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Preface 

Smoking is one of the main risk factors for health. Tobacco consumption contributes to a variety 

of non-communicable diseases, including cancer, heart disease, stroke, chronic respiratory diseases, and 

diabetes. The WHO (2019) estimates that tobacco consumption is the leading cause of death for smokers; 

about one in every two smokers dies from smoking-related causes every year. Approximately eight million 

people a year die from diseases associated with smoking. In response to this, over the past four decades, 

numerous countries have introduced successful tobacco control policies, which have resulted in longer and 

healthier lives for their population. Since 2000, Australia, United Kingdom, Sweden and Canada have 

reduced their smoking prevalence by more than 40%, while Colombia, Norway, and Iceland have done so 

by more than 50%. Despite this, smoking persists, even in those countries where policies have been 

implemented, and especially among more disadvantaged social groups. Moreover, smoking reduction 

policies in other countries have hitherto not been as successful. Indeed, smoking rates in Egypt, Oman, 

Morocco, and Croatia have steadily increased from 2000 onwards. 

The relatively long history of smoking cessation policies allows for a better understanding of what 

works, what does not, why, and how. Today, policy-makers seeking to further reduce the morbidity and 

mortality associated with tobacco smoking can learn from the experiences of countries that have succeeded 

in reducing smoking. However, the social, cultural, and regulatory complexity of smoking habits prevents 

any straightforward replication of successful policies within a different context, a different country, and a 

different period. Simply put, no law exists in a vacuum; rather, manifold factors simultaneously determine 

the success or otherwise of any policy. Yet, sound scientific research and reasoning do allow for the 

construction and verification of hypotheses and theories about how to replicate cessation elsewhere. Above 

all, the development of this knowledge will be of particular value for those nations that do not have 

successful histories of tobacco control; these are very often developing nations in which the vast majority 

of the world’s smokers currently reside (World Health Organization, 2019). 

Australia constitutes an ideal case-study through which to achieve this aim. This is because 

Australia is recognized as a leading country in tobacco control worldwide, due to its long history of tobacco 

control policies having lowered smoking prevalence over the years. This success was achieved via the 

combination of strict anti-tobacco regulations and strong social sensitization through enduring anti-smoking 

campaigns. At the same time, Australia represents a paradoxical situation, insofar as people have easier 

access to nicotine through traditional tobacco products than they do via the use of Electronic Nicotine 

Delivery Systems (ENDS), despite the latter being significantly less harmful to health than the former. 

These features, combined with the abundance of empirical studies on the country, allow for a sound and 

comprehensive policy analysis. 

Adopting a rational approach to the analysis of policy experiences is critical for providing concrete 

guidance on how to reduce smoking. In this respect, policy-makers have to walk a delicate line that involves 

carrying out careful study prior to the enactment of new laws, alongside displaying evidence-based 

regulatory flexibility in implementing and enforcing these laws. The potential consequences from cutting 

funding to anti-smoking media campaigns, banning certain products, or increasing taxes, should be weighed 



 
 

 
 

carefully to best serve the public interest for both current citizens and future generations. In the field of 

smoking policy, too often positions become polarized along ideological lines instead of being based on 

empirical evidence. Ordinarily, there is the argument between, on the one hand, the abstinence approach—

from those who want nicotine to be completely banned because of the damage smoking poses to health—

and, on the other, the harm reduction approach—from those who recognize the fact that some people still 

smoke despite all the adopted measures. The need to move beyond ideological positions and adopt a more 

pragmatic approach is particularly pertinent with respect to ENDS, which lie at the core of the present study.  
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VII. Analysis and Findings 

The identification of the historical drivers of smoking cessation in Australia 

Carlotta Carbone, Alberto Aziani and Serena Favarin 

Starting from these premises, the current study aims to identify the historical drivers of smoking 

cessation in Australia, specifically by understanding the effectiveness of their smoking cessation policies 

and investigating the potential role of ANDS in smoking reduction and cessation. The performed analysis 

combines insights, theories, and empirical evidence from social sciences, economics, and health sciences. 

This permits the analysis of smoking cessation through a range of lenses, which, in turn, enables us to 

provide more comprehensive results and policy recommendations. To achieve this aim, the study adopts a 

conceptual framework, which looks at drivers and barriers of smoking cessation at different levels: macro-

level (e.g., policies, anti-smoking campaigns), meso-level (e.g., neighborhood, school), micro-level (e.g., 

family, friends), and individual (e.g., beliefs, personal preferences). Effectively, the trend analysis of 

selected drivers allows for the exploration of their impact on smoking cessation over time. Then, the 

structured literature review, based on the extensive availability of sound empirical studies, summarizes 

extant empirical evidence on the most effective historical drivers of smoking cessation in Australia. Finally, 

the media coverage analysis provides insights into the role of the media smoking-related issues over the 

years. 

A. Conceptual framework 

The literature is now concordant that smoking cessation is simultaneously affected by manifold 

factors (drivers and barriers) at different levels from the genome of the smokers up to the structure of the 

society of which she/he is part of. Between the end of the 1990s and the beginning of 2000s, greater 

attention began to be paid to the role of the social environment in influencing health-related behaviors, 

including in regards to smoking (Poland, 2006). New research strands started to focus on the social 

representation of smoking among youths and their smoking identities (e.g., Lloyd et al., 1997; Michell & 

Amos, 1997), the relationship between gender and social disadvantage in explaining smoking patterns (e.g., 

Graham, 1993), and smoking among specific populations, such as old people (e.g., Parry et al., 2002), 

pregnant women (e.g., Pickett et al., 2002) and the homeless (e.g., Connor et al., 2002). These studies 

marked nothing less than a theoretical paradigm shift, insofar as smoking was no longer conceived merely 

as a health behavior, but, rather, also as a “collective social practice” emerging out of “the intersection of 

social structure (norms, resources, policy, institutional practices that organize society), and agency 

(individual action, volition and sense of identity)” (Poland, 2006, p. 60). In particular, a special issue of the 

journal Addiction in 2003 elucidated the determinants of smoking among youths, taking into account these 

aforesaid social forces within a broader framework of multi-level factors: macro (e.g., policies, social 

acceptability of smoking), meso (e.g., school, neighborhood, and workplace), and micro (e.g., family, 

friends, peers). Social-psychological theories (e.g., health belief model) have highlighted how such 

dimensions also interact with individual-level factors. Indeed, the use of tobacco is profoundly influenced 
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by perceptions and attitudes towards smoking and one’s capacity to quit (e.g., Mao et al., 2009; Reisi et al., 

2014; Strecher et al., 1985). 

Based on this international literature, the present study proposes a conceptual framework based on 

the analysis of drivers and barriers of smoking cessation at different level connected to each other (see 

Figure 54 below). Smoking cessation is influenced by different drivers and barriers that interact together at 

the macro, meso, micro and individual level. 

 Macro level. Tobacco control policies may contribute towards reducing the tobacco 

consumption acting on the opportunity cost of such behavior; in particular, by diminishing 

tobacco products’ attractiveness, reducing the opportunities for smoking, and by making 

them less affordable. Over time, such policies contribute to de-normalizing smoking, 

which, in turn, prevents youths from taking up smoking. 

 Meso level. Moving from social embeddedness theory (Granovetter, 1973, 1985), the 

social and cultural contexts in which smokers are embedded notably influence their 

smoking behaviors. For example, being enrolled in schools with high smoking rates or 

belonging to social groups where smoking is generally socially accepted (e.g., indigenous 

communities) makes it harder to quit. Vice versa, living in socio-economically advantaged 

neighborhoods and in bigger cities, where smoking infers more pejorative connotations and 

cessation services are more readily accessible, facilitates quitting. 

 Micro level. The micro level encompasses interpersonal relationships and ties at the 

individual level such as parent-child, siblings, and friends. For instance, the family may act 

both as a barrier and driver of smoking cessation, depending on cultural factors and 

smoking habits. Smokers whose parents smoke at home are less likely to stop smoking, 

while, conversely, those who receive emotional and informative support to quit and live in 

smoke-free homes are more likely to stop smoking. 

 Individual level. Genetic, psychological, cognitive, attitudinal, and behavioral factors can 

affect people’s intention to quit smoking, their attempts to quit, and smoking cessation. For 

example, self-confidence in one’s own capacity to quit and negative thoughts about 

smoking (e.g., concerns related to the deleterious health consequences of secondhand 

smoke on family members) can also motivate smokers to quit. 

The complexity of the interconnections between these aforesaid factors testifies to the difficulty of 

identifying single drivers as being responsible for smoking cessation—at the individual level—and 

reduction in smoking prevalence—at the societal level. Rather, changes in smoking prevalence are 

influenced by a combination of these different factors interacting in conjunction with one another. While 

all these factors are recognized as relevant by the international literature, with specific respect to Australia, 

some factors emerge as more crucial than others. 
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Figure 54. Conceptual framework 

 

B. Trend analysis on selected drivers 

The goal of the trend analysis was to combine data on smoking prevalence and smoking cessation 

with major drivers that may have influenced the smoking habits of Australians over the years. As such, this 

analysis presents a summary of the main drivers of smoking cessation and their connection to the smoking 

habits of Australians. This section primarily provides an overview of drivers at the macro level, because of 

the plenitude of data at this level of aggregation. By focusing on media contents and academic literature, 

the drivers considered in this section will also be analyzed in-depth in the next sections, which also 

investigate meso, micro and individual dynamics related to smoking prevalence and cessation. 

1. Taxation and prices 

Taxation is one of the most effective strategies used by governments to reduce smoking rates 

(National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion (US), 2014; World Health 

Organization, 2019). The evidence shows that increases in the price of tobacco products are particularly 

effective in terms of stimulating cessation, reducing consumption, avoiding any replacement, and 

preventing people from taking up smoking (Bader et al., 2011; Callison & Kaestner, 2014; Lynch & Bonnie, 

1994; Sharbaugh et al., 2018; Tabuchi et al., 2017). In 2018, the tax share of the retail price of the most 

popular brand of cigarettes in Australia was 77.5% (World Health Organization, 2019). There are only a 

few countries in the world that levy higher taxes than Australia does. 
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Over the years, the prevalence of daily smokers and the excise and customs duties per cigarette 

stick have registered opposite trends in Australia. Excise and custom duties have exponentially increased 

(+141%), whereas the prevalence of daily smokers aged 18 years or older decreased between 2001 and 

2017-2018 (-38%) (Figure 55). This lends support to the importance of taxation in reducing smoking 

prevalence in the country. Moreover, according to 2013 and 2016 NDSHS carried out by the AIHW, the 

primary reason cited by Australians for attempting to change their smoking behaviors was that cigarettes 

were too expensive. 

Figure 55. Prevalence of daily smokers aged 18 years or older and excise and customs duty 

per cigarette stick, 2001-2018 (available estimates) 

 
Note: when the survey data represent a two-year period (e.g., 2004-2005), the average of the excise and customs duties 

in those two years has been calculated (e.g., average between the 2004 value and the 2005 value of excise). Rate 

expressed in 2012 AUD and adjusted by the CPI. 

Source: authors’ elaboration of ABS data on daily smoking prevalence and Australian Taxation Office, Australian 

Department of Immigration and Border Protection and ABS data on duties, retrieved from Scollo & Bayly (2019b, 

fig. Figure 13.2.2). 

The high price of legal products may induce consumers to switch to illicit tobacco products, which 

are significantly cheaper than legally manufactured tobacco. In fact, the retail price of illicit tobacco is 

generally half (or less) of the legal price (Geis, 2005; M. Winstanley, 2008). Indeed, by bypassing the 

government, tobacco growers and retailers also create considerable savings for end users. This, effect may 

be strongest among socio-economically disadvantaged groups (Licht et al., 2011). Illicit tobacco products 

enable low-income groups to continue their habit even if they have scant resources. Socio-economically 

disadvantaged Australians spend, on average, the largest share of their incomes on tobacco. Indeed, the 

differences in smoking prevalence among socio-economic areas testify to this: Australians who belong to 

the first quintile of socio-economic areas (more disadvantaged areas) smoke, on average, more than those 

who belong to the other fourth quintiles, with an overall smoking prevalence of 17.7% in 2016—last 
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available year.90 Similarly, people belonging to the second quintile smoke, on average, more than those 

from advantaged backgrounds. The same relationship holds across all income brackets. Accordingly, 

Australians who are either unable to work or unemployed also had a higher rate of daily smoking prevalence 

compared to those classified as having a different labor force status. In 2016, 30.1% of people unable to 

work and 22.8% of unemployed people were daily smokers in Australia. Lower income groups may 

maintain their consumption habits by switching to illicit tobacco products. At the same time, illicit tobacco 

is of especial interest to potential smugglers, insofar as taxes often account for a large share of the final 

retail price, thus making it a highly profitable product to smuggle (Merriman et al., 2000). 

Indeed, Figure 56 the trends in prices and illicit trade volumes have followed similar patterns 

between 2008 to 2018 (Figure 57). In a recent study conducted at the European level, Prieger et al. (2019) 

showed that, in countries in which there is a limited market for e-cigarettes, tobacco tax increases were 

more likely to lead smokers to switch to illegal cigarettes. Moreover, the authors found that, in countries 

where the market for e-cigarettes had significantly expanded in recent years, tax increases did not lead to 

an increase in the consumption of illicit cigarettes, as a result of the wide availability of e-cigarettes, which 

serve as substitutes for both illicit and licit cigarettes. Due to the lack of data, it was not possible to 

empirically test whether this was also the case in Australia; however, it is hypothesized that a further 

expansion of the e-cigarette market in Australia might reduce the market in the illicit consumption of 

tobacco. 

Figure 56. Price of a 20-cigarette pack of the most sold brand (AUD) and illicit trade volume 

in million sticks, 2008-2018 (available estimates) 

Note: illicit trade volume in 2018 is an Euromonitor International forecast (dotted line). 

Source: authors’ elaboration of World Health Organization (2020) and Euromonitor International (2018) data. 

                                                 

90 See footnote 81. 
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2. Anti-smoking campaigns 

Anti-smoking campaigns are an important branch of activities within the broader tobacco control 

framework of the Australian government.91 A cost-effectiveness analysis carried out by the Australian 

National Tobacco Campaign (NTC) on one of the anti-smoking media campaigns funded in 1997 by the 

Australian federal government showed that, based on a total cost of around $9 million, the predicted savings 

in health care costs would exceed $740 million (Hurley & Matthews, 2008). 

Over the years, federal government expenditure on anti-smoking campaigns has decreased in 

Australia. Annual federal expenditure in 2017-18 was one-fifth of what it was in 2010-11. Between 2010-

11 and 2017-18, expenditure has dropped by 80% from about 36 million dollars to about 7 million dollars 

(from around 20,600 AUD to 2,500 AUD per smoker). The percentage of current smokers aged 18 years 

or older among the total population registered a 12.9% decrease from 2007-08 to 2011-12, which were 

years when expenditure on anti-smoking campaigns was still very high, whereas the decrease appears to be 

less intense from 2014-15 to 2017-2018 (-5.6% in the percentage of adult smokers), when expenditure 

shriveled markedly (Figure 57). These data suggest that, in the last few years, reductions in expenditure on 

anti-smoking campaigns may have slowed the decrease in smoking prevalence.  

Figure 57. Federal government expenditure on anti-smoking advertising campaigns (million 

dollars) and prevalence of current smokers aged 18 years or older, 2007/08-2017/18 

(available estimates) 

 

Note: federal government expenditure on anti-smoking campaigns was adjusted for inflation to AUD 2018.  

