Using surveillance data to make the case for continued funding

State and local health department staff can contribute to tobacco control advocacy efforts by making their surveillance data user-friendly and accessible to advocates. Collect and report smoking prevalence data to demonstrate to policymakers the impact of tobacco control programs in your state, or even in their legislative district: what happened when tobacco program funding was cut, while media campaigns were run, after policies were enacted, etc.

Example 1: 

The following graphic (originally shown in a Washington State newsletter) shows the correlation between state tobacco control spending and smoking prevalence in Washington State.
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Example 2: 

The following graphic demonstrates the impact of multiple tobacco control interventions on the prevalence of smoking in New York City:
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Source: New York City Community Health Survey





Decline in Smoking Rates in NYC Neighborhoods

Smoking rates declined 35% in NYC
between 2002 and 2010
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Youth Smoking Rate Has Declined
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Source: Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System






