05 2.13 1. 7B 1 97 2.03 

.01 .05 

.10 
6 11 4 

5.49 4.95 5.47 
1.93 2.14 1.93 

.05 .05 

_. . .•. '.".< 

, 14 
5.31 5.95 
2.00 1.67 

.10 .05 

.10 
lB 12 

5.40 5.31 
2.07 2.21 

46~ 52\ 54'l< 4B% 37'!i 50\ 50\ ~2\ 50\ 39\ 47% 44% 5B% 51% 46% 53% 37\ 40% 39\ 

1\ 1% 3\ 5\ 1\ 1\ 0% 2\ 1\ 0% 2\ 2\ 0\ 0% 1\ 0\ 1\ 0% 2\ 

10 
5.41 
1.9B 

11 
4.B1 
2.20 

.10 

1"1 15 
5.53 5.08 
1.81 2.05 
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F'TC;S r:;6ner:al k'ubl.i..:: Survey (0946) 
lIow invo.lved s houfd be in r educ.Lnq health r Ls xa of smoking and SHS 
The t ocecco j ndua r r y 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA rE,s, 2006 • JJD , J .; .c. 1',ijI 

TNV05 
WEiGHTED TOTAL; 

NOT rNVOLVE:D 

SOMEWHAT 1 NVOLVED (J 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7\ 

1. Not a t all i nvo Lved 

Il. somewnat t nvo ï ven 

7. zxr eemer y tnvor veo 

DK/NR 

Chj -Squa r ed 
~/- points a r ound 50'1; 

St uden t '5 t 

06/11/03 

TOTAL Parent 

Household Working Minority Rural/Urban _ .. _ ......... _==~_ .. - ..... _ .. "' ... "'''''''' .. ~=~~~ - .... "' ...... - .. ~<=""=~ .. _------- -~-"'=~"'=-~-_ .. _- 
Rural Urban 

600 
600 
lJ% 

25\ 

,0\ 

,', 
" 

14' 

14' 
46% 3Al 

1\ 2\ 

Mean s . 36 5. Of) 
l. 9& ~ .07 

.05 

No Yes No Minor AbOI: No 

140 
HO 
17\ 

'60 
460 
12% 

PAGE: 43 EKOS aesee rch xssoc retes Inc. 

st o oev 

136 
142 

'" 
'" 458 
12\ 

'45 
240 

14' 
351 
355 
13\ 

133 
136 

15\ 
" ;0 
1~% 

"0 
'05 
13' 

30' 24\ 
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'" 
'" 62\ ,8\ 61\ 

" 

lB\ 12~ 15\ 13% 

1" 14' 14' 

'" '" ", 
1% 

5.45 
1.95 

.05 

5.2B 
2,02 

5.43 
L 95 

'6' 21\ 2" 
51\ '" 59\ 62\ 60\ 

--~ ~~-- 

" 
" 
" 
11' 

" 
'" 1" 1" 

". 52\ 46\ 38% 

1\ L'II 2'1; 

8 
5.24 
2.09 

.05 
5 8 

5.38 5.02 
1.96 2.05 

.05 

" 5.51 
1.:15 

12\ 15\ 

'" 

5.P 
1.95 

.05 



fTCS nene car rurn t o surve y (()q~6) 
How i nvo Lved should be in reduc i nq health r l s ks of smoking and SilS 
The t.obeccc i ndus t r y 

Youth CAses 

WE:J(;IlTW T0T,II.L: 
\lnw"'ight~d n: 

NOT TNVOLVF.O [1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVE:D 16 7) 

L. Not a t Cl Ll invol ved 

q • Somewhat. t nvoj ved 

gxt r eme l y t nvo rveo 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
t/- points e r cuno 50% 

Mean 
Std dey 

sr ucent ' s t; 

E:KOS ge sea r cf Assoc t e t e s I nc . 

caneo i ens Smoke Harm - Smokers 

TOTAL ~. 151; 25-50\ 5U t Serious Not Serious Not Increas seme Decreas lncreas Maintn Reduce E:limin No 

600 
600 
m 

235 ;63 
;" 
m 

Ha rm - SHS 

32 563 
569 
1), 

06/11/03 

RiSle to Canadians 

35 
28 
23> 

299 
299 
1), 

97 
99 
20' 
H 

26\ 

reo cove rnment Involvement Appropriate-FG 

231 
278 
282 

1" 
29 

1" 
38' '" 

184 
182 
10> 

23\ 29% 

,.. 

res 

283 
292 
10> 

232 
230 
1" 

3' 

" 25\ 

1'2 
156 

18% 
" 51 
2H ln 

4" 60> 
'" 

52'!! 58% ;" 

" 40 
31% 

409 
426 
12% 

". 31'11 2" 251 

" 

32% 1" 

1" " ln 

23% 29% 19\ 2" 

50. 61% 61' 

" 
" 151 

10. 

1" 12> 

31\ 25% 

6H '" 
15\ 

1), 

39' 4611 44% 

lB> 

" 11' 

65% 59\ 5" ", 

" 
1" 20' 1" 

0' l'II 3% 

1" 
n. 43% 44\ 52\ 

62% 38% 

18% 1" 10% 

" 
1" II> 16\ 15% 

18 
4.91 
2.05 

4 19 
5.38 <196 
1.96 2.31 

3% 0'11 2% 

5.42 
1.98 

(.01) 
10 6 

5.41 5.01 5.63 
1.86 2.21 1.88 

.10 .01 

" 
" 10% 8% 

12% 

46~ 3n 461 46\ 

13% 

0% 

12% 1" 10' 15% 

49\ 

.10 
14 

5.36 458 
1.98 2.25 

.05 

6 
5.48 
1. 90 

5,34 
2.02 

4 
5.38 
1.98 

15% 13. 

8% 11% " 8% " 
13% 11% 1" 15\ 18% 13' 

49\ 38\ 41% 

1% 0% 

.10 
6 15 

5.32 4.20 
1.92 2.21 

.01 

17 
4. 90 
2.36 

5.49 
1.93 

.05 

5.04 
2.10 

.05 
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ITC'S r;enp.rrl! Publlç sur vey (0'"'4(» 
110""' t nvoïvec s houl d b.' in redll<.inq neet r h r t sks of smoking and SHS 
voo r Lcca.t o r reqional qcve r nmen t , such a:o the health board 

TNV06 
WEIGHTED TOTl,L: 

llnweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED t i 2) 

SOMEWHAT J NVOLVED (3 ')) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 7) 

1. Not at .111 l nvo l ved 

<1. Some wha t t nvo I veo 

7. Ex r r erne l v .l nvo l ve d 

DK/NR 

r.hi-Sqllll.red 
~/- points a rouno 50~ 

Mean 
SUl dev 

st coenc "s t 

Region rsenoe r Smo kë r 

06/11(03 

Edu ce t ion j ncome 

600 80 58 41 ::'29 146 47 .::!94 306 120 480 508 60 29 70 94 74 34 39 
600 78 66 53 231 107 65 ~ql 309 74 526 516 50 30 63 91 76 33 41 

5\ t% l'il 8% 5\ 8% 3% 6\ 5\ 10\ 4'11 4\ ll't 7\ ln 2% 3\ 5% 7\ 

43% 4 o 'li 42% 42\ 4::'% 47'11 42% 40% 46% 46% 42% 43% 35% 44% 34% 45% 52% 46% 50% 

" 

sn 59\ 56'j, 50% 53\ 42% 56\ 53% 50% 44% 53% 5B 51% 49% 53% 52% 45% 49% 42\ 

3" 0' a 2% 4% 4ê 0\ 3% 2% J% 2% 2\ Hi J% 3\ 0\ 311 5% 5% 

0% 2% 

" 
16% 10% IH 

" " " 
9% 15% ~l\ 19% 14\ lB\ 20' 15% 15\ 19\ 19% 20\ 16\ 16'1; 24% 25% 

2% 14% " 

27% 28% 31% 

22\ :::!2\ 24% 29\ 23\ 20\ 19% 21% 23% 189; 2J\ 24% 12\ 22% 13\ 24\ 26% 20\ 12\ 

22% 271 L9% 26% 26\ 14\ 24\ 25% 19% 21% 22% 21% J1% 20% 2111 16% 16% 38% 18% 

'4% 

U 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 3% 0% 

30% 2H 30% 30\ 20. 30\ 32'1; 36% 2911 

F.:KOS aesee cch nssoc t e tes ï nc . 

II l:::! 13 
5.38 5.64 5.fi9 ."1.28 
l 'JO 1.29 1. 30 1.53 

10 .05 

9 12 
5.J7 5.09 5.52 
1.50 1.68 L3ti 

.05 

0% 0\ 1% 0% 

11. 

0% o. 0' 

5.37 
1.53 

.05 
11 

5.01 
1.67 

.05 

, 
5.4"1 
1.44 

.OS 

14 
5.08 
1.69 

12 
5.27 
1.73 

10 
5.57 
1.36 

.05 

11 
5.28 
1.51 

l' 
5.H 
1.38 

15 
488 
1.73 

10 

5.J8 
1.47 

18 
5.31 
1.58 
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FTCS ceoe r a ï Publ.lc Sur ve y (09~6) 
How Lnvo Lved shoul o be ln r aduc i nq health r t sks (If smoking and SHS 
Ycu r Lcca I or r ecr Lcne l qove rnment , sucn <'1:'\ the hea i tf board 

Yout n cases 

INV06 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

llnweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

50ME;WH}\T INVOLVED (3 5) 

VERY INVOLVED (6 1) 

1. Not at a l I involved 

4. somevnat involved 

1. Ext r eme Ly t nvor veo 

OK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- points a r cund 50\ 

Mean 
Std dey 

Student' s t 

EKOS nasear cn Aasoct at es Inc. 

Household 

TOTAL Parent 

600 
600 

" 
136 464 
142 458 

2% 6\ 

working 

No Yes No 

15' 
23% 

23' 

Minorlty 

Minor Abor No 

06/11/03 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

460 
460 

" 
42% 

52' 

" 
" 

18\ 15' 

PAGE: 46 

.' EK~ RËSE»RCH AJSOCIA TE$, 2()()f; .• ~ ~. 

Canadians Smoke 

TOTAL -: 25% ::'5-50% 51\ + Serious Not se r Ious Not Increas Same Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

245 351 
240 355 

6\ 5'11 

45'11 41\ 

48\ 53% 

4% 2\ 

15' ", 

44% 42% 

51' 53\- 51\ 

23'i1 

2" 20\ 

133 
136 

3% 

'lB 410 140 
50 405 HO 
5\ 5% 6\ 

'" '" 

,. 

2\ 3% 

16' 20' 

28\ 30\ 

0\ 1\ 

5 
5.33 
1.54 

6 
5.26 5.47 
1.51 1.44 

.10 .10 

FTCS UeneraJ Pub Lt.r- su rve y r0946J 
How l nvc l vecî shou.ld be in r edcc.i nq h aa l r h r i s k s <;If smoking and SHS 
Your Lo.-a L or r e q Lone I qov e z-nrne n t , such ,15 the he a j t h board 

You t h Cases 

INvn6 
\~SIGHrED TOTAL: 

unwe i qht ed n : 
NOT l NVOLVE.D (1 21 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED 13 5) 

VERY INVOLVED II) 7) 

1. Not a t a j r t nvo i vert 

~. Somewha t tnvotveo 

1. Ext r eme Ly LnvoLved 

DK/NR 

Chi<~qllared 
'/- points around ~O\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

Student ' a t 

EKOS aesea r cn As soc i at e s Lnc . 

22% 21% 

23~ 
231 

" 
278 563 
282 567 

4\ 4l 

Harm - Smo ke r s 

" 
", 
23% 

23% 

38. 33% 4 6% ~ 1'1! 

19' 23% 

283 
292 

3% 

232 
230 

" 
44 
40 

'" 

Risk tO Canadians red Government ï nvo Ivement Appropriate-FG 

No 

06111/03 

299 
299 

" 
184 
182 

" 
" ss 
5% 

22% 22% 

'" 46\ 44% 

59\ 62% 48% 41% 

42% 3" 3" 51% '" 

" 34 
'1% 

409 
426 

" 
112 
156 

'" 

29\ 3l'!i 

.10 
4 

5.38 5.52 
1.50 1.35 

600 
600 

5\ 

4" 
51 
11% 

55% 49'11 S1\ 

2\ 2% 1\ 

" 
11% 8\ '" 

'" 
53' '" 60% 631 '" 21% 

38\ 43' '" 43> '" 

" 
'" 16' 

'" 22% 

2\ " 2\ 

38% 54% 45\ 51% 38% 

18% 26' 

'1% 

22\ 22% 

3% 

" 
" 

'" 19' 

" " 
" 

14' 

" 
10% '" '" 

" 
" 

16' 13'11 

26% 20% 

,0> 

'" 42\ 26\ 28\ 29\ 

21\ 2" 21\ 

,0> 24% 

21% 2H 16' 22\ 

16' 

29% 22\ 29' 30\ 28\ 

0% 0\ n 0\ l% 

19' 20% 35\ 

20% 25% '" 
" '" 20\ 

4 
5.38 
1.50 

14 
.95 
77 

.10 

0\ 1% 

5.42 
1.48 

t . O~l 
4 

5.40 5.39 
1.46 1.46 

8 
5.66 
1.42 

.05 

14 8 5 
5.12 5.27 5.24 5.42 
1.49 1.50 1.53 1.49 

.01 

23% 25% 40\ 

U 1% 0\ 

(.01) 

la 6 
5.14 5.56 5.16 
1.55 1.34 1.31 

01 .01 

23% 28\ 

34' 31% 25% 

Harm - SHS 

32 
29 
14' 

563 
569 

" 
35 
28 
25% 

16' ,2> 

11 
4,19 
2.08 

.10 

.01 
5 

5.54 
1.35 

.01 

, 
98 

" .01 

31\ 43\ ", 

1\ 

5.16 
1.36 

.01 

15 
.62 

'4 
.01 
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55\ 53% 2" 
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" 1), 

" 12\ 

" " 17% 

'" p, 
23\ 

1), 23\ 

42% 29\ 23% 3H 

0\ U 0% Dl 

(.01) 
18 4 

5.24 5.46 
2.02 1. 42 

.01 

(.101 
19 6 

4.11 5.47 
.2.08 1.51 

.01 



fTCS nene rat P\lblic sur vev (09~6) 
uow Lnvo l ved should be in reducing health r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
can.so l ans r nemse Ives 

Y01.1t)1 C<lS8S 

INVa7 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
NOT INVOLVED (1 21 

SQME.WHAT INVOLVED (J 5) 

VE:RY INVOLVED 16 7) 

1. Not at a11 t nvot ved 

4. Somewha t Lnvo l ved 

7. Ex t r eme l y involvect 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared 
+/- points e rcuno 50% 

Mean 
Sect oev 

Student' 5 t 

E:KOS ne se e rch Asscc i at es t nc . 

Region Gender 

TOTAL BC Alb Pralr Ont Oueb At I Male Fern Yes No 

Smoke r Education 

06/11/03 

HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 roox- 

Incarne 

3" 33\ 48\ 42'1s 25\ 

47 294 306 120 480 508 
65 291 309 74 526 516 
10\ n 4'l!: 13\ 3'!o 6\ 

600 
600 

" 
58 
66 

" 
41 2:29 146 
53 231 107 
11% 5\ 7\ 

80 
78 

" 

o. 11% 1 \ 4% 

30% 39% 35\ 35% 38% 37% 45% 

Dl 

57% 54% 60% 51% 59\ 57\ 

5' 4\ 2\ 8' 2% 3\ 

63' 41\ 53\ 68\ 53' 

0' 

ln 2571 1.), 24'1. 19'1< 12\ ID"" 19% 16\ 13\ 18\ IH 18% 15\ 14'lo 12\ 21% 25'1. 21% 

" 

60 
50 
3% 

29 
30 

" 
70 
63 
15' 

,. 
91 

" 
74 
76 

" 
34 
3J 

" 
39 

" " 
33\ '" 34% 32% '" 41' 59% 

63' 46. 52% 67% 52% 541 '" 

" 

0' 

" 3\ 2% 

9\ 14\ 16% 16\ 20\ 15% 16\ 10\ 27% 12% 20\ 17% lH 27% 

0% 11% 

16\ 17% 171; 24\ 18% 

19\ 16'1. 22% 19\ 25% 13\ 17\ 19\ 20\ 19% 20\ :!1\ 11% 15\ 23% 28\ 16\ 25\ 16% 

38% 36% 4H 22\ 28\ 56\ 40\ 35\ 40'" 32\ 39% 37\ 52% 31'" ~9% 38\ 36\ 29\ 19% 

D'II 0% 1\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 3% 0% 1\ 1\ 0\ 0\ 0'1; 0\ 0\ 0' 0% 0% 0% 