Source: authors’ elaboration of Australian Government Department of Finance (2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015, 

2016, 2017, 2018) data and ABS (2010, 2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

                                                 
91 Table 9 in Annex 1 contains a list of the main anti-smoking campaigns in Australia. 
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3. Smoking cessation medications  

The PBS provides subsidized pharmacotherapies for smoking cessation, along with prescribing 

other drugs (Department of Health, 2020a). The main requirement for receiving subsidies for smoking 

cessation medications is that the applicant must participate in smoking cessation counselling. The number 

of prescriptions for anti-smoking medications have increased over the years: in Australia, the number of 

prescriptions (considering also second and subsequent prescriptions) rose by 405% from 2002 to 2017 

(Figure 58). In the same period, it was possible to observe a decrease in the retail volume of tobacco. Indeed, 

the retail volume of tobacco decreased by 39% between 2002 and 2017. This appears to indicate that an 

increase in the number of prescriptions could have contributed to a general reduction in the consumption 

of tobacco in Australia.  

However, when one considers the trends in prescriptions for anti-smoking medications and the 

prevalence of ex-smokers over the years, the patterns do not match up in the way one might expect (Figure 

59). In 2004-05, when the number of prescriptions was low (about 100,000 prescriptions), the prevalence 

of ex-smokers was relatively high. On the contrary, in 2017-18, when the number of prescriptions was quite 

high, the share of ex-smokers registered a decrease in comparison to previous years.  

Figure 58. Number of prescriptions for anti-smoking medications and retail volume of licit 

tobacco, 2004/05-2017/18 (available estimates) 

 

 

Note: when the survey data represent a two-year period (e.g., 2004-2005), the average number of prescriptions in 

those two years were calculated (e.g., average between the 2004 value and the 2005 value). Data on prescriptions 

included second and subsequent prescriptions for all types of patients (ordinary patients, those with healthcare cards, 

and those covered by Repatriation Benefits Scheme). Same patients may have used more than one medicine in the 

timeframe considered. 

Source: authors’ elaboration of Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, retrieved from Greenhalgh et al. (2020, fig. 

7.16.1), and Euromonitor International (2018) data. 
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Figure 59. Number of prescriptions for anti-smoking medications and prevalence of ex-

smokers aged 18 years or older, 2004/05-2017/18 (available estimates) 

 

 

Note: when the survey data represent a two-year period (e.g., 2004-2005), the average number of prescriptions in 

those two years were calculated (e.g., average between the 2004 value and the 2005 value). Data on prescriptions 

included second and subsequent prescriptions for all types of patients (ordinary patients, those with healthcare cards, 

and those covered by Repatriation Benefits Scheme). Same patients may have used more than one medicine in the 

timeframe considered. 

Source: authors’ elaboration of Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, retrieved from Greenhalgh et al. (2020, fig. 

7.16.1), and ABS. 
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Figure 60. Retail volume of cigarette market in million sticks and retail value of e-cigarette 

market in million AUD, 2007-2017 (available estimates) 

Source: authors’ elaboration of Euromonitor International (2017) data. 

Figure 61. Percentage of lifetime e-cigarette users and prevalence of current smokers aged 

14 years or older, 2013-2016 (available estimates) 

Source: authors’ elaboration of Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2017) data. 
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for cessation for a category of Australian smokers for whom motivation alone was insufficient, rather than 

serving as a gateway to tobacco consumption for non-smokers (Mendelsohn et al., 2020). 

C. Structured literature review 

This section presents the main results yielded from the structured literature review. The factors 

affecting smoking cessation in Australia are presented in accordance with the conceptual framework 

outlined in section VII.A (macro, meso, micro and individual). The factors are discussed in light of extant 

theories on smoking and smoking cessation. Annex 3 provides the reference list of all the studies included 

in the review, while Annex 4 comprises a brief summary of each of the studies. Although the present 

analysis mostly relied on quantitative empirical peer-reviewed studies to ensure they were of sufficiently 

high-quality (see the selection criteria specified in section III.B), these varied in terms of the type of study, 

the sample size and methodological strategy employed. For each study, Annex 4 specifies this information, 

along with other details. 

1. Macro-level factors 

The review of the literature identified tobacco control legislation, cost and affordability, anti-

smoking media campaigns, and smoking cessation services and aids as the main macro-level factors 

associated with smoking cessation in Australia. 

Tobacco control legislation 

Broadly speaking, the literature is concordant in saying that, in the last forty years, tobacco control 

laws have been effective in Australia, insofar as they have contributed to lower smoking prevalence. The 

following sub-sections provide details on this, discussing the contribution of the principal laws to the 

reduction in smoking prevalence in Australia. 

i. Tobacco control activities 

Intense and well-funded tobacco control activities have been effective in reducing smoking rates in 

Australia. Conversely, less-intensive or poorly funded programs have had little to no significant effect, or, 

indeed, have perhaps even been counter-productive, causing increases in smoking prevalence, as explained 

below. Such counter-productivity is especially evident among the low SES adolescents and Indigenous 

population, who appear to be more sensitive to badly funded and fragmented tobacco control initiatives. 

White et al. (2008, 2011) tested the overall impact of Australian tobacco control policies launched 

between 1987 and 2005 on youths aged between 12 and 17 years old from different SES. Considering the 

entire period, White and her colleagues (2008, 2011) showed that policies adopted during the late 1990s 

and early 2000s contributed to succeed in reducing smoking prevalence among all SES groups. However, 

during 1992-1996, smoking prevalence grew among adolescents aged between 12 to 15 years old, 

especially those from low SES. In the 1992-1996 period, the Australian government introduced only a few 

new tobacco control laws, greatly reduced their expenditure in anti-smoking programs, and decreased the 

scope of mass media anti-smoking advertising (D. J. Hill et al., 1991). Fragmented policies can have a 

counter-productive effect on disadvantaged populations. As shown in sections VI.D and VI.E, smoking 

rates are higher among these populations than in advantaged ones, due to the fact that smoking is socially 
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accepted and encouraged (V. Johnston & Thomas, 2008a). Because of this, disadvantaged people often do 

not receive sufficient support to stop smoking from within their close social networks (Siahpush et al., 

2006). In this context, the reduced attention paid by the government to the problem of smoking may, albeit 

inadvertently, have sent out the message that smoking-related harm was no longer an issue, thus reinforcing 

the culture of smoking within these populations and jeopardizing the longstanding efforts to reduce tobacco 

consumption. 

In the following period, between 1997 and 2005, smoking prevalence decreased among all SES 

groups. During this period, the government strengthened its commitment on tobacco control, launching the 

National Tobacco Strategy (see section IV.A and IV.E). Advertisements portraying health warnings that 

aroused negative emotions were broadcast on television. These media campaigns were intended to target 

specific individuals aged between 18 and 40, as well as low SES smokers (D. J. Hill & Carrol, 2003). Yet, 

in this period, anti-smoking advertisements reached a greater audience than between 1991 and early 1997, 

and, as such, may have also had an effect on youths (White et al., 2008). Between 1997 and 2005, the 

government also adopted a range of measures designed to reduce opportunities for smoking. Among these, 

strengthening bans on smoking in restaurants and cafes may have contributed to de-normalizing smoking, 

thus preventing adolescents from starting to use tobacco products (Siegel et al., 2005). 

Between 1995 and 2007, tobacco control policies contributed to a 30% reduction in the prevalence 

of Australian regular smokers aged 18 years old and over (from 27% to 19%) (Greenhalgh, Bayly, et al., 

2019).92 The same effect was not observed among the Indigenous population. Indeed, from 1994 to 2008, 

the prevalence of Indigenous current smokers aged 18 years old and over dropped by only 9% (from 55% 

in 1994 to 50% in 2008) (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 2017b). Although these data are not directly 

comparable because they rely on slightly different populations and timeframes, they broadly indicate that 

policy interventions were not as effective in decreasing smoking rates among the Indigenous population. 

This discrepancy led scholars to specifically focus on smoking cessation among Indigenous populations. 

In a study conducted among Aboriginal health-workers in South Australia, Dawson et al. (2012) 

showed that low investment in tobacco programs, combined with the absence of smoke-free environments, 

hindered smoking cessation among Indigenous. The Aborigines interviewed by Dawson et al. (2012) 

reported that in some of the environments where they worked, smoke-free policies were not fully in place. 

This was more common in places where managers were either smokers themselves or were unable to 

enforce rules among their staff. Moreover, short-term funding of anti-smoking initiatives did not provide 

sufficient support for them to quit smoking. Indigenous smokers ordinarily face greater difficulties in 

quitting, are more skeptical of anti-smoking interventions, and less aware of cessation services (Bond et al., 

2012). Although their smoking prevalence has decreased in the last decade, it remains very high, in 

comparison to the non-Indigenous population.93 This is due, at least in part, to the social marginalization 

                                                 

92 Regular smokers include those smoking daily and at least weekly. They differ from current smokers in that they do 

not comprise those who smoke less than weekly. The data reported by Greenhalgh and her colleagues (2019) were 

drawn from NDSHS surveys and analyzed by the Centre for Behavioural Research in Cancer (Cancer Council 

Victoria). 
93 In 2018-2019, 37.4% of Indigenous people aged 15 years and over were daily smokers (Australian Bureau of 

Statistics, 2019b). 
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and disadvantage that have historically affected this population (see sections IV.A and VII.C.2) (Brady, 

2002). 

ii. Plain packaging law and health warnings 

Most of the studies included in this review tested the specific effect of health warnings on smoking 

cessation; less studies considered the impact of plain packaging in Australia more broadly. Resultantly, this 

section predominantly focuses on studies investigating the effects of health warnings. All in all, these 

empirical analyses tend to indicate that negative emotions associated with warnings are often insufficient 

for stimulating behavior change.  

These studies yielded mixed results. Most of them showed that health warnings were ineffective in 

prompting cessation (Drovandi et al., 2019; Dunlop et al., 2013; Hardcastle et al., 2016; Havard et al., 2018; 

Wilkinson, Scollo, Durkin, et al., 2019). However, some studies indicated the opposite (Cho et al., 2018; 

Diethelm & Farley, 2015; Wakefield et al., 2014). Two considerations derive from this apparent 

inconsistency in the literature. First, the inconsistency in the results of these studies underlines the 

complexity of evaluating smoking cessation policies. The effectiveness of health warnings—as well as of 

other policies—depends on a range of factors whose effects are often hard to separate from those caused 

by other policies launched in that same period or in the past. By controlling for different factors, researchers 

may observe a different impact of the policy they are examining. Second, the review of studies on health 

warnings emphasizes the time-bound nature of policies’ effectiveness. As shown below, the effect of health 

warnings appears to decrease over time. This is indeed consistent with the data presented in Figure 43, in 

section VI.I, which documented a considerable decline in the share of smokers who had changed their 

smoking behavior because of health warnings on packs (-56.2%) between 2007 and 2016. In turn, this must 

be considered when evaluating the effectiveness of policies, as evidence might hold within a specific 

moment and context, but lose its validity over time.  

Among those who argue for the partial ineffectiveness of health warnings, Drovandi et al. (2019) 

interestingly found that health warnings on cigarette packaging are more likely to prevent people from 

starting to smoke, than in inducing smokers to quit. Smokers are generally aware of the risks caused by 

smoking and adopt different techniques to avoid looking at the warnings. Because of this, over time, 

pictorial warnings lose their disturbing and shocking effect; on the contrary, they may end up helping 

smokers to endorse self-exempting beliefs (Drovandi et al., 2019). Indeed, in such cases, smokers often 

relativize the deleterious health consequences of smoking, thinking they will not be personally affected by 

them. This is an example of how policy and psychological factors (see section VII.C.4) interact with each 

other to either drive smoking cessation, or contribute towards it failing.  

Between the end of 2017 and the beginning of 2018, Drovandi et al. (2019) interviewed Australian 

pharmacists about the potential effectiveness of new warnings on cigarette sticks compared to those 

currently displayed on packs. According to them, warnings on mortality statistics and on the social and 

financial consequences of smoking would be more likely to drive smokers to quit if displayed on cigarette 

sticks, than on packs, as they currently are. Conversely, those focused on non-fatal health consequences 

(e.g., “smoking causes asthma”) or those including supportive messages to quit smoking (e.g., “visit a 

doctor or pharmacist”) would not further stimulate the intention to quit if they were also printed on cigarette 

sticks. 
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Similar to Drovandi et al. (2019), Hardcastle et al. (2016) also accounted for the temporal effect of 

health warnings. Hardcastle et al. (2016) tested the effects of health warnings immediately after the 

introduction of the law. Specifically, the researchers observed that health warnings aroused negative 

emotional reactions at first, and stimulated smokers to think about the health consequences of smoking. 

However, in accordance with theories of both cognitive dissonance (Chatzisarantis et al., 2008; Festinger 

& Carlsmith, 1959) and coping responses to health threats (Carver et al., 1992; Diefenbach & Leventhal, 

1996), smokers rapidly got used to them and proceeded to minimize the health risks. These psychological 

mechanisms generated two behavioral responses. On the one side, they induced smokers to discredit the 

reliability of the warning messages on the packets, while, on the other, they pushed them to adopt coping 

strategies to avoid looking at the warnings. Many participants in the study reported that plain packaging 

aroused a sense of shame and guilt, although this did not prompt them to quit or reduce the number of 

cigarettes they smoked. As international studies have shown (e.g., Moodie et al., 2011; Moodie & 

Mackintosh, 2013), the concern aroused by health warnings was insufficiently strong to stimulate a change 

in smoking behavior and, according to the authors, may also have reinforced the willingness to smoke. 

Indeed, there were only a few cases of smokers seriously beginning to think about stopping smoking, 

attempting to quit or definitely quitting (Hardcastle et al., 2016). 

In contradistinction to policies, the empirical studies examined did not observe differences in the 

efficacy of health warnings for people of different SES. In particular, a study carried out by Havard et al. 

(2018) showed that low and high SES were similarly affected by health warnings. Interestingly, Havard et 

al. (2018) also found that health warnings did not have any effect on pregnant women; thus contradicting 

the results of previous studies (e.g., Kollath-Cattano et al., 2017). This will be discussed further in the 

proceeding sub-sections, since the evidence showed that other tobacco control policies also had no effect 

on pregnant women. 

Among those who showed that health warnings were effective, Cho (2018) maintained that smokers 

who reported negative emotions associated with health warnings were more likely to attempt to quit 

smoking. Those with stronger negative emotions were also more likely to elude warnings and, importantly, 

abstain from buying cigarettes. This is supported by dual-process theories, according to which emotions 

can prompt a change in behavior (Borland, 2013; Slovic et al., 2007). Interestingly, coping mechanisms to 

avoid the sight of shocking images (e.g., conceal them, purchase a cigarette case and move cigarettes there) 

are common among both smokers who decide to quit after being exposed to warnings and those who keep 

smoking in spite of them. Hence, the decision to quit is most likely influenced by other factors, and health 

warnings in and of themselves are insufficient in motivating a change in smoking behavior. 

iii. Smoke-free environments 

The studies included in the review are concordant on the fact that the introduction and the 

strengthening of smoke-free laws significantly contributed to reducing smoking rates in Australia. These 

results held across different populations (14 years and older, youths, workers) and geographical areas 

(Commonwealth, NSW, South Australia, Victoria), thus underlining the robustness of this specific finding. 

Moreover, in a study conducted among employees at Peninsula Health (a public healthcare provider in 

Victoria) between 2009 and 2013, Hale (2017) showed that the introduction of a smoke-free policy had 

positive effects, both in the short-term and the long-term, after they followed-up their research 6 months 

and 3 years after the implementation of the policy. 
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Smoke-free policies “increase the opportunity costs of smoking and alter its level of social 

unacceptability” (Alamar & Glantz, 2006, p. 1359). On the one hand, they reduce everyday circumstances 

in which smoking is allowed: smoking bans in workplaces, bars, cafes and other indoor places force 

smokers to change their habits (Scollo & Winstanley, 2012). Hence, smoke-free environments may reduce 

the number of cigarettes smoked per day, decrease the likelihood of relapse, and stimulate quitting (Hopkins 

et al., 2010). By de-normalizing smoking, they also contribute towards preventing future generations from 

taking up smoking in the first place (Scollo & Winstanley, 2012). On the other hand, their implementation 

has been found to raise awareness among the general population about both the deleterious effects of 

secondhand smoke and the necessity to protect non-smokers from the damaging effects of tobacco (Institute 

of Medicine, 1994). 

