Coloraco Youth Survey

2001 Repors

INTRODUCTION

The 2001-01 Colorado Youth Survey and Report

This report summarizes findings from the 2001-01 Colorado Youth Survey (CYS), which
was administered in your school(s) in Spring 2001. The CYS was developed from research
conducted by the Social Development Research Group (SDRG) at the University of Washington in
what has become commonly referred to as the Risk and Protective Factor Model. The survey consists
of 120 questions; when question subparts are considered, there are a total of 194 items that relate to
some aspect of this model.

The CYS report provides helpful information about school, community, family, and youth
health as reflected in risk and protective factors. It provides a comprehensive snapshot of
community strengths and weaknesses that can be used to guide community needs assessment,
program planning activities, and other efforts focused on positive youth development.

The Risk and Protective Factor Model

Risk factors are characteristics of school, community, and family environments, and of students
and their peer groups, which are known to predict increased likelihood of drug use, delinquency, or
other problem behaviors. For example, children who live in disorganized, crime-ridden
neighborhoods are more likely to become involved in crime and drug use than children who live in
safe neighborhoods.

Survey data on
risk and
protective
factorscan help
focus
prevention

efforts

Protective factors exert a positive influence or a buffer against the negative influence of risk, thus reducing the likelihood that
adolescents will engage in problem behaviors. Protective factors identified through research reviewed by the Social Development




Research Group include individual characteristics; social bonding to family, school, community and peers; and healthy beliefs and
clear standards for behavior.

Research on risk and protective factors has important implications for prevention efforts. The premise of this approach is that
in order to promote positive youth development and prevent problem behaviors, it is necessary to address the factors that predict these
problems. By measuring risk and protective factors in a population, specific risk factors that are elevated and widespread can be
identified and targeted by preventive interventions that also promote related protective factors. For example, if academic failure is
identified as an elevated risk factor in a community, then mentoring and tutoring interventions can be provided that will improve
academic performance, and al so increase opportunities and rewards for classroom participation.

Organization of the Survey
Questions in the Colorado Y outh Survey are organized into four separate domain areas contained in the Risk and Protective Factor
Model. These are the:

1) School Domain

2) Community Domain

3) Family Domain, and

4) Peer and Individual Domain

Within these domains are groups of survey questions that, when combined, create risk or protective factor scales. There are 24 risk
factor scales and 10 protective factor scales. In addition to these scales there are a number of outcome items related to substance use
and anti-socia behavior. Finally, there are five supplemental question areas included that are not part of the Risk and Protective
Factor Model: intention to use, church/spirituality involvement, sports/recreation involvement, drinking and driving, and suicide.

The table below lists the risk and protective factor scales, and is followed by a list of the outcome measures and supplemental items.
For afuller description of these, please consult Appendix Two: Description of Scales, Outcomes, and Items.



Table 1: Risk and Protective Factors Organized by Domain

DOMAIN: SCHOOL

Protective Factor Scales
Opportunities for Pro-Socia Involvement
Rewards for Pro-Social Involvement

Risk Factor Scales
Academic Failure
Low Commitment to School

DOMAIN: COMMUNITY

Protective Factor Scales
Opportunities for Pro-Socia Involvement
Rewards for Pro-Social Involvement

Risk Factor Scales

Low Neighborhood Attachment

Community Disorganization

Transitions and Mobility

Laws and Norms Favorable to Drug Use
Perceived Availability of Drugs

Perceived Availability of Drugs of Handguns

DOMAIN: FAMILY

Protective Factor Scales

Family Attachment

Opportunities for Pro-Socia Involvement
Rewards for Pro-Social Involvement

Risk Factor Scales

Poor Family Management

Family Conflict

Family History of Antisocial Behavior

Parental Attitudes Favorableto Drug Use

Parental Attitudes Favorable to Antisocial Behavior

DOMAIN: PEER-INDIVIDUAL

Protective Factor Scales
Religiosity

Social Skills

Bdlief inthe Moral Order

Risk Factor Scales

Rebelliousness

Early Initiation of Drug Use

Early Initiation of Antisocial Behavior
Attitudes Favorable toward Antisocial Behavior
Attitudes Favorable Toward Drug Use
Perceived Risk of Drug Use
Interaction with Antisocial Peers

Peer Use of alcohol, tobacco, and use
Sensation Seeking

Gang Involvement

Rewards for Antisocia Involvement




Outcome Measures.