(.01) 
11 12 13 12 

5.52 5.58 5.72 4.95 5.39 5.S3 5.37 
1.56 1.34 1.48 1.78 1.45 1.67 1.85 

.05 .10 .05 

6 
5.40 5.64 
1.64 1.48 

.10 .10 

, 

FTCS (;(')n('!r-a,L l'Ilbl ,(,~ .~Il t'vey (0946) 

~~~;;~7~~~V~~emsel~;~OJld he t n r~~ilJcjng health r Ls ks of smoking and SfiS 

You t h Cases 

INV(l'J 
WF.rr~HTED TOTAL; 

Unwe i.qh t ad n : 
NOT 1 NVOLVED (1 2:) 

SOMEWHAT r NVOLVED (3 5) 

VE:RY INVOLVEQ (6 7) 

1. Not at e n involved 

4 Somewha t i nvotveo 

7. Ex t r eme Ly rnvot vec 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqllared 
.. /- points a r ourid 50'1. 

Nean 
sr o oev 

s t udanr ' s t 

.01 

5.13 
1.87 

.05 

11 , 
5.62 
1.46 

.05 

, 
5.51 
1.56 

" 50 

" ", 
5" 
o. 

" 
18. 

1" 
1" 
37. 
3% 

14 
5.59 
1. 40 

" 5.81 
1.56 

(.01) 
lB 12 

5.19 5.00 
1.64 1.94 

.10 

la 
5.80 
1.25 

.01 

Il 
5.46 
1.51 

17 rs 
5.49 4 80 
1.41 1.58 

.05 

EKOS nesee r cb Ass oc i a t e s t nc . 

600 
600 

5% 

130 
142 

" 
'" 458 

6% 

245 
240 

" 
351 
355 

" 
133 
136 

" 
410 
'05 

" 
"0 
140 

" 

06/11/03 

460 
460 

5% 

)4, 

61% 

'" 
15% 

21% 
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~ 

37\ '" 36% ". 32\ 40' 36% os, 
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57\ 56% 58% '" '" 56% ". '" 
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3% 

'" 
'6% 22111 '" '" '" '" 

" 
'" 17' 22' 13' '" 

15% 

16% 231 

-~---- --- -- ,~ , 

t9\ 19% 21% 20. 

'" 33% 39' 36% 

o. o. 0' 0% 0' 0' 

4 
5.52 
1.56 

.01 
6 

5.29 
1.63 

.01 

5.50 
1.54 

5 
5.52 
1.60 

5.51 
1.45 

5.69 
1.49 

.01 

19> 15\ 

39. ]0' 40% 

0' 0\ 0\ 

5 
5.51 
1.60 

.01 
8 

5.19 5.62 
1. 63 1.53 

.01 .01 



fTCS General Public Sur vey (09461 
How i nvol ved should be in reducing health r i s ks of smoking and SHS 
cenedt ans t hernse Ive s 

voutf Cases 

rNV07 
wErGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
NOT INVOLVED (1 2) 

SOMEWHAT INVOLVED (3 51 

VERY INVOLVF.:D (Ii 7) 

1. Not ar a l I involved 

4. somewhe t Lnvot vec 

7. Ex t r eme Ly involved 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squ,ned 
+/- points a r ound 50\ 

Mean 
Std dev 

st uoent 1 s t 

EKOS gesee r cb Aascct at.e s rnc . 

Canadians Smoke Ha rrn - Smokë r s Harm - SHS 

06/11/03 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ 51\ + ser tous Not Serious Not Increas Same peer aas Increas Na Lnt n neouce Elimin Yes No 

Risk ta Canadians red Government Involvement Appropriate-fG 

600 
600 

5% 

235 
231 

5% 

,'a 
282 

" 
563 
567 

5% 

32 
29 
11\ 

563 
569 .. 35 299 

26 299 
22% 5% 

184 
1S2 

" 
283 
292 

3\ 

232 
230 

3\ 

44 
40 
lB' 

49 
51 

" 
31% 51\ 39% 33' 53\ 31% 45\ 32% 

J1 
34 
26\ 

409 
426 

3\ 

172 
156 

'" 
57% 47' 56'i1 

36\ 

59% 58\ 35% 59\ 33'1c 63\ 

91 
99 
1% 

'" '" '" 3" 

.. 
22\ 1" 

" " 
2% 14\ 3\ 

39% 2" 

11% 22' 18' 

3\ 

10> 

140 15% ". 
" " 

'0. 31\ 

19% 2" 19% 

15% '" 1" 

" 
15% 22\ 

52' 53\ ", 56% 

38'î1 19\ '" 
1" 20\ 10. 

1/\ 20% 

66. '0' 51. 

0% 0% 

( .10) 

l' 
5.52 5.22 
1.56 1.32 

5.50 
1.55 

40% 38% 25\ 39\; 

20\ 1" 

" 6\ 1" 

, ',::" 

O~ 0% D\; 0% 

21' 

19 
4.4.3 
2.02 

.01 

l' •• " 

(.05) , 
5.52 5.56 
1. 65 1.54 

.05 

(.Oll 
lB , 

4..71 5.58 
1.79 1.51 

.05 .01 

11' 

" " 0' " 
21% 1" 16% 1" 19% 20\ 11\ 13. 

'" 21'11 16% 1" 13% 15% '" " 18% 

19\ 1" ::O\; 21\ 1" 1" '2% 
,n 29\ 35' '" 39\; 34\ 37% 44\ 20\ 

0\ 0% 0' 0% 1% 3% 

5./1 
1.52 

.01 

, 
5.33 
1.52 
.05 

( .01) 
la s 

5.38 5.81 
1.69 1.39 

.01 

.01 

5.45 
1.46 

15 
4.73 
1.87 

.01 

11 
4.60 
2.25 

.05 

, 
5.60 5.28 
1.46 1.82 

,05 .05 
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l,' F" 
~ . (,.TCS CoilnernJ ""!:IUe s" ....... y f09-4~) 

Who do VOu thJ.nk 8hOllld hnve the HArN re!l:ponsibilit tl) ra l 06/11/03 
rhrollqh rCl'"'Mr.::h ta fjnd ways of r eciur-Lnq nicotine ~ontent9rna~~g~~:t~:~~f~~~U~!~~p~!,tOb<lCCO products to reduce he rm to smoxe r s . This could be 

Youth Cases 

RES Pl 
WETGHTED TOTAL; 

llnweighted n: 
The federa1 g'wernment 

Ycu r p r cvf ncf a j gov't 

Your local/reg,Lenal gOY 

Non-gov/non-profit cr qs 

Hee j t h ca re profesionls 

The t obacco Industry 

ceneo t ans themselves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points; "round 50%; 

26 
2J 
]9, 

75 29 152 148 
S5 41 149 15:.' 
44% Je\; 49\ 37% 

19% ~% lU 12\ 

0\ 3% 1% J\ 

11% 8% 8\ 7\; 

2\ 8\ 7% 10% 

17\ 21% 17\ 22% 

3% 6\; 3\ 6% 

H 6\; 4% 3\; 

13 15 

64 236 256 
40 261 258 
37% 45\ 43\ 

10~ 12% 10% 

2\ 1% H 

10'11 7\ 6% 

ln 8\; 8% 

lB\; 20% 21\ 

7\ 4\ 5% 

5% 3% 4'11 

(.101 
15 6 

Region Gender Smo ke r Education 
TOTAL =;~-~ .. _;~~ .... ;;;:;" .. ~~; .. _;::~--~;;;~ ~:~: .. _-;:~~ .. ;:; .. _-~~ .. ~ ~~ ...... _---~_ ...... ~= .. -_ .. _-_ .. _--~:::~:~ .. = .. _~ .. 

----- ----- ----- HS =~~=_ ~~~~_ ~::OK 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

l' 18 

'" 
35 56 
32 54 
47\ 40\ 

20 

" '0. 
00 
19 

'" 
25 
25 

'" 

EKOS xese a r cf Associates r nc . 

300 35 34 19 108 
301 35 39 26 105 
43\ 42% HI'!! 43% 42\ 

lU lU 5'11 11% 8% 

2\ 0% O'l! 3% )'1; 

a\; 11% 2\ 4% 7\ 

8% S'il 16\; 4\ 12'1r 

20\ 25'" 22% 11\ 20\ 

5\; 3\ H 14'1! 5% 

H 3\ 2\ 10\ 2' 

17 li) 19 10 

'5% 11% 10% 19% 20. " 11% 

" 0% 3% O\; 0' 0' 

" 12\; 11% 10% 3% 

'" 11% 8\ 13' 9% 13' 

" 10% 15\ 19\ 13. .. " 
" 3% 2% " 
3% 0\ 2% 

23 17 13 20 22 20 
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" vt 

EKOS,~~;,f4RC~ A~,~,~C/~~~S, ~Df!!l' 3.~O , 

~ ;Y ~' i .• 

06/11/03 
FT~~OG~~e~~~ ~~~~~C,c;~~~~~Yh~~~4~~e MAIN responsibility te [egl.llat~ the manUEactur~ng of t coacco products te r educe harm ta smokers. This could be 

t.n rouqh r e eea r ch ta r i no 'tlilyS of reducing nicotine eco rent ln c rqa r e t c es , for axamp l e . 

Hou sebo l d Working Minority Rural/Urban ................. '"'~ .. =~- .. _ .. _~--=~~----_ .. ~ .. ="'"_,~"' .... _ .. _ ...... "'~=- .... - .. ~-=~~ .. __ ..... _--""= 
TOTAL Parent No Ye, No Minor Abor No Rural Urban 

RESPI 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 300 

301 
0' 

72 229 129 168 
7~ 226 128 L 70 
36\ 45\ 5U 37'1; 

69 
71 
40. 

29 201 
28 199 
30% 45\ 

66 234 
66 235 
4U 44% 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
The federai qove r nrne n t 

'l'our provincial gov't 11% 13\ 11\ 14\ 9\ " 9\ 14\ 10% 12\ 

'four local/regional qov 0\ 2\ 1\ 2% 0% 2% 

Non-cqov Zrion+p r o f.i t o r qs 10\ H 5\ 10% 8'11 9'11 7% 8% 

He"llth care p r o f e s i on l s " H '1\ 8\ 9'11 '" 7'11 S'II B'II 8\ 

The t obacco i ndns t ry 20' '" IH 18\ 18\ ~O\ 

Ciln.:ldlans rnemee l ves H 5' ]'11 6\ 19% ]'11 10'11 3\ 

DK/NR 1\ 4\ II 5% 5'11 3\ 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- points a round 50\: Il 

( .05) 
9 

( .05J 
12 19 12 

EKOS Re s.e a r ch A.'lsé}ciittes t nc . PAGE: 52 

"'"., ':.' , ." 

'" '" 13. " 

FICS Gener<ll Public Suz:-vey /O<)46J 06/11/03 
\~h'J do you r h i n J; .9h(1uld have the Mt'fN ret-;ponsJbility ta r equ La t e the manufacturing of t cbacco products ta reduce harm LD emoke r s . This couro be 
t h r ouqf re.<l"!drç~l to find ways of reduc-fnq nt cot r na content in c Lq a r e t t a s , for ex amp Le . 

Ycur;f C .. ses 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smoke r s He rra - SHS Rt s k ta Canadians reo Government r nvc i vemenc Appropriata-FG 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50\ SU + Serious Not Se r Lous Not r nc reas Same nec reas r nc r eas Na i nr n Reduce Elimin 
-- .... _- ..... ~~~~-- .. _ .. _--- .. = ~----_ .. _---=.,-- ........ _~-== .. _---- .. _--~-~ .. __ ~~ ......... _M~~=~_ ... .. =="'= .. == .... _ .. _ .... __ ~ .... __ 

Yes NO 
RESP1 ------- ------- ------- -- ---- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 300 
.101 
,3\ 

2' 
25 
45\ 

129 
123 ." 

133 285 
138 287 
38% 44\ 

16 

l' 
26~ 

2&3 
~87 
4::\ 

l' 
13 

'" 
105 U, 
35\ 

99 
97 
50\ 

" 47 
.9% 

1.0 
147 
'9% 

113 
11. 
'1% 

19 l' 181 

26 
21 

'0' 
194 
~04 

'" 
Unwë iqh t ed n: 

The f ede r a L qove rnrnen r 

Your p rov i.nc i a I IJOV' t 11> 1" 13\ 10'1; lU 12% 12% " 15\ 1" 
1% " 0% 0' 2% 

rour l oca L' r e q i onaI qov 2\ 2" 0' 

He ë l r h ca r e pr c t e s Lon l s 11\ 9% 0> " 
" 31\ o. 13. 

~lon-gov/non-prOfit o r qs " " lB 8% 

10% 1" 
The t ober-co l ndus t r y 20% 16% 1~% 20% 19~ 34% 20% '" '" 25% 22' 15\ '2% 18' 
Caoad i ans c bemse Ivas 5\ " 13% 4% 22\ 4% " 10% 
DK/NR .. 3% J% " 8' 2\ 10\ 0% 

Ch i r-Squ a r eri : 
+/- polnts e round 50\: 20 

(.05) 
26 6 

(.05) 
:27 8 la 

LOI) 
14 9 

(.011 
25 21 11 

EKOS aeseer cn nsso- t e tes Inc. 
PAGE: 5J 
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RSPIB 

TOTAL BC A1b Prai r Ont Queb AU Male Fern res No 

Smoker rctucet Ion 

HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK+ 

r ncome 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 289 3~ 33 
Unweight:ed n : 289 34 38 

The federal qova rnrnan t 24% 31\ 22% 

Your provincial gov't 36\ 28\ 46% 

You r j or-a L' r eqj ona I qov 13% 14% 12% 

Non-gov/non-profit o r qs 15% 14% 1 H 

Hea1th ca r e profesionls 14% 14% 15\ 

The t obacco lndustry 23\ 22\ 29'11 

canaoï ans themse Lves L 7'Ii 6% IH 

DK/NR 11% 9\ 3\ 

Chi-Squar'O!d: 
... /- po.i n t s ar cund 50%: 

EKOS Re s e a r ch A",soclat~s InG. 

You t.h Cases 

Region 

17 106 72 
23 103 53 
29\ 22\ 21% 

321 42\: 32\ 

IH ln 16% 

29% 13\ 12% 

21% 13\ IH 

JO\ 24% 17\ 

29\ t5\ 23\ 

4\ 12% 11\ 

16 

Gender 

27 146 144 
38 IH 148 
26\ IH JO\ 

21\ 37\ 34\ 

13% 13\ 13% 

18\ 16\ 14\ 

13\ 12'i 16\ 

26% 24% 23% 

14\ 16\ 17%; 

20% 16% 5% 

10 13 
.05 

16 , 

61 228 245 26 16 
38 251 247 23 17 
13% 26\ 23% 32\ 17\ 

42% 34% 35\ 22% 60% 

11% lH 13% 14% IH 

lU 16\ 14\ 16\ 25\ 

6\ 16\ 15% 7\ 5% 

18% 24'11 24% 18\ 27\ 

18% 16' ln IH 15\ 

12% 10% 10' 20' 0% 

16 20 

fTCS General Public Survey (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e rse do yeu t n i nk should have responsibility for requl a t Inq the manufacturing of tobacco p r oduc t s to reduce ha rm ta smoke rs . 

35 
32 
7% 

19 19 
22 18 
17'11 lH 

24 
24 
23% 

55 
53 
30. 

.9% 36% 39' 42' 
15% 20% 4% 0% 

20. 16% 14'11 14% 

14% ". 19% 3% 11% 

'2% 31% 40% 19% '4% 
19% S% 11\ 15% 

" 19\ 5\ '" 
17 21 20 23 13 

PAGE: 54 
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PTe;:: GeM(!)r·"tl Public Survey {0946! 
l~ho €lIse do you t h Ln k shouro have re spons Lb i j f r y for reçuj e c Lnq the manufacturing of t.ooe ccc product~6~~1;~~uce ha rrn to smoke r s . 

RSPIB 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 289 

289 
24% 

71 

" 32'!1 

218 
215 
211 

121 
125 
,1> 

160 
161 
26% 

66 
67 
25'!1 

26 
cs 
29% 

196 
193 
'4% 

63 
63 
24' 

226 
226 
2" 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSaC/ATES, 2006 • 343 

ltnwe i qb t ed n: 
The federal qove rnment. 

Your provincial qov ' t 36% 32\ 37. ". 30. 45. 35\ 32% 36' 35% 
Your Loce Jv r eq.i ona I qov 

Non-<Jov/non-rr'"l[i.t o r qs 

He a Lt h r-a r e p r o te s Lont s 1" 

17. 12% 15% 12% 11> " 15% 12% 1" 

- -. ---_ ... - --- - -_ ~ "-~. - - 

The tob .. eco indl.lstry 23% 

cenao i an ... t bemeeIve s [7, 

DK/NR 111 

Cb Le-Squa red : 
+/- poInts e r ound 50%: 

EKOS Re s ea rch .4,~sn,~iares I n c . 

18' '" 
17% 13\ 

24% 

1" 16\ 

ll' 10\ 

11 

12\ 18> 22% 

lB'!; 1" 

23\ '4% 

" 23% '" 
" 6\ 

.01 
9 12 

'1% 6\ 1" 
1" 14% 17% 13\ 

ln 
18\ 1" 17. 

lJ% 12% 10' "' 
19 12 



06111/03 
FT~~oG:~:~a~op~~~i~h~~~V:~o~~:4~~ve r as pons i bj Li t y for r aqu La t Lnq the rnanufacturing of toba cco product s to r educe ha rrn to snoker s . 

Yout h Cases 

TOTAL 

RSPIB 
187 
196 
29% 

92 
83 
14% 

108 
109 
'5\ 

19 
16 
10. 

z 
19 
1" 

141 
142 
28'11 

98 
95 

'" 
1]6 
142 
26% 

14 274 
12 277 
:::!a 24\ 

14 
11 
1], 

24 125 
24 120 
27% 20'11 

128 275 
132 277 
261 24\ 

WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 289 
289 
'4% 

Unweighted n: 
rne fede r a I qove r nmen t 

35\ 30' 36% 3" 34\ 37% 37'11 36% 18" 35\ '" J1% 38'11 33% 36% Ynur pr ov Lnr-Laj qovv t ]6, 

'" 13' 15\ 1" 14. IH 22% 18% 13\ 15> 12% 12\ 15t 13% vonr ï cce r / ceqt one t qov 13. 

" 15\ 16% 15' 12% m 17. ,2\ 13' 1" 141. 15\ 7% 15% Non-cqov z nonvp r o f Lt; c r qs 9\ ln 

1], 17' 17' 14. 16% 15> 11% 19'11 14% 22\ He,'Ilth ca r e profesion1s 14. 12% 15\ 1H 14% 

,5> '4% 20' 22\ 26\ " ,5> 27. 0\ 23% 25% 'O, The t ooecco lndustry '3% 15\ 22\ 25\ 24\ 

13% 17. 1" 11% 14% 21% 29% 16% 1" 18. Cenac i e ns tt-emse tves 15% 16% 

" 16% 10\ 10' 11% 14' 9\ 10% 20\ 9\ 39% DK/NR "' ln 11\ 

Ch Le Squa r ed : 
1/- po i nt s e rouno :)()%: 22 11 10 15 25 30 

EKOS gesee r cn Associa t e s tnc . PA.GE: 56 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA TES, 2006 • 3'44 ., 
'" »v.Ô» ,4'.' ~ " \'J1,~ , ,', 

~.\":: .,,: • q- - • "" 

rrcs Gener,,} Publ Le SOIrvey (09.0161 06/11/03 
Who do you thLnk s hcuLd have the MAIN respons i er r r e y co reeuce the number 01' youth who t eka up smoking 

Yout b Ce se s 

Region Ge nde r Smcke r Education Incarne 
.. _-== '" "'--- ... ~ '" == .... "'- -~ ~ ===- .. _ .. _ ~="'= B _ .... _~= '" =m _ .. = = .... __ .. ..==="'~ .. "'= =~_ .. '" ........ ==~ =="'= "' .. __ === .. __ 

TOTAL BC Alb r'r at r Ont Queb Atl Hale Fern l'es No 
HS Coll Uni v <$201\' 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