Having said this, it is relevant to note that several scholars have indicated that stronger 

implementation of smoke-free policies, that is, implementing them in conjunction with increases in tobacco 

taxes, plain packaging and media campaigns, significantly contributed to the decrease in smoking 

prevalence in Australia (e.g., Diethelm & Farley, 2015; Wakefield et al., 2014; White et al., 2011). In 

particular, Wakefield et al. (2014) showed that, between February 2002 and June 2011, the smoking 

prevalence in Australia decreased from 23.6% to 17.3%. The combination of strengthened smoke-free 

policies, increased tobacco prices, and greater exposure to media campaigns was estimated to account for 

76% of the decrease in smoking prevalence over the considered period.  

iv. Advertising bans and anti-smoking policies at points-of-sale 

With some exceptions, the studies included in the review indicate the potential effectiveness of 

anti-smoking POS policies, especially when fully and uniformly implemented. In particular, according to 

most studies, exposure to anti-smoking warnings at the POS increased the likelihood of both the intention 

and attempt to quit (L. Li et al., 2012; White et al., 2011). These results held for both youths and the general 

population. Li et al. (2012) showed that the bans on POS and outdoor advertising were more effective in 

increasing the probability of both intending and attempting to quit in Australia, than in other countries (e.g., 

UK, Canada and US). The result was maintained over time, also when controlling for other anti-smoking 

warnings disseminated in other locations. According to Li et al. (2012), the particular success of the 

Australian policy can be attributed to the broad strategy of the government, which comprised a massive 

dissemination of health warnings at POS, on tobacco packs, and within mass media campaigns. 

Tutt et al. (2009) previously showed how restrictions on the sale of tobacco were capable of 

preventing youths under 18 years old from buying cigarettes. The authors explored the effect of an age-

restricted tobacco sales intervention on smoking prevalence among students in the Central Coast (NSW 

region). In 1995, the Central Coast Health Promotion Unit and the police jointly adopted an intervention to 

reinforce policies on youth access to tobacco products. The intervention involved, for example, the use of 

under-age decoys who pretended to buy cigarettes at retailers' shops, as well as publicizing prosecutions 

for those who disobeyed the rules. Between 1993 and 1996, the smoking prevalence among youths 

significantly decreased in the Central Coast. According to the authors, this change could mainly be 

attributed to the intervention, considering that no other youth anti-smoking initiatives and programs were 

implemented in the region in that timeframe. This hypothesis was further supported by the fact that, during 

the same period, smoking prevalence did not change in NSW and Australia in general. This shows that the 

reduction in the percentage of smokers in the Central Coast did not derive from prices, media campaigns 
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or other tobacco control policies implemented at the federal level, as these would have been expected to 

affect smoking prevalence across the whole country.  

Conversely, White (2011) found that anti-smoking POS policies, as well as other measures aimed 

at restricting youths from accessing tobacco products, were not as effective in terms of encouraging youths 

to quit indefinitely. This was explained, in part, by the fact that smoking advertisement bans were only 

progressively introduced in Australia and, as such, were not fully effective during the entire period 

considered in White’s (2011) study (i.e., 1990-2005). Indeed, only in 2006 was POS tobacco advertising 

completely banned across all states and territories. Prior to this, tobacco products were still promoted in 

retail shops, especially after the introduction of bans on mass media advertisements. Similarly, laws on 

youth access at POS were also gradually adopted and, as such, during the timeframe considered in the study, 

there was significant variation in the regulations across states and territories. 

Overall, on the one hand, the results of these studies indicate that advertising bans and other anti-

smoking POS policies can be effective in decreasing smoking prevalence, especially among youths. On the 

other hand, they illustrate that tobacco control policies are more likely to be effective if they are 

comprehensive. Fragmented policies (in this case, incomplete bans) are not able to produce the same 

beneficial effects. 

Price and affordability 

Several studies included in the review tested the role played by the affordability of tobacco products 

(Diethelm & Farley, 2015; Drovandi et al., 2019; Havard et al., 2018; Wakefield et al., 2008, 2014; White 

et al., 2011, 2011; Wilkinson, Scollo, Durkin, et al., 2019) and smoking cessation aids (Bryant et al., 2011; 

Wilkinson, Scollo, Durkin, et al., 2019) in shaping smoking behaviors. Most of the studies similarly showed 

that the decline in smoking prevalence in Australia was significantly associated with increased tobacco 

prices or taxes. More specifically, the studies showed that the 25% increase in 2010 (e.g., Diethelm & 

Farley, 2015; Wilkinson, Scollo, Wakefield, et al., 2019) and the annual increment of 12.5% on tobacco 

excise in 2013 (Wilkinson, Scollo, Wakefield, et al., 2019) were positively correlated with a reduction in 

smoking prevalence. 

The results also held across different subpopulations (e.g., adults, youths, residents in major cities, 

different SES groups). The only relevant exception in this regard was among pregnant women. Havard et 

al. (2018) showed how the decline in smoking prevalence among pregnant women could not be attributed 

to an increase in tobacco taxes, or other policies for that matter (e.g., introduction of health warnings, 

discussed above). In Australia, the smoking rate among this population is relatively high: in 2017, 9.9% of 

women who gave birth smoked during their pregnancy (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2019). 

According to Havard et al. (2018, p. 557), anti-smoking policies “may not be sufficient to promote quitting 

prior to conception, which is required for a reduction in prevalence of smoking during pregnancy to be 

observed”. Smoking during pregnancy endangers both the life of the mother and the baby, by increasing 

the likelihood of placental abruption (West & Shiffman, 2016). It also increases the probability of the 

sudden death of the baby or the development of intellectual impairment and behavioral problems during 

childhood. For this reason, pregnant smokers should be better informed about the risks that they expose 

themselves and their babies to while smoking (West & Shiffman, 2016). 
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Havard et al. (2018) found that tax increases equally reduced smoking prevalence among high and 

low SES smokers. While this demonstrates that disadvantaged smokers are responsive to price rises, it also 

shows that taxation policies are not able to exert a stronger impact on this particular population, who are 

traditionally characterized by higher smoking rates. In response to tax increases, socio-economically 

disadvantaged smokers often adopt ‘price-minimization’ strategies to keep smoking (Guillaumier et al., 

2015). For example, they buy cheaper products (e.g., roll-your-own tobacco products), share tobacco with 

their friends, as well as cutting back on food or delaying the payment of bills to afford cigarettes. In 

Australia, in particular, excise increases coincide with an increase in the sale of roll-your-own tobacco 

products. Disadvantaged smokers face more difficulties in quitting due to stressful social and environmental 

conditions, and are thus more resistant to certain smoking cessation interventions (e.g., Pateman et al., 2016; 

Siahpush et al., 2003). Moreover, the increased costs of smoking cessation aids and services (e.g., NRT) 

make socio-economically disadvantaged people even less likely to give up smoking (Bryant et al., 2011). 

For these reasons, taxation policies should be combined with broader strategies that account for the 

environment in which socio-economically disadvantaged smokers are embedded (Pateman et al., 2016). 

Anti-smoking media campaigns 

Since the 1970s, numerous mass media campaigns were launched in Australia with different aims, 

chief among which were informing people about the health effects of smoking, the existence of smoking 

cessation services, preventing smoking among youths and recent quitters from relapsing, and encouraging 

smokers to quit. Some of these were aimed at the entire population, while others targeted specific 

populations (e.g., youths, pregnant women, low SES, Indigenous people). Even though the heterogeneity 

of the campaigns makes it difficult to compare them, broad conclusions can nevertheless be drawn on their 

effectiveness. 

Most of the studies included in the review showed that exposure to anti-smoking media campaigns 

increased one’s intention to quit (e.g., Boyle et al., 2010; Emily Brennan et al., 2014; Dunlop et al., 2013; 

Ho, 1998; White, 2003), prompted quit attempts (e.g., Emily Brennan et al., 2014; Dunlop et al., 2013; 

White, 2003), and reduced smoking prevalence (e.g., Dono et al., 2019; Egger et al., 1983; Havard et al., 

2018; Perusco et al., 2010; Pierce et al., 1990; Wakefield et al., 2008; White et al., 2015; Wilkinson, Scollo, 

Durkin, et al., 2019; Wood et al., 2009). These results held across different populations (e.g., males and 

females, youths, and adults). However, as discussed below, mass media campaigns were less effective with 

certain populations. 

The main reasons for unsuccessful campaigns are low budget and intensity of the campaign, as well 

the inadequate identification of targets and their respective social environments. Regarding the first reason, 

the literature showed that poorly funded and fragmented campaigns did not significantly contribute to lower 

smoking rates, and, indeed, could even be counter-productive (Dono et al., 2019; White et al., 2015). As 

aforementioned, the reduced attention paid by the government to tobacco-related health issues may have 

generated negative consequences for smoking habits, especially among the most disadvantaged individuals, 

insofar as these individuals often cannot rely on the support of members of their community (Siahpush et 

al., 2006). The lack of such external support to quit may indeed be counter-productive and end up 

reinforcing the culture of smoking within these populations. With respect to the second reason, the literature 

showed that, in some cases, anti-smoking campaigns failed or did not achieve their desired reach due to the 

improper identification of the targets and their specificities. For example, Boyle et al. (2010) showed that 
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a campaign specifically addressing Indigenous smokers in Western Australia was launched on both 

television and the radio, despite the fact that the target population rarely listened to the latter. In another 

study, Havard et al. (2018) showed that anti-smoking campaigns launched between 2003 and 2011 did not 

contribute to a decrease in the smoking prevalence among pregnant women in NSW. This result, when read 

together with the others highlighted in the previous sub-sections, appears to suggest that different policies 

(e.g., taxation, plain packaging, anti-smoking campaigns) were unsuccessful among this population.  

Smoking cessation services and aids 

Within the framework of the analysis proposed here, smoking cessation services and aids comprise 

both those approved by TGA as such (e.g., NRT) and those that are not (e.g., e-cigarettes). 

i. Smoking cessation services and/or aids approved by TGA 

The available evidence on the effectiveness of smoking cessation services and aids is mixed. In 

some studies, participation in smoking cessation programs and the use of smoking cessation aids was 

significantly associated with the increased likelihood of intending to quit (Ivey et al., 2019a), attempting to 

quit (Bonevski et al., 2018), and successfully quitting (Borland et al., 2003; Burford et al., 2013). Moreover, 

qualitative studies also showed the usefulness of smoking cessation programs for smoking cessation 

(Drovandi et al., 2019; Paul et al., 2013; Richmond & Webster, 1985). However, in many other studies, the 

associations were found to not be statistically significant (Baker et al., 2010; E. Campbell, 2006; Miller, 

2003; Taylor et al., 2017; Wakefield et al., 2008, 2014). One potential explanation for this is that 

participation in cessation programs and using available aids served to reinforce and facilitate cessation, but 

other factors actually encouraged smokers to quit. Sometimes, when considering also these other factors 

available cessation programs and aids results to be ineffective. The studies that achieved significant results 

showed that pharmacotherapies were more successful when combined with counselling (e.g., quitlines) 

(Bonevski et al., 2018; Borland et al., 2003). 

ii. Smoking cessation aids not approved by TGA 

Very few studies have analyzed the association between ANDS—in particular e-cigarettes—and 

intention to quit/cessation in Australia, in comparison to the extensive studies dedicated to other smoking 

cessation factors. This is possibly due, in part, to the fact that ANDS, with the exception of nicotine patches, 

are not considered as smoking cessation tools. Still, studies do exist. Chan et al. (2019), for example, 

analyzed smoking and e-cigarette usage patterns using NDSHS data from 2016, which referred to those 18 

years old or older. Current vapers were found to be more likely to be young, current, or ex-smokers, as well 

as having higher level of psychological distress. This is important, because previous research has shown 

that people suffering from psychological distress have greater difficulties in quitting smoking (Leung et al., 

2011), and, hence, may be more likely to try such products to aid their quitting (Sharma et al., 2016). In 

turn, this suggest that also the most disadvantaged population strata may benefit from the use of e-cigarettes 

to quit smoking. In the future, our knowledge on the effectiveness of smoking cessation strategies may 

benefit from the design of studies aiming at investigating specifically the consumption of e-cigarettes 

among smokers with a low SES, which are still missing in the literature. Consistent with international 

studies (e.g., Hitchman et al., 2015), Chan et al. (2019) showed that the daily use of e-cigarettes was 

significantly associated with both the intention to quit and smoking cessation. Occasional use, conversely, 

was not associated with either the intention to quit or actual smoking cessation. This appears to suggest that 
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the frequency of e-cigarette-use may indicate the reason for vaping, as showed by previous studies carried 

out in other countries (e.g., Farrimond, 2017; Polosa et al., 2011). Differently from daily users, occasional 

vapers tend to use e-cigarettes for other reasons than quitting, e.g., using them as substitutes in places where 

they cannot smoke or to decrease their tobacco consumption. 

2. Meso-level factors 

Interactions with ethnic communities at the neighborhood level, within both school and the 

workplace, were the meso-level factors identified in the literature as being associated with smoking 

cessation in Australia. Meso-level factors emerged as particularly relevant for explaining the persistence of 

smoking among Indigenous communities. 

Ethnic community 

Several studies, which satisfied the inclusion criteria of the performed review, analyzed the impact 

of ethnic communities on smoking cessation, mostly by focusing on the Indigenous community (Dawson 

et al., 2012; Hyland, 2006; V. Johnston & Thomas, 2008a; Mohsin & Bauman, 2005; Peiris et al., 2019; 

Wood et al., 2008). None of the identified literature focused on communities other than ethnic communities. 

Broadly speaking, these studies showed that Indigenous individuals are less likely to quit smoking than 

white individuals or, more generally, non-Indigenous populations. Within Indigenous communities, 

smoking is socially accepted, contributes to building a strong sense of identity, as well as reinforcing ties 

among members (V. Johnston & Thomas, 2008a). In the context of smoking normalization, then, 

Indigenous people “must negotiate their smoking or ex-smoking within both the local habitus of their own 

community as well as within a wider societal sphere in which smoking is rendered deviant” (Bond et al., 

2012, p. 577). 

The widespread social acceptability of smoking within Indigenous communities constitutes for 

them a major barrier to quitting. Peiris et al. (2019) recently carried out a study to test the effectiveness of 

an Indigenous-targeted smartphone app on smoking cessation behavior among Indigenous people aged 16 

years old and over, who were willing to attempt to quit smoking. During the interviews, the participants 

reported that the shared culture of smoking within their community, allied with the general scarce use of 

the app, represented the main obstacles to smoking cessation. The cultural attachment to tobacco makes it 

particularly difficult for Indigenous people to use smoking cessation aids like NRT or, potentially, e-

cigarettes. However, some of the participants explained how the culture of smoking was also beginning to 

change among Indigenous communities, and that many families were now taking steps to prevent their 

children from smoking. This may open up space for smokers from this community to use substitute 

products. Similarly, Wood et al. (2008) showed that the main barriers to smoking cessation among 

Indigenous people were the smoking culture within their community. Furthermore, a lack of awareness of 

the health consequences and self-exempting beliefs, which are particularly widespread within their 

community, constitute further barriers to ceasing smoking. The study by Wood et al. (2008) found that few 

pregnant Indigenous women gave up smoking during their pregnancy, while none of the current smokers 

expressed an intention to quit.  
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Socio-economic status 

In Australia, there are health inequalities related to smoking. Disadvantaged neighborhoods are 

characterized by high smoking rates and a high perception of insecurity (e.g., Blackman et al., 2001; 

Dotinga et al., 2005; Ellaway & Macintyre, 2009; Miles, 2006; Wiltshire et al., 2003), which, in turn, can 

raise the sense of stress (Stead et al., 2001; van Lenthe & Mackenbach, 2006). In disadvantaged 

neighborhoods there is usually a higher availability of tobacco products (Chuang et al., 2005; Novak et al., 

2006; Pierce et al., 1990), secondhand smoke is also more likely (Copeland, 2003; Nettle, 2011; Ross, 2000; 

Wiltshire et al., 2003), and, as such, is more socially accepted. Data from the National Drug Strategy 

Household Survey (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2017) showed that smoking prevalence was 

higher among low SES population. Indeed, low SES individuals tend to keep smoking to cope with their 

stress and frustration. However, smoking prevalence among low SES displayed a similar trend to that of 

the high SES population (see section VI.D). In the same manner, the trends in the prevalence of ex-smokers 

were similar among the two socio-economic classes (see section VI.L). Coherently, the studies included in 

the review mostly yielded non-significant results on the association between low SES and smoking 

cessation (Dunlop et al., 2013; Germain et al., 2010; Hyland et al., 2006; Perusco et al., 2010; Siahpush et 

al., 2013). At the same time, low-income individuals have been found to be generally less willing to quit 

and do not receive strong support to quit within their close network (Siahpush et al., 2006). These latter 

variables appear to better explain smoking cessation than socio-economic status alone. 