* 30-day alcohol use * 30-day marijuana use * 30-day stimulants use * heavy drinking

» lifetime alcohol use » lifetime marijuana use » lifetime stimulants use e heavy cigarette use
e 30-day smokelesstobaccouse ¢ 30-day cocaine use » 30-day inhalants use e antisocia behavior
» lifetime smokelesstobacco use < lifetime cocaine use * lifetimeinhalants use

» 30-day cigarette use e 30-day LSD use » 30-day other illegal drug use

* lifetime cigarette use * lifetime LSD use » lifetime other illegal drug use

Other Items:

* Depression e Drinking & Driving *  Church/Spirituality invol vement

* Suicide * Intentionto Use » Sports/Recreation Involvement

ABOUT DATA QUALITY

Preliminary analysis of the data included a series of quality control steps that removed invalid, incomplete, or inaccurate responses.
The survey includes items that assist in detecting invalid responses, including a*“lie” item and an honesty rating. In addition, analysis

is conducted to detect impossibly high substance use rates. Respondents who
failed any of these areas were removed from the data set.

The overall precision or accuracy of reported data is dependent on a number
of factors that should be kept in consideration when using the report. The
respondent sample in many cases was not wholly representative of the school
population. When possible, the data were weighted to compensate for
disproportionate representativeness in the sample. Weighting is a statistical
process that adjusts sample data so that they more accurately represent the
characteristics of the larger population from which the sample was drawn (See
the box to the right for a simple example of weighting). In the present case,
data were weighted by gender and ethnicity. The “Data Quality” section
provides a grade, gender and ethnicity comparison of school enrollment and
student participation. This table may be helpful for gauging overal
representativeness.

Box 1. Weighting Example

Consider a school with atotal population of 200
students, 100 (50%) male and 100 (50%) female.

If the sample of students filling out the survey was
100, with 20 (20%) females and 80 (80%) males
and no weight adjustment was applied, males
would be over-weighted in the final estimate (they
should only count 50%, not 80%) and female would
be under-weighted. Weighting re-adjusts
respondents so that they more accurately reflect
thelr respective population.




Complete response of all survey items is another area that affects report quality. In many cases, students were unable to complete all
of the survey questions; that is, they stop before the end of the survey. This can occur for avariety of reasons (e.g. time or fatigue). In
other instances, selected questions may have high levels of non-response, which affects the accuracy of computed scales. The “Data
Quality” section aso provides a graphic display of overall non-completion rates for all scales, and grade-by-grade tables of
completion rates for each scale. Readers are warned to be cautious in their use and interpretation of scales with low response rates,
whether these are in selected grades or across respondents.

DATA COMPARISONS

The report contains two comparable sets of data labeled “local” and “state.” Local is the term used to refer to the reported school’s
data. The “Participant Characteristics’ section of the report provides alist of all the schools contained in the report. It aso provides
additional demographic information about the students represented in the report.

“State” is the term used to denote a state-sample comparison. These comparison data are the aggregate data from all students in the
State of Colorado who participated in the survey in the 2000 and the 2001 administrations. It is important to note that the state
comparison is not a Colorado estimate, but simply reflects the aggregate of all participating schools for each year of the
administration. See Appendix One for acomplete list of these participating schools.

When individual schools have participated in the survey in more than one annual administration, comparisons have been provided by
year. Therefore, schools with three years of data, for example, will have three local displays and two state displays. Subsequent years
of participation will cumulatively add year-by-year comparisons, providing schools the opportunity to monitor changes over time.

READING THE CHARTSAND TABLES

Two methods of data presentation are used in this report: charts and data tables. The charts contain two data points: local and state.
School level data (local) are represented by a solid bar; state participant level data are represented by a solid dot. The charts visually
revea differences between scales and, when available, changes over time. Tables also include school and state information and are
labeled accordingly. The purpose of the tablesisto provide actual percentages, which are sometimes difficult to discern in the charts,
and to show the datafor each grade level.



