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School policy against smoking and high school student's smoking

behavior: A national multi-level study in Japan.

Hideyuki Kanda*', Yoneatsu Osaki?, Takashi Ohida®, Takeo Tanihata®, Yoshitaka Kaneita®,
Masumi Minowa®, Keniji Suzuki®, Kenji Hayashil’

Author affiliations;

Address: 'Fukushima Medical University, Department of Hygiene and Preventive
Medicine, *Tottori University, Faculty of Medicine, Division of Environmental and Preventive
Medicine, *Nihon University, School of Medicine, Department of Public Health, “National
Institute of Public Health, Department of Epidemiology, “Seitoku University, Department of
Human Life and Culture, ®Suzuki Mental Clinic, "National Institute of Public Health

OBJECTIVES: The international evidence about the effectiveness of school policy against smoking
among high school students is equivocal. The aim of the current study was to explore this in school
clusters stratified according to school policy against smoking while adjusting for characteristics of
individual students.

METHOD: This multi-level study was based on a cross-sectional self-reported anonymous national-wide
data from 179 high schools, 102,451 students who participated in the 2004 National Smoking Survey
among Japanese high school students. The main independent variables were school-level variables like
school policies or educations against smoking which reported by teachers, and individual variables like
gender, grade and alcohol behavior. Multi-level analysis was used to examine the influence variable at
school-level as well as individual characteristics had on smoking status of high schools students.
RESULTS: Smoking experience and smoking rate among high school students were predicted by
individual-level factors such as boys, grade and alcohol behavior, but it couldn’t find strong significant
differences between school-level variables and student’s smoking behaviors.

CONCLUSIONS: We found that a school policy against smoking was less effective than individual
characteristics among high school students. School smoking policy should be monitored as to the impact
of policy to smeoking and educational outcomes by national-wide data.

Key Words: School policy, High school students, smoking behavior, Japan
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Abstract

Objectives. To assess trends in association between alcohol use and cigarette smoking

among Japanese adolescents,

Merhods: Nationwide cross-sectional surveys were conducted in 1996, 2000 and 2004,
Survey schools were sampled randomly. Enrolled students were asked to fill up a
self-reporting anonymous questionnaire on smoking behavior. Questionnaires were collected
from 115,814 students in 1996, 106,297 in 2000, and 102,451 in 2004 through sampled junior
and senior high schools throughout Japan. Current user was defined as those who had used at

least once during the previous 30 days.

Results: Prevalence of alcohol use and cigarette smoking prevalence (lifetime, current, and
daily) in 2004 was decreased in both sexes and in all school grades. Proportions of user of
both, cigarette only, alcohol only, and abstinence were 12.7%, 4.5%, 25.5%, 57.3% in 1996,
and 11.2%, 4.1%, 25.9%, 58.8% in 2000, and 7.0%, 2.4%, 22.5%, 68.1% in 2004. Prevalence
of alcohol use among smoker has decreased survey by survey, whereas that among non
smoker has not changed. When co-occurrence risk of smoking and alcohol use was analyzed
using multiple logistic regression adjusted by gender and age, the odds ratio was 5.5 (95%ClI,
5.3-5.7) in 1996, 5.4 (95%Cl, 5.2-5.6) in 2000, and 7.8 (95%ClI, 7.4-8.2) in 2004.

Conclusions: We observed that co-occurrence of smoking and drinking among Japanese
adolescents. Although prevalence of smoking and drinking decreased in recent years,

health-compromising behaviors have accumulated to selected adolescents.

Key words: Adolescence; Alcohol use, Cigarette use; Adolescent behavior; Japan
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Decrease in the prevalence of smoking among Japanese
adolescents and its possible causes: periodic nationwide

cross-sectional surveys
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Abstract

Objectives To assess trends in smoking prevalence
among Japanese adolescents and to analyze possible causal
factors for the decrease in smoking prevalence observed in
a 2004 survey.

Methods Nationwide cross-sectional surveys were con-
ducted in 1996, 2000 and 2004. Survey schools, both junior
and senior high schools, considered to be representative of
the whole of Japan were sampled randomly. Enrolled stu-
dents were asked to complete a self-reporting anonymous
questionnaire on smoking behavior. The questionnaires were
collected from 115,814 students in 1996, 106,297 in 2000,
and 102,451 in 2004, School principals were asked about the
policy of their respective school on smoking restrictions.
Results  Cigarette smoking prevalence (lifetime, current,
and daily smoking) in 2004, based on the completed
questionaires, had decreased relative 10 previous years in
both sexes and in all school grades. The most imporant

