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BERANENESEISEE A ST MIT/EREY  Various indicators were used to track progress of tobacco control
W strategies in Hong Kong.

ERFATEEATHBENLEE W EE + Opinion survey to gauge the level of public support to policies and
HoH B A 18 A B — T S R B assess perceived exposure to environmental tobacco smoke before

U AR
- e . and after introduction of new policies;
o ETIBITHEI TRARIB IR EEHEERE
. + Compliance survey to determine the level of compliance towards no
o ERMBRBGHEAER BESHEEE m%m " T _ :
smoking regulations in public places;

XEE’]*/@
o FIBTFHA DA WERERIE ERTENBS &
o MREEERIAEREERERREALIRN

« Surveillance of smoking cessation services utilization to monitor the
impact of tobacco control measures on quitting behaviours;

» Prevalence data to monitor the trend in tobacco use through periodic
population surveys; and

- Economic indicators to assess changes in the catering sector after
the introduction of smoking ban.
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ERAS
OPINION SURVEY

mRBZIEREEIRIE STRONG DEMAND FOR SMOKE-FREE

FR2001F > HEE ERBUTHEEEMAES ENVIRONMENT
REEEHREFENZTS  REEEANTIIERERER As early as 2001, there were calls in the community for more
EEHEE - BTN RESERETE RS - L stringent control over the use and promotion of tobacco products

A g — e including implementing a smoking ban in indoor workplaces and
BERRURAEINTR - AEZRLEEL - restaurants.The Government launched a consultation exercise, as

BEAR - XFHREERNRAFOTERAIHNEE  well as opinion surveys, to gather opinions from the public on the

ANTLEERAZRSH (BHERE) SHEEE - purposed amendments.The findings revealed that community
organizations, healthcare professionals, tobacco control advocates
and vast majority of public supported smoking ban in indoor
workplaces and public places, including restaurants.

76



XEREARERE
SUPPORT FOR EXTENSION OF SMOKING BAN

BT 2007 FEET 5 GIATE - LAB G
1,000 BEHRN T 15 E69RNABEBER - £RH
TABAZGFEIREETAIER - RE - R~
OK R AR ERERIE (524.1) ©

A series of telephone surveys were conducted
before and after the major Ordinance amendment
in 2007. 1,000 randomly selected Hong Kong
residents aged 15 to 69 were interviewed. The
results showed that the great majority supported
banning smoking in  indoor  workplaces,
restaurants, karaokes and parks (Table 4.1).

7= 4.1 TIHEAREHENTHEEDLL (%) (R5HhE D)
Table 4.1 Percentage (%) of respondents supporting the extension of smoking ban by venue

2006 2007 2007 2008
11AZE128 FEZ3MEAR FE#%IEA FE% 12188
Nov - Dec Smoking banned 3 months ~ Smoking banned 9 months  Smoking banned 12 months
ZERITER™
Indoor Workplaces 94.8 94.8 93.9 95.7
lﬁjﬁ? W%ﬁ@f
Aol 917 917 91.8 955
FHOKZERNEE
Ind f
Karaokas o2 © 737 782 76.4 75.0
NRBLESH (WRE)
Public pleasure grounds
(g Pt - 80.0 88.8 85.8 88.3

i
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BEEREE-FENERLRD

DECREASE IN SECONDHAND SMOKE
EXPOSURE AFTER SMOKING BAN

AENMERBAZLEHER  TRAKEEATER -
RE - RUOKRABEE —FENSERAERS (B42)

It was also noted that the percentage of people
perceiving severe level of secondhand smoke exposure
in indoor workplaces, restaurants, karaokes and parks
declined significantly after the extension of smoking ban
to these places (Figure 4.2).