In the * Snapshot” section (See Box 2), there are three separate charts. one
for risk factors, one for protective factors, and one for outcome measures.
These charts display all of the scales and outcome measures in summary
form. For the risk and protective factors the bars are labeled with each
scale name and are organized by domain: School, Community, Family,
Peer/Individual. Similarly, the outcomes are labeled by each outcome
measure, but are grouped by overarching category: 30-day use, Lifetime
Use, Heavy Use, and Anti-Social Behavior.

The scale details found in the “ Scales” section (See Box 3) also contain the
same bar chart, but each chart represents a single scale, either risk or
protective. The different bars in each chart signify the year in which the
survey data were collected, and are |abeled as such.

Beginning with the “Scales’ section and then throughout the remaining
data sections, tables complement the bar charts or are simply presented
aone. There are two styles of data presentation as shown in Box 4 on the
next page. In the first example, grade at the both the local and state level
are displayed as the first two rows, with year(s) across the top.

In the second example only local level data are presented. In thistable, the
rows include grade and year, and the columns vary by outcome and item
response categories. A blank cell, where no data are presented, indicates no
students selected the category. For example, using Box 5 to the left, no 6™
grade students, in 1999, reported using smokel ess tobacco once or twice in
the past 30 days.
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Box 4. Example of a Tables
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INTERPRETING THE DATA

The data for risk and protective factor scales are computed as cut-points. The cut-point for arisk scale isthe point at which a score on
the scale predicts negative outcomes. The cut-point of a protective factor scale is the point a which a score on the scale predicts
positive outcomes. Cut-points were determined by dividing youth from alarge 7-state data set (all using the survey) into two groups —
those with high scores on negative survey outcome areas, and those with low scores in these same areas. Then, each risk factor scale
was tested statistically to determine the point at which it significantly predicted membership in the group with high negative outcomes.
Protective factor scales were treated in the same way, except they were tested to determine the point at which a scale significantly
predicted membership in the group with low scores on the survey outcome areas. Thisis extremely important to remember when
using or interpreting data in your report. Box 3 above, for example, shows that close to 55% of the students were at or above the
cut-point on the risk scale, “academic failure” in 2000 and in 2001 for this local community. This can be interpreted to mean that
approximately 50% of the students in this example school showed a level of academic failure indicative of negative outcomes, as
shown in larger samples.
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The graphs for outcome measures express the percent of students in the sample who engaged in the item behavior on one or more
occasions. Tables are provided for each of these outcomes (see Box 4, above) that detail the percent of students by each response
category.

ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

The Colorado Youth Survey Report is organized into separate sections:
» Participant Characteristics
» DataQuality
»  Snapshot of Current Y ear
» ScaesDetails
* Outcomes Detail

e QOutcomes

e Items

» School Climate
* Appendices

The “Participant Characteristics’ section supplies the reader with information about the number of students in the report, their
demographic composition and the schools included in the report. The demographic categories include grade, gender (female and
male), and ethnic grouping (African American, Asian, Hispanic, Native American, White and Other).

The following section, “Data Quality,” provides a table comparing student enrollment (based on the October census) to sample
respondents and provides other information about the completion of survey scales.

Survey results are first presented in the “ Snapshot of Current Year” section, which visually displays data for all risk factors, protective
factors, and outcome measures by domain for both the school level and state level comparison. Displays are provided for all grades as
an aggregate, and for each grade separately.

In the “Scales Detail” and the “ Outcomes Detail” sections, each chart presents the overall reported survey data for a single scale or a
single outcome at the school level (bar) and state comparison level (dot) for each year of survey participation. Data tables
complement these charts by providing grade level data for the school(s) and state. Where available, data for each year of a school’s
participation is provided.
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Detailed data tables for each of the outcomes are provided in the “Outcomes’ section, which presents overall and grade level data by
response category. Where available, data for each year of a school’s participation is provided. State level comparison data are not
available.