RESP2 
~~--- ----- ~---- ----- ----- ----- ----~ ----~ ----- 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 80 58 
unveI qht ed n : 1)00 78 66 

The f e de r a I qove rnmen t 16\ 10\ 16\ 

41 229 146 
53 :31 107 
21% 16% 16'11 

47 294 306 120 480 508 60 
65 291 309 74 5:6 516 50 
25% 19% 13't; 1:!% 1H 16% 17\ 

29 
30 
22\ 

70 94 
63 91 
11% 18% 

" " 15% 

34 
33 
1" 

39 
41 

" Your pr ov i ncj aI gov't L8~ 22% 14% 15' 18~ 19% 16% lB%- 18% 19% 18% 18\ 21% 20\ 13% 24\ 17. 19\ 1" 
You r loca1/regional qov 13\ 14'1; 131 9% 15\ 13\ 5% 13% 13% 9\ 14\ 13\ 11\ 1" 15% 9\ 17' 1" 10. 
Nnn-qov/non-profit o r qs 6\ 4" S'II 6\ 7\ 7\ 5% 8% 5~ 10\ 6\ 6~ 5\ 1-1% H 8', 
Hee Lt h ce r e profesionls 'li! :\ 7\ 5\ 11% 11% 9% 7\ 11\ l~\ 8% 9% 12\ 10. H 10\ 10' "' 15\ 
Thf> r obar-co Lndu s r r y 9% 17% 12'11 

H 
C,n~dians tuems e tvos 26% 29'1< ::'5\ 

13% 9\ 5% 9% 9% 10% 10% 9\ 10% 2% "' 8% 10% " " 30% 23\ 25'1; 27% 25\ 26'!i 24% 26% 26% 28% 14. 29% 23% 25% 24. 3H 
DI\/NR 2% 2% 4\ 

4\: 2% 3\ 3% 2% 2% 5% 3\ 3\ 
Chl-Squilred: 

t/~ po i nt s arouno 50%: 11 12 13 12 11 18 12 10 11 17 15 
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Yout h cases 

06/11/03 

fT~~aG~~e~~~ ~~~~tcs~~~~~\!~!4~~e MAIN responsibility ta r educe the number of youth who take up smoking 

RE:SP2 
WEIGHTED TOTA!,.: 

Unweighted n: 
The eeoe re i qove r nmen t 

Ycur provincial gov't 

Your Loc a Lz req Lona l gov 

non-cov/non-oror s t o r qs 

Re a j t h car e p r o te s i on l e 

Thp. t obe cco i ndus t r y 

c-m.s di aos themse Ive s 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squar ed : 
+/- po i nts ar ound 50\: 

EKO.s nesear ch Assoct ar.es Inc. 

L. 

600 136 464 
600 142 458 

16~ 12\ 17\ 

;:45 351 
240 355 
18\ 15\ 

48 410 
JO 405 
20~ 16\ 

"'a 140 
140 

1" 
133 
136 
16\ 

460 
16. 

18!11 18~ 18% 14\ 21'1; 21\ 17% 17' 20' 20' 

13" 14\ 13% 11\ 14\ 1" 121l 13'10 13\ 1" 
" " " n 6% 

10% 8% " 
15% 9\ 11. " 10\ 9% 1" 

26\ .11% 24% Z7% 25\ 22\ 16\ 28% 26% 23\ 

2'1; 0\ 3% 3\ 2% 

PAGE:: 58 
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Youth Cases 

FTC$ G.meral Publie SlJrvey 10.946) 06/11/03 
Who do yeu th!.n.: s hou Ld hilve ebe MAIN responsibility to r educa the number of yeuth who t a ke up smoking 

RE:SP2 
WE: U;HTE:D TOTAL: 

Unweight.ed n: 
The f e de r.a I government 

vou r provincial gov't 

Your locallregion?l qov 

Non-gov /rion-p r o H t ergs 

He a I th cats profesionls 

The rob<lcco lndustry 

Canad i ans themse1ve5 

OI\/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- po Lnt.s o'Iro!lnd 50\: 

EKOS nesee e cn As s oc Le t aa l nc • 

Canadians Smo ke Ha rrn - Smo ke r s Ha rm - SHS Risk ta Canadians Fed Government rnvot vement Appropriate-E"G 

TOTAL < 25\ :'5-50% sa + se r t ous Not Serious Not t nc ceas Same nec ceas rncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin 
Yes ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- No 

600 
600 

1" 
49 235 278 563 
51 231 282 567 
19\ 15% 17% 17% 

32 563 
29 569 
5\ 17\ 

35 299 
28 299 
0\ 17% 

184 
182 

1" 
97 283 232 
99 292 230 
lU 19\ 14\ 

" 00 
1" 

37 409 172 
34. 426 156 
8% 16% 15\ 

1" 25% 22% 14% 19% 6% 18~ 20\ 16\ 19% 26% 17% 22\ " 12% 20% 15% 
17% 18% 10% 13% 20% 13% 19% 13% 11\ 17\ 14\ 11'6 13' 14% 15% 10% 
8% 5% 6% 7% 3% 6'1; 14% 7% 10% 6\ 9% 0% 7% 5% 

10\ 9% 9% 9% 5% 9% 13% 9% la. S\" 9% 9% " 12\ H 12\" 
7% 8\" 11% 9% 13% 10% 4% 9% 1~% 7\ 9\" 11% " 8\ 8% 12\ 

47% 26% 28% 27% 25% 21% :!6% 22% 31% 

0% 2% 3% H 1\ 1% 3% " 2% 2% 4% 
1.051 

14 
1.05) 

4 
(.JO) 

18 4 
( .10) 

la 6 IG 
15 17 
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Region rtende r Smojce r 
.. - """'~ - .. === _"' .. ,.,,"' "'===~ .. _-,,"""''''='''-- ==== "' = ==="' _ = "'''''''_ .. ''''''''''='''''' .. - ~='''~'''-,..''' .. ==='''- 

Education ï ncome 

.')83 
583 
:4% 

79 ~)6 
7(j 1)) 
33'!J 2~'t, 

40 224 140 
:12 2:6 103 
J3~ 2J\ 18\ 

45 287 296 117 4 66 ~95 
63 283 300 72 5.11 503 
22'1; 24% 2H 20\ 25'l1 25' 

F'TCS General pub l I.c Sur vey (0946) 06111/03 
Who el se do vou r h i nk shouId have responsibility to r eduoe the numbe r of youth who t ake up smoking 

WEïC,HTEO TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb p r a i r Ont Oueb Atl Ma Le rem y~s No liS Coll Un Lv <$201< 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

RSi'28 

unwe Lqht ed n: 
The f."!rlerCil qov~r.nment 

Your provincial qov t t 

Your lncaj z r eq i oneI qov 

NQn-gov/non-prt")fH o r qs 

Hea Lr h r-e r e p r o f ë s i on l s 

The tobacco i ndus t r y 

caneo i ans t tiems e Lves 

DI</NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+1- po i nt s e round 50%: 

1::1\05 nese a rcn As soc i e r e s lnc. 

29'1. 29\ 31\ 27\ 16% 32\ 2a,., 

57 
48 
151 

28 
29 
3~'Is 

91 
88 
2H 

32 
31 
23'% 

39 
41 
25\ 

19' 22~ 2n 19\ 23% 21% 

'" ~O't. ln 18% lin 19% 18% 

68 
61 
H' 

71 
74 
30% 

20% 20% 26% 28'l 22\ 24\ 

32% 42. 35% 34' 

15% 21\ ll'l1 15\ 16% 10\ 20% 15% 15\ 19\ 1411 15\ 

25% '" 29. 

25' zn 22\ 28\ 26'!J 2a 32\ 27'1; ~4'fI 24\ 26' 25\ 

18. 17\ 26. 15% 25% 

11' 7% 7'1; 18% 19% 10'IJ 11\ 20'5 B'" IH. 

19% 35% 

20\ 22' 23% 17. 

(.OS) 
11 

.01 
12 

15\ 26\ 22'5 

10 10 

1" 34. 2" 22\ 25\ 

12 14 

27\ 1" 

" 17. ". " 32\ 1" 1" 
28% ". 32\ 16. 29. 34. 2" 
15% 1" 15% O' 11% 

( .10) 
4 18 11 18 15 13 10 14 

PAGE: 60 

f"7'CS Gbne r ,,]. i'ub.llc Suivo.y IO!t16j 
1,1'110 UÜ'Q do you thinf; Sl1ou.ld have respon!libility ta cedcce the numoe r of ycut n who t e ke up smoking 

'l'outil Ca se s 

r..SP~B 
WEIGliTED TOTAL: 

Unwei'Jhl'ed n: 
The federal qove r nment 

'l'our provincial qovt t 

You r roc .. d/rl'!gionCll qov 

Non-qov/non-prnfit or qs 

Hea l t b ca r e pro ï e s Lorrl s 

The tob ... c,~n I rvru s t r y 

Ca nad Le n s r hems e 1 ves 

DK/NR 

Chl-SqlJiHed: 
./- points <lrOI1l1(1 50%: 

TOTAL 

06/11/03 

139 
139 
23'" 

413 
444 
25. 

EKOS nesee r cf Aas oc-f a t e s l nr-. 

583 
583 
2n 

136 
142 
24\ 

447 
441 
,24% 

237 
231 
271 

342 
348 
23 'Ii 

130 
132 
30. 

28" 29\ 

21\ 

28' 30" 

400 
396 
239; 

1" 23% 21% 23'11 21> 

14. 20. 
19\ 18\ 

24% 23' 

20. '" 1" 
20% ". 24% 

12% 16. 16. '" 15'l. ". 15. 15% 

15' " 
2')\ 2H 2" 24% 31> 

PAGE: 61 
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FTCS cener a l Pub l l c survev (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e ï se do y011 r h Ln k s houLd have responsibility tO reduce the number of ycut h who take up smoking 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 351 

Yout h Cases 

Ca nad La n s Smo ke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Rist: co Canadians Fed cove rnment r nvo i venent Appropriate-fG 
== .. _ "' ~,. .. "''"' __ E _.,"'= "'= :0 .. === "' .. = .. _ "'== ~ .. == "' .. ="' __ .. __ .. _",_ .. _~=""",_ .. _ .. _== __ .. == "' .. m .. 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ ~l\: + se r rocs Not ser l ous Not t ocreas Same Deereas Inereas Maintn Reduce Elimin 
----- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------ ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

RSP28 40 
37 
20% 

36 400 165 
32 416 150 
ln 2/\ 19% 

96 
9B 
19'11 

279 225 
288 223 
27'11 23'11 , 
32\ 2/\ 31> 23\ 33% 20\ 

33 286 
26 287 
26'11 23% 

181 
179 
29\ , 
", 26' 

32 547 
28 554 
18% 24\ 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 583 
503 

'" 
4S ~32 266 548 
50 ne 271 552 
:0\ ~8~ 24\ 25% 

unweighted n : 
The federal qove rnmant 

Your provincial 90V' t 29\ 30\ n\ 27\ 28\ 43\ 30% lH 29% 

IBl 23'11 20\ 230 24% 21% 23\ H 23\ 21% Your j oca l y r eq Lcna I qov ]4'J; :3% ln 22% IB% ~2% 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs 19% :1\ ~a 18\ 19\ 12\ 19% 16% 19% 22\ '" 20\ 21% 10' 8\ 19\ 20% 

lIealth rarf' p r o f e a i on Le 23% 19% ':2'11 25'11: 23% 2!''11 23% 25. 23% 21% 24\ 39% 

1" 18\ 13% 13\ S'II 17% 12% 
The t cbe cco I ndus t r y 15\ 19% 16\ 15\ 16\ 

23\ 24iJ; 28' ,.. 23\ JO\ 19\ 22% 26\ 24\ 
canecnane themselves 25' :6'1; 24\ ZH 26% 16% 25% 

10\ '" 7% 13% " 27\ B\ 15% 
OK/NR ln lH 10% n 10\ 25\ 10% 20\ 10\ 

1.01) 
10 6 16 

.05 
5 

( .05) 
4 

Chi -Squa r ed : 
.. /- points a r cund 50\: 19 19 14 

EKOS ge se a c ch s.ssoc t at e s Ine. 
PAGE: 62 

n-cs r .... "'"'):Oj Pub; Le SU"V9Y IOD4S) 
I~ho do yOIJ thIn!: s hou Ld have tllfl MAIN r e aporrs Lb LLf t y to recuce smuggling of cigarettes 06/11/03 

You t h ruses 

RE$P3 
WEIGHTE:D TOT}:o,L: 

lfnwe i qhr ed n : 
The federal qove r nment 

~98 37 
301 37 
56% ~ 6% 

" 31 

'" 
:3 III 
31 111 
53'j, 56% 

78 22 145 153 
57 3q 144 157 
59% 551 54% 59% 

:)6 ~43 246 
33 268 253 
66\ 54'11 53'11 

35 
30 
72% 

15 
16 
661 

35 50 32 
29 50 32 
56% 53% 47% 

15 
15 
62\ 

21 
22 
67\ 

"' 11\ 14% 15\ 18% 1 ~% 16% la 15\ 15\ III '" 6\ 15' 10\ 21\ 15. 
Your LocitJ./regi('ln"l gnv 1 B'Ii 11\ 3'11 S'tl 9% 7'1; lU 7 'il 8% 9% 7\ 17% 
Nlm-qrlV/nnn-pcor i t o r qs 0' 6\ 0'1. 3\ 3" 3\ 0% 0% 2\ 2% 0\ o. 3\ l'lr; 0\ 0\ 0\ 
Hea I th r-a re p r o I es i on Ls U 3\ H 3'11 0% 3~ 0'11 2% 1% J. 0\ 2% QI!. 61 0' 
The tobar-co lndu s t r v 6% 5% 6\ 6\ 8'11 0\ 1% S'II 0\ 8% 7\ " 17\ 4\ 11% o. 
Co'ln'ldians tnemse 1 ve s 9% 16\ 0\ 12% 5% 15'lo 10% R'h 0\ 11% 10\ 

H 

7\ 2% 4' 

0> 8\ 12% 12% " PK/NF! 3% 5\ 0% )'II 2\ o. 0' 0\ 6% 3\ 0' 0' 
Chi-Sqllared: 

+/- po Lnt s a counc 50'11: j .011 
17 16 18 lB 13 18 25 18 14 17 25 21 

SKOS aese a r r+i As soc l a t es Lnc . 
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fTCS General Public survey (0946) . . 
Who do yeu t.hink shouId have the MAIN responsihility to r educe areuqq.l i nq of c i qa re t t e s 

Yout h cases 

TOTAL 

RESP) 
WE!GflTED TOTAL: 298 

301 
56\ 

60 238 126 1"10 
66 235 125 174 
58% 56% 57\ 55% 

60 
63 
56% 

23 213 
24 z io 
22% 59% 

Un' .... a i qht ed n: 
The Ieoe r a I qove r nmen t 

You r provincial gov't 14. 9% 16' 13\ 16% 16% 3H 13\ 

'l'our local/regional qov " 8% R% 11% 6'); 15% lU H 

Non-gov/non-profit o rqa H 2\ 1\ 2\ O' 12% 1\ 

H",,,lth ce r e pr o te s i on Ls 0\ 2\ 1% 2% 0' 3% 1% 

Th"! t obaccc i ndus t r y " 3\ 7\ 5% 7\ 

" 15% 9\ canao.t ans thernsel ve s 15'l! H 7% 10\ .. 
5\ 3' 5\ 2% 

(.Ol] 
12 20 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
~/- points a round 50\: 12 

F"Te::; (;"11"'''111 ["lbl il" Sut"V"l.Y (0'1461 
IIIh0 rio you rh I n k s hou l d neve rhe HAIN r e apons.tb.r.t i cv t o recruce smuqq Li nq 01' ct ce re c tes 

EKOS sesea r cf ns soc t er ea tnc . 

70 229 
71 230 
47% 59% 

17% 14% 

10% Bl 

1% 2% 

12\ 4' 
H 

S% 10% 

4% 3\ 

(.10) 
12 

06/11/03 

PAGE:: 64 

.' 

TOTAL < 25% 15-50% SU'" se r t ous Not Serious 

Harm - SHS 

lncreas Seme Dec raa s r ncree s Maintn Reduce Elimln 

23 
21 

85 
15 
52% 

',' 

Risk ta canao t ans 

..EKOS RFSEARCHASS~Jt TES, 200e • ~ , ' 
F • .l'~ 

, , 

06/11/03 

F'ëd Government Inval vement, App r opr i at e-Tr; 

10 
1 

'" 
152 
154 
56' 

Ce nad i ans Smo ke He rm - smoke r s 
~--- .. .,-"" .. "' .. "'--~ .. _- ........ '" ~ .. _-.,.,~- .... _"''''= .. - ... ~=~-_ .. _--~--- _ .. ~=----"''''~ .. _ .. _ ... ==--- .......... ~----~-- .. '" .. "'="' .... _--=--_ .. "'~==- ---=="' .. _--"''''--- 

No 

12 2B7 
10 292 
33'j, 56% 

15\ 14\ 

0% 8% 

10\ U 

17\ 6\ 

7% 9% 

IH 3% 

31 

20' 14> 

You tf ç .. se s 

Ye, ------- ------- ------- ----_-- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- _------ ------- ------- 
RESP) 

WEIGHTEO TOT.~L: 298 
301 
56% 

24 

" '" 
10' 
105 

'" 
151 285 
152 290 
49% 57% 

O' 8% 

" 89 ". 
50 
51 

'" 
Unwe i qh t ecl n: 

The f ede r a 1 qove rr-reent 

vour pr ov Lncj a I qov t t 1" '" 13' 15% 14% 

2\ 

O' 

13. 8% 

120 
121 
60% 

" 16 
31' 

203 
217 
58' 48. 

11% '" '" '" 21% 18% 15% '" "(0111." Icca Lr req.l ona I qov " 

11% 9% o. 10> 

" 13\ " 11% 5% 15% 12% 8% 

O' 

31 

" O' l' O' u Nnn-gov/non-prorit o r qs l' 2% 1% 

1> D' 
The tobin-co Lndus c ty 6% 6% 6% 6% " " 6% 0' " 6% 1% 

" 
DK/NR 0' l' 2% 3% 

1% 12% 16> 11% " 
Ch.i+Squa r ed : 

1/- po i nr s e rouno 50%: 20 10 

5% " 

EKOS Reaee r cf Aseoc t e tes t nc . 

O' 12% 

10 
1.10) 

14 8 11 
( .05) 

25 1 21 
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fTCS General Public Survey (0946) 
Who else do yon rhink should have responslbllity ta reduce srnuggllng oi cigarettes 

Yout h Cases 

RSP3B 
WEIGHTE:O TOTAL: 

unwe i qhr ed n: 
Th€' fede r e I gover.nment 

Your peov tnct e I qov t t, 

Voue loc:al/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit orqs 

Heal th ce r e pr o fee i on Ls 

The t obacco l ndus t r y 

canecn eas themse i ves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e r ound 50\: 

EKOS aesea r cb nsscc t ar es t nc . 

Region Gender smoxe r Education 

Q6/11/03 

TOTP,L BC A1b Prair Ont Queb At1 Male Fem Ye s No HS Coll Univ <$2QK 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

288 
292 

19% 

3' 
35 
35% 

27 
31 
15% 

23 108 
30 108 
22'f; 19't 

13 

" 10% 

52 236 235 
31 261 244 
6~ 21% 19'i1 

_'" 

35 
3D 
15% 

61. 

'" 
" 

11% 

12% 

12' 

lB 

15 
16 

1" 
35 
29 
6\ 

21 
22 
18% 

'" 5\\ 55% 31 \ ~ 49; 

22 138 150 
34 138 154 
18% HI% L9~ 

45% 491; 45\ 

31 
31 
22% 

" " 34\ 

16% 19\ 15\ 16% 

6> 6\ 8% 

11% 16% 15\ 13'i! 16% 15% 

41 
48 
20. 

50' '" 41. 

" 
13% 16\ 

9\ n 

9\ 16% 

1" 39% 18\ 

10\ 6% 8% 7\ 

'5% 50' 5" 

18. 10. 

15\ 11 'l; 

18 18 

9' 9% 6\ 