School 

According to the latest available estimates, which refer to 2016, the average initiation age of 

Australian smokers is 16.4 years, which marks a slight increase from the recent past (Australian Institute 

of Health and Welfare, 2017). Therefore, it is perhaps unsurprising that school plays a relevant role in 

curbing smoking initiation in youth, which, in turn, has potentially indirect persistent effects on the overall 

level of tobacco consumption. Indeed, empirical studies conducted in Australia tend to confirm this. For 

instance, smoking cessation programs implemented by schools in Victoria and South Australia were 

successful in preventing students from smoking and in terms of encouraging them to quit (Buller et al., 

2008). On the contrary, attending schools with high smoking rates reduced the likelihood of stopping 

smoking (Patton et al., 1998). Conversely, attending high-quality kindergartens (D’Onise et al., 2011) and 

schools in metropolitan cities, rather than in small towns (Patton et al., 1998), was found to not be 

significantly associated with future smoking cessation.  

3. Micro-level factors 

The intimate social environment in which smokers are embedded has been found to influence their 

willingness, capacity and successfulness in quitting smoking (Bryant et al., 2011; Drovandi et al., 2019; 

Ho, 1998; V. Johnston & Thomas, 2008b; Patton et al., 1998; Peiris et al., 2019; Siahpush et al., 2013; 

Tsourtos et al., 2011; Wood et al., 2008). Conversely, living in a positive social environment and receiving 

support from family and friends to stop smoking increased the probability of successfully quitting (e.g., Ho, 

1998; Patton et al., 1998; Peiris et al., 2019; Siahpush et al., 2013; Tsourtos et al., 2011; Wood et al., 2008). 

The positive role of the family is particularly effective for hard smokers and, more generally, on those who 

find hard to quit. Coherently, the family is the social structure on which most of the studies investigating 

micro-level factors focused on.  
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Family 

Johnston and Thomas (2008b) explored the influences on smoking behavior among Australian 

Indigenous communities. The positive influence of the family and concerns over health emerged as the 

main drivers of smoking cessation. Most of the interviewees reported that they quit because they were 

chiefly concerned with the health consequences that smoking had on their entire family. Some of the 

interviewees reported that they also wanted to act as positive role models for their children, while others 

reported that they were quitting to save money for their family, due to how expensive cigarettes were. 

Having parents who are daily smokers and, more generally, being constantly exposed to smoke at 

home, constitutes a strong barrier to quitting smoking (Bryant et al., 2011; Patton et al., 1998). On the 

contrary, socio-demographic characteristics (e.g., education, marital status) of the family tend not to be 

significantly associated with smoking cessation (Patton et al., 1998). The decline in individuals’ exposure 

to smoke, combined with an increase in smoke-free home environments over the last decade in Australia 

(Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2017), may also have contributed to the activation of a self-

reinforcing positive cycle. Indeed, smokers who succeed in quitting not only directly increase their own 

health and that of their entire family—i.e., via the reduction in secondhand smoking—they also have an 

indirect impact on the smoking behavior of their relatives, thus further contributing to lowering smoking 

rates.  

4. Individual-level factors 

People start and quit smoking for a variety of reasons, and their personal decisions are informed by 

manifold factors that extend beyond structural and contextual factors. The individual-level factor categories 

associated with smoking cessation in Australia identified in the literature were smoking-related behaviors 

and intentions (i.e., quit intentions, previous quit attempts or cessation, smoking dependence), 

psychological factors, and demographic factors. Although these did not emerge from the Australian 

literature review, scientific evidence indicates that genetics also strongly influence smoking behaviors 

(Malaiyandi et al., 2005; Sullivan & Kendler, 1999). 

Smoking-related behaviors and intentions 

Willingness to quit facilitates future smoking cessation (Hyland, 2006). In a longitudinal study 

carried out between 2002 and 2003 on Australian adult smokers (+18 years old), Hyland (2006) found that 

those who planned to quit both within one or six months were more likely to quit indefinitely. This is in 

accordance with the theory of planned behavior (Ajzen, 1991), according to which behaviors can be 

predicted by the intention to adopt those behaviors and the perceived degree of control people have over 

them. 

Attempts to quit in the past are predictive of making another attempt in the future (Hyland, 2006). 

However, it does not predict stopping smoking; indeed, unsuccessful attempts may undermine self-efficacy 

and act as a barrier towards smoking cessation (Hyland, 2006). Moreover, actually having quitted in the 

past is not necessarily predictive of successful attempts in the future. In fact, only one study found that it 

significantly increased the probability of stopping smoking indefinitely (Rattan et al., 2013). Rattan et al. 

(2013) specifically explored the association between having quit smoking during pregnancy and long-term 

cessation in one’s lifetime, analyzing a sample of mothers who smoked daily prior to their pregnancy 
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between 1981 and 2002. The authors found that mothers who quit smoking during their pregnancy were 

more likely to abstain from smoking during their lifetime, in comparison to mothers who did not quit during 

pregnancy. However, other studies found that quitting smoking previously did not significantly predict 

either the intention to quit in the future (Ivey et al., 2019b), or future quit attempts and cessation (Hyland, 

2006). 

Results on the association between smoking cessation and addiction were mixed. Germain et al. 

(2010) analyzed a sample of Australian adult smokers in Victoria between 2006-2008, and found that heavy 

smokers were less likely to quit. Alternatively, other studies yielded non-significant associations between 

nicotine addiction and intention to quit (Dunlop et al., 2013), attempts to quit and smoking cessation 

(Hyland, 2006), which appears to indicate that smoking cessation primarily depends on other factors than, 

say, simply the level of nicotine dependence. 

Psychological factors 

As acknowledged in the general literature on smoking, there is a strong psychological component 

associated with both smoking and smoking cessation. The rapid intake of nicotine related to smoking 

creates powerful motivation to smoke further (West & Shiffman, 2016). The physiological addiction to 

nicotine means that many smokers trying to abstain have withdrawal symptoms, which undermine and 

overwhelm their resolve. Different smokers tend to have different levels of nicotine dependence. 

Nonetheless, for most smokers, the stimulus to smoke is stronger than concerns about the negative 

consequences of smoking. Of course, as already underscored, psychological addiction to nicotine is not the 

only factor explaining difficulties in quitting. Enjoyment of smoking, social rewards and attachment to the 

self-identity have all been shown to affect smokers’ capacity to quit (Fidler & West, 2009, 2011; West & 

Shiffman, 2016). 

Many studies in Australia have shown that having anti-smoking beliefs (e.g., self-confidence in 

one’s own ability to quit smoking, health concerns about smoking) can facilitate the intention to quit (Ho, 

1998), the attempt to quit (Hyland, 2006) and cessation (Egger et al., 1983; V. Johnston & Thomas, 2008b; 

Richmond & Webster, 1985). This is in line with the health belief model, according to which the use of 

tobacco can be predicted by individuals’ perceptions regarding the perceived threats of smoking, benefits 

from quitting, self-efficacy, and obstacles to changing their behavior (Janz & Becker, 1984), as well as with 

the results of the surveys conducted by AIHM and commented in section VI.I. However, other researchers 

yielded non-significant results (Hyland, 2006). Ho (1998) assessed the influence of socio-psychological 

predictors of intention to quit smoking on a sample of young and adult daily smokers in Rockhampton 

(Queensland). Smokers who were more confident in their own ability to quit (self-efficacy) were also more 

likely to intend to quit. However, Hyland et al. (2006) found that, among smokers who previously attempted 

to quit, self-efficacy was not predictive of smoking cessation. Hence, holding such anti-smoking beliefs is 

often not enough to successfully stop smoking. This may be due to the lack of a strong intention to quit, the 

presence of contradictory feelings (e.g., being aware of the health risks caused by smoking, but minimizing 

it), other contextual factors that hinder quitting (e.g., stress, loss of parents, lack of knowledge about 

smoking cessation services), or even genetic determinants. 

Furthermore, some studies showed that concerns for the deleterious health effects of smoking were 

good predictors of the intention to quit (Ho, 1998) and quit attempts (Hyland, 2006). Results were mixed 
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with regards to smoking cessation. Two studies, carried out in the 1980s, yielded similar results in terms of 

health concerns being relevant drivers of cessation (Egger et al., 1983; Richmond & Webster, 1985). More 

recently, however, the evidence is mixed. For example, most of the people interviewed by Johnston and 

Thomas (2008b) reported quitting because they were primarily concerned with the health consequences 

that smoking had on their family. Conversely, Hyland et al. (2006) did not find any significant effect. This 

may be due to the lack of a strong intention to quit, the presence of contradictory feelings (e.g., being aware 

of the health risks caused by smoking, but minimizing it), other contextual factors that hinder quitting (e.g., 

stress, loss of parents, poor knowledge about smoking cessation services), or even genetic determinants. 

Low awareness of both the health consequences of smoking and smoking cessation services, which 

is especially common among disadvantaged populations, are relevant barriers for successful cessation 

(Bryant et al., 2011; Peiris et al., 2019; Wood et al., 2008). Peiris et al. (2019) recently interviewed 

Indigenous women in NSW to understand smoking cessation patterns among this population. The authors 

found that one of the main obstacles to smoking cessation was the low awareness and use of smoking 

cessation support services. As already mentioned, the historical marginalization of this population and the 

normalization of smoking in their community played an important role in this regard. However, more 

generally, it is also important to underline that, as discussed with reference to the results on health warnings, 

awareness of the health consequences of smoking is often not enough in and of itself to drive people to quit. 

The awareness of health risks appears only to prompt cessation among those who have been diagnosed with 

a smoking-related disease (e.g., lung cancer) (Bryant et al., 2016; Drovandi et al., 2019; Richmond & 

Webster, 1985). 

Pro-smoking beliefs (e.g., perception of relaxing and receiving pleasure from smoking, self-

exempting beliefs) generally hinder the intention to quit, attempts to quit, and smoking cessation (Bryant 

et al., 2011; Dawson et al., 2012; Germain et al., 2010; Guillaumier et al., 2016; Ho, 1998; Oakes, 2004; 

Wood et al., 2008). This was confirmed by both qualitative and quantitative studies. For example, Bryant 

et al. (2011) explored the barriers and enablers of smoking cessation among disadvantaged smokers in NSW 

between 2008 and 2009. They found that beliefs in the benefits of smoking for stress relief was a persuasive 

factor in keeping smoking. Similarly, Ho (1998) found that perceptions of smoking as being pleasurable 

and relaxing acted as barriers towards the intention to quit, especially among young people. Moreover, 

especially among the female population, the fear of gaining weight acted as a strong deterrent against 

smoking cessation. The women interviewed by Bryant et al. (2011, p. 493) reported that losing weight was 

a “nice side effect” of smoking, and was one of the key reasons why some of them relapsed after a period 

of cessation.  

Playing down the health consequences of smoking to one’s self is one of the major barriers to 

quitting. Guillaumier et al. (2016) explored the association between self-exempting beliefs and the intention 

to quit smoking among low SES individuals in NSW. More specifically, they investigated different types 

of self-exempting beliefs: skeptic beliefs (playing down the health consequences of smoking), worth it 

beliefs (thinking that smoking is worth it, despite its health consequences), bulletproof beliefs (thinking 

that they will not be personally affected by smoking-related health problems), jungle beliefs (relativizing 

the risks of smoking, considering the probability of getting sick or dying for other reasons). Their results 

showed that socio-economically disadvantaged smokers minimized the risks of smoking by endorsing self-
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exempting beliefs.94 When controlling for smoking-related variables (smoker happiness, enjoyment of 

smoking, nicotine dependence), only individuals who held skeptic beliefs were found to be significantly 

less likely to intend to quit in the next 6 months, than those who did not have such beliefs. Conversely, 

holding other self-exempting beliefs was found to not be significantly associated with the intention to quit. 

Qualitative studies have investigated the role of work-related or trauma-related stress in 

discouraging smoking cessation. Dawson et al. (2012) showed that Aboriginal health workers frequently 

experienced stress, deriving from racism, loss of parents, excessive workloads, inequity in employment, 

and poor access to health services. Such individual barriers to smoking cessation were further reinforced 

by the lack of strong policies to deter smoking in work environments, as discussed above (see sub-section 

VII.C.1). The interviews carried out by Wood (2008, p. 2380) with 14-50 year old Indigenous mothers in 

Perth further confirmed that smoking was not only a “social experience” but also a “stress release”. Besides 

social discrimination, teenage pregnancy, and single motherhood were also found to be relevant conditions 

that stimulated stress among this specific population. Tsourtos et al. (2011) assessed the influence of 

resilience to stress among smokers, ex-smokers, and never smokers who had all been diagnosed with 

depression between 2008-2009 in Adelaide. Overall, smokers tended to perceive higher levels of stress than 

ex-smokers and non-smokers. The main reasons for stress reported in the interviews were the necessity to 

overcome a difficult moment, the death of a family member, a physical injury, the end of a relationship 

with a partner, a stressful job, and being diagnosed with a mental disorder.  

Demographic characteristics 

Age and gender are usually strongly correlated with smoking habits. Smoking prevalence is higher 

in men than in women in Australia as in almost every country. Adults and young adults are more likely to 

be smokers that older people. Nonetheless, the studies included in the our analysis did not agree upon the 

existence of a statistical association between demographic characteristics (i.e., age and gender) and smoking 

cessation. 

i. Age 

As aforesaid, tobacco consumption varies across age groups in Australia, as it does in many other 

countries. Data from the National Drug Strategy Household Survey (Australian Institute of Health and 

Welfare, 2017) and National Health Survey (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 2019c) showed that smoking 

prevalence was higher among young adults and adults (those under 65 years old), in comparison to older 

people. This shows that quitting becomes more likely the older one gets. Indeed, some studies showed that 

people in their 30s, 40s or 50s were more likely to think about quitting and actually trying to quit than those 

who were younger (Dunlop et al., 2013; Hyland et al., 2006). Yet, other studies included in the review 

found no statistically significant correlation between age and smoking cessation (Hyland et al., 2006; 

Siahpush et al., 2013; Taylor et al., 2017). Hyland et al. (2006), for example, found that after controlling 

for other variables, age was no more significant in predicting successful cessation than other demographic 

variables. Instead, they found that the intention to quit, which was not simply induced by aging, was one of 

                                                 
94 The study solely refers to low SES and does not compare them with high SES.  
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the most relevant predictors of smoking cessation. This suggests that smoking cessation can only be 

explained by factors extending beyond age. 

ii. Gender 

The results of the last National Drug Strategy Household Survey (Australian Institute of Health and 

Welfare, 2017) and National Health Survey (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 2019c) showed that smoking 

prevalence was higher among males than females. However, their smoking prevalence trends were very 

similar and the results on the role of gender in smoking cessation of the studies included in this review were 

mixed. Dunlop (2013) showed that males were less likely to think about quitting. Hyland (2006) did not 

find that gender impacted quit attempts. Among youths, Patton (1998) found that females were less likely 

to stop smoking, while other studies found being female to be a significant predictor of actual smoking 

cessation (Germain et al., 2012; Hyland et al., 2006). Altogether, the results of these studies appear to 

indicate that smoking cessation can only be explained by factors that lie beyond mere gender differences. 