Supplementary items provided in the “Items’ and the “ School Climate” sections follow the same format as the “Outcomes” section
described above. Items include drinking and driving, depression, suicide, intention to use, involvement with church/spirituality, and
involvement in sports/recreation. Surveys question numbers 15-24 comprise the “ School Climate” section, which identify students
opinions and belief about school-specific issues. State level comparison data are not available.

Six appendices are provided at the end of the report. Appendix One provides alist of participating schools across Colorado by district
for the Spring 2002 and 2001 administrations. These schools make up the “state” level comparison discussed above. Appendix Two
defines each scale, outcome, and item presented in the report. Appendix Three discusses the relationships between risk and protective
factors and outcomes. Appendix Four gives a brief primer on using CY S data for your school or community. Appendix Five offers a
working list of Prevention Resources in the State and at the national level to aid in the development of prevention programming in
your community. And, finally, the Colorado Youth Survey instrument isincluded as Appendix Six.
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Participant Characteristics

In this section, information is provided on the schools and students that participated in the survey. Each school presented in
the report, and the digtrict in which it resides, islisted below. Student information includes the total number of student
participants and the demographic breakdown of these students (gender, grade, and ethnicity).

Total Number of Student Participants Schools surveyed for this report
1999 2000 2001 School District
Total Students 562 626 626 PRETEND HIGH SCHOOL Pretend District
PRETEND MIDDLE SCHOOL Pretend District

Demographics of student participants

Demographic Group 1999 2000 2001

Female 116.5% 108.3% 53.8%

Male 116.4% 104.0% 46.2%

6th 36.3% 36.9% 24.3%

7th 37.5% 31.3% 17.9%

8th 34.0% 31.6% 20.6%

9th 34.5% 29.7%

10th 31.7% 31.2% 23.3%

11th 31.3% 29.1%

12th 27.6% 225% 15.0%

White 117.6% 106.4% 38.2%

African Amer. 9.4% 8.8%

Native Amer. 21% 1.6%

Hispanic 101.6% 92.0% 43.3%

Asian 21% 3.5%

Partcipant Characteristics  Page 1 of 1 Pretend Community
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Data Quality

1999

Part 1: Overall Response Rate

Examine the number of students
reflected in the report compared to the
number of students enrolled in school
according to Colorado Department of
Education October enrollment records.
(the population).

Part 2: Student Representation
IA ssess how well the number of students

in the report represent the students of
that demonranhic aronin enrolled in

Although theseresponserates by
demographic category are actual,
data presented in thisreport are
weighted (both at the school and
state paticipant level).

Demographic October # of Students % of Students
Group Enrollment in Report in Report
Female 690 655 94.9%

Male 670 654 97.6%

6th 220 204 92.7%

7th 220 211 95.9%

8th 200 191 95.5%

9th 200 194 97.0%
10th 180 178 98.9%
11th 180 176 97.8%
12th 160 155 96.9%
White 675 661 97.9%
African Amer. 65 53 81.5%
Native Amer. 25 12 48.0%
Hispanic 580 571 98.4%
Asian 15 12 80.0%

Part 3: Did students complete the survey?

Although data are aggregated for this report, the completeness of each survey
impacts the quality of the data. That is, lack of 100% completion of each
survey could affect the interpretation of results because not all survey
guestions were answered. It may then be misleading to assess students on
those scales or outcomes. The graphic display below shows the overall
completion of each survey question. At the bottom of this page, the scales
and outcomes that were not completed by fewer than 70% of the studentsin
each grade are listed aong side the number and percent of students that did
compl ete the scale or outcome questions .* Thisinformation is provided to
help the reader understand the adeguacy of completion.

100% Percent of Students Completing Scales
0

80%
60%
40% A
20% -

0% {
Start of survey End of survey

* |f there are no scales or outcomes listed below, survey completion rate was high enough for all scales and outcomesin the survey.

Data Quality Page1of3
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Data Quality

2000

Part 1: Overall Response Rate

Examine the number of students
reflected in the report compared to the
number of students enrolled in school
according to Colorado Department of
Education October enrollment records.
(the population).

Part 2: Student Representation
IA ssess how well the number of students

in the report represent the students of
that demonranhic aronin enrolled in

Although theseresponserates by
demographic category are actual,
data presented in thisreport are
weighted (both at the school and
state paticipant level).