Bl4.2 RR-_FREEABRENKDFEBDE (%) (RHHEID)
Figure 4.2 Percentage (%) of respondents reporting severe exposure of secondhand smoke by venue

50— 48.4%
45 =R TR REENEHE
m ¥ Indoor Workplace ™ Indoor Area of Restaurants
40—
RNAOKAEE NRBEISH (IR
35_| B ndoor Area of Karaokes M Public Pleasure Grounds
33.4%
4% (e.g. parks)
S 30
28 |
|/
|~\I§ g 25—
o
& 20
15.7%
15—
12.6% 12.6% 11.1%
10.1% L
10— ® 7% 7.4% 8.5%
5_| 4% 4.7% e
17°D 2% 2.3%1.7%

2006 2007 2007 2008
11AZ124 2B R3MEA 2IERE A 2ER12(8A
Nov - Dec Smoking banned 3 months ~ Smoking banned 9 months ~ Smoking banned 12 months
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ij:%:_E 7\ j:t ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂl&i&{iﬂziﬁﬁﬁ *4.3 RFRIREES P R A HERR G ENZ S EA LD (%)
= Table 4.3  Percentage (%) of respondents who supported the
B Eﬂ_j: =) smoking ban in hospitality establishments and PTFs

SUPPORT FOR SMOKE-FREE PUBLIC BeLSs  ALERRIE
TRANSPORT FACILITIES AND Ectobiehmants  PTFs

HOSPITALITY ESTABLISHMENTS e

Support 81.0 94.9
BFR 2000 & AR BEEAE ALBE R1E (Bt
1855) RNBIREUSFT O - TGS - RFT - R - i — 104 a5
BEATRIGR N BLER) LS HWELRE -
SR T 1,797 £ 15 R EMEBER © Heki A 13
REBH FHE BN A IER R RIS FTHI AL IR/ THs/ RER
B (X4.3) RIS BHHEMEMOEHE Y don't know/ no comment 47 1.5
B SR 76.1% K 70.8% B A TR RIEIRESH R .
= oan TN . K44 RPEEREGMANERREEEREE — TEN
AHERREEE _FENBERABEM(R44) 5 (o)

Table 4.4 Perceived secondhand smoke exposure in hospitality

Another round of opinion survey was conducted in
P y establishments and PTFs after the smoking ban (%)

early 2010 after the smoking ban had been further

extended to public transport facilities (PTFs) such as YRELSE BT AHEGRIE
bus termini and 6 types of hospitality establishments Es?gbslgthargtgnts PTEs
(bars, nightclubs, clubs, massage establishments, BO—F
bathhouses, and mahjong-tin kau premises) in 2009. Less secondhand smoke 76.1 70.8
A total of 1,797 randomly selected Hong Kong
residents aged 15 and above were interviewed. BER(t

No change 19.5 24.8
The vast majority welcomed the smoking ban in PTFs
and hospitality establishments (Table 4.3). Among B =F
those who had visited these venues after the ban, More secondhand smoke 2 2.6
76.1% and 70.8% of them reported a reduction in EAELIE/ TS/ MER

. o Refuse to answer/

secondhand smoke exposure in  hospitality don’t know/ no comment 24 1.8

establishments and PTFs respectively (Table 4.4).

Ba.5 , MRS INEER

Figure 4.5
PUBLIC SUPPORT TOWARDS TOBACCO
TAX INCREASE
I i 2120004 R EE ; 2010 FHEITHRBERREFAEARE 2009 7 2 ABBEERE0%H %
Lo B50%H A \ — e 0 B E RS
&b tsupport  HE - BIULINS Y =FHE X HEIMEER (B 4.5)

Attitudes toward the 50%
increase in tobacco duty . :
in 2009 4.8% The same survey conducted in 2010 assessed the level of public

It\?l:e%tral support towards the 50% increase in tobacco tax in February 2009. It
was noted that nearly 3 quarters of respondents supported the
increase (Figure 4.5).