In particular, the specific role of gender should be seen in light of the role of individuals within communities 

and families and in relation to the evolution of gender identity through time. 

D. Media coverage analysis 

Seminal research on this issue in the US associated decreases in tobacco consumption and smoking 

prevalence with the publicity surrounding the US Surgeon General’s reports (Warner, 1977). A study 

conducted by Pierce and Gilpin (2001) in the US suggested that between the 1950s and early 1980s news 

media coverage of smoking and its attendant health issues contributed to an increase in cessation rates, 

especially among middle-aged smokers. The enhanced focus of the media on the deleterious effects from 

secondhand smoking were also said to coincide with increased quitting rates among the younger population. 

More recently, Smith et al. (2008) showed that the volume of news on tobacco issues, irrespective of their 

content, increased the likelihood of youths perceiving smoking as harmful. In the UK, unpaid publicity has 

been credited as the main factor for the 30% decline in smoking prevalence among British males between 

1960 and 1980, with substantial falls occurring in the periods immediately following the publication of the 

1962 and 1971 Royal College of Physicians’ reports (Reid et al., 1992). 

The mass media has the ability to convey messages to a large proportion of the population, in turn, 

having the power to influence public perception and raise awareness about important issues. Given this 

aforesaid power, news is often used as a privileged, strategic and relatively-cheap advocacy channel through 

which to convey messages. This has also proven to be the case in relation to Australian smoking reduction 

campaigns. For example, Australian tobacco control advocacy groups were explicitly cited in around one 

in five newspaper articles on tobacco use between 2004 to 2007 (Wakefield et al., 2012). During that period, 

according to the study by Wakefield and colleagues, Australian tobacco control advocacy groups had a 

strong presence in popular media debates on tobacco control, which is to say that they also likely contributed 

to generating and shaping this discourse. 

Despite the fact that the media are key actors in terms of popularizing debates on smoking in 

Australia, research on the role of the news in directly influencing individual-level smoking behaviors is 

currently limited (Cotter & Bailey, 2015). Among those available studies, Dunlop and colleagues (2012) 

found that 30% of the respondents in the Tobacco Tracking Survey of the Cancer Institute NSW in 2010 
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reported semi-prompted recall of tobacco news, and that these patterns of recall closely coincided with 

peaks in news coverage. The results show that the news media are an important source of information for 

smokers, and, hence, that they have the potential to both influence beliefs and put, and keep, quitting on 

smokers’ agendas. According to the study, television was the most frequently cited source of tobacco news 

(49%), followed by newspapers (38%), radio (32%) and the Internet (10%) (Dunlop et al., 2012). Media 

are also a highly relevant source of information for minority groups and the Indigenous population in 

Australia. Among Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander smokers, for example, self-reported awareness of 

anti-tobacco news stories in the previous six months was associated with significantly higher levels of worry 

about the dangers of smoking for an individual’s health and a greater desire to quit smoking (Nicholson et 

al., 2015). 

Given the importance of the news media in shaping tobacco consumption, this study conducted a 

media coverage analysis that considered national, sub-national and local Australian newspapers stored in 

the Nexis Metabase from January 2011 to December 2019.95 The media coverage analysis focused on five 

main topics: i) Tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS; ii) smoking cessation and anti-smoking campaigns; iii) vaping 

products; iv) health-related issues associated with combusted tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS; and v) tobacco 

control laws. The main goal of the media coverage analysis was to, first, understand if media attention 

towards these topics has changed over the years, and, if so, in what ways, and secondly, to highlight attitudes 

towards vaping products in the news. This data from news outlets was combined with data on smoking 

prevalence, which is discussed in the subsections below in relation to the major tobacco-related events that 

occurred in Australia during the timeframe considered for the analysis (2011-2019). 

1. Tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS related issues 

Media attention towards tobacco-related issues increased between 2011 and 2015 (+48% in the 

number of articles), before it began to subside immediately after (Figure 62). Overall, we were able to 

identify 1,450 articles on tobacco-related issues that were published in Australian newspapers between 2011 

and 2015, and 560 between 2016 and 2019. Differences in the intensity of the debate on tobacco and 

ANDS/ANNDS issues at different times contributed to the unequal distribution of the articles. For instance, 

between 2011 and 2015 there was an intense debate in Australia over stiffening tobacco legislation and 

regulating both the use and the sale of e-cigarettes and other ANDS. Moreover, as discussed in section 

IV.D, in 2011 the government adopted the plain packaging legislation; in 2012, it introduced a ban on online 

tobacco advertising (2012); in 2013, it imposed an annual 12.5% tobacco tax excise. These initiatives also 

attracted considerable attention from the media. In 2014 and 2015, some states and territories introduced 

and reinforced smoking bans in specific contexts. For example, in 2015, Tasmania, Victoria and NSW 

implemented smoking bans in prisons. Several news outlets reported this event, even though this provision 

was not adopted at the Commonwealth level (Northern Territory and Queensland, had already introduced 

smoking bans in prisons in 2013 and 2014, respectively). Between 2014 and 2015, an extensive debate on 

the effectiveness of plain packaging garnered considerable media attention. Many articles reported the 

results of the first rigorous studies carried out in the years immediately following the implementation of the 

                                                 
95 Data were also collected from January 2020 up to March 18th 2020, but the trends over the first months of the year 

showed an overrepresentation of articles for 2020, so we opted to focus the analysis on January 2011 – December 

2019. 
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law, and presented the main arguments of the key stakeholders (e.g., government, health promotion bodies, 

tobacco industry) involved in the debate. 

Regarding ANDS, Queensland became the first jurisdiction in the world to regulate e-cigarettes in 

the same way as tobacco cigarettes were, which received considerable space in Australian newspapers 

(Whitsunday Times, 2015). The law, adopted in 2014, specifically prohibited the sale of e-cigarettes to 

children, banned their use in smoke-free indoor and outdoor public places and forbid their promotion in 

retail shops. A year later, NSW banned the use of e-cigarettes in cars in the presence of a minor (SBS News, 

2015). The increased volume of news reports in 2014 and 2015 (Figure 62) may be due to the additional 

media attention on vaping at this time (Figure 67). Indeed, during this period, many articles focused on 

national and international debates over the potential use of e-cigarettes as smoking cessation aids and their 

health effects.  

Post-2015, the media attention on tobacco-related issues appeared to wane, most likely due to the 

less intense tobacco control activities by the government and the simultaneous emergence of new health 

issues. Principal among these issues, for example, was the opioid crisis in Australia during this period, the 

increased rate of opioid prescriptions and related deaths (Gelineau, 2019). Conversely, decreased 

governmental expenditure on anti-smoking advertising campaigns did not appear to be responsible for the 

lower level of media coverage on tobacco-related issues. Indeed, while the government cut spending on 

anti-smoking advertising campaigns in 2014, the coverage of tobacco only began to decrease the year after 

(-92% from 2015 to 2019) (Figure 62).96 In this respect, it is evident that the media appear to follow their 

own agenda. 

                                                 

96 Figure 57 shows the expenditure by the Australian government on anti-smoking advertising campaigns across time. 
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Figure 62. Estimated number of articles on tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS related issues (2011-

2019) and prevalence of daily smokers (2011/12-2017-18) 

 
Note: The data on daily smoking prevalence were originally collected by ABS in two year periods (2011-2012, 2014-

15 and 2017-18). In the graph, data on smoking prevalence are kept constant along the two years for each period. 

Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

From 2014-15 to 2017-18, the prevalence of daily smokers aged 18 years or older slightly decreased 

(-4.8%) compared to the more pronounced reductions registered between 2011-12 and 2014-15 (-9.4%). In 

addition, in the same period (between 2014-15 and 2017-18), the percentage of ex-smokers also decreased 

in Australia (-7%), whereas it had increased in the previous period, between 2011-12 and 2014-15 (+1.3%). 

The reduced media attention on tobacco-related issues may have contributed to slowing down the 

reductions in smoking prevalence. This might also be valid for news on more specific topics related to 

tobacco (vaping, smoking cessation, health problems, and tobacco control laws), whose number also 

decreased between 2011 and 2019. While this analysis does not allow to statistically prove the causal 

relation between media coverage and smoking prevalence, it does strongly suggest that the former may 

have contributed towards shaping individuals’ attitudes towards smoking and, as such, indirectly prompted 

changes in smoking behaviors, thus endorsing previous studies carried out on the topic in Australia (Dunlop 

et al., 2012; Nicholson et al., 2015; Reid et al., 1992; Warner, 1977). 

2. Smoking cessation and anti-smoking campaigns 

 The attention specifically paid to smoking cessation and anti-smoking campaigns constitutes around one-

third of that devoted to tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS related issues by the Australian press (3,133 estimated 

articles compared to 9,500 between 2011-2019). The trend of the number of articles on smoking cessation 

and anti-smoking campaigns shows an oscillating tendency between 2011 and 2018 (Figure 63).97 Despite 

these oscillations, the trend appears to be more stable overall than those registered by tobacco and 

                                                 
97 This trend is probably due to the small sample size and the high degree of variability.  
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ANDS/ANNDS related issues (Figure 62) and vaping products (Figure 67). No articles on smoking 

cessation were identified in 2019 in Australian newspapers (Figure 63). On average, 17% of the articles 

discussing smoking cessation focused on anti-smoking campaigns. Other articles concerned smoking 

cessation programs, pharmacotherapies to help people to stop smoking, as well as studies on smoking 

prevalence and the factors associated with quitting in Australia. For example, as explained in section IV.E, 

in 2011, nicotine patches were made available under the PBS to all smokers as opposed to only Indigenous 

people, as it had been previously. This news received considerable interest from the Australian media, as 

smokers were provided with an additional subsidized smoking cessation aid. The unstable trend of news on 

smoking cessation does not allow for drawing any clear conclusions on the impact of these specific news 

reports on smoking prevalence. However, it is possible that, in conjunction with other news on tobacco, 

they contributed to shaping people’s attitudes on smoking and increased smokers’ awareness of the methods 

of quitting that were available to them. 

Figure 63. Estimated number of articles on smoking cessation and anti-smoking campaigns 

(2011-2019) and prevalence of daily smokers (2011/12-2017-18) 

 
Note: The data on daily smoking prevalence were originally collected by ABS in two year periods (2011-2012, 2014-

15 and 2017-18). In the graph, data on smoking prevalence are kept constant along the two years for each period. 

Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 
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Coinciding with a reduction in the regulatory activity of the Australian government in the field of 

smoking policies, media attention toward tobacco control laws also strongly decreased in the considered 

period. In 2011, the news on plain packaging received notable attention; indeed, almost 40% of the articles 

discussing control laws in 2011 focused on the introduction of this law. The attention granted to this topic 

diminished the following year. More specifically, although plain packaging law only entered into effect in 

late 2012, the estimated number of articles about tobacco control laws decreased by 51% between 2011 and 
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2012. Subsequently, media attention towards tobacco control laws remained relatively stable between 2012 

and 2015. The number of articles rose by 32% between 2015 and 2016, but immediately dropped again 

during 2016 to 2017 (-51%). In 2018 and 2019, an incredibly low number of articles on tobacco control 

laws were published by Australian newspapers (Figure 64). Despite the decreased media attention on the 

topic after 2011, on average, the estimated number of news on this topic published by Australian 

newspapers between 2011 and 2015 was still higher than in the following period, i.e., 2016-2019 (788 vs 

365), which reflects a more intense period of tobacco control activity. 

Figure 64. Estimated number of articles on tobacco control laws (2011-2019) and prevalence 

of daily smokers (2011/12-2017-18) 

 

Note: The data on daily smoking prevalence were originally collected by ABS in two year periods (2011-2012, 2014-

15 and 2017-18). In the graph, data on smoking prevalence are kept constant along the two years for each period. 

Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

4. Health issues 

When referring specifically to health issues, the Australian media tended to focus on traditional 

tobacco products as opposed to ANDS/ANNDS. Between 2011 and 2019, an estimate of 6,680 articles 

discussed health issues related to the use of traditional tobacco products, while only 340 focused on 

ANDS/ANNDS. The media coverage of the health problems associated with combusted tobacco intensely 

decreased between 2011 and 2019. The estimated number of articles reported in Australian newspapers 

were 1,340 in 2011, before falling to only 60 in 2019 (-95.5%). In 2011, many studies were published on 

the health effects of smoking in Australia, and they received considerable attention (e.g., Adair et al., 2011; 

Bowden et al., 2011; Jamrozik et al., 2011; Miller et al., 2011). In all likelihood, the media’s increased 

focus on these studies was influenced by the introduction of plain packaging: government authorities and 
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Australian health organizations stressed the positive effects of this measure on people’s health by 

discouraging smoking and making it less appealing. The descending trend was relatively stable, despite a 

stronger decrease between 2013 and 2014 (-32%), which was followed by an increase between 2014 and 

2015 (+21%). Within the entire time series, the highest volume of news reporting on health problems 

associated with the use of ANDS/ANNDS was registered in 2015 (120) (Figure 65). Notwithstanding the 

laws that were adopted by some governments at this time to mitigate the potential health issues from e-

cigarettes for youths and minors (see above), in 2015, the National Health and Medical Research Council 

(NHMRC) issued a statement on e-cigarettes confirming that there was insufficient evidence that they were 

an expedient smoking cessation aid. In 2019, the same number of articles discussed the health problems 

associated with combusted tobacco and the health problems associated with ANDS/ANNDS (n=60). In 

contrast to the previous year, there was a huge increase in the news related to health problems associated 

with ANDS/ANNDS (+200%). 

Figure 65. Estimated number of articles on health problems associated with smoking and 

using ANDS/ANNDS (2011-2019) and prevalence of daily smokers (2011/12-2017-18) 

 

Note: The data on daily smoking prevalence were originally collected by ABS in two year periods (2011-2012, 2014-

15 and 2017-18). In the graph, data on smoking prevalence are kept constant along the two years for each period. 

 Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

As aforementioned earlier in this section, extensive media coverage of smoking and its attendant 

health issues can encourage people to quit smoking (Pierce & Gilpin, 2001). Hence, reduced attention by 

the media on this topic can produce the reverse effect, insofar as it conveys the message that smoking is no 

longer harmful. This can contribute towards shaping the public’s smoking attitudes and behaviors. 
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Interestingly, the decrease in news coverage of the health issues related to tobacco and/or ANDS/ANNDS 

coincided with a drop in the percentage of Australians who thought that tobacco was the substance that 

caused most deaths in Australia (Figure 66). On the contrary, over time (between 2011 and 2016), the 

percentage of individuals who considered methamphetamine and alcohol to be more damaging than other 

substances increased. Therefore, it is possible that the reduced media coverage of the health problems 

associated with tobacco-use contributed to a shift in the Australian public’s perceptions of the health 

consequences of smoking. However, since this analysis did not allow for the establishing of any causal 

relation between the two factors, it is also possible that this relation is not univocal and that they influenced 

each other. 

Figure 66. Estimated number of articles on health problems associated with smoking and 

using ANDS/ANNDS (2011-2019) and the drug thought to cause the most deaths according 

to Australians (2007 – 2016) 

 

Source: authors’media coverage analysis and elaboration of Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2017) data. 

5. Vaping products 

While the number of articles that discussed vaping products was relatively low in the first years of 

the selected time series (from 2011 to 2013), the attention paid to the topic grew remarkably between 2013 

and 2014 (+217%) (Figure 67). The interest increased further in 2015, which is the year that registered the 

highest number of articles on vaping products in the entire time series, before it subsequently began to 

decrease from 2015 to 2019 (-70.4%) The aforementioned strengthening of e-cigarette regulation in NSW 

garnered considerable attention, and the estimates indicate that more than 60% of the Australian articles 

that discussed e-cigarettes in 2015 made reference to at least one of these bans. The increased media 

coverage on the issue between 2013 and 2015 coincided with a drop in the prevalence of daily smokers 

(Figure 67) and an increase in e-cigarette users (Figure 37). 
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Figure 67. Number of articles on vaping products (2011-2019) and prevalence of daily 

smokers (2011/12-2017/18) 

 

Note: The data on daily smoking prevalence were originally collected by ABS in two year periods (2011-2012, 2014-

15 and 2017-18). In the graph, data on smoking prevalence are kept constant along the two years for each period. 

Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

The number of articles that presented negative views about vaping products outweighed those that 

expressed positive or neutral views for all the years considered in the time series, with the exception of 

2018 that registered a higher percentage of positive views (48.3%) compared to negative (32.8%) and 

neutral (19.0%) views (Figure 68). The positive views associated with vaping products observed in 2018 

occurred in the context of news outlets commenting on political and public debates on both the 

appropriateness of the e-liquids nicotine ban and the ideologically motivated hostility towards e-cigarettes 

shown by several public health experts and smoking cessation advocates. In 2015, which is the year that 

registered the highest number of articles on vaping products, over 80% of the news articles about these 

devices were negative. In 2015, which is the year that registered the highest number of articles on vaping 

products, the news that reported negative views about these devices were more than 80%. It is possible that 

the negative news on vaping contributed towards the shaping of Australians’ perceptions of these products. 

In 2016, one of the years that recorded a high number of negative news, the percentage of Australians in 

favor of restricting the use of e-cigarettes in public places (as for cigarettes) was 65.4%, while the 

percentage of those people who said they would prohibit the sale of e-cigarettes to people under 18 years 

of age was 76.8% (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2017). In 2018, the Victorian Poisons Centre 

found that cases of nicotine poisoning doubled between 2018 and 2019 (from 21 to 41). These appear to 

have been primarily caused by products that were imported from abroad and did not satisfy Australia’s 

safety requirements (Hunt, 2020). Moreover, in July 2018, a Victorian baby died due to e-cigarette liquid 

nicotine consumption (Haggan, 2020). The recent deaths in the US attributed to the use of e-cigarettes also 

12.5%

13.0%

13.5%

14.0%

14.5%

15.0%

15.5%

16.0%

16.5%

0.0

20.0

40.0

60.0

80.0

100.0

120.0

140.0

160.0

180.0

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Vaping products Daily smokers

Evaluations plain packaging 
law and introduction of 
smoking bans in prisons in 
some countries and debate 
over potential positive 
effects of e-cigarettes

Strengthening on 
legislation on e-
cigarettes in some 
countries

Debate to introduce stricter laws to 
protect young people from smoking 
tobacco products and using e-
cigarettes



 

154 
 

received considerable mileage in the Australian media (Davey, 2019), and may go some way to explain the 

increase in the negative number of articles on the issue in 2019. 

Figure 68. Number of articles on vaping products by attitude and year, 2011-2019 

 

Source: authors’ media coverage analysis and elaboration of ABS (2013, 2015, 2018) data. 

References 

Adair, T., Hoy, D., Dettrick, Z., & Lopez, A. D. (2011). Reconstruction of long-term tobacco 

consumption trends in Australia and their relationship to lung cancer mortality. Cancer Causes & 

Control, 22(7), 1047–1053. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10552-011-9781-0 

Ajzen, I. (1991). The theory of planned behavior. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision 

Processes, 50(2), 179–211. https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T 

Alamar, B., & Glantz, S. A. (2006). Effect of Increased Social Unacceptability of Cigarette Smoking on 

Reduction in Cigarette Consumption. American Journal of Public Health, 96(8), 1359–1363. 

https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2005.069617 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2010). National Health Survey: Summary of Results, 2007–2008 

(Reissue). Australian Bureau of Statistics. 

https://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4364.0Main+Features12007-

2008%20(Reissue) 

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Negative view Positive view Neutral view



 

155 
 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2013). National Health Survey: Updated Results, 2011–12. Australian 

Bureau of Statistics. 

https://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4364.0.55.003main+features12011-2012 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2015). National Health Survey: First Results, 2014–15. Australian 

Bureau of Statistics. 

https://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4364.0.55.001Main+Features100112014-

15?OpenDocument 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2017). Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Peoples: Smoking Trends, 

1994 to 2014-15. Australian Bureau of Statistics; ABS Catalogue No. 4737.0. 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2018). National Health Survey: First Results, 2017–18. Australian 

Bureau of Statistics. 

https://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/4364.0.55.0012017-

18?OpenDocument 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2019a). National Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Health Survey, 

2018-19. Australian Bureau of Statistics. https://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/4715.0 

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2019b). National Health Survey: Users’ Guide, 2017-18. Australian 

Bureau of Statistics. 

https://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/Lookup/by%20Subject/4363.0~2017-

18~Main%20Features~Structure%20of%20the%20National%20Health%20Survey~10 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2011). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2010-2011. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/publications/reports 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2012). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2011-12. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/publications/reports 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2013). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2012-13. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019-11/full-year-report-2012-13.pdf 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2014). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2013-14. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019-11/advertising-annual-report-2013-14.pdf 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2015). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2014-15. Commonwealth of Australia. 



 

156 
 

https://www.finance.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019-11/campaign-advertising-by-australian-

government-departments-and-agencies-annual-report-2014-15.pdf 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2016). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2015-16. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019-11/campaign-advertising-by-australian-

government-departments-and-agencies-annual-report-2015-16.pdf 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2017). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2016-17. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019-11/campaign-advertising-by-australian-

government-departments-and-agencies-annual-report-2016-17.pdf 

Australian Government Department of Finance. (2018). Campaign Advertising by Australian Government 

Departments and Agencies—Report 2017-18. Commonwealth of Australia. 

https://www.finance.gov.au/publications/reports/campaign-advertising-australian-government-

departments-agencies-report-2017-18 

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare. (2017). National Drug Strategy Household Survey 2016. 

Detailed findings (No. 31; Drug Statistics Series). AIHW. 

https://www.aihw.gov.au/getmedia/15db8c15-7062-4cde-bfa4-3c2079f30af3/aihw-phe-

214.pdf.aspx?inline=true 

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare. (2019). Australia’s mothers and babies 2017. In brief (No. 35; 

Perinatal Statistics Series). AIHW. https://www.aihw.gov.au/reports/mothers-babies/australias-

mothers-and-babies-2017-in-brief/data 

Bader, P., Boisclair, D., & Ferrence, R. (2011). Effects of Tobacco Taxation and Pricing on Smoking 

Behavior in High Risk Populations: A Knowledge Synthesis. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health, 8(11), 4118–4139. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph8114118 

Baker, A., Richmond, R., Lewin, T. J., & Kay-Lambkin, F. (2010). Cigarette smoking and psychosis: 

Naturalistic follow up 4 years after an intervention trial. The Australian and New Zealand Journal 

of Psychiatry, 44(4), 342–350. https://doi.org/10.3109/00048670903489841 

Blackman, T., Harvey, J., Lawrence, M., & Simon, A. (2001). Neighbourhood renewal and health: 

Evidence from a local case study. Health & Place, 7(2), 93–103. https://doi.org/10.1016/s1353-

8292(01)00003-x 

Bond, C., Brough, M., Spurling, G., & Hayman, N. (2012). ‘It had to be my choice’ Indigenous smoking 

cessation and negotiations of risk, resistance and resilience. Health, Risk & Society, 14(6), 565–

581. https://doi.org/10.1080/13698575.2012.701274 



 

157 
 

Bonevski, B., Twyman, L., Paul, C., D’Este, C., West, R., Siahpush, M., Oldmeadow, C., & Palazzi, K. 

(2018). Smoking cessation intervention delivered by social service organisations for a diverse 

population of Australian disadvantaged smokers: A pragmatic randomised controlled trial. 

Preventive Medicine, 112, 38–44. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2018.04.005 

Borland, R. (2013). Understanding hard to maintain behaviour change: A dual process approach. Wiley-

Blackwell, Addiction Press. 

Borland, R., Balmford, J., Segan, C., Livingston, P., & Owen, N. (2003). The effectiveness of 

personalized smoking cessation strategies for callers to a Quitline service. Addiction, 98(6), 837–

846. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.2003.00389.x 

Bowden, J. A., Miller, C. L., & Hiller, J. E. (2011). Smoking and Mental Illness: A Population Study in 

South Australia. Australian & New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry, 45(4), 325–331. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/00048674.2010.536904 

Boyle, T., Shepherd, C. C. J., Pearson, G., Monteiro, H., McAullay, D., Economo, K., & Stewart, S. 

(2010). Awareness and impact of the “Bubblewrap” advertising campaign among Aboriginal 

smokers in Western Australia. Tobacco Control, 19(1), 83–86. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2009.031856 

Brady, M. (2002). Health Inequalities: Historical and cultural roots of tobacco use among Aboriginal and 

Torres Strait Islander people. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health, 26(2), 120–

124. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-842X.2002.tb00903.x 

Brennan, E., Durkin, S. J., Wakefield, M. A., & Kashima, Y. (2014). Assessing the effectiveness of 

antismoking television advertisements: Do audience ratings of perceived effectiveness predict 

changes in quitting intentions and smoking behaviours? Tobacco Control, 23(5), 412–418. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2012-050949 

Bryant, J., Bonevski, B., Paul, C., O’Brien, J., & Oakes, W. (2011). Developing cessation interventions 

for the social and community service setting: A qualitative study of barriers to quitting among 

disadvantaged Australian smokers. BMC Public Health, 11(1), 493. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-

2458-11-493 

Bryant, J., Boyes, A. W., Hall, A., Girgis, A., D’Este, C., & Sitas, F. (2016). Prevalence and factors 

related to smoking and smoking cessation 6 months following a cancer diagnosis: A population-

based study. Journal of Cancer Survivorship, 10(4), 645–653. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11764-

015-0510-7 

Buller, D. B., Borland, R., Woodall, W. G., Hall, J. R., Hines, J. M., Burris-Woodall, P., Cutter, G. R., 

Miller, C. L., Balmford, J., Starling, R., Ax, B., & Saba, L. (2008). Randomized Trials on 



 

158 
 

Consider This, a Tailored, Internet-Delivered Smoking Prevention Program for Adolescents. 

Health Education & Behavior, 35(2), 260–281. https://doi.org/10.1177/1090198106288982 

Burford, O., Jiwa, M., Carter, O., Parsons, R., & Hendrie, D. (2013). Internet-Based Photoaging Within 

Australian Pharmacies to Promote Smoking Cessation: Randomized Controlled Trial. Journal of 

Medical Internet Research, 15(3), e64. https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2337 

Callison, K., & Kaestner, R. (2014). Do Higher Tobacco Taxes Reduce Adult Smoking? New Evidence 

of the Effect of Recent Cigarette Tax Increases on Adult Smoking. Economic Inquiry, 52(1), 

155–172. https://doi.org/10.1111/ecin.12027 

Campbell, E. (2006). A group randomised trial of two methods for disseminating a smoking cessation 

programme to public antenatal clinics: Effects on patient outcomes. Tobacco Control, 15(2), 97–

102. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2004.011049 

Carver, C. S., Scheier, M. F., & Pozo, C. (1992). Conceptualizing the process of coping with health 

problems. In H. S. Friedman (Ed.), Hostility, coping, & health (pp. 167–187). American 

Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/10105-012 

Chan, G., Leung, J., Gartner, C., Yong, H.-H., Borland, R., & Hall, W. (2019). Correlates of electronic 

cigarette use in the general population and among smokers in Australia – Findings from a 

nationally representative survey. Addictive Behaviors, 95, 6–10. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2019.02.012 

Chatzisarantis, N. L. D., Hagger, M. S., & Wang, J. C. K. (2008). An Experimental Test of Cognitive 

Dissonance Theory in the Domain of Physical Exercise. Journal of Applied Sport Psychology, 

20(1), 97–115. https://doi.org/10.1080/10413200701601482 

Cho, Y. J., Thrasher, J. F., Yong, H.-H., Szklo, A. S., O’Connor, R. J., Bansal-Travers, M., Hammond, 

D., Fong, G. T., Hardin, J., & Borland, R. (2018). Path analysis of warning label effects on 

negative emotions and quit attempts: A longitudinal study of smokers in Australia, Canada, 

Mexico, and the US. Social Science & Medicine, 197, 226–234. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.10.003 

Chuang, Y.-C., Cubbin, C., Ahn, D., & Winkleby, M. A. (2005). Effects of neighbourhood 

socioeconomic status and convenience store concentration on individual level smoking. Journal 

of Epidemiology and Community Health, 59(7), 568–573. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2004.029041 

Connor, S. E., Cook, R. L., Herbert, M. I., Neal, S. M., & Williams, J. T. (2002). Smoking cessation in a 

homeless population: There is a will, but is there a way? Journal of General Internal Medicine, 

17(5), 369–372. 



 

159 
 

Copeland, L. (2003). An exploration of the problems faced by young women living in disadvantaged 

circumstances if they want to give up smoking: Can more be done at general practice level? 

Family Practice, 20(4), 393–400. https://doi.org/10.1093/fampra/cmg410 

Cotter, T., & Bailey, M. (2015). 14.6 News media coverage. In M. Scollo & M. H. Winstanley (Eds.), 

Tobacco in Australia: Facts and issues. Cancer Council Victoria. Winstanley 

Davey, M. (2019, October 12). Australian health authorities on high alert after US vaping deaths. The 

Guardian. http://www.theguardian.com/society/2019/oct/13/australian-health-authorities-on-

high-alert-after-us-vaping-deaths 

Dawson, A. P., Cargo, M., Stewart, H., Chong, A., & Daniel, M. (2012). Aboriginal Health Workers 

experience multilevel barriers to quitting smoking: A qualitative study. International Journal for 

Equity in Health, 11(1), 27. https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-9276-11-27 

Department of Health. (2020). Schedule of Pharmaceutical Benefits. General Pharmaceutical Schedule -

Volume 1. Australian Government. http://www.pbs.gov.au/publication/schedule/2020/03/2020-

03-01-general-schedule-volume-1.pdf 

Diefenbach, M. A., & Leventhal, H. (1996). The common-sense model of illness representation: 

Theoretical and practical considerations. Journal of Social Distress and the Homeless, 5(1), 11–

38. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02090456 

Diethelm, P., & Farley, T. (2015). Refuting tobacco-industry funded research: Empirical data shows 

decline in smoking prevalence following introduction of plain packaging in Australia. Tobacco 

Prevention & Cessation, 1(November). https://doi.org/10.18332/tpc/60650 

D’Onise, K., Lynch, J. W., & McDermott, R. A. (2011). Can attending preschool reduce the risk of 

tobacco smoking in adulthood? The effects of Kindergarten Union participation in South 

Australia. Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health, 65(12), 1111–1117. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2009.101840 

Dono, J., Bowden, J., Kim, S., & Miller, C. L. (2019). Taking the pressure off the spring: The case of 

rebounding smoking rates when antitobacco campaigns ceased. Tobacco Control, 28(2), 233–

236. https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2017-054194 

Dotinga, A., Schrijvers, C. T. M., Voorham, A. J. J., & Mackenbach, J. P. (2005). Correlates of stages of 

change of smoking among inhabitants of deprived neighbourhoods. European Journal of Public 

Health, 15(2), 152–159. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/cki112 

Drovandi, A., Teague, P.-A., Glass, B., & Malau-Aduli, B. (2019). Australian community pharmacist 

experiences with smoking cessation and opinions of health warnings on individual cigarette 

sticks. International Journal of Pharmacy Practice, 27(2), 121–130. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ijpp.12470 



 

160 
 

Dunlop, S., Cotter, T., Perez, D., & Chapman, S. (2012). Tobacco in the news: Associations between 

news coverage, news recall and smoking-related outcomes in a sample of Australian smokers and 

recent quitters. Health Education Research, 27(1), 160–171. https://doi.org/10.1093/her/cyr105 

Dunlop, S., Cotter, T., Perez, D., & Wakefield, M. A. (2013). Televised Antismoking Advertising: Effects 

of Level and Duration of Exposure. American Journal of Public Health, 103(8), e66–e73. 

https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2012.301079 

Egger, G., Fitzgerald, W., Frape, G., Monaem, A., Rubinstein, P., Tyler, C., & McKay, B. (1983). Results 

of large scale media antismoking campaign in Australia: North Coast “Quit for Life” programme. 