Demographic October # of Students % of Students
Group Enrollment in Report in Report
Female 710 678 95.5%

Male 675 651 96.4%

6th 250 231 92.4%

7th 200 196 98.0%

8th 200 198 99.0%

9th 200 186 93.0%
10th 200 195 97.5%
11th 190 182 95.8%
12th 145 141 97.2%
White 680 666 97.9%
African Amer. 65 55 84.6%
Native Amer. 30 10 33.3%
Hispanic 590 576 97.6%
Asian 20 22 110.0%

Part 3: Did students complete the survey?

Although data are aggregated for this report, the completeness of each survey
impacts the quality of the data. That is, lack of 100% completion of each
survey could affect the interpretation of results because not all survey
guestions were answered. It may then be misleading to assess students on
those scales or outcomes. The graphic display below shows the overall
completion of each survey question. At the bottom of this page, the scales
and outcomes that were not completed by fewer than 70% of the studentsin
each grade are listed aong side the number and percent of students that did
compl ete the scale or outcome questions .* Thisinformation is provided to
help the reader understand the adeguacy of completion.

100%

Percent of Students Completing Scales

80%
60%
40% A
20% -

0%

Start of survey End of survey

* |f there are no scales or outcomes listed below, survey completion rate was high enough for all scales and outcomesin the survey.

Grade All

% #
complete complete Scale

56% 329 stimulants

57% 334 stimulants

Grade 10

% #

complete complete Scale
00% 0 stimulants
00% 0 stimulants

1

Grade 12

% #

complete complete Scale
00% 0 stimulants
00% 0 stimulants
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Data Quality

2001

Part 1: Overall Response Rate

Examine the number of students
reflected in the report compared to the
number of students enrolled in school
according to Colorado Department of
Education October enrollment records.
(the population).

Part 2: Student Representation
IA ssess how well the number of students

in the report represent the students of
that demonranhic aronin enrolled in

Although theseresponserates by
demographic category are actual,
data presented in thisreport are
weighted (both at the school and
state paticipant level).

Demographic October # of Students % of Students
Group Enrollment in Report in Report
Female 681 337 49.5%

Male 673 289 42.9%
6th 240 152 63.3%
7th 220 112 50.9%
8th 190 129 67.9%
10th 195 146 74.9%
12th 141 94 66.7%
White 706 239 33.9%
Hispanic 539 271 50.3%

Part 3: Did students complete the survey?

Although data are aggregated for this report, the completeness of each survey
impacts the quality of the data. That is, lack of 100% completion of each
survey could affect the interpretation of results because not all survey
guestions were answered. It may then be misleading to assess students on
those scales or outcomes. The graphic display below shows the overall
completion of each survey question. At the bottom of this page, the scales
and outcomes that were not completed by fewer than 70% of the studentsin
each grade are listed aong side the number and percent of students that did
compl ete the scale or outcome questions .* Thisinformation is provided to
help the reader understand the adeguacy of completion.

100%

Percent of Students Completing Scales

80%
60%
40% A
20% -

0%

Start of survey End of survey

* |f there are no scales or outcomes listed below, survey completion rate was high enough for all scales and outcomesin the survey.

Grade All

% #
complete complete Scale

56% 329 stimulants

57% 334 stimulants

Grade 10
% #
complete complete Scale
00% 0 stimulants
00% 0 stimulants
1
Grade 12
% #
complete complete Scale
00% 0 stimulants
00% 0 stimulants
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: All Grades

% of Students Above Cut Points for Most Recent Data % Above Cut Points for Most Recent Data
Risk Factors Protective Factors
100% School Community Family Peer-Individual 100% School | Comm. Family Peer-Indiv.
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academic failure
low commitment to school
low neigborhood attachment
community disorganization
transitions and mobility
laws favorable to drug use
perceived avail: drugs
perceived avail: handguns
poor family management
family conflict
family antisocial behavior
parent att. favor drug use
parent att. favor antisoc.beh.
rebelliousness
early initiation: drug
early initiation: antisoc.beh.
attitudes favor antisoc.beh.
attitudes favor drug use
antisocial peers
peer use of ATOD
sensation seeking
rewards for antisoc.inv.
gang involvement
low perceived risk of drugs
opp.for prosoc.inv.
rewards for prosoc.inv.
opp. for prosoc.inv.
rewards for prosoc.inv.
family attachment
opp. for prosoc.inv.
rewards for prosoc.inv.
religiosity
social skills
belief in moral order

LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. Each risk and protective factor scaleis
displayed and grouped by the four domains. school, community, family, and peer/individual. Each bar represents the percent of
Stetey, @ studentsin all grades or in each grade whose survey responses indicated “ elevated risk” or “ elevated protection” in the noted
factor. Each bar is complemented by a solid dot. This dot represents the percent of all students in the State of Colorado that

participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the elevated risk or protection.
Local

Scanning across these charts, you can begin to determine which factors are most (or least) prevalent, thus identifying which are
the factors most important for your school or community to review. Brief definitions of the risk and protective factors are
provided in Appendix Two. The following section, "Scale Details" provides each scales' details, including actual reported rates
by grade for both the local and state participant level over time (where data are available).
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: All Grades

% I ndicating Behavior (Regardless of Frequency) for Most Recent Data

Outcomes
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. This dot represents the percent of all students
in the Sate of Colorado that participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the noted behavior. The
Satey, @ "Lifetime Use" section of the chart shows the incidence of use with a particular substance. That is, for the school(s), the bars show

how many students reported using the substance at least once in their lives. The "30-day Use" section is a more sensitive
indication of current use of the substance. Again, the bars for the school(s) show the use of the substance at least once in the past
LE, 30-days. The "Heavy Use" section measures binge drinking, which is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks in a row on one
occasion in the previous two weeks, and heavy cigarette use, which is defined as a pack or more of cigarettes per day in the past
30 days. Finally, "Antisocial Behavior" measures show any involvement with the reported behavior in the past year. This
information is helpful in determining the impact a given level of reported behavior; if your school(s) score is significantly higher
than the comparison, it may be an issue of concern. Data tables are found in the "Outcome Details" section for your school(s) and
the state participants; actual prevalence rates for your school(s) are reported in the "Outcomes" section.
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 6
% of Students Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data % Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. Each risk and protective factor scaleis
displayed and grouped by the four domains. school, community, family, and peer/individual. Each bar represents the percent of
Satey, @ studentsin all grades or in each grade whose survey responses indicated “ elevated risk” or “ elevated protection” in the noted
factor. Each bar is complemented by a solid dot. This dot represents the percent of all students in the State of Colorado that
participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the elevated risk or protection.
Local
» Scanning across these charts, you can begin to determine which factors are most (or least) prevalent, thus identifying which are
the factors most important for your school or community to review. Brief definitions of the risk and protective factors are

Snapshot

provided in Appendix Two. The following section, "Scale Details" provides each scales' details, including actual reported rates
by grade for both the local and state participant level over time (where data are available).
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 6
% I ndicating Behavior (Regardless of Frequency) for Most Recent Data
Outcomes
100% Drug Usein the Last 30 Days Drug Usein Lifetime Heavy Use Antisocial Behavior
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. This dot represents the percent of all students
in the Sate of Colorado that participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the noted behavior. The
Satey, @ "Lifetime Use" section of the chart shows the incidence of use with a particular substance. That is, for the school(s), the bars show
how many students reported using the substance at least once in their lives. The "30-day Use" section is a more sensitive
indication of current use of the substance. Again, the bars for the school(s) show the use of the substance at least once in the past
LOC&", 30-days. The "Heavy Use" section measures binge drinking, which is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks in a row on one
occasion in the previous two weeks, and heavy cigarette use, which is defined as a pack or more of cigarettes per day in the past