10.1%

BREE/ THE/ REER
Refuse to answer/don’t know/
no comment

BITHE
COMPLIANCE SURVEY

£ 55Tk ¢ EVALUATION

BERETRES HIGH COMPLIANCE TO SMOKING BAN

Over 300 restaurants were randomly selected from all restaurants in

ﬁfﬁ&f%%ﬁﬂgiﬁﬁ@ 300 Fﬂﬁﬁg ’ J/‘/\Hg‘:f:'?iiﬁﬁ Hong Kong All Samp|ed

restaurants were visited and their

R R EM R EE P EE R FI BN - 2430 96%  compliance to smoking ban was assessed by covert on-site
BN A P ENE (RG] (Bl4.6) o observation. The compliance was promising, reaching 96%
following the implementation of smoking ban in indoor restaurants

(Figure 4.6).

E4.6 REBENHENRERR
Figure 4.6 Presence of smoker(s) within the indoor areas of restaurants

100 — 96.7% 95.7% 96.0%
n 90 —
I=
S 80—
o
E\i 2 70 —
= 2 60 55.8%
‘R O |
pé o 44.2%
m& S 40 —
c 3,
@®g a0 2B ARIE
S B Without smoker(s)
o 20—
7] 3.3% 4.3% 4% A ARSE
i . With smoker(s)
2006 2007 2007 2008
NRZE125 ZE%3ME A B 1%9E A HER 1218 A
Nov - Dec Smoking banned 3 months Smoking banned 9 months Smoking banned 12 months

RRMBERERES REFIEBRERERTE - BEREEERF R MR HERE (R 4.7)
The findings also revealed that more restaurants had taken steps to implement smoking ban including posting of no

smoking signs and not providing ashtrays (Table 4.7).

=47 REEBE L TR ER AN REA DL (%)

Table 4.7 Percentage (%) of restaurants with no smoking signs posted and no ashtrays provided

2006 2007 2007 2008
11AZE128 H@%3EA HEizoE A H@E12(8 8
Smoking banned Smoking banned Smoking banned
Nov - Dec 3 months 9 months 12 months
RAEBRIER
Posting of No Smoking Signs 15.8 57.8 61.7 60.7
TR AHE BT
Not Providing Ashtrays 43.9 97.4 95.0 95.7
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FIE B H5 Y B IR J&8 2=

UTILIZATION OF SMOKING CESSATION SERVICES SMOKING PREVALENCE
5 = 5 En L M A BB T & STEADY DECLINE IN
72 AR A% SR BR ) . . SMOKING
ESCALATION IN DEMAND FOR RIBET AT ER2010FCEREE L HRAAE) - PREVALENCE
SMOK]NG CESSA‘”ON SER\/|CES EBHET09,800BIREFIIE AL + {515 R & A
. FAO#12.0% + 2R 657,000 2 AEESER :C"Ofdri”?d a . e Ther;a:‘C 2
)y gy hEE S = st & b pE Al o ;
&%Aiﬂﬂ@ﬁﬁ%‘@ﬁ?‘gf@ﬂlﬁ y \JiBEETT EE&%B’]EX_)& 125 At o T A1 b Bl 1982 2260 23.3% TE oudse tod - ur\gay Ot’O /
L 2000 EHSEERRAREATREN—ASE  BEHLS N o, o conducted by the Government's
I A e =4 = 2010 E'EE@ 11.1% ( 49) ° % |E\ H u&kﬁa"j% |E Census and Statistics
IR TIERER (1833 18§E%$mgﬁgﬁé@}\%{k% E'jmw( B 4.8) etz (B - 19.9% : 221E : 3.0%) * HIER Department, there were 709,800 current smokers which accounted
2007 FFHE RS E S B R TRUE R BRI B )18 - INHIR RIS - FENEE - EEARERNBEETEFRL O 12.t0% ofkall pe(rsssc;ngoa(\)ged 15 and ovelz(r idn Hong Eong. -(|)f th;s]e
- _ _ ) e e - \ current smokers, ; persons smoked cigarette daily. e
The demand for and utilization of smoking cessation services BEGHRERNS DF (152195%) 20005 £ percentage of daily smokers decreased steadily from 23.3% in 1982
reflects the effectiveness of tobacco control policies. The increase 4.5% TNPEZE2010E/M 2.5% © to 11.1% in 2010 (Figure 4.9). The daily cigarette smoking rate for
in tobacco duty in 2009 was proven fo be a strong incentive for male was much higher that of female (male: 19.9%; female: 3.0%)