lU 4% 8% 3% 7\ 6% 

", 22. 22. 

13% 

., . 

8% 21'!! 12% 15% 11\ 14% 14\ 

1" 15% 

13% 24% 15% 20\ 18% 18% 19' 

16\ " 16% 

18% 20% 11% 13% 

" O' 

12% 13% 12% 

13 18 

O, 19% 

17 

14% 13. 15\ 13' '" 
21% 1" 13% 15% 16% 1" 
11% 6% 14\ 

25 18 26 21 14 

PAG~: 66 

f F'TCS C"' .. n.u'a.I F'l:.Ihlle Sut:\I!9Y (09'16) 

"'ho e j ee do yQu t!link "hould h<'lV9 r-espons,lbility lO eeeuce smuggling of cigarettes 

ïouth Cases 

RSP3B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qh t ed n: 
The fede r a I qove r nmen t 

Your p r cv i nr-La j <J0v' t 

voor 10,~.;d/r<"!gional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit orgs 

Health car e profesionls 

The tnb<'l"":o Lndus t r y 

Ca n ad i a n s therns e Lva s 

DK/NR 

Ch L'-Sque r e d : 
... /- points e rcuno 50\: 

288 
292 
19% 

,1\ 

16% 

" 
1" 
13\ 

57 
64 
251 

230 
228 
17' 

119 
120 

1" 
167 
no 
20% 

58 
61 
15% 

23 

" 39% 

20' 
203 

1" 
67 
69 
2li 

50. 

10% 

'. 
12% 

20% 

13% 

12 

06/11/03 

221 
223 
18% 

, , 

'6% 

F.:KOS Reseilfch As soe-t et e s Inc . 

42\ ,., '" '6% '" 38' ". 
n. 
" 

14% 

n, 

13% 

PAGE: 67 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 355 

16% 16% n. 15% 1" 
10. " 6% " 

-~ -~------------- _",,-_:;::"---- ------ _--- 

4% " " 6% 

16% 1), 1.2% 14% 16% 1" 
21\ 1" 19% 23% 14% n. 
1" 

12 

16% 11. 16% " 12' 

13 20 



cnt+scue reo 
-r . points around 5o,: 20 10 33 37 Il 14 21 Il 

Youtf Cases 

FiCS General pub I i r- sur vey (0946) 
Who el se do yOI! think should have responsibility ta r educe smuggling of cigarettes 

06/11/03 

Ca nad i ë n s Smcke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - 5HS Risk to Canadians Fed Government j nvo l vement App ropr late-FG 

TOTAL < 25'i! 25-50'i! 51% + Serious Not se r t ous Not r ncr eas Same Decreas t ncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin No 

RSP3B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 288 

292 

1" 
23 
24 
~O\ 

104 
105 

1" 
146 
147 
180 

276 
282 
180 

10 
9 

36% 

276 
283 

1" 
10 
7 

'0% 

1" 
150 
180 

85 
86 

1" 
47 

" 34% 

133 
139 
2U 

11' 
116 
15% 

23 
21 

1" 
15 
15 
26% 

197 
210 

1" 
BI 
7J 
11' 

ünwe Lqht ed n : 
The rece ce I qove r rwaenc 

You r provincial gov't ", 3U 57% '1% 48' 15% '" '" .4\ 55% ,1\ '" 50\ 45' 21% '6' 'S' 
Your local/regional qov 1" 22. 17' 16% o. 16% 0\ 14\ 180 19% 17% 14> '" lS' 12% 

Non-gov/non-prof i t o rq s 1" av " " 0% " 0% " " 10. 7% 1" S' S' " 
He a l t h 1,~,'He pr o Ie s Lon Ls " " 0\ o. 9% " .. 7% " 
The t.onecco industry 13% 25\ 11'11 13' 1" 0% 14% 10% 18% 1" 15% 13% 11% S' "" 11. 

canao i ans themse1ves 18' " lS. 21% ". 37. lS' ,1\ 17' 17% 22% 1" 20% 20. 25\ 1" 19% 

DK/NR 13. 17' 1" 13' 12% 13' 13% lU 1" 1" " lS' '" 15% 1]% 1" 

E:KOS neseo rch As soct a ces rnc . PAGE: 68 

FT;::S fionQral PU&l.1c Survit y (09~e) 
\\1110 do yeu t:hl,rH: ShotJld have the MAIN rellponsibility for progr<lms and activities to ceduca the numbe~6~~1~~;kers. 

Yout h Cases 

The t obacc-o t ndus r r y 6% 13% 7% 5% 4% o. " 8% 1% 8\ " 

like programs uc help smokers quit. 

RESP4 
WSIGHTED TOTAL: 

unvernbt eo n: 
ThA fedp.T"I1 qove r nmen t 

5~.7 eo 
5 ~18 78 
22~ 24% 

57 4 1 ~~ 9 143 
53 231 106 
22% 19% 25% 

YOIn JOC<31/regioni:l1 qov 13% IH 14% 9% 18% 5\ 

41 292 305 118 419 50:; 
65 290 .lOB 73 525 514 
20% 28% 16\ 18% 23% 22\ 

20'À 20\ 22\ ~l% 21% 21\ 

9 'li 9% 17% B% 14\ 13' 

18% 13% 20\ 19\ 16~ 16% 

12% 10% 11\ 16% 9% 10% 

4% 7% 5\ 8\ 6% 7% 

13% 10% 7% 6% 9% 9\ 

60 
50 
20% 

29 
30 
18' 

69 
62 
1" 

92 74 34 
90 76 33 
26% 16% 14% 

39 
41 
17. 

65 
241; 

You r pr ov i nc i a ; qov t t 2U 19\ 19\ 20% 28% 
25'i! '4% 16\ 22' 20~ 23% 

13% 1" s, 19% 13% 13% 1" ncn-oov/nco-oror t r orgs 17% 10\ 15\ 27% 20% 12\ 1" 20% lS' 15% 23\ 21% 1" Hee Lt h ce r e p r of e s Lonj s 13% 8% 11'11 lU 1" " 16' 11% H 12% 14% 

canao i ans themselves 9% 8'1< " 8% 8% 8% 
4% 6% n Il'!! " DK/NR 

0% 0% 6% 4% 2% 2% 5% 1% 2\ " 0> o. 0% 2% 0% " Ch L'<Sque r ad: 
~/- po.i n t s e r ound 50%: 

( .011 
11 12 13 10 

.01 (.05) 
12 6 11 lB 12 10 11 17 15 

EKOS Re aë a r cf As soc i ar as t nc • 
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Youth CilS~S 

like programs ta help smoke r s qui t . fTCS General Public Sur-vey (0946) 'bilit for pr oq r ams and ect rvt cres ta r educe the number of smoke r s , who dl') yO\1 think shou Ld have the HAIN r aspons i y 
06/11/03 

RE:SP4 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
The federa 1 government 

You r provincial qov ' t 

Your Ioce l v r aq.i ona j qov 

Non-gov/non-profît orgs 

Haa Lrh r-are profeslonls 

The t obecco Lndus t r y 

cenad i ans t.bems e Ives 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squa.t<:ld: 
+1- points around 50\: 

f:KOS nesee er-f Assoc t e tcs tnc . 

TOTAL 

597 135 462 243 350 
598 141 457 239 354 
22%- 21\ 22% 19\ 24\ 

2 l'II 22% 21% 22\ 21\ 

13\ 9\ 14\ 13'1< 13% 

17\ 14\ IH 113\ 16\: 

11% 15' 9\ 9\ 12\ 

6\ 6\ 6'i1 9% 5\ 

ql; 13\ H B\ 9'11 

2% n 2\: 3% l'ii 

133 
136 

'" 
47 408 
49 404 
1H 21% 

138 459 
139 459 
16% 23% 

18' 23% 22% 24% 21% 

13. lB'!! 12' 14% 13% 

'" 13'1; lB'!. 13% 18% 

10. 3% 11% 11% 10% 

" IB% 5\ 9\ 5% 

" 9\ B\ 11% 8% 

li 3% 2% 2% 2\ 
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veut Il rases 

r: 
lI'"T'C$ Go!In",r,'~.l Pull~-1c $u,,"v<>y tO'N6J 06/11/03 

Who po. YQI.I tl11"k should have th{l MAIN I.'<!$ponslbiliql for p r oç r ama ana activities ta reduce the numbë r of emoke r s , 
Lt ke programs ta he Lp srno ke r s quit, 

RE.SP4 
WEIGIITE;D TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
The federal qove rnman t 

Ynur provincial qov ' t 

Your locàl/regicma1 gOY 

Non-qov/noll-prr)fit o r qs 

Heë I t h ca re profesionls 

The tobacco industry 

cenecn ens themselves 

Dt-:/NP: 

Chi-Squared: 
'-/- potnts .. round 50%: 

EKOS Re see rch l\ssOCiiltes roc. 

cenecrens Smo ke Harm - Smokers Ha rrn - SHS Ri s k to Canadl.ans 
.. _-~ ~ _~ - .. "'-"''''- - "G~"',, __ <o;_:_ .. _ .. <o; :=- == .. __ -----<O; _~ ~_ .. E~ _ .. "'~= _=_,_ _ '"'= .. .. == __ .. __ "'~_ .. "' __ = 

------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

rec Government Invo l vernen t Appropriate-fG 

No 
TOTAL c 251 ::5-50\ 51% + Se r Loua Not Se r i ou s NOt ï nc re a s Same Decreas tncreas Maintn Reduce Ed âm Ln ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

597 
598 
22% 

49 235 277 560 
51 231 281 565 
23% 24% 20% 22% 

Ye, 

32 560 
29 567 
17% 22% 

35 ~98 
28 298 
12'll 24% 

'.2 
181 
24% 

~17 2 B 2 232 
99 291 230 
11% 24% 21\ 

" 40 
20' 

35 408 
33 425 
8% 23\ 

110 
15; 
20% 

18% 

13. 

'" 

" 

-~---- --~ 

21% 18'11 25% 19' 22% 

13. 20\- la 15'11 14% 

17% 15% 15\ 18\ 16% 

11% 12\ 9'11 12' 10\ 

6% 3\- 5% 7% 6% 

" 7\ 8% 9% 8% 

" 2% 2\ 1% 2' 

14 

18\ 21\ 23% 21% 20. 26% 22% 23\ 19% 22\ 
3% 13\ 18% 11% 12% 19'1; 13' 13% 18% 12% 13% 

24\ 16% 19% 16-\ 16% 18% 15% 19'11 12% lB% 16% 
19\ 10% 20% 11% 11% 10% 11% 8% '" 16\ 10\ 
3\ 6\ 

7% H 6% 7% 5% 
16\ 9% n 8% lU 6% 8% 7\ '" 20% 8% 
0% 2% 0% 2% " 2'!! 1% J'il 0% 2% 

18 19 JO 
17 15 
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Gender Smoker Incarne Educat ion 

fTCS ûene r a I Pub l tc Su r vey (09461 06111/03 
Who etse do you think shauld have r e spons Lb i l i t y for p r oq r ams and act t v i t Ies to r educe the number of smoke r s , like programs t o help smokers quit. 

Yout n Cases 

RSP4B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n : 
The federal gover:nment 

Your provincial qov ' t 

Your locnl/regional qov 

Non-cqovv non-pr o f i t c r qs 

Health ca r e prc te s i ont e 

The r cbe cco j ndus t r y 

Canadians themse ï.ves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- polnts a r ound 50\; 

EKOS ae aee rcn Associ ar.es Lnc . 

HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 lOOK· TOTAL BC Alb Pra ir Ont Queb Atl Male Fern 'tes No 

588 
590 
23\ 

58 
66 
23' 

40 229 1)1 
52 231 101 
21% 23\ 22% 

45 287 301 
63 285 305 
23% 26~ 2U 

117 472 498 
72 518 507 
25% 23% 23\ 

59 
49 
'5% 
22% 

32% 

11% 

15' 

" 
14 

'9 
30 
::!4\ 

69 
62 
21% 

73 
75 
29\ 

39 
40 
21% 

79 
77 
'5% 

31' 37. Hl'!: 31\ 24\ 31\ 29% 33\ 30% 31% 31% 

33 
32 
8% 

" 91 
30' , 
29% 30% ". 32' 

". 1" 26\ :6\ 20% 23% 26\ 21% 25~ 23% 24% 
'" 

26. 31' 21% 26% 2)% 25% 25\: 27% 25% 26% 25% 

'" 26% 

29'l1 

23% 22% 20\ 26% 19'11 19't 25~ 20\ 23% 22\ 

31% '" 36' 

1" 20\ 10\ 8'11 9% Il ~ Il '1. 12~ 11''' IH 

'" 101; 16% 

2:'% ", 26% 24\ 18\ 22% 22\ 22% 22% 22% 22\ 

33% 20% 28% 34% 

25\ 

7% 7% 6% 11 \ 6\ 6% 

2" 11\ 

12'11 7% H 

11 12 la 12 

'4% 15% 22% 30> 

14 12 

27% '" 
16> "' 16% "' 
26% 20" 31% 20\ 26% 

10' " 
18 12 17 15 la 11 

PAGE: 72 

F'7'C.$' (iétl.('raJ Poebl H:' Surv .. y (01)4.,) 

(11/10 eJ:HI do yOIJ thinlC sl1ouJ.d have t:t>sponslbU.ity t'or progt:ams ene e cc i.va t Le s te r ecuca the number OfO:~~~~~!. 

You t h Ca.«e.'; 

RSP48 
vJEIGHTEQ TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
The f ede r a I cover nment 

vour provincial qov t t 

'cense ï cce r/vecrcne i gov 

Non-gov /non-prof i t o r qs 

ttee Lt h rate p r o Ie s l on Ls 

The r.obacco t nous t ry 

caneof ans ehense rves 

[\!\!NR 

Chi -Bqua r ad : 
+/- po i nt s a r ound 5()'11: 

TOTAL 

Household Worki ng Minori ty Rural/Urban ;:;:~;==--~: =~ ~ ;:;= - :~~.... .. ~:~~; ~;::; = -.,~: .. -.. .. -~ ~= .. 
_______ Rural Urban 

137 
138 
30% 

451 
452 
21\ 

Ld ka p r oq'r ams ta help smokers quit. 

EKO~~ Re s e a r c.h Asso,~iates Inc . 

58' 
590 
23'1; 

134 
140 
::!7'!. 

455 
·150 

'" 
238 
234 
26% 

341 
351 
22% 

132 
135 
23\ 

" " 25' 

401 
397 
.24% 

321; 3D. 
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25% '" 2~\ 24\ 28\ 23% 
26% 28% 26% ::!5% 22% 20% 2H 

22% 2:% 

- ---_ ~- - 
'f '.'i!: . al 

22% 23% 19' ::!4\ 21% 12\ 

"' 10% 10' ]1, 1" 
22% 23% 21% '4% :0% 23% 

" " " 
" 

la. 11% 

20. 

10\ 



06/11/03 
rT~~OG:~:~aàop~~~i~h~~~v:~O~~~4~~ve responsibility for pr cqr ams and ac t i v i t i e s ta r educe the number of smokers, like programs to help smo ke r s quit. 

Youth Cases 

RSP4B 
37 403 167 
33 421 151 
24% 25% 20% 

96 281 227 
97 290 226 
23% 25% 24% 

34 292 182 
27 293 180 
25\ 24\ 23% 

32 552 
28 560 
22% 23% 

48 232 274 554 
50 228 278 559 
26% 26% 23'" 24\ 

wErr.HTED TOTAL: 589 
590 ,3\ 

38 
11' 

Unwe Iqht ed n: 
The federal qova rnment 

30% 30% 33% 31> 22% 33% 26\ 32\ 301 32\ 3U 37% 3It. 28\ 21% 38% You r provincial qcv ' t 31% 

24% 26% 21% '" 21\ 24% 23% Your Loce Lz r eq i ona j. gov '" 30't. 24\ 21% 24% 25% 2q% 25't. 25% 22\ 

32% 10\ 2n 23% 28\ 22\ 32% 
'H 

22\ 23\ 25% 

ncn-çov/non-orot Lc orgs ,,\ :!2\ 28\ 24\ 26\ 24\ 26% 17% 22' 31% , 
14% 23% 22% " 16\ 2]% 19% 1H 23\ Health ca r e profesionls 22% 18\ 22% 22\ 22\ 

10\ 9\ 13\ 12\ 4\ 11\ 14\ 10% 15\ 6\ 13% 9% " 9% 11% 10% The tobacr:o i ndus r r y 11' 

ClIni'ldillns t.hemee t ve s ", 1'l\ 20% 23\ 22% 20\ 22\ 12\ 24\ 19\ 20\ 24\ 21\ 18\ 14\ 23\ 19% 

DK/NR 8% 6\ 6\ 7\ 11 \ 6\ 16\ 7\ 6\ 4\ 5% 5' 13. 25% 5\ 10\ 

1.01) 
la 6 

Chl-Squa red: 
+./- points a r ound 50'": 16 17 19 19 

EKœ" nesee r cn nssor-Lat es t nc • PAGE; 74 

f"TC.'1 Gel1Il" .. L PVbJJQ :;I .... r.:Vllly rl)!qr;/ 06/11/03 
Who do y()U thinl<: :!IhollLd have the Ml\.IN r e apon s Lo Ll Lt y to r eouce Canadians' expoau r e to second hand emcke in public places/workplaces 

You th Cases 

Region Gender Smoker Education Incorne --- .. "'''' '''==-- _'''=''' _ .. =0: "'''' .. == .. ~~~_"' _ "" _ = _"'="'~ "'="' __ "'=="'"_ .. __ .. "''''~ '''~ 
TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Ye s HS Coll Un Lv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

RESP5 ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- -_--- ----- - --- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 
JO% 

80 

" 28'i< 

sa 

" '4> 
H 229 146 
53 231 107 
11'11 32\ 3]% 

41 294 306 
65 291 309 
39% 31% 29\ 

120 480 508 
74 526 S16 
29\ )0'11 29% 

60 
sa 
33. 

29 
30 
3H 

70 
63 
'4\ 

94 
91 
32\ 

" " 34\ 

34 
33 
38\ 

39 
41 
'4\ 

Unweighted n : 
The federal qove rnmen t 

Your provincial qov ' t '6\ )l'! 43\ 24\ 26\ 27\ 2S% 30% 21\ 29\ 27% 29% 38\ 3" '3% 27\ 16\ 46% 
Your Loc aLy r e q i orra I qov 14% tS~ 14\ 12\ 7\ 13\ 14% 16\ 13% 14% " 11% la. '" 12% 20' 
ncn-qov/ncn-pr o ï j t or qs 3% 0' 2'iI 2% 4% 9% 4\ ~\ 4\ 3% ]% 1% 3% 0' 
Heel t h care profesionls 2 % 2% ~ \ 2% )\ 3% 1\ ], " The tobacco industry " " 1\ 2\ 5% 4% 7% 4% S% 8% 3% 5% 0' 
ceoeo i ans themse Lve s 18\ '1% 19% 24\ 19% 14\ 8% 20% 16% 19% 17% 18'1 20\ 8\ 18\ 20. IS\ " DK/NR 2\ 2\ 2\ 2\ 3% 2% 2% 1\ 2% 2% 0' 0\ " Ch Lr Sque r eri : 
1-/- points e rocno 50%: (.10) 

18 12 
11 l' 13 " 11 14 10 11 17 15 

E!{OS nesea r ch As soc i e t es r nc • 
PAGE: 75 
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TOTAL 

Youth cases 

06/11/03 b l
' S 109H) expoaur "0 second band smoke in pub l Lc places/workplaces FTCS General Pu. lC u rve y h t-t.AIN sponsibllity tO r educe Canadians' ~ '" c ~ who do yeu t h Lnk shoutd have c e re 

RESP5 
WEiGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe Lqht ed n: 
The federal government 

Your provincial qov ' t 

"l'our local/regional qcv 

Non-gov/non-profit o rqa 

Health ce r e protesionls 

The tobacco i ndus t r y 

Canadians tnemse.Ives 