30 days. Finally, "Antisocial Behavior" measures show any involvement with the reported behavior in the past year. This

information is helpful in determining the impact a given level of reported behavior; if your school(s) score is significantly higher
than the comparison, it may be an issue of concern. Data tables are found in the "Outcome Details" section for your school(s) and
the state participants; actual prevalence rates for your school(s) are reported in the "Outcomes" section.
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 8
% of Students Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data % Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data
Risk Factors Protective Factors
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. Each risk and protective factor scaleis
displayed and grouped by the four domains. school, community, family, and peer/individual. Each bar represents the percent of
Satey, @ studentsin all grades or in each grade whose survey responses indicated “ elevated risk” or “ elevated protection” in the noted
factor. Each bar is complemented by a solid dot. This dot represents the percent of all students in the State of Colorado that
participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the elevated risk or protection.
Local
> Scanning across these charts, you can begin to determine which factors are most (or least) prevalent, thus identifying which are
the factors most important for your school or community to review. Brief definitions of the risk and protective factors are

provided in Appendix Two. The following section, " Scale Details" provides each scales' details, including actual reported rates
by grade for both the local and state participant level over time (where data are available).
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 3
% I ndicating Behavior (Regardless of Frequency) for Most Recent Data
Outcomes
100% Drug Usein the Last 30 Days Drug Usein Lifetime Heavy Use Antisocial Behavior
(1]
80%
60% —
40% g
[
[ ]
20% -
i H ) C | il
[ J
0% |.-| . . .. ® .I,_||.-| |_| .M.° .|_||‘| e |?||_.-||'-| : : e
(e} (7} ° © §2) ©] §2) (o} 0 ° © §2] [} 1] [} (o)) — K} o — —=
e 3§ ® 8 E 2 © £ B8 £ § © & E 2 & £ g 6 © 2 8§ w5 >z g 2 2 2
w o E & 6 - R E B 5 = o x o E£E £ o T 2 ® 8
8 S 2 9 = 2 v 2 g © & 9 § g £ c
< Y = Q a = @ £ = - = = o = k=) =]
] £ © £ © s £ 8 & £ 2 5
5 ° 5 ° 8 & © S = 2 =
> o = o] © c
z 2 # g 5 £
< ° § 8 =
® i
LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. This dot represents the percent of all students
in the Sate of Colorado that participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the noted behavior. The
Satey, @ "Lifetime Use" section of the chart shows the incidence of use with a particular substance. That is, for the school(s), the bars show

how many students reported using the substance at least once in their lives. The "30-day Use" section is a more sensitive
indication of current use of the substance. Again, the bars for the school(s) show the use of the substance at least once in the past
LE, 30-days. The "Heavy Use" section measures binge drinking, which is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks in a row on one
occasion in the previous two weeks, and heavy cigarette use, which is defined as a pack or more of cigarettes per day in the past
30 days. Finally, "Antisocial Behavior" measures show any involvement with the reported behavior in the past year. This

information is helpful in determining the impact a given level of reported behavior; if your school(s) score is significantly higher
than the comparison, it may be an issue of concern. Data tables are found in the "Outcome Details" section for your school(s) and
the state participants; actual prevalence rates for your school(s) are reported in the "Outcomes" section.
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 10
% of Students Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data % Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data
Risk Factors Protective Factors
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. Each risk and protective factor scaleis
displayed and grouped by the four domains. school, community, family, and peer/individual. Each bar represents the percent of
Satey, @ studentsin all grades or in each grade whose survey responses indicated “ elevated risk” or “ elevated protection” in the noted
factor. Each bar is complemented by a solid dot. This dot represents the percent of all students in the State of Colorado that
participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the elevated risk or protection.
Local
» Scanning across these charts, you can begin to determine which factors are most (or least) prevalent, thus identifying which are
the factors most important for your school or community to review. Brief definitions of the risk and protective factors are

provided in Appendix Two. The following section, "Scale Details" provides each scales' details, including actual reported rates
by grade for both the local and state participant level over time (where data are available).
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 10
% I ndicating Behavior (Regardless of Frequency) for Most Recent Data
Outcomes
100% Drug Usein the Last 30 Days Drug Usein Lifetime Heavy Use Antisocial Behavior
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how many students reported using the substance at least once in their lives. The "30-day Use" section is a more sensitive
indication of current use of the substance. Again, the bars for the school(s) show the use of the substance at least once in the past
LE, 30-days. The "Heavy Use" section measures binge drinking, which is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks in a row on one
occasion in the previous two weeks, and heavy cigarette use, which is defined as a pack or more of cigarettes per day in the past
30 days. Finally, "Antisocial Behavior" measures show any involvement with the reported behavior in the past year. This