BMJ, 287(6399), 1125–1128. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.287.6399.1125 

Ellaway, A., & Macintyre, S. (2009). Are perceived neighbourhood problems associated with the 

likelihood of smoking? Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, 63(1), 78–80. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2007.068767 

Euromonitor International. (2017). Tobacco 2017. Passport database. 

Euromonitor International. (2018). Tobacco 2018. Passport database. 

Farrimond, H. (2017). A typology of vaping: Identifying differing beliefs, motivations for use, identity 

and political interest amongst e-cigarette users. International Journal of Drug Policy, 48, 81–90. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2017.07.011 

Festinger, L., & Carlsmith, J. M. (1959). Cognitive consequences of forced compliance. Journal of 

Abnormal Psychology, 58(2), 203–210. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0041593 

Fidler, J. A., & West, R. (2009). Self-perceived smoking motives and their correlates in a general 

population sample. Nicotine & Tobacco Research: Official Journal of the Society for Research on 

Nicotine and Tobacco, 11(10), 1182–1188. https://doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntp120 

Fidler, J. A., & West, R. (2011). Enjoyment of smoking and urges to smoke as predictors of attempts and 

success of attempts to stop smoking: A longitudinal study. Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 

115(1–2), 30–34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2010.10.009 

Geis, G. (2005). Chop-chop: The illegal cigarette market in Australia. Regulatory Institutions Network. 

Gelineau, K. (2019, September 6). Opioid crisis goes global as deaths surge in Australia. AP NEWS. 

https://apnews.com/cfc86f47e03843849a89ab3fce44c73c 

Germain, D., Durkin, S. J., Scollo, M., & Wakefield, M. A. (2012). The long-term decline of adult 

tobacco use in Victoria: Changes in smoking initiation and quitting over a quarter of a century of 

tobacco control. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health, 36(1), 17–23. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-6405.2011.00805.x 



 

161 
 

Germain, D., McCarthy, M., & Wakefield, M. A. (2010). Smoker sensitivity to retail tobacco displays and 

quitting: A cohort study: POS displays cohort study. Addiction, 105(1), 159–163. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2009.02714.x 

Graham, H. (1993). When life’s a drag: Women, smoking and disadvantage. HMSO. 

Granovetter, M. S. (1973). The Strength of Weak Ties. American Journal of Sociology, 78(6), 1360–

1380. 

Granovetter, M. S. (1985). Economic Action and Social Structure: The Problem of Embeddedness. 

American Journal of Sociology, 91(3), 481–510. https://doi.org/10.1086/228311 

Greenhalgh, E. M., Bayly, M., & Winstanley, M. H. (2019). Prevalence of smoking – adults. In M. Scollo 

& M. H. Winstanley (Eds.), Tobacco in Australia: Facts and Issues. Cancer Council Victoria. 

http://www.tobaccoinaustralia.org.au/chapter-1-prevalence/1-3-prevalence-of-smoking-adults 

Greenhalgh, E. M., Stillman, S., & Ford, C. (2020). 7.16 Pharmacotherapies. In M. Scollo & M. H. 

Winstanley (Eds.), Tobacco in Australia: Facts and issues. Cancer Council Victoria. 

https://www.tobaccoinaustralia.org.au/chapter-7-cessation/7-16-pharmacotherapy 

Guillaumier, A., Bonevski, B., & Paul, C. (2015). “Cigarettes are priority”: A qualitative study of how 

Australian socioeconomically disadvantaged smokers respond to rising cigarette prices. Health 

Education Research, 30(4), 599–608. https://doi.org/10.1093/her/cyv026 

Guillaumier, A., Bonevski, B., Paul, C., D’Este, C., Twyman, L., Palazzi, K., & Oldmeadow, C. (2016). 

Self-Exempting Beliefs and Intention to Quit Smoking within a Socially Disadvantaged 

Australian Sample of Smokers. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 

Health, 13(1), 118. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13010118 

Haggan, M. (2020, June 19). Nicotine for e-cigarettes import ban. AJP. https://ajp.com.au/news/nicotine-

for-e-cigarettes-import-ban/ 

Hale, N., Murphy, A. M., Adams, J. R., & Williams, C. M. (2017). Effect of a smoke-free policy on staff 

attitudes and behaviours within an Australian metropolitan health service: A 3 year cross-

sectional study. Australian Health Review, 41(1), 7. https://doi.org/10.1071/AH15159 

Hardcastle, S. J., Chan, D. C. K., Caudwell, K. M., Sultan, S., Cranwell, J., Chatzisarantis, N. L. D., & 

Hagger, M. S. (2016). Larger and More Prominent Graphic Health Warnings on Plain-Packaged 

Tobacco Products and Avoidant Responses in Current Smokers: A Qualitative Study. 

International Journal of Behavioral Medicine, 23(1), 94–101. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12529-

015-9487-x 

Havard, A., Tran, D. T., Kemp-Casey, A., Einarsdóttir, K., Preen, D. B., & Jorm, L. R. (2018). Tobacco 

policy reform and population-wide antismoking activities in Australia: The impact on smoking 



 

162 
 

during pregnancy. Tobacco Control, 27(5), 552–559. https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-

2017-053715 

Hill, D. J., & Carrol, T. (2003). Australia’s National Tobacco Campaign. Tobacco Control, 12(Suppl 2), 

ii9–ii14. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.12.suppl_2.ii9 

Hill, D. J., White, V. M., & Gray, N. J. (1991). Australian patterns of tobacco smoking in 1989. The 

Medical Journal of Australia, 154(12), 797–801. 

Hitchman, S. C., Brose, L. S., Brown, J., Robson, D., & McNeill, A. (2015). Associations Between E-

Cigarette Type, Frequency of Use, and Quitting Smoking: Findings From a Longitudinal Online 

Panel Survey in Great Britain. Nicotine & Tobacco Research, 17(10), 1187–1194. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntv078 

Ho, R. (1998). The Intention to Give Up Smoking: Disease Versus Social Dimensions. The Journal of 

Social Psychology, 138(3), 368–380. https://doi.org/10.1080/00224549809600389 

Hopkins, D. P., Razi, S., Leeks, K. D., Priya Kalra, G., Chattopadhyay, S. K., Soler, R. E., & Task Force 

on Community Preventive Services. (2010). Smokefree policies to reduce tobacco use. A 

systematic review. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 38(2 Suppl), S275-289. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2009.10.029 

Hunt, G. (2020, June 26). Prescription Nicotine Based Vaping [Text]. Australian Government 

Department of Health; Australian Government Department of Health. 

https://www.health.gov.au/ministers/the-hon-greg-hunt-mp/media/prescription-nicotine-based-

vaping 

Hurley, S. F., & Matthews, J. P. (2008). Cost-effectiveness of the Australian National Tobacco 

Campaign. Tobacco Control, 17(6), 379–384. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2008.025213 

Hyland, A. (2006). Individual-level predictors of cessation behaviours among participants in the 

International Tobacco Control (ITC) Four Country Survey. Tobacco Control, 15(suppl_3), iii83–

iii94. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2005.013516 

Hyland, A., Borland, R., Li, Q., Yong, H.-H., McNeill, A., Fong, G. T., O’Connor, R. J., & Cummings, 

K. M. (2006). Individual-level predictors of cessation behaviours among participants in the 

International Tobacco Control (ITC) Four Country Survey. Tobacco Control, 15 Suppl 3, iii83-

94. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2005.013516 

Institute of Medicine. (1994). Social Norms and the Acceptability of Tobacco Use. In Growing Up 

Tobacco Free: Preventing Nicotine Addiction in Children and Youths (p. 306). National 

Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/4757 

Ivey, M. A., Maguire, G. P., Toelle, B. G., Marks, G. B., Abramson, M. J., & Wood-Baker, R. (2019a). 

Characteristics in Stages of Change and Decisional Balance among Smokers: The Burden of 



 

163 
 

Obstructive Lung Diseases (BOLD)-Australia Study. International Journal of Environmental 

Research and Public Health, 16(18), 3372. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16183372 

Ivey, M. A., Maguire, G. P., Toelle, B. G., Marks, G. B., Abramson, M. J., & Wood-Baker, R. (2019b). 

Characteristics in Stages of Change and Decisional Balance among Smokers: The Burden of 

Obstructive Lung Diseases (BOLD)-Australia Study. International Journal of Environmental 

Research and Public Health, 16(18). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16183372 

Jamrozik, K., McLaughlin, D., McCaul, K., Almeida, O. P., Wong, K. Y., Vagenas, D., & Dobson, A. 

(2011). Women who smoke like men die like men who smoke: Findings from two Australian 

cohort studies. Tobacco Control, 20(4), 258–265. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2010.039172 

Janz, N. K., & Becker, M. H. (1984). The Health Belief Model: A decade later. Health Education 

Quarterly, 11(1), 1–47. https://doi.org/10.1177/109019818401100101 

Johnston, V., & Thomas, D. P. (2008a). Smoking behaviours in a remote Australian Indigenous 

community: The influence of family and other factors. Social Science & Medicine, 67(11), 1708–

1716. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.09.016 

Johnston, V., & Thomas, D. P. (2008b). Smoking behaviours in a remote Australian Indigenous 

community: The influence of  family and other factors. Social Science & Medicine (1982), 

67(11), 1708–1716. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.09.016 

Kollath-Cattano, C., Osman, A., & Thrasher, J. F. (2017). Evaluating the perceived effectiveness of 

pregnancy-related cigarette package health warning labels among different gender/age groups. 

Addictive Behaviors, 66, 33–40. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2016.11.007 

Leung, J., Gartner, C., Dobson, A., Lucke, J., & Hall, W. (2011). Psychological Distress is Associated 

with Tobacco Smoking and Quitting Behaviour in the Australian Population: Evidence from 

National Cross-Sectional Surveys: Australian & New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry, 45(2), 170–

178. https://doi.org/10.3109/00048674.2010.534070 

Li, L., Borland, R., Yong, H.-H., Hitchman, S. C., Wakefield, M. A., Kasza, K. A., & Fong, G. T. (2012). 

The association between exposure to point-of-sale anti-smoking warnings and smokers’ interest 

in quitting and quit attempts: Findings from the International Tobacco Control Four Country 

Survey: Association between POS warnings and quitting interest and attempts. Addiction, 107(2), 

425–433. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2011.03668.x 

Licht, A. S., Hyland, A. J., O’Connor, R. J., Chaloupka, F. J., Borland, R., Fong, G. T., Nargis, N., & 

Cummings, K. M. (2011). Socio-Economic Variation in Price Minimizing Behaviors: Findings 

from the International Tobacco Control (ITC) Four Country Survey. International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health, 8(1), 234–252. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph8010234 



 

164 
 

Lloyd, B., Lucas, K., & Fernbach, M. (1997). Adolescent girls’ constructions of smoking identities: 

Implications for health promotion. Journal of Adolescence, 20(1), 43–56. 

https://doi.org/10.1006/jado.1996.0063 

Lynch, B. S., & Bonnie, R. J. (1994). Tobacco taxation in the United States. In Institute of Medicine 

(Ed.), Growing Up Tobacco Free: Preventing Nicotine Addiction in Children and Youths (pp. 

177–196). National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/4757 

Malaiyandi, V., Sellers, E. M., & Tyndale, R. F. (2005). Implications of CYP2A6 Genetic Variation for 

Smoking Behaviors and Nicotine Dependence. Clinical Pharmacology & Therapeutics, 77(3), 

145–158. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clpt.2004.10.011 

Mao, R., Li, X., Stanton, B., Wang, J., Hong, Y., Zhang, H., & Chen, X. (2009). Psychosocial correlates 

of cigarette smoking among college students in China. Health Education Research, 24(1), 105–

118. https://doi.org/10.1093/her/cyn002 

Mendelsohn, C., Hall, W., & Borland, R. (2020). Could vaping help lower smoking rates in Australia? 

Drug and Alcohol Review. https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.13039 

Merriman, D., Yürekli, A. A., & Chaloupka, F. J. (2000). How Big Is the Worldwide Cigarette-

Smuggling Problem? In P. Jha & F. J. Chaloupka (Eds.), Tobacco control in developing 

countries. Oxford University Press. 

Michell, L., & Amos, A. (1997). Girls, pecking order and smoking. Social Science & Medicine, 44(12), 

1861–1869. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-9536(96)00295-X 

Miles, R. (2006). Neighborhood disorder and smoking: Findings of a European urban survey. Social 

Science & Medicine (1982), 63(9), 2464–2475. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2006.06.011 

Miller, C. L. (2003). Uptake and effectiveness of the Australian telephone Quitline service in the context 

of a mass media campaign. Tobacco Control, 12(90002), 53ii–5358. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.12.suppl_2.ii53 

Miller, C. L., Quester, P. G., Hill, D. J., & Hiller, J. E. (2011). Smokers’ recall of Australian graphic 

cigarette packet warnings & awareness of associated health effects, 2005-2008. BMC Public 

Health, 11(238). https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-11-238 

Mohsin, M., & Bauman, A. E. (2005). Socio-demographic factors associated with smoking and smoking 

cessation among 426,344 pregnant women in New South Wales, Australia. BMC Public Health, 

5(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-5-138 

Moodie, C. S., & Mackintosh, A. M. (2013). Young adult women smokers’ response to using plain 

cigarette packaging: A naturalistic approach. BMJ Open, 3(3), e002402. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2012-002402 



 

165 
 

Moodie, C. S., Mackintosh, A. M., Hastings, G., & Ford, A. (2011). Young adult smokers’ perceptions of 

plain packaging: A pilot naturalistic study. Tobacco Control, 20(5), 367–373. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2011.042911 

National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion (US). (2014). The Health 

Consequences of Smoking—50 Years of Progress: A Report of the Surgeon General. Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (US). http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK179276/ 

Nettle, D. (2011). Large differences in publicly visible health behaviours across two neighbourhoods of 

the same city. PloS One, 6(6), e21051. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021051 

Nicholson, A. K., Borland, R., Sarin, J., Wallace, S., Sterren, A. E. van der, Stevens, M., & Thomas, D. P. 

(2015). Recall of anti-tobacco advertising and information, warning labels and news stories in a 

national sample of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander smokers. Medical Journal of Australia, 

202(S10), S67–S72. https://doi.org/10.5694/mja14.01628 

Novak, S. P., Reardon, S. F., Raudenbush, S. W., & Buka, S. L. (2006). Retail tobacco outlet density and 

youth cigarette smoking: A propensity-modeling approach. American Journal of Public Health, 

96(4), 670–676. https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2004.061622 

Oakes, W. (2004). Bulletproof skeptics in life’s jungle?: Which self-exempting beliefs about smoking 

most predict lack of progression towards quitting? Preventive Medicine, 39(4), 776–782. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2004.03.001 

Parry, O., Thomson, C., & Fowkes, G. (2002). Cultural context, older age and smoking in Scotland: 

Qualitative interviews with older smokers with arterial disease. Health Promotion International, 

17(4), 309–316. https://doi.org/10.1093/heapro/17.4.309 

Pateman, K., Ford, P., Fizgerald, L., Mutch, A., Yuke, K., Bonevski, B., & Gartner, C. (2016). Stuck in 

the catch 22: Attitudes towards smoking cessation among populations vulnerable to social 

disadvantage. Addiction, 111(6), 1048–1056. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.13253 

Patton, G. C., Carlin, J. B., Coffey, C., Wolfe, R., Hibbert, M., & Bowes, G. (1998). The course of early 

smoking: A population-based cohort study over three years. Addiction, 93(8), 1251–1260. 

https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.1998.938125113.x 

Paul, C. L., McLennan, J., Baxendale, A., Schnelle, B., Rawson, J., Turon, H. E., & Tzelepis, F. (2013). 