DK/NR 

Chi -Squared: 
.. 1_ poi nt s "round 501R: 

EKOS aese a rch As soct at es tnc . 

600 
600 
30' 

136 464 245 351 
142 40,8 240 355 
33% 29% 32\ 29% 

140 460 
140 460 
32% 29% 

133 
136 
32% 

" 50 
15\ 

410 
405 
31> 

'" 23% ~8' 27\ 28% 

15\ 13' 13'% 13% 

3% 3\ 4\ 2% 

li 3' 2\ 3% 

~'i< 4\ 5% 4% 

ZU 1"7\ 141 20% 

1't. 2l 3% l'li 

22% 22% 30' 23% 28% 

12\ 10' 13' 16\ 12\ 

2' 3\ 

2% " " 4% 2\ 

9' 11% 5\ 4't 

1" 26% 22\ 16% 16% 18\ 

" H 2\ 

( .0U 
8 l' 

PAGE: 76 

Ycutf Cases 

"r+cs Gerl1o("!'I!l t-'ut)J,.l,~ $ut"v c y (0'116) 06/11/03 

t\lh" do yeu rhjnk should have the MAIN re."ponSibility to reduce Canadians' exposure cc second hand smo ke in public places/workplar:-es 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smc k e r s Harm - SHS Risk to Ce nad i ans 
Fed Government ïnvot vemenr Appropriate-F"G 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50% 51% ~ se r Lous Not ser rcus Not r nc r ees Same Decreas r ncr eas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

WEJGHTED TOTAL: 

------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

97 
99 
19> 

RESP5 

uovetnnceo n: 
Thp. fec1eral qove r nrnanj 

Your provincial qov t r; 

"four loc<'ll/r~gional qcv 

Non-gov/non-proti t c rqa 

fh'!,.,lth ce r e profesionls 

The c cbecco Lnous r r y 

Canadii?lns cnemse ives 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squi>red: 
I-)_ points around 50\: 

Ye s No 
600 
600 
30' 

------- ------_ ------- ------- ------- 49 235 :ns 563 
s i 231 282 567 
]U ]4~ 29% 30% 

32 
29 
38> 

"3 
569 
31% 

35 
29 
~2% 

29~ 
299 
29% 

184 
182 
)7, 

283 
292 
34' 

232 
230 
27' 

" .0 
26\ 

37 
3. 
20' 

409 
42' 
33% 

172 
156 
24% 3n 29% 25% 28\ 

30' '4% 28% 
18% 

)5, 28' ]1> 
+ 

120 13. 

14% 13. ", 12% 10% 14% la 27' o. 
12% 

13% 
14% 14% 12% 

131 14% 17. 
4% ~% 2% 3\ 10' 3. 4% 1. 7, 

4\ 
2% 0' 

1% 
18% 10\ 15% 21\ IH " 27% 

16% 
17% 15% 18% 21% 33. 2% H 2' 1\ 2% 20' 

0' " 
14 

(.05) 
4 

" 2% 2% 
(.05) 

19 6 
(.05) 

10 , 
19 ( .05) 

17 5 15 

P.l\GE: 71 
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FiCS General Public Sur ve y (0946) 06/11/03 
Who e ï se shouId have re spons âb i j t t y to r educe cenadt ens ' exposure ta second hand smoke in public p l ace s Zwo r kp l ace s 

You t h Cases 

Region Gender Srnoker Education 

\~EIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Queb Ati Hale Fern 'fes No HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

RSP5B 

tJnwe i qht ed n : 
The federal governrnent 

'four provincial qcv ' t 

You r local/regional qov 

Non-gov/non-profit or qs 

Heal th ca r e profesionls 

The cooecco Lndus t ry 

canadt ans thems e i ves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- po i nts e r ound 50%: 

EKOS aesaa r ch ns soc Lat es t nc • 

586 
586 
23\ 
" 77 
29\ 

57 
65 
10% 

39 223 142 
51 225 104 
45\ 22% 18' 

45 289 2Ç19 
6q 285 301 
22' 21\ 26% 

119 468 497 
7J 513 505 
IB\ 25\ 23% 

60 
50 ,5\ 

28 
29 
28\ 

18 

68 
61 
27\ 

" 91 

1" 
73 

" 26% 

33 
32 
17% 

39 
40 
23> 

)), 32'1; )6, 25\ 35% J2'i1 37'1. 36% 3H JO\ 34% 33\ :D\ 3H 341; 3" 24% 

26% 26. 37% IR' 26\ :6\ 231 27% 2H 21% 

35% 

22% 3)% 24% 1" 3D. 

13% 15% 

32'10 32'j; IH. 

15% 23' Il' 1.3'11 9'11 13'11 13'11 13% 13% 13% 12\ '1> 15% 17. 1" lU 

12% 

( .05) 
11 

6% 1), 14'10. 12'1; 121 15\ 10% 14% 1H lU 12\ 12% 1" 1" 14> 17% 

lU 9'11 8% 9\ 

26~ 2H 25~ 2n 31% 

ln " " 14% IO~ 5'" 

2H 30'11 23\ 26% 

1" 
25% 26. 26% 1)' '" 21\ 27% 19!i1 

12% 9~ 1 ~ % 10% 12'11 7 'li 

1\ 14 

1" 1" 5% 

14 12 13 10 15 10 11 17 

PAGE:: 79 
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ETes GErneral PUblic;: Survey /09<16) 

Who else shouj n have responsibility r c redcca cenecn ans ' e xpo s u z-a to second hanc smoka in public Pla~!~~!~~~Places 

routn cases 

RSP5B 
WE:IGHTED TOTAL; 

Unweiqhted n : 
The federal scve mmeor 

r ou r provincial qov ' t 

You r 1ocal/regional gov 

Non-qov/non-pro r i t orgs 

Health ce r e ocores ioms 

The t obe cr-o industry 

Canadians themselves 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e rouno 50%: 

TOTAL 

Household Working M' i ~:;:~;_ .. _ .. ~~_ .. - .... ; .......... _ .. __ .... - --~ .... _ .. _~:~~ .. ~~._ .. _ ...... - .... ~~~:~~~:~:~ .. - 
- es No M.l.nor Abor No Rural Urban 

586 
586 
23% 

33% 

'6% 

1), 

12% 

" 
'4> 

" 

134 
140 
'1% 

453 
446 
24' 

237 
232 
2" 

347 
351 

'4% 

131 
134 
25\ 

45 
47 ,,. 

404 
399 
23% 

138 
1)8 
20. 

448 
448 
2" 

PAGE; 79 

EKOS Research AssocLnes Lnc . 

39% 32% 33% 35% 22. 3H 46. 30% 
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27' '" '" 29% 

14% 13% 1), 19% 

32\ 25'11 26% 26\ 

- 
4_ ~ .... ~-------- ---- 

11\ 12% 10% 13' 11% ,. 
" 

23% 21> '5% 

\0' la, 1 .. 

" 12% 1)' 

12'11 13' 

91 

12\ 26% 23% 25'11 
15\ " 1" 
14 



Chi -Squa red: 
-r : polnts a r ound 50\: 14 19 19 10 16 

.05 
lB 5 

vout n cases 

06/11/03 
fT~~oG:7::a~h~~~~i~,,~~r~:~p~~!~~!litY to reduce canecü ans ' exposu re to second hand smoke in public p Lace s Zwo r kp.l ace s 

RSP58 
WE:IGHTED TOTJI.L: 

Unwe i qh e ed n: 
The t ede r a I qove r nmerrt 

586 
'86 
23\: 

47 :JI 272 552 
49 :21 216 555 
24'11 24% 23\ :!4'1. 

32 551 
:8 5'17 
11\ :4'1. 

33 291 183 
26 291 un 
21% 23% 24% 

94 280 221 
96 2B9 225 
21\ 24'l1 24% 

41 
38 

'" 
35 401 168 
) 1 ~17 152 
16'11 25\ 20% 

Your p r ov i nr-La l !JOV' t 33% 3H 34% 26\ 3H 41% 23\ 36\ 33% 

30% 25% 27\ 

". 18% 38% 24% 

'rour j or-a Lz r eq Lona I qov :7'1< )11; 24\ 26\ 34% 27% 26% 26\ 27% 32\ 28\ 29% zn 

Non-qovv non-pr ot i t o r qs 13' 10\ 16% 12\ ln 5% 13% 14'1 13% 14\ 12% 11% 17% 8% 3' 14'11 11% 

He a Lt h e-u-e p rof e si on l s 1" 15% 12~ 0'1; 14\ 12\ 6% 14% 9\ 12% 12% 12% 10\ 

The r obe ccc i ndus t r y 2\ 9% 4\ 10% 8% 5% 11% 6% 711; 9\ 8% 

Canadians chemsa r ves 24' 19\ 26% 24\ 25% 21'1; 25% 9\ 25% 23% 23\ 23% 27% 1" 261< 24% 27% 

DK/NR 7% S'II 9\ ~\ lS\ 9\ lS\ 9% 7\ 13\ 8% 9% " 22\ 8% 12% 

I::KOS Re s ea r ch Assoc i at es r r,c • PAGE: BO 

rrcs Qen~r.;1J. Public SUJ'"\(ey IQ9~6) 
''''ho do yO!1 t.h Lnk shoilld 11o'1ve the MJ!\!N reepons t b t j j r ç ta r equ La t e the sale of tobacco p r oducr s . 

Ycur Ioc-a l z r eq Iona I !)OV " 10% 0'1; 8% 6% 5% 6'11 B\ 8% 7% H 14% 0' 11% o. 

You t n Cases 

Region Gender Smo ke r Education Incorne 

TOTAL BC AJ b Prai r Ont Queb Atl Male 
- .... _ -"' .... -- _ m .. -- --- '" .. "'_ z ~ .. "'---- ..... "'-- .. __ _ _ __ ~ .. =_ "'_~~ "' .... '" __ .. ...... .. -oc == ===_==~ .... 

Ye, HS Coll Univ <:$20K 20-49 50-79 80~99 100K+ 
RESPt'i ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 40 
39 
31% 

32 23 115 76 
37 29 117 53 
29% 35'l1 48% 4H 

22 154 153 
32 15:: 155 
47% 42% 40't 

65 243 262 
39 208 265 
34% 43% 41\ 

32 

" 40' 

12 
13 
33% 

44 
38 
3B 

47 
46 
41% 

32 
34 

'" 
au 
19 
54' 

2J 

" 47% 

!!nweir;lhted n: 
The reoer et qove rnmenr 

Your provincial qov"+ 26\ 38% 28% ::0\ 28% 25% 25\ 26% 31\ 24% 24% )5, 36% 30' '6% 22\ 10' )6, 

Non-qov/non-prOfi t o r qs 2% 0% 0% )% 2% 13\ )\ ~, 4\ 2% 3% o. o. o. 0' 0' 4% 
Hee I th care profesionls 0% 6\ 2% 3\ 0% 3\ 2% " 0\ o. 
The tObillXQ i ndus r r y 1" 16% 2:n 1B% 11% 8'f1 6\ 13\ 12\ 16% 12% 14\ 6% " 10. 14% 11% 24% " Co'In.-'ld Lanf; t herns e 1 V'O!$ 0' " " " " OK/NR 0' 3. " 0' " o. 

Chi -Squa red : 
+/- points around 50\: 16 16 18 16 19 27 16 14 22 20 

E:riOS Re s aarch Ass oc i e t e s t nc . 
PAGE: 81 
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06/11/03 

Yout h C<'Isep.;_ 

TOTAL 

R.ESP6 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwelghted n: 
The fede r a I qove r nrne nt 

J08 
J07 

'1' 
62 246 12« 178 
69 238 121 11:14 
43\ 41\ J2'l1 48\ 

69 
70 

'" 
27 209 
29 204 
26% 40\ 

73 235 
72 235 
31\ 44\ 

'rour p r ov t nc l a l qov ' t 24'1; 26% J1.% 23% \], 34% 28% 29\ 25% 

You r Inc'll/reglon,:11 qov 9\ n 7'1; 6% 

1% )% 1% J\ 

0\ 3% 1\ 3\ 

17% 11'11 17% 9'!. 

31 8\ 6\ 8\ 

3% 2\ 4\ 1% 

3. 8\ H 8% 7'IJ 

pon-qov Irian-prof i t or qs " 
Health car e p r o fes Lon l s " " 3% 2% 1\ 3\ 

The t obacco Lndus t r v 1" 12\ 17% 13\ 16% IH 

canedt ans t bemsa Ivea 10' 3\: 6\: 

DK/NR. " 3' 3% 1\ 

Chl-Squa red: 
+1- points around 50\: 

(.051 
9 12 18 12 

EKOS nese arcf nssoc r ar es r nc . PAGE:: 82 

F'Tcs Ge"",r"'l ""01.1..:: Survay 10946/ 
Who do yO'1 ~hjnk Ilhould hav a the MAIN r c sponet cf t Lt y ta r eaui eee the sale of t obac cc products. aG/ll/03 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIA TES, 2006 • 370 rtJ 
Yout n Cases 

C:"nadians Smoke He rrn - smoke r s Ha rrn - SHS Risk ta Canadlans 
Appropriate~fG rad Government Involvement 

TOTAL <; 25\ 25-')0\ 51%.j. Se r Lo us NOt se r Lous Not J nc re a s Same pee reas Increas Na Ln t n aeouce Elimin 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- RESP6 'es 

WEU;llTED TOTAL: :'lOS 
307 

41% 

25 IH 
15 112 
5 7~ 16% 

146 290 
148 291 
34% 42\ 

15 288 
13 :93 
271 41\ 

\Jnwf>i')h~ecl Il: 
The fp.dera l qove rnmnnj 

17 
12 
40' 

158 
158 
37, 

101 
97 

'" 
34 134 
37 140 
501k 42% 

126 
122 ... " 21 

3], 

23 209 
21 219 
33% 45% . 
S\: 27\ 

26\ 28% 26% 15% 26\ 
25. 23' 31\ 26' 30\ You r loç'll/re<)lonal qov 23' 'tv 4'iI 10% 6% 7% 0% 7, 10. 

O. 

Non-(]ovlrmn-pt"nf 1 t ores 1" l'ii 2% 13% 3'f1 o. 3' 
He a l th '~are rr'lfesionls 0' 

8\ 2'l1: 0' 6\: 1\ 3. The tohaçco indll"try 11% n 13\ 13% 13% 
8% 13\ 17% 9\ lU ce nac Lans t tv-mse l va» " lU 5\ 
3\ 5% 24\ 6\ 

18% 6\ 
DK/NR 1" 

2\ 2'A 3. Ch i r-Squ-rr eo : 
~/- polnts a rouno 50'1;: 

1.051 
20 

( .01) 
s 27 ( .01) 

21 7 " 10 16 21 

EKOS neeee r cn IIssQcio'lte.'1 r nc. 

PAGE: 93 
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ae 
77 
32\ 

23' 

" 
20\ 

Il 
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fTCS Gene r a I Public Survey (0946) 
Who el se do yO\J think shou l d have responsibility t o requ La ce the sale of t obeccc products. 

Youth cases 

RSP@ 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unve i qht ed n: 
The federai government 

You r provincial qov ' t 

vour l oc.a l Zr eq.i one L qov 

He a.l t h oa r a pr of as Lon l s 

The cocecco i ndus t r y 

Ca n ad î ans tt-ernse j ves 

DK/NR 

Ch i -Squa red: 
1-/- points a round 50\: 

EKOS gesee rcf Asscct at.es Ln c • 

Region Gender 

TOTAL BC AIh Prair Ont Oueb AU Male Fern Ves No 

Smoker 

HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

301 39 
300 38 
29\ 41\ 

11\ 0'1; 

12~ 5\ 

32 22 114 73 
37 28 115 51 
41\ 38% 23\ 25% 

29% 37% 42\ 40\ 

27% 40\ lB\ 14'1. 

Dl 25\ 16\ 7\ 

13"- 1 O~ 1 U. 10'1; 

16\ 31\ 14'1 41 

Ri! 19'f. 10\ IH 

Bl 10~ 12% 16~ 

( .10) 
J6 16 19 

22 150 151 
31 148 152 
23\ 29\ 28\ 

37\ 43\ ]4\ 

20\ 27% 12\ 

H 12\ lU 

11'11 10\ IH 

18\ 11\ 13\ 

3'1< IH 10% 

17% S\ 16% 

14 
.OS 

18 8 

65 2]6 256 
39 261 259 
28\ 29\ 2n 

45\ 36% 38% 

22\ 19% 20\ 

IH 10\ 11'\ 

10% 10\ 11% 

9\ 13\ 12\ 

10% 12\ 12\ 

16\ lU 13\ 

16 

,,' 

06/11/03 

Education 

31 
26 
41% 

39% 

13. 

13. 

ll. 

" 
19 

12 
13 
28\ 

20 
19 
la. 

23 
24 
29\ 

41 
35 
28\ 

45 
44 
27% 

31 
33 
36\ 

", 28\ 52% 38% 48. 54% 

26% 22% 20' 13% 30% 

" 13' 17' 10> 16% 

14% 14% 

13. 1" " 9% la. 11% 

" 15> 13. 20% 10% 

" 9% " 16% 13' 

17 17 20 22 15 

PAGE: 84 
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F'TCS Gel1CI'':'1 Pub! tc f;IIl;"vey /OQ46J 

Wh" (.'J~e cto ')"111 think xhou Ld n<'lve r e spons Lb I j Lt y ta r equ.l e t e the se ï.e of t obecco p coouc t s . 

Yout h Cases 

RSP6B 
WEIGHTED TOTAL· 

Unwe i qh t erj n: 
The fecte r-a t rtov e r nrnen t 

You r p cov Lnct e I qov" r 

Non+qov z non e p r o t j r o r qs 

He a l t h ca r e p r o f e s i onl s 

The tobecco Lndus r rv 

Ca nad i tins t hems s j ve s 

DK/NR 

Ch i r-Squn r ed : 
.. /- points "round .')O<J;: 

,01 
100 
:9% 

38> 

ln 12% 

122 
115 
29% 

177 
183 
28% 

67 
68 
19\ 

" 28 

'" 
206 
201 
31% 

06/11/03 

70 
69 
30' 

231 
231 
28\ 

PAGE: 85 

l(l\ 11% 

39\ ]B, 50> 19% 3" 33% 

19% '" 
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12\ 1" lU 

23\ 1" 23\ ln 19% 

12% 

11% 

1" 
la, 1:::% 1" 

12\ 1" 12% 

12 

la, 12\ 14% 

" 13\ 15% 

11\ 14\ lB> 

10% 13% 18% 

14% 12% 

1.01) 
12 

13% 10' 

12% 

15' 1" 
32% 

15% 11% 

19 

18% 10% 

12 



06/11/03 

11 

Yout h Cases 

RSP68 
WEiGHTED TOTAL: 301 

300 
29~ 

24 113 14.3 284 
24 u i 145 295 
ZB 2711 33% 29% 

50% 40\ 37% 38\ 

15 282 
13 ~86 
18'ti 29% 

46% 38\ 

17 155 100 
12 155 96 
16% 25% 34% 

33 131 123 
36 137 119 
30\ 31\ 29% 

22 
21 
32' 

22 208 84 
20 217 73 
4\ 29% 28% 

llnweiqnto;!d n: 
The rede re t government 

Your provincial qov't '" 47% 33% 45% 41% 36% 42'11 37. )'1% 40% 36% 

----_ ==----- 

Y(\\Ir l or-aj y r aq i ona I gOY 19' 25'k 18% 21\ 

16\ 15'11 ~\ 11\ 

0% 20\ 23% 21\ 2U 16\ 21% 20\ 17. 11% 22\ 1H 

Non-qov/non-pcofit orqs 1" 24\ 10\ 28'11 12% 10% 14\ 10\ 11% 20. IH 10% ln 

Hen1th ca r e pr o fe s i on.l s 10' i t s 11% B'II 10\ 13% 10% 

6't; 13% 

12\ 12% 8\ 8\ 1411 6\ 19' 12\ 6% 

The tobacco Lndus tr y '" 12% 14\ 12% 13' 0\ 13% 10% 16\ 10\ 17\ " 3' 16\ 4\ 
-1-++ . 

cenecnans t hems at vas 12% 16\ 141 11 'II 12' 15'is 12% 7\ 13% 8\ 18\ 14\ la' 10. 6\ 13\ 8% 

DK/NR 12% 21% 9" 10% 12% 10\ 13% 5\ 15% 8\ 11% 11% lU 21% 18' 10\ 18% 

Ch Le Squa r ed : 
+/- po i nt.s e rouno SO\: 