smokers to quit, as reflected by the surge in number of calls
handled by the Department of Health’s integrated smoking
cessation hotline (1833 183) (Figure 4.8). A similar upward trend
was observed when smoking ban was extended in 2007 and health
promotion activities on smoking cessation were launched.

which was not uncommon in Asian populations. The prevalence of
young smokers also decreased over the past decade. The
prevalence of daily smoking teenagers (persons aged 15-19) fell
from 4.5% in 2000 to 2.5% in 2010.

[&4.9 1982F E2010F BEBAREATEL S (%) (RHERIZS)
Figure 4.9  Prevalence (%) of daily cigarette smokers by gender from 1982 -2010
[E4.8 2006F E2010F AR A AR T ATt 8T
Figure 4.8 Monthly statistics of smoking cessation hotline 2006 - 2010 45 7
39.7%
40 —
BALIERE B ANEEHIE0% REHEEED g
4000 Extension of Increase in Tobacco duty Health promotion
T no smoking areas by 50% activities e |
1 1 1 O
3500 2T
: : 8 25233%
= 3000+ ; : : no 19.9%
0y 8 1 1 1 =3 20 -
&© 2500 - ' ' L3
) 1 1 1 NI =
j%} = 2000 ! ! o 45 .-
w3 ; = 11.1% Male
:% E 1500+ i . i o i
1 1 1 1 —
=2 4000 ! ! 5.6% ¢ Male
' ' ' 5 — 3% &t
500 ! ! : M"\O—o—o———-’——o——*‘—*‘"""‘“@ ® Total
1 1 1
a T T T T T T T | T | | T | T 00— I I I T I I I
2006 2006 2006 2007 2007 2007 2008 2008 2008 2009 2009 2009 2010 2010 2010 1982 1986 1990 1994 1998 2002 2006 2010

1BJan 5HMay 9HSep 1AJan 5FMay 9HSep 1HAJan 5BMay 9HSep 1AJan 5HMay 9HSep 1HAJan 5HAMay 9HSep
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PRS-

ECONOMIC IMPACT

REZESANE
BT 5t — MO AR AR B TR R
BESTEEEBENRBHBE -

2B R WA 2005 F6 565 BHETEAZE
2010 FY840 BB T - EREBEEEER - IF
SRR EARIR IR R AT (B4.10) -

KL ERIARRKRENBEER - TERAR
ERRE - ERRENBELEZMRIE - TFPRE -
WE R/ SR ERAERETE -

CATERING BUSINESS NOT ADVERSELY
AFFECTED BY TOBACCO CONTROL
MEASURES

The Census and Statistics Department has been keeping track of
economic data related to the catering industry.  Consumer
expenditure in food premises were monitored on a quarterly basis.

The value of total restaurant receipts climbed up from HKD56.5
billion in 2005 to HKD84.0 billion in 2010. Decline in economic
indicators have not been observed in the 4 years following the
implementation of smoking ban in restaurants (Figure 4.10).

It should be noted that these findings provided an overall picture of
the catering business and should not be applied to individual food
premises which vary in size, customer profile, location and/or
business model.
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E4.10 20055 BFE2010F E_FREWABEEH (RRERLED)
Figure 4.10 Value index of restaurant receipts by type of restaurant from first quarter 2005 to second quarter 2010

2009F RIREGEIS PR B M SN Z (B IEEE)
2009 Smoking ban toqualified
establishments (including bars)

2007 Smoking ban to
indoor restaurants

o TERE
All restaurants

o TRBE
Chinese restaurants
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MOVING TOWARDS SMOKE - FREE HONG KONG
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