Y. Osaki (3)

Division of Environmental and Preventive Medicine,
Department of Social Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Totion
University, 86 Nishimachi, Yonago, Totori 683-8503, Japan
e-mail: yoneatsu® grape.med.tottori-u.ac jp

T. Tanihata
Department of Epidemiology, National Institute of Public
Health, 2-3-6 Minami, Wako, Saitama 351-0197, Japan

T. Ohuda - Y. Kaneita

School of Medicine, Department of Public Health,
Nihon University, 30-1 Ohyaguchikami Machi,
Itabashi, Tokyo 173-8610, Japan

H. Kanda

Department of Hygiene and Preventive Medicine,
Fukushima Medical University, | Hikangaoka,
Fukushima, Fukushima 960-1295, Japan

trends were: a decrease in smoking prevalence among the
fathers and older brothers of the students; an increase in
the proportion of students who did not have friends; a
decrease in the proportion of current smokers who usually
bought cigarettes in stores decreased in 2004, in particular
for the oldest boys. An association was found between a
lower smoking rate at a school and a smoke-free school
policy.

Conclusions Japan has experienced a decrease in the
prevalence of smoking among adolescents. A decrease in
smoking prevalence among the fathers and older brothers,
limitations 1o minors’ access to tobacco, an increase in the
proportion of students without friends, and a school policy
restricting smoking may have contributed to this decreas-
ing trend.
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Introduction

Cigarette smoking increases the risk of many diseases.
Given the difficulty of escaping nicotine dependence, the
prevention of smoking among adolescents has been iden-
tified as a major public health measure [1, 2]. The
monitoring of smoking prevalence among adolescents is
thus an important means of clarifying the characteristics of
this problem, establishing countermeasures, and evaluating
public health efforts to reduce smoking prevalence. In the
case of Japan, nationwide surveys on cigarette smoking
among high school students conducted in 1996 and 2000
[3-5] revealed that many students had started smoking
despite the various restrictions to prevent this established
by the Act to Prohibit Minors from Smoking, enacted in
1900. To better understand trends in smoking prevalence,
we conducted a third nationwide survey in 2004 and found
a dramatic decrease in smoking prevalence among Japa-
nese adolescents.

Many articles describe associated factors or predictors
of adolescent smoking. Parental or sibling smoking status
and peer networks are two well-known factors contribut-
ing to smoking among adolescents [6-9]. Therefore, an
analysis of the trends in parental or sibling smoking status
and peer networks is important for studying factors con-
tributing to the change in smoking prevalence among
adolescents. Although it was expected that a school’s
policy on limiting smoking by teachers would play a
positive role in discouraging students from smoking,
review papers have summarized that the effect of such
school-based smoking control measures is small in
Western countries [10, 11].

Here, we describe the trends in adolescent smoking
prevalence in Japan and analyze the possible factors con-
tributing to a decrease in smoking prevalence among the
adolescent population, including parental or sibling
smoking status, peer networks, and school regulations on
teachers’ smoking.

Methods
Subjects

The survey was a cross-sectional random sampling survey,
which used the single-stage cluster sampling methodology
[12]). The cluster unit of the sampling was schools. The
survey targeted junior and senior high school students from
schools selected throughout Japan using the National
School Directory. All swdents enrolled in the sampled
schools were subjects of the study.

The number of schools sampled in the 1996 survey was
122 of 11,274 junior high schools (selection rate: 1.1%)
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and 109 of 5501 senior high schools (2.0%). The propor-
tion of private schools was 4.9% for junior high schools
and 28.4% for senior high schools. The proportion of
general, vocational and mixed senior high schools was
38.5, 23.9, and 37.5%, respectively. The survey period was
December 1996 to the end of January 1997. Respective
values for the 2000 and 2004 surveys were 132 of 11,200
junior (1.2%) and 102 of 5,315 senior high schools (1.9%)
from December 2000 to the end of January 2001, and 131
of 11,060 junior (1.2%) and 109 of 4,627 senior high
schools (1.9%) from December 2004 10 the end of January
2005. The proportion of private schools was 7.6% for
junior high schools and 33.3% for senior high schools in
2000 survey; in the 2004 survey, the proportions were 6.9%
and 26.6%, respectively. The proportion of general, voca-
tional and mixed senior high schools was 48.0, 13.7, and
38.3%, respectively in the 2000 survey and 45.0, 22.9, and
32.1%, respectively, in the 2004 survey.

Procedures

We requested the cooperation of the principals of these
schools and sent these individuals questionnaires for their
respective school's student population. The teachers were
asked to inform the students of the voluntary nature of their
participation and to urge them to answer honestly. Anon-
ymous questionnaires and envelopes were handed to the
students for completion during school time. Upon com-
pletion, the questionnaires were sealed in the envelopes by
the students themselves, collected by their teachers, and
returned to our institute unopened. School regulations on
smoking by teachers was determined using a school
questionnaire completed by the school principal. This
survey was approved by the Ethics Committee of the
National Institute of Public Health.