.05 
20 " 28 10 16 21 22 

EKOS pe s ea r ch Assoc t e tes Ine. PAGE: 86 

Public Sur.vey rOQ'J6J 

t1.me- do you smoke c.rae re e res (manufactured or roll YOU.!;" Qwn) eve ey nay, oçcas1onally, or not at al11 

Region Gender Srno ke r Education Income ="" ..... _---- ....... _-"'-- .. _ .. _-~_ ...... _=---_ .. "''''--- .......... - .... _= .. _-"'._~ --- .. _ .. = .. _-_ .. _~"'- .... _==--- .. _-- .. _----~"' .. _- .... - ...... - 
TOTAL BC Alb Praie Ont Queb AU Male rem Yes No HS Coll Univ <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

SM' ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 

". 
80 
78 

'" 
58 
66 ". 

41 229 
53 231 
8~% eH 

146 
101 
GO, 

47 294 306 
65 291 309 
76\ 81% 77% 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
0% 98% 79% 

Unwelghted n : 
Net; at e l I 

60 
50 
13' 

29 
3D 

". 
10 
63 
'9% 

" 91 
'1% 

" " 82' 
34 
33 
81% 

J9 
41 
11. 

" " " 9% 5\ 13\ 8\ 7\ o. 37% 0% 7% 
10% " 19% 9% 10% Eve r y day 

13' " 9% 11% 22\ 11\ 10\ 15% 
16% 

63% Ol 13% 
15% 19' 23% 19% " DK/NR 1% 0> 0\ 3'1; o. o. 0% 1\ l'A 0% 2'1; 1% o. o. 

Ch i r Squar ed : 
+1- points arouoo 50111: 

r.o u 
11 (,01) 

11 
( 10) 12 13 

14 18 12 10 11 11 15 

Hous eno Ln Workinq Minocity Rural/Urban 
= .. _- .. "'-=-- ...... _= - .. - .. == ...... _ .. "'~= .. -- .. ~- .. _-- ..... ~~ .... _--~---- -"'''''''- .. _-- .. ~- ....... 

TOTAL Parent No res No ett ncr Abor No Rural Urban 
SM7 ------- -_----- ------- ------- ------- ------- --_---- ------- ------- ------- 

Wr.:I(;HTEO TOTAL: 600 
600 
79~ 

136 
142 
84\ 

464 245 3.')1 
458 240 355 
77% 71\ 84% 

1)3 
136 ,., 

48 410 
50 405 
79\ 79% 

Unweighted n: 
Not e r a.l I 

140 460 
140 -460 
75\ 80\ 

Occe s t ona j j ç 
9% 9'" 6% 10' 15% 61 

H 

6\ ln 

11\ 6% 
Eve r y day 13% 11' 13\ 18% 9\ 10. 13% 13'1. 
DK/NR 

1\ 1% U H 2% 0% U 
Ch i r-Sque r ec : 

-1-/- points ar ound 50%: 
LOS) • (.01) 

6 
, .10) 

8 14 

EKOS nesee r ct, Assoct e res t nc . 
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F"TCS rtener a t Pub.l Lc survey ((19461 06/11/03 
At. the present ti me <10 vou smoke cigarettes (manu ïar-r.ur eo o r roll your own) eve r y day, occa s i ona l j y , or not al: aIl? 

You th CaS9S 

Canadt ans Smoke Harm - Srnoke r s Harm - SHS Risk to Canadians red Gove rnmen t, Involvement Appropriate-FG 

TOTAL -: 15% 15-50~ 51"'.j. se r Ious Not se r i ous Not Increas Same Decreas tnc ceas Maintn Reduce Elimin No 

SM7 
WEIGIITED TOTI\L: 

Unwe i qh t eci n : 
.11 

600 
600 
19\ 

235 
231 

'" 
279 
282 

'0' 
563 
561 
80' 

32 563 
'16!l 

'" 
35 
28 
,3\ 

199 
299 

'" 
184 
182 
71\ 

97 
99 
82~ 

283 
292 
83% 

232 
230 
79\ 

44 
40 
63\ 

]1 

" f;O\ 

409 
426 
85% 

172 
156 
64\ 56\ 

Occa s j ona j j y " 8\ 10'11 

EV0ry day 13\ 29\ '" 1" 12\ " '" '" '" ,,, 
DK/NR " " " 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points e rouno '10'll: 

(.05) 
14 

( .011 ( .011 
18 4 

( .011 
10 6 

(.Ol) 
17 5 15 

EKOS ne see rcf nasoct e tes ï nc. PAGE: 88 
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" ", J 
·;lCti,"1jji 

rrcs G<S'f!eril.l Public Atu-vey 10<)1/6) 

On average, how many ct çe re c r e s da YOl1 smoke pe r day? 

You t h Cases 
06/11/03 

SHK:: 
WEH;HTED TOTAL. 

Unwe i qhted n: 
120 iJ 7 
7 ~ 8 6 
38'~ 63\ 80% 51 % 

36 45 Il 
13 22 10 
34 ~ 27\ 32% 

53 
32 
JÇo'j; 

67 120 
42 74 
38% 38"- 

o 
o 

" 
97 
60 ]8, 

16 , 
3H 

5 or less 22 26 
t3 16 

70\ 31% 38% 

13 10 
, 7 

59\ 0% 44'l1 6-10 
26% 12'" 10';. 32\ 

16% 0% 0\ 

25% '" 11-'::0 0% 12% 6% 41% 100% 0\ 23\ 25% 0'1, 0% 
~5\ 14% 37% 46\ 0% 0% 27% 7'1! 0\ C% 17'1; 

0' DK/NR 0% 9% 10% 0\ 0\ U% 5% 0\ 0\ 0% 

Ch l r Sque recr 
t/- p<""lî.nt~ ",c')und ~()' 

Naan 
Std de v 

!-<lqdent 'il t 

0\ 0% 16% ( .10) 
11 35 44 40 

(l.S 6.3 3.2 7.7 
B.l 7.0 ::.1 9.2 

.01 

20 21 ]1 
9.7 10.7 15.1 
7.1 8.5 10.1 

1.01) 
44 27 25 

4.0 13.0 11.2 
5.3 10.4 8.1 

!7 
9.8 
7.8 

15 Il 
9.2 ".5 
8.4 9.1 

13 
9.8 
8.3 

33 
9.0 
1.1 

35 57 37 
4.5 8.6 10.6 
4.1 2.1 9.6 
.01 

TOTAL 

SMIC 
WEIC;HTED TOTAL: 120 

" 38% 

lB 
10 
2H 

102 
64 

'" 
66 
4l 
37% 

" 

54 
JJ 
40\ 

Unwelqhted n : 
5 or l e s s 

cs 
16 
35% 

10 " 50 
38\ 

3J 

" 42\ 

87 
53 

'" 59'11 
6-10 

26% 33\ 25% '" 26. 28\ 
11-20 

23\ 30% 
16% 

22% 25\ 21% 23% 25\ 20% 25\ more t han 20 

'" " 13\ " DI\/NR 
6% " " 13' 

Chi -SqlJdred 
f./_ pci nr s ar otmd 50% 

Meon 
st c dey 

St udenr; 's t 
EKOS Re5e",rch Assoricite.s t nc . 

II 
9.5 
8.1 

31 
12.0 
7.3 

12 
9.0 
8.2 

15 
9.:' 
6.9 

17 
9.8 
'.5 

25 
8.5 
7.2 

J7 
8.3 

10.0 

14 
9.9 
8.3 

21 
7.3 
6.3 

1J 
10.3 
'.5 
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fTCS General Pub Ll c sur vey (0946l 
On average, how many cigarettes do you smoke pe r day? 

06111/03 

No 

Youtf Cases 

Canadians Smoke Ha rm - smoke r s Ha rm - SHS Risk ta Canadians Fed Government Involvement App r op r La t e=F'G 

61 
38 
36% 

25. 
30' 

10. 

16 
10.8 
9.0 

f'res Gone~ .. a.L Pllbl tc ~urvey (0916) 

Have vou smc eee at l e a s t 100 c t qe re t t as in your .l Lfe ? 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 37' ~ 

1 

-~~= .... __ ...... = .. "' ..... _ .. "': ... "'- ..... "''''= .. __ .. _-~= .. -_ .... ~=_ .. ~ .. -- .. ,. ........... _-~ .... _ ........ _ ... _- .... - .. ~ "' ....... _---= ..... _-------- .. - .. -- .... __ .... "'-~-- .. _-"'== .. __ .. 
TOTAL c 25% 25-50\ 51% + Se r Ioue Not ser Ious Not rnccee s Same necr ee s Increas Maintn Reduce E:limin 

SMK2 
------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------_ ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- --_---- ------- ------- 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

120 
74 
38' 

" 34 
43. 

51 105 
]2 64 
32\ 43% 

14 
9 
0' 

101 
63 
39. 

19 64 
11 40 
35% 34% 

38 
23 
44. 

16 
10 

'9% 
.3 
26 

3" 
46 
28 

'" 
16 
11 

'" 
15 
9 

" 
" 33 
39% 

1 
0' 5 Dr reas 

6-10 2" 0\ 18' 33\ 23\: 51\ 26\ 2B% 32% 14. 2" 25% 2,. ,,. , .. '" 11-20 '" 100\ 21\ lB' 23% 25% '4% 20\ 23% 31\ 10' 23% '" '" '" 19. 

more chan 20 7' o. 14% 5% 23\ lB%- 2\ '" 18% " 8% 2" 
DK/NR o. 2% 6% 0' " 0\ 9% o. 0' 10. o. o. 11\ 

Chi -Squared 
+/- points e rounc 50\ 

Me.;;.n 
Std cev 

st.uoent 's t 

(.01) 
17 12 

10.4 8.4 
9.3 7.0 

.10 

(.10) 
]0 15 

12.5 e.s 
12.4 6.4 

11 
9.5 
'.1 

17 
9.0 
7.5 

33 
16.9 
11.1 

.10 

12 
8.9 
6.8 

20 
10.8 
10.1 

31 
9.2 
8.7 

19 
8.6 
6.' 

19 
7.9 
7.2 

30 
8.5 
6.9 

JJ 
17 .3 
11.0 

.05 

17 
8.' 
6.7 

12.0 
0.0 

EKOS aesea rch Assoc.i ates Inc. PAGE: 90 

06/11/0) 

vcut h CilS€S 

SM9 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwë i qh t ad n: 
480 61 51 
526 10 61 

5\ 3% 5\ 

3] 192 101 
47 .208 95 
4\ 3% 9\ 

35 24.2 .238 
55 259 :61 
5% 4't; 5\ 

a 480 411 44 
o 526 456 41 
D'li 5\ 4% 13\ 

22 
25 .. 40 

50 .. 6B 
75 

" 
61 
6B 

" 
29 
30 

" 
30 
34 

" 
Ye s 

No 
95% 91'11 95% 96% 97% 91% 95\: 96% 95% 

0" 0\ 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
0\ 95\ 96% 87% 96% 96% 91% 91'11 92\ 91\ 

0% 0% 0' 0% 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0% 

( .05) 
5 

OK/NR 

Ch.l r Srtue red : 
+/- po Lnt s .irOllnd SO'L 12 13 11 13 

11 15 20 12 18 17 

SM' 
WE!GHTED TOTAL: 

Un'",eighted n : 
080 
526 

" 
118 
1]2 

" 
362 

'" 5% 

179 297 
199 322 

S% S% 

107 
120 

" 
38 
43 
13\ 

328 
355 

4% 

107 
119 

1\ 

373 
'07 

" 
'{es 

No 95\ 96. 95% 95\ 95\ '" 81\ 96. 93\ 96\ 
DK/NR o. 0' o. o. 0' o. 

Ch L'<Squareo : 
+/- points arouno 50'11: ( .10l 

9 15 

EKQS aesee r cn Associates t nc . 
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t-res General Public sur vey (0946) 
Have yon smoked at Le as t 100 cigarettes in ycur ! i fe? 

06111/03 

red Government Invo.l vemen t Appr op r La te- FG Canadt ans Smoke Harm - Smokers Harm - SHS Ri s k to Canadians 

TOTAL c 25> 25-5Q'k '" . se r i ous Nat se r i ous No' r ncr e as Sa me uecr eas r ncr e as Maintn Reduce Elimi.n res No 
------- _------ ------- ----- ------- ------- ------- ------- -_----- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 

SH' 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 490 " 181 226 45' 18 '61 16 236 146 81 240 187 27 22 356 110 

Unweiqhted n : 526 50 191 250 503 20 506 17 259 159 89 266 202 29 25 393 118 
Ye s 5\ " " " 5\ " 5\ O, 61 " " " 7% O, 3. " " 
Nn '" 98'10 95' '" 95\ 96' ,5\ 100\ 94\ 96\ 95' 96% 93\ 100\ ,7\ 95' '4\ 
DK/NR " 0\ O. O. 0' O' O' O' 0\ O' 0' 01 01 O' O, O. O, 

Chi -Squared: 
./- pc i nt s around 50'11: 14 22 24 10 18 2lJ 

EK05 Research ns soc La r e s Inc. PAGE: 92 

Youch Cases 

SMST2 

Region Gender Smoker .. "'''''''~ .. ~ ...... ~'''=- .. ''' .... - .. =~ .. - .. _ .. -:== ........ Education 
TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r On' 

"'~="'- ........ ='" --- .... _==.,,,._ - .... =~"' ...... _.,~="'~ .... 
Income 

Queb Atl Male a== ... ~- .. _ .... =,_=_'"'_ .... ===_c~_ .. _""~ ----- rem Ye, No HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 
600 

----- ----- --- -- BD 58 41 229 146 47 294 306 600 7B 66 53 231 107 
1:!0 480 508 60 29 70 

::0\ 17' 
65 291 309 7, 526 516 " 74 )4 3' I2\: la\: 161 31. 50 30 6J 91 24\ 18% 22\: 100\: O. 1" 21% 22\: 

76 33 41 
31% 29% 17% 4% " " 16% 25% " 3% 7% " " 4% 0' 51 31 9% 3% 3. 761 81% B3% 

7% 2% 71 21 79> 81% 63% 72. 78% 74. 01 95. 78. 63% 74. 67% 66. 81. 77% 73. 
12 13 12 

1.01) 1.10) 
Il 4 14 18 12 10 Il 17 15 

Smoker 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

P"St smoke r 

Non-sm<Jker 

Chl-Squared: 
+1- points e round 50%: 

ucusehoi o Working M"' 
;:;;~;_ .. _-~~'"' .. - ...... _==- .. __ .. _==~ .... ., .. = .. _ .. ~~~~~~:c .. ~= 

oYes No Minor Abor No 

Rural/Urban 
- .. _ .... _="'- .... - .. =~ 
Rural Urban 

140 460 
140 460 
24% 19% 

51 .. 
71. '" 

TOTAL 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 
Unweighted n : 

600 
600 
20\: 

--_-- ------ 
1]6 '" 245 351 133 142 458 240 355 " 410 

13% 22\: 
136 50 405 27'8 '" 19. 211 ::0\ 

3% 4% .. " 3% 10' .. 
84% '" 69% 81% 771 69% 76. 
.10 .01 

B 6 14 

Smo ke r 

re s t smoker .. 
Non-smoker 761 

Ch i t- Sque r ed i 
+/- points rltound 50\: 

EKOS Re s ea r ch Assoc,i.F1tes Inc. 
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ITCS ceoere i Public Su r vey (0946) 
Smoking s t a tus 06/11/03 

Past smoke r 4'i! 2% 4% 5\ 4\ " 0% 3\ 0\ 4\ 4\ 

Youth cases 

TOTAL 

SMST2 
WE:IGHTE:D TOTAL: 

ünwe Lqht ad n : 
600 49 
600 51 
20% 4\ 

235 278 
231 292 
231; 18% 

563 
567 
19\ 

32 
29 ." 

563 
569 
18\ 

35 
28 
54\ 

299 
299 
21\ 

184 
182 
2I\: 

97 
99 
16\ 

283 
292 
15\ 

232 
230 
20% 

44 
'0 
37\ 

37 
3' 
.0% 

40' 
'26 
13\ 

172 
156 
36\ 

Smoke r 

Non-smoker 76% 94'1! 73% 17% 77% 78. 46\ 74. 76\ 79\ 81\ '5% 63\ 58\ 
Chi-Squared: 

-r ; points ar cund 50%: 
[ .051 

14 
1.0l) 

4 18 
(.01) 

• 19 10 
1,01) 

6 15 l7 

93\ 
+++1' 

.01 
5 

60\ 

EKOS sesea r cn nssort ar as tnc. 
PAGE: 94 

WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

TOTAL Be Alb Prair Ont Queb Atl Hale Fern Yes No HS Coll Univ <$201< 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Region Gender Smoker Education Incorne 

Dnweiqhted n: 
L5 yee r s old 

600 
600 

" 

----- ----_ ----- ----- ----_ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 
80 
78 
JO. 

58 
66 

" 
41 229 146 
53 ~31 107 

4'11 7% lQ'i! 

47 294 306 120 480 508 
65 ::91 309 7 ~ 526 516 

7% 7% 8% 3% 9% 9'i; 

60 
50 
0\ 

29 
30 O. 

10 
63 
5% 

94 
91 

" 
" 76 
3\ 

3. 
33 

" 
39 
4J .. 

AGE 

lfi-19 ye a r a 
93% 90% 94% 96% 93% 90% 93\ 93% 92% 97% 91% 91% 100% 100% 95% 94% 97% 94% 96% 
0% 0'11 0\ o. 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 01 D'II 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

20-24 ye a r s 

25-34 ye a r s 0% 0\ " o. 0% 0% D'II 
0\ 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% o. D'II 0\ 0% o. 35-44 ye ar s 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0\ D'II 0' 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 45-54 yea r s 0% 0\ o. 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0\ o. 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 55-64 yea r s 0\ 0' 0\ 0% 0% 0' 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0% o. 0\ 0' 0% o. " o. 65 yea r s or u.l de r o. o. 0% 0% 0% os o. 0% o. 0% o. o. o. 0\ 0% 0% 0% 'DO NOT READ) DK/NR o. 0% 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ o. 0% o. o. 0% 0\ 0% 0% 0\ 0% Chj +Squer ed : 
~/~ points a r ounc 50'il: IJ 12 J3 J2 

.05 
IJ 

(.05) 
J. J8 J2 10 11 15 

EKQS Research .L\ssociates Inc. 
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~IT~CS~G.~,n~e~"~I~P~U~bl~l~C~S~u~,'~,e~y~{~0~"~6~1~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~0~6~ll~l~10~3~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~" l 
Aqe of re sponden t 

You t h Cases 

TOTAL 

Hinority Rural/Urban _·_~~~~::~~~o"-" --~:;~:~~~~~_ .. - ,.~:~~;-_ .. ;~~;_ ........ ~~ .. _- .. ;:;;~ ...... ~;~:~ .. 
Parent L~ _ 

AGE: 
600 136 464 
600 142 458 

11 5\ 8'11 

245 351 
240 )')5 

2\ 11\ 

WErr.nTED TOTAL: 
ünwe i qht ed n : 

15 vea r s old 

16-19 ye a r s 93\ 95\ ('12\ 

0\ 0\ 20-:!4 yea r s 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0'11 0\ 

0\ 0\ 0\ 

~5-34 yeats 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

6'> yee r s or oroer 0\ 0\ O'll 0\ 0\ 