Implementation of a personalized workplace smoking cessation programme. Occupational 

Medicine, 63(8), 568–574. https://doi.org/10.1093/occmed/kqt121 

Peiris, D., Wright, L., News, M., Rogers, K., Redfern, J., Chow, C., & Thomas, D. (2019). A Smartphone 

App to Assist Smoking Cessation Among Aboriginal Australians: Findings From a Pilot 

Randomized Controlled Trial. JMIR MHealth and UHealth, 7(4), e12745. 

https://doi.org/10.2196/12745 



 

166 
 

Perusco, A., Poder, N., Mohsin, M., Rikard-Bell, G., Rissel, C., Williams, M., Hua, M., Millen, E., Sabry, 

M., & Guirguis, S. (2010). Evaluation of a comprehensive tobacco control project targeting 

Arabic-speakers residing in south west Sydney, Australia. Health Promotion International, 25(2), 

153–165. https://doi.org/10.1093/heapro/daq009 

Pickett, K. E., Wakschlag, L. S., Rathouz, P. J., Leventhal, B. L., & Abrams, B. (2002). The working-

class context of pregnancy smoking. Health & Place, 8(3), 167–175. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1353-8292(01)00042-9 

Pierce, J. P., & Gilpin, E. A. (2001). News media coverage of smoking and health is associated with 

changes in population rates of smoking cessation but not initiation. Tobacco Control, 10(2), 145–

153. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.10.2.145 

Pierce, J. P., Macaskill, P., & Hill, D. J. (1990). Long-term effectiveness of mass media led antismoking 

campaigns in Australia. American Journal of Public Health, 80(5), 565–569. 

https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.80.5.565 

Poland, B. (2006). The social context of smoking: The next frontier in tobacco control? Tobacco Control, 

15(1), 59–63. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2004.009886 

Polosa, R., Caponnetto, P., Morjaria, J. B., Papale, G., Campagna, D., & Russo, C. (2011). Effect of an 

electronic nicotine delivery device (e-Cigarette) on smoking reduction and cessation: A 

prospective 6-month pilot study. BMC Public Health, 11(1), 786. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-

2458-11-786 

Prieger, J. E., Kleiman, M., Kulick, J., Aziani, A., Levi, M., Hampsher, S., Manning, C., & Hahn, R. 

(2019). The Impact of E-Cigarette Regulation on the Illicit Trade in Tobacco Products in the 

European Union (SSRN Scholarly Paper ID 3435177; p. 222). Social Science Research Network. 

https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=3435177 

Rattan, D., Mamun, A., Najman, J., Williams, G., & Doi, S. (2013). Smoking behaviour in pregnancy and 

its impact on smoking cessation at various intervals during follow-up over 21 years: A 

prospective cohort study: Smoking behaviour in pregnancy: a prospective cohort study. BJOG: 

An International Journal of Obstetrics & Gynaecology, 120(3), 288–296. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0528.12027 

Reid, D. J., Killoran, A. J., McNeill, A. D., & Chambers, J. S. (1992). Choosing the most effective health 

promotion options for reducing a nation’s smoking prevalence. Tobacco Control, 1(3), 185–197. 

Reisi, M., Javadzade, S. H., Shahnazi, H., Sharifirad, G., Charkazi, A., & Moodi, M. (2014). Factors 

affecting cigarette smoking based on health-belief model structures in pre-university students in 

Isfahan, Iran. Journal of Education and Health Promotion, 3(23), 31–35. 

https://doi.org/10.4103/2277-9531.127614 



 

167 
 

Richmond, R. L., & Webster, I. W. (1985). A smoking cessation programme for use in general practice. 

Medical Journal of Australia, 142(3), 190–194. https://doi.org/10.5694/j.1326-

5377.1985.tb133097.x 

Ross, C. E. (2000). Walking, exercising, and smoking: Does neighborhood matter? Social Science & 

Medicine, 51(2), 265–274. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0277-9536(99)00451-7 

SBS News. (2015, December 1). NSW e-cigarette bans come into effect. SBS News. 

https://www.sbs.com.au/news/nsw-e-cigarette-bans-come-into-effect 

Scollo, M., & Bayly, M. (2019). 13.2 Tobacco taxes in Australia. In M. Scollo & M. H. Winstanley 

(Eds.), Tobacco in Australia: Facts and issues. Cancer Council Victoria. 

https://www.tobaccoinaustralia.org.au/chapter-13-taxation/13-2-tobacco-taxes-in-australia#x7. 

Scollo, M., & Winstanley, M. H. (Eds.). (2012). 5.24 The profound effects of the denormalisation of 

smoking. In Tobacco in Australia: Facts and issues. Cancer Council Victoria. 

https://www.tobaccoinaustralia.org.au/chapter-5-uptake/5-24-denormalising-smoking#x2. 

Sharbaugh, M. S., Althouse, A. D., Thoma, F. W., Lee, J. S., Figueredo, V. M., & Mulukutla, S. R. 

(2018). Impact of cigarette taxes on smoking prevalence from 2001-2015: A report using the 

Behavioral and Risk Factor Surveillance Survey (BRFSS). PLOS ONE, 13(9), e0204416. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0204416 

Sharma, R., Gartner, C. E., & Hall, W. D. (2016). The challenge of reducing smoking in people with 

serious mental illness. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine, 4(10), 835–844. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(16)30228-4 

Siahpush, M., Borland, R., & Scollo, M. (2003). Smoking and financial stress. Tobacco Control, 12(1), 

60–66. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.12.1.60 

Siahpush, M., McNeill, A., Borland, R., & Fong, G. T. (2006). Socioeconomic variations in nicotine 

dependence, self-efficacy, and intention to quit across four countries: Findings from the 

International Tobacco Control (ITC) Four Country Survey. Tobacco Control, 15(suppl 3), iii71–

iii75. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2004.008763 

Siahpush, M., Shaikh, R., Tibbits, M., Huang, T., & Singh, G. (2013). The Association of Lone-

Motherhood with Smoking Cessation and Relapse: Prospective Results from an Australian 

National Study. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 10(7), 

2906–2919. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph10072906 

Siegel, M., Albers, A. B., Cheng, D. M., Biener, L., & Rigotti, N. A. (2005). Effect of local restaurant 

smoking regulations on progression to established smoking among youths. Tobacco Control, 

14(5), 300–306. https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2005.012302 



 

168 
 

Slovic, P., Finucane, M. L., Peters, E., & MacGregor, D. G. (2007). The affect heuristic. European 

Journal of Operational Research, 177(3), 1333–1352. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2005.04.006 

Smith, K. C., Wakefield, M. A., Terry-McElrath, Y., Chaloupka, F. J., Flay, B., Johnston, L., Saba, A., & 

Siebel, C. (2008). Relation between newspaper coverage of tobacco issues and smoking attitudes 

and behaviour among American teens. Tobacco Control, 17(1), 17–24. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.2007.020495 

Stead, M., MacAskill, S., MacKintosh, A. M., Reece, J., & Eadie, D. (2001). “It’s as if you’re locked in”: 

Qualitative explanations for area effects on smoking in disadvantaged communities. Health & 

Place, 7(4), 333–343. https://doi.org/10.1016/s1353-8292(01)00025-9 

Strecher, V. J., Becker, M. H., Kirscht, J. P., Eraker, S. A., & Graham-Tomasi, R. P. (1985). Psychosocial 

aspects of changes in cigarette-smoking behavior. Patient Education and Counseling, 7(3), 249–

262. https://doi.org/10.1016/0738-3991(85)90033-3 

Sullivan, P. F., & Kendler, K. S. (1999). The genetic epidemiology of smoking. Nicotine & Tobacco 

Research, 1(Suppl_2), S51–S57. https://doi.org/10.1080/14622299050011811 

Tabuchi, T., Fujiwara, T., & Shinozaki, T. (2017). Tobacco price increase and smoking behaviour 

changes in various subgroups: A nationwide longitudinal 7-year follow-up study among a middle-

aged Japanese population. Tobacco Control, 26(1), 69–77. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2015-052804 

Taylor, H., Karahalios, A., & Bramley, D. (2017). Long-term effectiveness of the preoperative smoking 

cessation programme at Western Health: Preoperative smoking cessation programme. ANZ 

Journal of Surgery, 87(9), 677–681. https://doi.org/10.1111/ans.14113 

Tsourtos, G., Ward, P. R., Muller, R., Lawn, S., Winefield, A. H., Hersh, D., & Coveney, J. (2011). The 

importance of resilience and stress to maintaining smoking abstinence and cessation: A 

qualitative study in Australia with people diagnosed with depression: Stress in relation to 

smoking. Health & Social Care in the Community, 19(3), 299–306. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2010.00973.x 

Tutt, D., Bauer, L., & Difranza, J. (2009). Restricting the retail supply of tobacco to minors. Journal of 

Public Health Policy, 30(1), 68–82. https://doi.org/10.1057/jphp.2008.44 

van Lenthe, F. J., & Mackenbach, J. P. (2006). Neighbourhood and individual socioeconomic inequalities 

in smoking: The role of physical neighbourhood stressors. Journal of Epidemiology and 

Community Health, 60(8), 699–705. https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2005.043851 

Wakefield, M. A., Brennan, E., Durkin, S. J., McLeod, K., & Smith, K. C. (2012). Making news: The 

appearance of tobacco control organizations in newspaper coverage of tobacco control issues. 



 

169 
 

American Journal of Health Promotion: AJHP, 26(3), 166–171. 

https://doi.org/10.4278/ajhp.100304-QUAN-71 

Wakefield, M. A., Coomber, K., Durkin, S. J., Scollo, M., Bayly, M., Spittal, M. J., Simpson, J. A., & 

Hill, D. J. (2014). Time series analysis of the impact of tobacco control policies on smoking 

prevalence among Australian adults, 2001–2011. Bulletin of the World Health Organization, 

92(6), 413–422. https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.13.118448 

Wakefield, M. A., Durkin, S. J., Spittal, M. J., Siahpush, M., Scollo, M., Simpson, J. A., Chapman, S., 

White, V. M., & Hill, D. J. (2008). Impact of Tobacco Control Policies and Mass Media 

Campaigns on Monthly Adult Smoking Prevalence. American Journal of Public Health, 98(8), 

1443–1450. https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2007.128991 

Warner, K. E. (1977). The effects of the anti-smoking campaign on cigarette consumption. American 

Journal of Public Health, 67(7), 645–650. 

West, R., & Shiffman, S. (2016). Fast Facts: Smoking Cessation. Karger Medical and Scientific 

Publishers. 

White, V. M. (2003). Do adult focused anti-smoking campaigns have an impact on adolescents? The case 

of the Australian National Tobacco Campaign. Tobacco Control, 12(90002), 23ii–2329. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.12.suppl_2.ii23 

White, V. M., Durkin, S. J., Coomber, K., & Wakefield, M. A. (2015). What is the role of tobacco control 

advertising intensity and duration in reducing adolescent smoking prevalence? Findings from 16 

years of tobacco control mass media advertising in Australia. Tobacco Control, 24(2), 198–204. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2012-050945 

White, V. M., Hayman, J., & Hill, D. J. (2008). Can population-based tobacco-control policies change 

smoking behaviors of adolescents from all socio-economic groups? Findings from Australia: 

1987–2005. Cancer Causes & Control, 19(6), 631–640. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10552-008-

9127-8 

White, V. M., Warne, C. D., Spittal, M. J., Durkin, S. J., Purcell, K., & Wakefield, M. A. (2011). What 

impact have tobacco control policies, cigarette price and tobacco control programme funding had 

on Australian adolescents’ smoking? Findings over a 15-year period: Impact of tobacco control 

policies on adolescent smoking. Addiction, 106(8), 1493–1502. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-

0443.2011.03429.x 

Whitsunday Times. (2015, January 1). New e-cigarette laws come into effect today. Whitsunday Times. 

https://www.whitsundaytimes.com.au/news/new-e-cigarette-laws-come-effect-today/2498562/ 

Wilkinson, A. L., Scollo, M., Durkin, S. J., Bayly, M., Spittal, M. J., Chaloupka, F. J., & Wakefield, M. 

A. (2019). Indexation of Tobacco Excise and Customs Duty and Smoking Prevalence Among 



 

170 
 

Australian Adults, 2001–2010: A Serial Cross-sectional Study. Nicotine & Tobacco Research, 

21(3), 293–299. https://doi.org/10.1093/ntr/nty213 

Wilkinson, A. L., Scollo, M., Wakefield, M. A., Spittal, M. J., Chaloupka, F. J., & Durkin, S. J. (2019). 

Smoking prevalence following tobacco tax increases in Australia between 2001 and 2017: An 

interrupted time-series analysis. The Lancet Public Health, 4(12), e618–e627. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-2667(19)30203-8 

Wiltshire, S., Bancroft, A., Parry, O., & Amos, A. (2003). “I came back here and started smoking again”: 

Perceptions and experiences of quitting among disadvantaged smokers. Health Education 

Research, 18(3), 292–303. https://doi.org/10.1093/her/cyf031 

Winstanley, M. (2008). Chapter 10: The tobacco industry in Australian society. In Tobacco in Australia: 

Facts and Issues (3rd ed.). Cancer Council Victoria. 

http://www.tobaccoinaustralia.org.au/chapter-10-tobacco-industry 

Wood, L. J., France, K., Hunt, K., Eades, S., & Slack-Smith, L. (2008). Indigenous women and smoking 

during pregnancy: Knowledge, cultural contexts and barriers to cessation. Social Science & 

Medicine, 66(11), 2378–2389. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.01.024 

Wood, L. J., Rosenberg, M., Clarkson, J., Phillips, F., Donovan, R. J., & Shilton, T. (2009). Encouraging 

Young Western Australians to Be Smarter than Smoking. American Journal of Health Promotion, 

23(6), 403–411. https://doi.org/10.4278/ajhp.061105141 

World Health Organization. (2019). WHO report on the global tobacco epidemic. 

https://www.who.int/tobacco/surveillance/policy/country_profile/aus.pdf 

World Health Organization. (2020). Global Health Observatory Data Repository. 

https://datacatalog.worldbank.org/dataset/world-development-indicators 

Yong, H.-H., Hitchman, S. C., Cummings, K. M., Borland, R., Gravely, S. M. L., McNeill, A., & Fong, 

G. T. (2017). Does the Regulatory Environment for E-Cigarettes Influence the Effectiveness of E-

Cigarettes for Smoking Cessation?: Longitudinal Findings From the ITC Four Country Survey. 

Nicotine & Tobacco Research, 19(11), 1268–1276. https://doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntx056 

  


	Preface
	VII. Analysis and Findings
	A. Conceptual framework
	B. Trend analysis on selected drivers
	1. Taxation and prices
	2. Anti-smoking campaigns
	3. Smoking cessation medications
	4. E-cigarettes and other ANDS

	C. Structured literature review
	1. Macro-level factors
	Tobacco control legislation
	i. Tobacco control activities
	ii. Plain packaging law and health warnings
	iii. Smoke-free environments
	iv. Advertising bans and anti-smoking policies at points-of-sale

	Price and affordability
	Anti-smoking media campaigns
	Smoking cessation services and aids
	i. Smoking cessation services and/or aids approved by TGA
	ii. Smoking cessation aids not approved by TGA


	2. Meso-level factors
	Ethnic community
	Socio-economic status
	School

	3. Micro-level factors
	Family

	4. Individual-level factors
	Smoking-related behaviors and intentions
	Psychological factors
	Demographic characteristics
	i. Age
	ii. Gender



	D. Media coverage analysis
	1. Tobacco and ANDS/ANNDS related issues
	2. Smoking cessation and anti-smoking campaigns
	3. Tobacco control laws
	4. Health issues
	5. Vaping products

	References