Measures

The questionnaire focused on smoking experience, smok-
ing frequency, age (by school grade) when the respondent
first tried smoking, number of cigarettes consumed daily by
smokers, sources for cigarettes, and smoking status of the
student’s family. Experimenting smokers, current smokers,
and daily smokers were defined as those who had tried
smoking at least once, those who had smoked at least once
during the previous 30 days, and those who had smoked
every day during the previous 30 days, respectively. Stu-
dents were defined as having no friend who smoked if they
responded that “I have no friend"” in the question “Do you
have a friend who is a smoker?"—yes/no/l have no friend.

School regulations on smoking by teachers was cate-
gorized into four groups, namely (1) completely smoke-
free throughout the school site, including buildings and
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grounds; (2) smoke-free in all school buildings but not
the grounds; (3) appropriate separation of smoking
(smoking room); (4) insufficient separation of smoking.
Appropriate separation was defined as a completely
partitioned smoking room with air exhaust facilities to
the exterior.

Response rate

For the 1996 survey, responses were obtained from 80
Junior (response rate 65.6%) and 73 senior high schools
(67.0%), with a total of 115,814 responses accounting
for 64.1% of all junior and 62.5% of all semor swdents
enrolled in the sampled schools. In 2000, the respective
values were 99 (75.0%) and 77 schools (75.5%), with
106,297 responses accounting for 66.1 and 59.3% of
enrolled students, and in 2004, these were 92 (70.2%)
and 87 schools (79.8%), with 102451 responses
accounting for 60.7 and 67.7% of students. The defining
properties of the responding schools, such as the pro-
portion of private schools, vocational schools, or general
schools were chosen to be representative of the study
population.

Data analysis

The percentages and 95% confidence intervals (95%CI) in
the tables were calculated by a weighting method based
on one-stage stratified cluster sampling [12]. Proportions
in tables were compared using statistical testing for rate
differences. Multiple logistic regression analyses were
applied 1o calculate odds ratios and the population
attributable risk percentage for a student’s current smok-
ing status with a family member's (father, mother, older
brother, and older sister) smoking, and for a student’s
current smoking status with the absence of a friend. Data
were analyzed using the SPSS ror Wiwbows ver. 13.0
software (SPSS, Chicago, IL).

Results
Smoking prevalence

Lifetime smoking rate, current smoking rate. and daily
smoking rate increased with age. Lifetime smoking rate in
2000 among junior high school boys fell compared with
that in 1996, whereas the prevalence of regular smoking
(current smoking and daily smoking) did not. In 2004,
lifetime, current, and daily smoking rates had decreased—
relative to 1996 and 2000—in both sexes and in every
school grade (Table 1). The magnitude of the decrease was
greater in boys than in girls.

Factors accounting for the decrease in smoking
prevalence

The data were analyzed to identify the factors for this
decreasing trend in smoking prevalence among Japanese
adolescents. Reported smoking status of family members
showed some decrease in family smoking, especially that
by fathers, but smoking by older brothers, older sisters and
friends also showed a significant and persistent decrease
(Table 2). In contrast, smoking by mothers of junior high
school boys and senior high school girls increased. The
odds ratios of a student’s current smoking status with the
smoking by a family member were higher when it was the
mother who smoked than when it was the father who
smoked. The increasing tendency was observed in the odds
ratios when both the father and mother smoked. The odds
ratios of father and senior brother among boys were higher
than those among girls, whereas the odds ratios of the
mother and senior sister among girls were higher than those
among boys. The population attributable risks of family's
smoking were calculated at 7.7-18.1% in 1996, 8.4-21.7%
in 2000, and 6.0-25.3% of the total current smoking rate in
2004; the estimated risk of the father was higher among
boys and that of the mother was higher among girls
(Table 2).

In our search for factors contributing to the change in
smoking prevalence among adolescents, we discovered an
increase in the proportion of students who had no friend. In
the 1996 and 2000 survey, the proportion of students who
reported that they had no friends was quite low; however,
this abruptly increased in 2004. Since the smoking preva-
lence among students who had no friend was lower than
that among students who did have a friend, the odds ratios
of having no friend were calculated for the values that were
smaller than 1.0. The magnitude of the effect was smaller
than that of family's smoking but significant for senior high
school students (Table 2).

The most common sources of cigarettes for current
smokers are cigarette vending machines, stores (conve-
nience store, supermarket, or gas station), and someone
else. When the results for 2000 and 2004 were compared,
the proportion students getting cigarettes from stores and
someone else had decreased in 2004, especially for boys
(Table 3).