(DO NOT READl DK/NR 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 

Chi-Sq\lflrf,!d: 
~/- points a r ound '10\: 

.01 
6 

/"Tes G€neri'il Pub Lf e- .su cvc y (01)46) 
A')e of eesponden t 

ïouth Cases 

canedt ans Smoke Ha rrn - Smo ke r s 
....... ------ ........ _ .... - .... _- -- .. -_ ...... - .. ---- -.... --- .. -_.- --- ........ --- ----- - .. "'---- ........ -- -... .. --- ...... _- ---- --- --- .... _- --- ...... - - _ .. - -- -- .... --- _ .... 

------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
TOTAL c 25\ ::S-SO'll SI 'II. se r rous Not Serious 

AGE 
WE:rr,HTED TOTAL: 600 

600 

" 
49 23S 
SI 231 
6\ S\ 

:n9 
282 

" 
563 
567 

" 
uove t qht eo n : 

!"l yeil!.'" air! 

'1> 9::% 

Q\ 0\ o. 

0' 0' o. 0' 0' 

" Dl 0' o. o. 
o. 0' 0' o. 

55-64 vea r s 0' 0' o. o. o. 
65 vee r s or c Ide r 0' " o. 0' 0' 
100 NOT READ) DK/NR o. o. o. 0' o. 

ctu -scue rec: 
.j- points o rouno ~,O\: 

( .10) 
4 

133 
136 

" 
4.8 410 
50 4.05 
16\ 7\ 

140 460 
140 460 
11\ 6\ 

93' 94\ 93\ 89\ 9H 

o. 0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 

o. 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 

0\ D'II 

0' 0\ 0'11 

0' 0\ 0' 0\ 0\ 

0' 0\ 0\ 0\ D'II 

0' 

0' 0\ 

0\ 0\ 

0\ 0\ 

0\ 0' 

(.10) 
S 

.10 
8 14 

PAGE:: 96 
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06/11/03 

Hë rrn - SHS Rr s k ta Canadians reo cove rnmenc l nvo Lverne n t Appropriate-t'G 

rncreas Same nec reas r nc r e as Maintn aeouce Elimin ves 

32 
29 
O. 

563 
56' 

" 
35 
28 
3\ 

299 
299 

" 
1" 
182 

6' 
97 
99 

" 
283 231 
292 230 

H 6\ 
" 40 

" 
37 
34 

1" 
409 
426 

" 100\ 07. ~3'1. 0" '1> 93\ 9a 91> '" ,3\ 
o. 0' 0' 0' o. 0' 0' 0' 0' 
0' o " 0' 0' o. 0' 0' 0' 0' 

0' 0' o. 0' 0' 0' 0' 0' o. o. o. 
0' 0' o. 0' 0% 0' 0' o. Q\ 0' Q\ 

0' 0' 0' o. o. 0' 0' o. " o. 
0' 0' " 0' 0' 0' o. 0' 0' o. o. 
" o. 0' o. 0' o. 0' 0' 0' 0' 0' 

18 19 10 15 
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No 

172 
156 

" 
91' 

o. 
0' 
0' 
o. 
o. 
o. 

o. 



ITCS General Pub Li ri Su r vë y (0946) 
Wh.lch of the following types best descr Ibes your cor rent household? 

Youth Cases 

Region Gender smo ee r 

06111/03 

Education Incarne 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Queb At I Male Fern Yes No 

1i0U 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 
3% 

80 
18 
O. 

58 
66 

" 
41 229 146 
53 231 107 
2% 0\ !.l'li 

-47 294 306 
65 291 309 
21. 2 'il 3\ 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
8% 1% ::!% 

HS Coll Univ <:$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

60 
50 

" 
29 
30 
3% 

10 
63 
JO. 

94 
91 
H 

74 

" " 
34 
33 

" 
39 
41 
0' 

Unweighted n: 
One pe r s on, living alone 

Single, wt ttt child(ren) 3% 5% 5\ 1'1; 6\ 4\ 3\ 3% 4\ 4\ 

" " 

Married without ch i l dr n 3\ n 4%- 8% 1% 2% 
" .. o • 

Ha r r t eo with children 19% 1" 12\ 23\ 16% ln 19\ 19% lH 21% 21\ 

0% 

13% " 1H 20. 3o, 26. 

Sf nq l e , live w rcomme t e " " " 
67'1< 7~\ 64\ 73% 66\ 66% 71\ 66\ 69% 61% 69% 68% 70% 65\ 58% 68\ 68' 68\ 66% 

o. 

Single, living w tami Ly 

Other 0' 0' 0' O~ 0% 0' o. o. o. 0% 

9% 

o. o. o. o. o. o. 0' o. 
OK/NR 0' 0' n 2'1; " 0' 0' o. 

Chi-Squared: 
j /- points e r cnnc 50%: 

(05) 
11 12 

(.01) 
11 

o. 0' 
(.05) , ( .01) 

18 12 14 la 11 15 12 13 

EKOS aasearcn ns soct e t es tnc . PAGE: 98 

FTC$' Gener.al- PUblle $lHve;y 1094er) 
lïllliç'l of the fo110win9 types be s t dt".5cribe:os you:: curr-ent houl:leho1d? 

Yauth C,1S€S 

Household wor k i nq Minorlty Rural/Urban 

TOTAL Parent No Minor Abo r No Rural Urban 

140 
140 

" 
460 
460 

" 

HOU 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 600 

600 
3% 

136 

J" O. 
464 
458 

" 
245 
240 

5% 

351 
355 

" 
133 
136 

" 
48 
50 

" 
HO 
405 

" 

19% 1" 

Unw~ighted n: 
One pe r aom Ld v Lnq e i one 

Single, with chlld(ren) 15% 10' 

6" 68% 

Marrled wlthout ch t Lcï r n o. 
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He r r i ed wittl chi l d r an '" 85\ 0' 23\ "' 25' " 18. 
Single, live w rocmme t e " o. 
Single, l i v i nq \v f ami ly ". o. ". 61' 73. 60' 61. 11. 

Othe r o. 0\ 0' 0% 0' 0\ 

DK/NR 0' o. o. 
Chi-Squi!red: 

+/- points a round 501iJ: 
r.on 

8 
( .01) 

6 
r.or: 

8 14 

E:KOS Re sea rr-f As socla t as r nc , 



06/11/03 FiCS rtene r aj Public Survey (0946) 
Which or the to l Low i nq types be s r describes your cu r rent household? 

Your h Case.'! 

HOU 
WEtr.HTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n: 
One pe r som Li v i nq atone 

Single, wit h c-h i Ld t r en l 

Marden w i r houc chi ldrn 

Milrrit;!d w i t h ch i j d ren 

f,inqle, Live w r ocrsme te 

Single, l iv l nq w t am i Ly 

ot her 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+/- points around 50'1<: 

EKOS pe se a rr-h Asaoc i ates Ine. 

Canadians Srnoke Risk ta Canadians Appropriate-fG rec Government ï nvo Ivement, Harm - Smoke r e He rm - SHS 

TOTJ>..L « ::5' 25-50\ 51\ ~ ser t oua Not Serious Not Increas Same nec reas Inereas Haintn Reduce Elimin Ye, NO 

600 
600 ,. 563 

!)!i7 

" 
23::! 
230 

" 
44 
40 

" 
37 
34 
6'" 

409 
426 

" 
172 
156 

" 
32 

" " 
563 
569 

" 
35 
28 
16% 

299 
299 

" 
184 
182 

" 
97 
99 
oe 

283 
292 

3% 

49 
51 
0> 

235 

" 

231 

" " .. " 
2" 21\ 14% 12% 22\ 17% 22% '" 10' 22'1< 20'11 lB\: '" '" 20\: 18% 

'" " 7% 

6H '" '" 68% '" 40' 67% '" '" 51\ '" '6% '01 '" '0% '" 51> 

0' 0' 0' 0' " " " 0' 0' o. " 
" " " 

14 
( .01) 

18 4 
(.01) 

la 6 
(.05) 

l' 5 19 15 
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FTC~: Ge ne ra I Pub.l Lc Sur vey (0946) 
Do yeu have any chi Leren in the following age groups? 

Youth Cases 

KTDlA 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
unde r 2. 

2-6 

13-17 

18 or ove r 

Do not have "'ny c-h Ll d r n 

DK/NR 

Chi-Sqll,ued: 
1/- potnts e r ound SO~: 

EKOS aese a icf As soc i ar es l nc . 

06/11/03 

Region Gender Smoker Education Incarne 

TOTAL Be Alb r r a t r Ont Queb Atl Male Fem ves No HS Coll Uni v <:S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

136 U 14 7 
142 14 17 10 

3'ii 12\ 6'1; 0% 

65 ~5 11 69 66 
67 18 16 71 71 
1\ 0' 12% 2% 5" 

lB 118 123 
10 132 129 
tn 1% n 

19 
19 

" 
17 
19 
0' 

10 
la 

" 
11 
12 
0' 0% 2B'lI 

7% 12% 6% 0% 4\ 13\ I2\: 5% 9% 2B% 4% H 1H 0% 37% 10% 13% O\: 0% 

13% 12% 6% 30% 15% 10% ln 11% 16'!! 26% 11\ 14'11 8% 0% 35'!! 15% 2n 0% 0% 

38% ]9% 42\ 30% U% 24\ 47% 44% 31% 35% 38% 39% 22\ 26% 44% 32% 60t 3D\: 48% 

:?n L)'t. ]6% 30'1< 35% 5% 3n 33% 20% 28% 26% 26\ 29% 5n 28'! 32\ 43\ 9% 45' 

45' 61% 35\ 50% 41\ 58% 33' 39% 53\: 44% 46\ 46% 43\ 481 17% 36% H 70\ 47% 

2'11 0'11 6l; 10'1< a 0\ 0\ 3% l\: 0% 2\ 2\ 0\ 0% 0% 4% lU 0% 0% 

31 
(.01) 

1: 31 31 
( .05) 

49 33 25 12 33 
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fTC:S Genera L Public Sur-vey (0946) 
Do yeN have any r-h Ll d r ën in the following age groups? 

06/11/03 

You t h Cases 

TOTAL 

KWIA 
t~EIGHTt:[l TOTAL: 

Hnwe d qh r ed n: 
136 
142 

" 
136 
l ~ 2 

J> 
° ° 0' 

12 
11 

1% 

39 ., 
O. 

B5 
86 

" 
31 
31 
1% 

10. 
111 

" 
Il 
O. unde r 2 

1" Il' " 
1-12 1" 10% 1" 1" 101% 13% 

13-17 3" 3" 0' '1' '" 38' " '1\ 36\ ,0\ 
t8 or over '1% '" 35% 1" 33% 25% '" 1" 29% 

Do not have <my chlldrn o. 36' '" 53% '0. 56. '" '0' ", 
DK/NR " O. 0> " 

ctü -soue cec: 
+/- points e round :10'!,: 

( .05) 
12 11 15 30 Il 18 

EKOS nesee r cf As soc-La t e s r nc . PAGE: 102 

i 
F'TeS Genel',~l ~'ub.Lic Sut"vey (Cl946j 

Do yeu have dny chJldren ln the f o.l l ow.t nq age groups? 06/11/03 

You t h cases 

caneo.t ans Smoke Harm - Smokers ne rm - SHS Risk to Canadians fed covernment Invo1vement Appropriate-fG ...... =~ - -- .. ~_ "'~ = -- =~ .. --'" ""~='" .. "'-- = -- .. '"' .. =-"' .. -~ ~ "'_.. .. .. ~== -_ .. = ""-"'''',.~ = .. '" -_.. ..~ ~='" = - ~"''''--- - .. _- _= ----- =~-- .. 
TOTAL < 25~ 25-50% 51% + Serious Not Serious Not r ncr eas Same pecr ees r occe as Maintn Reduce t:limin Yes No 

KlOlA ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 
WEIGllTE::D TOTAL: 

unve Iqht ed n : 
136 
142 

3> 

l' 
13 

0' 
54 
56 

" 
61 

" " 
125 
133 

" 
10 , 
O. 

131 
131 

" 
61 
II .. " " O' 

20 
21 
50 

69 
13 

" 
49 
52 
3> 

11 
11 

O. 

100 
101 

" 
5 
0% 

under ::: 

'" 10' o. " " " 22% 
13% " 1" 16' 14% 0' 1" O. 1" la 1" '" '1% 10' 1.1-17 38% '" 39% 38' :::8% 

31% 
31, '" 40. 29% ." 33% 41. 29\ '" 31\ 26% 33> '" '1% '" 28'is 21% 40% 31' 24% 

45'& b6% 41' '" ". '" '" 'B> 
30' ." 51% .a '50 ,6\ 38. 50. DK/NR 

0% " O' " .. " " Ch i -Squa r cd : 
./- po t nt s cHound 50%: 13 33 

30 l' 1. II 14 40 

EKOS gese a er.n Aasoo i ar as t nc . 
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31 
30 

" 
la 

23% 

36\ 

38\ 

36\ 

J. 

ia 

-------- 



FTCS Î,':!;neri'll pub l Ir- sur vey (Ol"tH) 
lNh~r i s the> h Lqhe s t Leve I of schoot i no t ha t yeu havo r-omp l e r ed? 

EDll:;:O 
WEIGHTEO TOTAL: 

unve i qhted n : 
Snmf! high sr-noot ,' t eas 

High ecnoc t qr adua t e 

50mB col j eqe 

College/CEC;EP qr adua t e 

Pr-Lve t e co j j aqa qr adua t 

Sorne university 

ëache i or ' s degree 

Gr adua t e degree 

DK/NR 

Ch l-$qua red: 
>/- points a r ound 50'l: 

EKOS Re se e r ch As s cc i a t es t nc . 

Region 

(')6111/03 

Gender Smoker Education 

TOTAL BC Alb Prair Ont Oueb At L Male Fern Ves No HS Coll Un i v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

600 ~O 58 41 229 146 
GOO 78 66 53 231 107 
5411 59'11 62% GS'k 5R% 3/\ 

JO'll 32'11 31\ 20\ 31\ 32% 

6'11 2\ 0'1, 5\ "l'li 12% 

4% 2% m 0% 0\ 16% 

0\ 0'11 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

D'II 0\ 1\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0'11 0'1. 0\ 0\ 0\ 

H O'!i 0'" 2% 1% 0% 

r.nn 
11 lJ 

47 294 306 120 480 508 60 29 
65 291 309 74 526 516 50 30 
62\ 53\ 55\ 45% 56\ 64% 0% 0% 

++++ 
25\ 32\ 29\ 36\ 29% 36\ 0\ 0% 

3% 4\ H 7\ 5% 0\ 56\ 0% 

1% 4't 5'k 6'!. 4'11 0% 44% 0'1. 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ D'II 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0% 0' 0\ D'II 0\ 0% 0\ 3\ 

0\ 0% 0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0% 1\ 0\ 0\ 1% 0% 0% D'II 

(,011 
12 11 14 

'70 94 
63 91 
46\ 45\ 

33% 37\ 

6% 9% 

5% 8% 

0% 0'1; 

10% 2% 

0% 0% 

0% 0% 

0% 0% 

lB 12 

" 76 
51% 

39 
41 
5" 

34 
33 

3" 
3o, ,,, '" 

" 
" o. 
0' 0' 

6% 3% 12' 

0' 0' o. 
o. o. o. 
o. o. 0' 

10 15 11 17 
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FTCS r:;enerdl Public Su r ve y r094b) 
wha t is r he hignest Lave I of schoo l i nq t ha t yeu have comp I e t ed z 

Youth cases 

EDlI:O 
Wi;;IGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweiq ht ert n: 
Sorne h t qh .'wh()nl/1"'s.<; 

Cnllege/CSGEP q r aoue t e 

p r t va t e (:811e')'" q r edus t 

:,ome university 

Bache l orv s deq ree 

nreouatu deq r eë 

DK/NR 

Chi-~;'luar8d: 
+1- points accuno ~lO"': 

aous eho ro Working 
"' __ ~===a ....... .. = ...... ~= m ~"' .. __ .. =.,.., ~=_ .. _ .. _~=_ ..... ===~ == ...... _ 

TOTAL Parent Rural Urban No 

245 
240 
C~ 

30. 39~ 

06/11/03 

Minority Rural/Urban 

30. 

0' 

o. 

o. 

-~' 

t'AGE: 105 
EKOS Pes ea r ch As soc i e r as j nc . 

0' 

No Minor Abor 

EKOS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 2006 • 393 

0' 0' o. o. 

No 

351 
3" 
63> 

133 
136 
60' 

48 
50 
70' 

410 
405 
50'1, 

140 
140 
57% 

460 
460 
53\ 

0' 0' 0' 0' 

o. 

(.ou 
6 

25'1, 33% 33. 

o. o. O, o. 

o. 

0' 

o. 
0' o. o. o. 

( .05) 
8 14 

[.OS) 
8 



FtCS Gp.neroal Public gurvev (0946) 
whe r; r s the hiqhest Lave L of sohoo l i nq that you have cornp l e t erf? 

EDUiO 
WE I1";HTED tOTAL: 

Unwei.gh\"<!d n : 
SOrne hlgh s~'hol)l/ reas 

!Ugh scnoot qraduate 

Sorne co Lt eq« 

College/CEGEP qr aduat e 

p r i V.:It"! cc L lege q r adu at, 

Sorne university 

aacne Ior ' 5 degree 

nr aouate degree 

DK/NR 

Chi -aqua e eo : 
.. /- points a r cund 50l: 

EKOS aesee rcf rcssoct at es t nc . 

06/11/03 

600 
600 
54'), 

49 235 278 563 
51 ::31 282 567 
58% 50% 58\ 5n 

30> 19\ 331 ~9\ 30% 

0'1. 0\ 0\ 0% 

12'11 6'11 3~ ~* 
o. 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0\ 0% 0% 0'11 o. 

l' 2\ 0% 1\ U 

1 • 

PTes cene r or PublLo urve y (094fiJ 
What j s vou r cur r ertr. employment s t ar us ? 

E~!PL 
WEH;HTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qh teo n : 
~f'l f-emplnyed 

Employed fu Lle ti me 

Emp Loyert pa r r e r i ma z se as 

ünempj oyed and l ook i nq 

unemp I oyee and not look 

St ude n t; 

Re t i red 

Le ave (m"t~Inl ~y/disab) 

Homerna ke r- 

orner 

DJ.:/NR 

Cb i e-Squ.s r-ed : 
./- points arourvt 50': 

Region 

32 563 
29 569 
56% 54% 

35 299 184 
28 299 182 
54% 57% 50'11 

Education 

97 283 232 
99 292 230 
55% 56% 50% 

25\ 34'l1 28% 

9% 5% 1\ 

2% 1% 9% 

0\ 0% 0\ 

7% 4\ 5\ 

1'1; 0\ 0\ 

0% 0\ 0\ 

U 0% l'ii 

( ,OU 
10 6 

Q6/ll/Dl 

PAGE: 106 

Incarne 

TOTAL BC Al.b pr a i r Ont Queb Atl Male rem Yes No HS Coll Un Lv <S20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

600 80 5B 
seo 7B 66 

21 0% ne 

41 229 146 
53 231 107 
0\ l'ii 3\ 

35\ 31'1! 25\ 3U 33% 

so 
SO 

" 
29 
30 

" 
94 
91 
2% 

74 
76 

" 
21\ 

'" 
" 

39% 

o. 

o. 
o. 
a, 
0' 

11 

34 
33 

" 
2" 
21\ 

1" 

32% 

PAGE: 107 

.. 
40 
671 

37 409 112 
34 426 156 
54'1! 55% 52'11 
