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1 Prevalence of Diabetes among African Americans 1996  Missouri Department of Health Waksberg
2 Modifiable Cardiovascular Disease Risk Factors 1996  Missouri Department of Health Waksberg
3 Household Telephone Survey of the General Adult Population 1996  Oklahoma Department of Mental Health Waksberg
4 West Virginia BRFSS 1997  West Virginia Bureau for Public Health Waksberg
5 Massachusetts Health Benchmarks Polls 2002  University of Massachusetts Poll Waksberg
6 California Behavioral Risk Factor Survey (BRFS) 1995  California Department of Health Services simple RDD Yes
7 National Election Surveys (non—time series study) 1992 Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan list—assisted 2+ GENESYS Yes
8 Youth Attitude Tracking Study 1996 Department of Defense list—assisted Yes Yes
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23 California Health Interview Survey 2001  California Department of Health Services 72& list—assisted 1+ GENESYS Yes CBG
24 OHCA Household Survey 2001  Connecticut Office of Health Care Access list—assisted 2+ GENESYS B
25 Surveys of Consumers 2003  Survey Research Center, University of Michigan list—assisted 1+ GENESYS
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