When the association between the prevalence of smok-
ing among students and the respective school's regulations
on smoking by teachers were analyzed, we found that
smoking by students in smoke-free schools tended to be
lower in both junior and senior high schools. The differ-
ence was statistically significant in junior high school girls
and in senior high school boys for regular smoking
(Table 4). However, smoking prevalence of junior high
school students and senior high school girls in the schools
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Table 3 Usual sources of cigarettes reported by current smokers

Sex High Year  Searching in Getting from Tobacconist Stores Cl Vending Number of
school house (%) Cl  someone CI shop Cl1 machine C1 current smokers
Male Junior 1996 24,2 £ 03 334 £02 17.0 £ 0.2 17.8 £ 03 603 £ 04 2,453
2000 214 £ 02 371 £ 02 134 £ 02 213+ 02 64.6 £ 0.2 2,389
2004 22.1 £ 05 306 + 0.8 ** 120 £ 02 135+ 02 61.1 + 04 1,049
Senior 1996 15.1 £ 0.1 309 +£02 273+ 03 426+ 05 843 + 0.1 11,869
2000 140 + 0.1 3340l 262+ 03 494 £ 03 858 01 8,818
2004 13.2 + 04 202+04" WBE02° 415£03°% BRILO0]* 5,625
Female  Junior 1996 394 + 04 416 +£03 1.7 £02 16,1 £03 S40+04 1,048
2000 27803 475 +£03 9.0+ 0. 179 £ 03 60.7 & 03 1,206
2004 3513 408 £ 1.6 ** 89+03 12703 " 394 £ 04 671
Senior 1996 185 + 02 351 £ 02 132403 284 £ 05 766 + 02 4,696
2000 154 + 0.1 358+ 02 10.2 + 0.1 362+ 03 803 £ 02 3,824
2004 17.0 + 06 326 +£08* 99 02 342+03 TI8 £ 02 2,263
Cl, 95% Confidence interval
* P <008, ** P <001, result of statistical testing between 2000 and 2004
Percentages add up to more than 100% as some students mentioned more than one source of cigareties
Table 4 Association between variables of students” smoking and school smoking regulation
Sex High  School policy Number of Lifetime smoking  Current smoking ~ Daily smoking ~ Number of
school schools o a P r—— orR d students
Male Junior  Insufficient separation of smoking 23 1.0 1.0 1.0 5.380
Separate smoking ureas 23 104 094-1.14 105 088126 1.09 077-155 4992
Smoke-free in school buildings 19 099 089-1.09 1.23 1.03-147 144 102-202 4275
Smoke-free throughout school site 27 094 085-1.03 1.01 085120 098 069138 6,032
Senior Insufficient separation of smoking 19 10 10 10 8,569
Separate smoking areas 28 091 086-09 089 0.82-096 088 080097 10,649
Smoke-free in school buildings 13 080 074086 070 063-077 064 056-073 4,590
Smoke-free throughout school site 27 0.87 079089 076 070082 069 063077 11,511
Female Junior Insufficient separation of smoking 23 Lo 1.0 10 4,606
Separate smoking areas 23 IS5 1.02-1.29 1.06 1.02-1.29 169 1.02-2.81 4,558
Smoke-free in school buildings 19 L16 1.03-131 131 1.03-131 133 076-232 3,882
Smoke-free throughout school site 27 087 078098 075 078098 084 048-148 5660
Senior  Insufficient separation of smoking 19 L0 1.0 Lo 5222
Separate smoking areas 28 081  075-0.88 092 081-1.04 083 0.68-1.00 10,139
Smoke-free in school buildings 13 LI12 1.01-1.23 130 1.12-1.50 105 084-132 3,782
Smoke-free throughout school site 0.87 081-095 093 082-1.06 0385 069-1.03 5604

OR, Odds ratio; CI, 95% confidence interval adjusted by school grade and school policy on teachers” smoking in school

of smoke-free buildings was rather higher than that in the
schools who had an insufficient separation of smoking-free/
smoking areas.

Discussion

This study provides the first evidence of a dramatic decrease
in smoking prevalence among Japanese adolescents, The
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2000 survey showed a decrease in lifetime smoking rate
among junior high school boys only and no decrease in
prevalence among girls or in regular smoking prevalence
among boys. In recent years there has been a trend towards a
decreased prevalence of smoking among adolescents in a
number of western countries, including the USA [13],
England [14], Australia [15], Canada [16], and in adolescent
boys in Sweden and Finland [17], but not in a number
of other European countries, such as Italy, Russia [IB],
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