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14\ 32\ 32% 26\ 

15'11 18% 24'1! 17\ 12\ 13\ 

47'f. 41'11 44\ 45'1l 42% 59'1. 

0% 0% 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 01 

0% 0"" 0\ 

0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

U. 0\ 0\ 

11 l' 13 

9\ 6% 

0' 4% 6\ 4'11 6\ 

0\ 0% 0\ 0% 0\ 

0'11 5\ 7'1! 3\ 6\ 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 

0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0'11 D'fi 3\ l'ir 0% 

18 19 

Geride r Smo ke r 

47 294 306 120 480 508 
65 291 309 74 526 516 
3'f. 2\ l'ls 2\ 2'i! H 

16\ 17\ 13\ 31\ 11% IH 

20% 22\ 26% 23\ 25'l>: 24% 

9'l 10% 6\ 10" 7'! 9\ 

3\ 3\ 3\ 2\ 3\ 3\ 

0% 0\ 0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

0'11 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0% 0% 0'11 0% 0% 0\ 

0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

12 
(,Dl) 

11 
( .051 

70 
63 
3% 

12% 35' 21\ 

33\ 1" 3" 18' 

0' 9% 

0' 

50% 35% '" '" 
o. o. o. o. 
o. o. o. 

o. o. o. o. 

0' 0' 0' 0' 
o. o. 0' 

l' 
(,05) 

18 12 10 

" 0% 5% 6\ 

0' 9% 3 'li 8\ 

o. 0\ 0\ 0\ 

" 5\ 4'1< 6\ 

o. O'll 0'11 0\ 

0' D'li 0% 0\ 

0% 1\ 0'11 

(,101 
17 ; 
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39 .1 
0' 

la. 

47. 
H+ 

" 
o. o. 

'1' 
o. 0' 
o. 0' 
a, 
o. 0' 
0' 0' 

17 1; 



fiCS General Pub Li r- sur vey (Cl9461 
What is vou r cur rent employment s ta t us v 

SHI'L 
WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 

llnweighted n : 
se Lt -emp Ioyed 

Employed full-cime 

gmpj oyad pa r t e rLme z s ee s 

lJnemployed and looking 

Unemplnyed and not look 

s tuctent 

ae t t ceo 

ieeve tmat e r n i t y/rfi sabj 

Homernaker 

Other 

DK/NR 

Chi -Sque r ed : 
-+1- points e r ound 50%: 

EKOS aese a r cn nssocr a re s Ine. 

i .... 

TOTAL 

Househo1d wnr k i nq Minority Rural/Urban 

;:;;~;~ .. '""~~ ...... "''';::- .. _~~~~~-- -;~~~;~--;~~;-==~-~:-_ .. =;:::~-_ .. ~;::~ .. 
600 136 
600 142 

2\ 3\ 

464 245 351 
458 240 355 
n n 0% 

151 10% 16% 36\ 0\ 

24'1; 34% :!2\ 60"" 0% 

8\ 8% e% 0\ 14% 

3 'Il 3\ 3% 0\ 5% 

47% 41% 49% 0% SH 

0\ 0% 0\ 0\ 0\ 

0'" 0\ 0% 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0% 0% 

0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 0\ 

1\ 0% 1% 0\ 0% 

( .10) 
8 

r.o u 
6 

f'TC!'1 oene re.I Publ i<: Sucv-~y (0946) 
WhAt is yo u r cu r r en t employmr;!nt s r e tus r 

Yourf cases 

EMPL 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

unwe i qhc ed n : 
S~lf-"!mrlayed . 

Emplovwrt ful1-tim<;! 

unempl oyad "nd l oo k i nq 

ünemp Ioyed and not Look 

St ude n t 

LeilVp. {me t e r n i ty/disab) 

Homemaker 

Ot he r 

DK/NR 

ChL -~';qlj" red: 
+/- points e r cund 50'!.: 

canedt ans Smoke Harm - smoke rs 

133 
136 

5% 

48 410 
50 405 
2\ l'ii 

140 
140 

" 
14' 

'9% 

", 

" 
l' 

( .10) 
8 

Risk ta canedt ans 

06/11/03 

460 
460 

" 
231 

", 

" o. 

l' 
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",~_'.;;.J, ", ':-.:..~:->""'- 

32 
29 
0' 

563 
569 

1> 

35 299 
28 299 
8' 2\ 

14\ 12\ 15\ 

06/11/03 

reer Government rnvc i vemant Appropriate-fG 

f-:KOS gcsee rch nsaoc t et.e s t nc • 

21% 18% 26% 

TOTAL "25'10 :::!5-50% 51% -+ Seriaus Not serrcus Not r ncr eas seme pec r aas r nc r e e s Maintn Re du ce Elimin Yes 

soc 
600 

" 
49 235 278 563 
51 2) 1 ~B2 567 
0% 1\ 2% n 

14\ 22\ 5% 

184 
182 

2% 

172 
156 

l\ 

97 283 232 
99 292 230 
H 2% 2\ 

44 
40 
0% 

37 
34 
3% 

409 
426 

" 
13% 14% 17% 8% 20. 35% 13. 18% 

151 5% 15% 14% 15'" 

6\ 2\ 

42' 41% 50\ 

31' 2a. 14\ 22% 31% '" 

0\ D'II 

0'1; O'l! 

O'ls 0,," 

D'II 0\ 

6\ 7\ 7% 10% 8% " 8% 

", 531 51 \ 43'11 47\ 

a. 0% 0\ 

2% 2% 3% 3% 

2'11 0\ 0\ 0% 

0\ 0% 0\ 0% 

D'Ii 0" 0% 0'1. 

0% D'II D'il 0\ 

2% 0% l'II 1% 

{.OU 
8 

Harm - SHS 

19% 14\ 

". 50% 48% 49\ 46. 39% 51% 38% 

14 

16\ 25% lH 21\ 

0% 0% 0% D'II a, 

12% " 10\ <;l, 

0' 1'1; 0% 0\ a, a, 

6\ ~\ 

45\ '" 30' 48\ 

0% 0% 0% 

0% 0% 0% a, a, a, 

0' a. 0% 0\ 

1% 0' 1% 0% a, 

a, 

J'II 1\ 

( .0Il 
la 6 15 

1.10) 
17 5 

0\ 0% 

0\ 0% 

a, 0% 0% 
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( .01) 
18 l' 

-~ ~===-----~---- " 



fTCS General Public Sur ve y (09~6) 
Whilt t s vour e nnu.a I HOUSEHOLD à ncome from a H sour ce s be f or e r exe s ? 

Yout h C .. ses 

INCM 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
<S::!O, 000 

$20,000-$29,999 

$30,OOO-$39,99!) 

$40,000-$4.9, q99 

$50, OOO-$!l9, ~8q 

$60,OOO-$79,9gn 

$80,000-$99,999 

SlOO,OOO or more 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
+-/- points arouno 50~: 

EKOS gesear ca Assoc t et.es Inc. 

Region cenoe r Smo ke r 

06/11/03 

Education Ln come 

80 
18 

" 
7\ 8\ 

~ % 6\ 

8\ 10"% 

" 
( .10) 

11 

,- ; 

58 
66 

" 
41 229 146 
53 231 107 
6% 13\ 18% 

41 294 306 
65 291 309 
5\ 11'\ 131 

120 490 
14 526 
IB\ 10% 

6\ 7% 5% 0\ 0% 43\ O'ls 0\ 0\ 5% 8\ 11\ 

5% 4% 8% 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a ir Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Yes No HS Coll Univ <$20K 20-4!l 50-79 80-99 lOOK+- 

5% 9\ 4\ 3% 

Sil 3\ 6% 5% 

0\ 3\ 5% 5\ 

.?% 4% 5% 3% 

508 
516 
11% 

60 
50 
12% 

29 70 
30 63 
25% 100\ 

" 91 
O. 

74 
16 
O. 

34 
33 
O. 

39 
41 O. 

6% 4% 5'1s 

4\ 4\ 12\ 6'1; 0% 30\ 0% 0% 0% 

12 
( .05) 

11 

4\ 4t 9% 0% 0% 26\ 0% 0% 0% 

Minority 

Minor Abo r No 

600 
600 
12' 

" H 11\ 2% 8\ 

3% 5\ n 

~, H 9% 8\ 0% 0' 38\ 0% 0\ 

9% 6\ 5\ 

" " 

8\ B% 6% 9% 0% 0\ 62\ 0\ 0% 

0' 0\ 100'ls 

o. " " o. " 
fI% 10\ 10\ 

12 13 

" " " 
0% 0% 100% 0' 

" 2\ 16\ 0' o. 
48% 49% 43% 58\ 42~ 52\ 62\ 48\ 48\ 37'l. 5l'1s 50% 37% 33% 

. - "" 

0' 0' 0' 

( .01) 
o 

(.Ol) 
18 12 10 11 11 15 
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ETes cener.i.t pubj Lc survey (O'."l46) 
What is you r annue L HOUSE;HOLD incarne tram all sources before t axe s ? 

lNOl 
WE;IGHTE;D TOHI,L: 

Unwe i qh t ed n : 
<s:;o,ooo 

$20, OOO-S:::!I, SJ99 

$10,000-$3'1, Qgn 

$~O, OOO-$~ 9, (j'1g 
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DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
-+1- points a rcund 50%: 

EKOS aese a r cti nssoct e tes r nc . 
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FTCS cen-re i Pub Lio Survey (0946) 
wher is your aonuaL HOUSF.:HOLD Lncome from a11 sources be tore t axes s 

r ou t h cases 

lNCH 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
<$20,000 

$20,000-$29,9'1'1 

$30,000-$3(\,999 

$50,000-559,999 

$60,000-$79,999 

5BO,000-$99,999 

$lOO,OOO or more 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared; 
+/- points a r ound 50'11: 

EKClS nesee rcn As . soc La t es t nc . 

canadr ans Smoke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk t c Canadians 

06111/03 

Fed cove rnment Lnvo Lvemen r 

TOTAL < 25% 25-50\ 51'11 + se r i ous Not Serious Not Increas Sa me pecr eas r nc cee s Maintn Reduce gl i rn i n 

600 
600 

12\ 

" 6. 

'" 

" 51 

" 
235 
231 

11> 

'" 282 

'" 
563 
567 
12\ 

J2 
29 

'" 
563 
569 
12. 

" 
" 
" 

'" 

TOTAL SC Alb p r a Lr Ont Queb Atl Male Fern Ye.,;; No 

600 
600 
22\ 

68. 

TOTAL Parent 

80 
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24\ 

". 
62% 

(.01 ) 
Il 
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600 
22\ 

" 
". 

" 

" 
" 

120 480 508 
74 526 516 
22\ 22' 23% 

Minority 

48 
50 

1" 
100% 

0% 

l' 

35 
28 
1" 

O' 

a. 

" 
10' 

" 
11% 

'" 
19 

Smo ke r 

299 
299 
lB 

" 

" 
46. 

Education 

184 
182 

10. 

7. 

" 
'" 

06/11/03 

97 
99 
16. 

" 

5" 

10 

283 
292 

1" 

" 

'" 

Incarne 

232 
230 
m 

" 

" 

" 
'" 
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44 
40 
14\ 

" 

16% 

0\ 

10' 

'" 
15 

Appropr Ie te- FG 

(.05\ 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

1'10 
140 

1" 
10. 

72. 

( 10) , 

60 
50 
16. 

'" 

29 
30 
::'.8% 

0\ 

'9% 
O' O' 

70 
63 
14' 

" 79. 

18 12 

94 
91 
33. 

62\ 

" 
10 

74 
76 
29% 

6" 

Ye, No 

39 
41 
ln 

'" 
15 

37 
34 
10. 

409 
426 
10. 

172 
156 
16. 

ne::: (;'!n"'rcll Pub l Lc- Su r ve y (09461 
00 you r-ons toar you r s e Lf to be 

MINOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighterl n: 
Member of v i sb i rninorty 

p..n Aborlginal persan 

None 

DK/NR 

Chi-SquAred; 
~/- P .... i.nr s a r ound SO~: 

HINOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted Il: 
Member of visbl mi nc r r y 

An Abo r Lq i ne L persan 

None 

Ol'(/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
1/- pni n r s arounc 50%: 

EKOS nesee rc-h nssoc t ates j nc . 

12'1. 

36. '" 

" " 

" " 

14 
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24% 
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" 

5% 

" 
10' " 

14 
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53 231 107 
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.10 
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us Coll Univ <:$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 
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'" 1H 5\ 4\ 
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E'.Kns R"!'l,;>_ar,~h Jl .. s.eoc.t eres l nc . 

FTCS General Publie Survey (0946) 
Do you cons Ide r you r se Lf ta be 

Ycut.h cases 

MINOR 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Member of visbl minorty 

I\n Abo r i q i na I parson 

None 

DK/NR 

Chi-Squared: 
1-/- points around 50'll: 

Canadians Smoke Harm - Smoke r s Harm - SHS Risk ta Canadians 

06/11/03 

red Government Involvement Appropriate-rG 

600 
600 
22\ 

49 235 278 563 
51 231 282 567 
23% 19% 25% 22~ 

32 563 
29 569 
18% 22\ 

35 299 
28 299 
1B% 26% 

TOTAL < 25'11 25-50% 51%'" Serious Not Serious Not rncrees seme Decreas increas Maintn geduce EUmin 

" 9% 5\ 11% 8\ 16% 10\ 9'1i 8\ 

'" 66% 75\ 63\ 68\ 73% 69\ 66\ 62\ 

Ye, No 

18' 
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426 
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'0 
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12% 8% 6% 10' 18'ir " 10' 

(.10) 
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FTr~, Ge ne raJ ruottc sur ve y (OCl46j 
Observee! qende r of respondent 

Yout h Cases 

SEX 
WEIGHTED TOTAL: 

Unwe i qht ed n : 
Male 

Fema Ie 

Chi-Sq\Jar.ed: 
+/- points e r ound 50\: 

SEX 
WErGHTED TOTAL; 

Unweighted n: 
Male 

remar e 

Chi-Squared: 
~/- points e round 50\: 

SEX 
WEIGHTSD TOTAL: 

Unweighted n: 
Male 

Female 

Chi-S'1Il<lred: 
~/- points e couno 50'!: 

EKOS ae see r cf ns soc t at es Inc. 

Region Gender Smoker 

HS Coll Unlv <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ TOTAL BC Aib Pral r Ont Queb Ati Male Fem Yes No 

600 80 
600 78 

49'11 5]% 

58 41 229 146 
66 53 231 107 
39% 57% 49\ 49\ 

47 294 306 120 480 508 
65 291 309 74 526 516 
47% 100\ 0% 44\ 50% 50% 

TOTAL Parent 

S1% 47% 61% ~3% 51% S1\ S3% 

Education 

'0 
50 
'1% 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 

1'0 
1'0 
'5% 

55\ 

Risk ta Canadians 

299 
299 ". 
52. 

06111/03 

29 
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63 
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'" 
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60' 

3' 
33 

'" 
39 
41 
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11 

0% 100% 56\ 50\ 50\ 59% 46\ 55\ 57% 40% 5~%: 47'li 

15 Il 
.01 

12 6 14 18 12 l3 

Houaeho Id Working Minority 

12 10 11 
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50' 

sos 

Fed Gavernment rnvo.ivement Appropriate-fG 

TOTAL < 25\ 25-50' 51%' Serious Not ser t ous Not Increas Sarne Decreas Increas Maintn Reduce Elimin 

No v es No Minor Abor No 
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14 

cenecr ans Smoke Harm - Smo ke r s Harm - SHS 
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'"0 
600 

'" 
49 
51 ", 

235 
231 
55% 

278 
282 

'0' 
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rr=====================================================================================~~ 
nc:s nene raj Pub l i c Sur vey (0941») 06/11/03 .....,. . "\. 

prcv Lnr.La I tno.ice t c r (NOTE: re r r Lt or Ies are co ï tepseo in BCl 

Youth r: .. ses 

eeovt 
WEI',HTED TOTAL: 

flnweighted n: 
British Columbia 

At ber-r a 

Ont a r i o 

New Br un sw i r-k 

Ne'df<"lllnlil iind/ Lab r adc r 

-t 1- p0l n t .'~ 

neq i on Gender Srnoke r Education 

0% lOO~ 

Dl 

0' 

" 

" 
(,01) 

11 

~ l ~::9 146 
53 2:11 107 
0% O~ 0% 

47 :::94 306 
65 ::91 309 
0% 14% 12'l1 

tee 480 508 
74 526 516 
ln 14'" IH 

TOTAL BC Alb Pr a i r Ont Oueb Atl Male Fern res No HS Coll unt v <$20K 20-49 50-79 80-99 100K+ 

Incarne 

soc FlO 
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13% LOO% 
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50'~ ; 

TOTAL Parent 
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s'res Gener"l Public Survey (0946) 
Provincial i nd Lr a t c r (NOTE: Terri tories are collapsed in BC) 

Yout h Cases 

PROVI 
WF.JGHTED TOTAL: 

Ur,wp.i<Jhted n: 
g r â t i sf Co Lumb La 

ALhcrtii 

Manitoba 

cnt e r ro 

çuebec 

N~ ..... arunsv.tck 

New f ound I <'Ind/ Lab r ado r 

Ctt i r-Sque rert : 
+/- po i nt s a r ound ~lO'!.: 

Household Working Minority 

06/11/03 

NO Minor Abor NO 

Rural/Urban 

Rural Urban 
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