(@] —
@
40% I —
. _
] o
20% - 4" L
O . L
) e d
0% ﬂﬂ . .°.rﬂ e @ [1] HMH ® |,_| 'IH .[.]|_| e |
8 § 2 g £ g & £ 5 8 8 32 g £ 8 g £ 5 g 23 o5 85 & E E 3 oF
@ S 8 S o D ] o = I b 8 > © Ko} ] 8 = IS = < 2 = = 9 = < =
€ & ® § g ¥ g & Z € 8 ® § 2 3% g & = L 5 § g = ¢ £ o5 & 8
2 o < £ o o = < k=] o T E Q o = < o ©° © < > © = -
S S 5 S = fo) S 1S 5 S = > © € < [ S = © b=
g ° © 8 T @ ° S © ¢ © & © & B8 § § <= ¢
o o = 9 7 = 8«8 £ & - = g ¢ & B 3
g = g ¢ = 5 2 & © ¢ m £ &8 £ £ 3
S £ 2 £ © T 5 3 £ £ € 5
Z ° 5 ° 8 g °© 5 = 2 =
=] o —= o] © c
> ] 2 2 c 2
3 @ ® S 8§ =
! o
® i
LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. This dot represents the percent of all students
in the Sate of Colorado that participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the noted behavior. The
Satey, @ "Lifetime Use" section of the chart shows the incidence of use with a particular substance. That is, for the school(s), the bars show

information is helpful in determining the impact a given level of reported behavior; if your school(s) score is significantly higher
than the comparison, it may be an issue of concern. Data tables are found in the "Outcome Details" section for your school(s) and
the state participants; actual prevalence rates for your school(s) are reported in the "Outcomes" section.
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 12

% of Students Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data % Above Cut Pointsfor Most Recent Data
Risk Factors Protective Factors
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. Each risk and protective factor scaleis
displayed and grouped by the four domains. school, community, family, and peer/individual. Each bar represents the percent of
Satey, @ studentsin all grades or in each grade whose survey responses indicated “ elevated risk” or “ elevated protection” in the noted
factor. Each bar is complemented by a solid dot. This dot represents the percent of all students in the State of Colorado that
participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the elevated risk or protection.
Local
» Scanning across these charts, you can begin to determine which factors are most (or least) prevalent, thus identifying which are
the factors most important for your school or community to review. Brief definitions of the risk and protective factors are

provided in Appendix Two. The following section, "Scale Details" provides each scales' details, including actual reported rates
by grade for both the local and state participant level over time (where data are available).
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Snapshot of Current Year 2001 Grade: 12
% I ndicating Behavior (Regardless of Frequency) for Most Recent Data
Outcomes
100% Drug Usein the Last 30 Days Drug Usein Lifetime Heavy Use Antisocial Behavior
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LEGEND The bars and dots represent the school data and state participant data respectively. This dot represents the percent of all students
in the Sate of Colorado that participated in the survey in the Spring 2000 administration who reported the noted behavior. The
Satey, @ "Lifetime Use" section of the chart shows the incidence of use with a particular substance. That is, for the school(s), the bars show
how many students reported using the substance at least once in their lives. The "30-day Use" section is a more sensitive
indication of current use of the substance. Again, the bars for the school(s) show the use of the substance at least once in the past
LOC‘*, 30-days. The "Heavy Use" section measures binge drinking, which is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks in a row on one
occasion in the previous two weeks, and heavy cigarette use, which is defined as a pack or more of cigarettes per day in the past

30 days. Finally, "Antisocial Behavior" measures show any involvement with the reported behavior in the past year. This

information is helpful in determining the impact a given level of reported behavior; if your school(s) score is significantly higher
than the comparison, it may be an issue of concern. Data tables are found in the "Outcome Details" section for your school(s) and
the state participants; actual prevalence rates for your school(s) are reported in the "Outcomes" section.
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SCALE
DETAILS



SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

academic failure

Domain School

Risk Factor

low commitment to school

Domain School

Risk Factor

low neighborhood attachment

Domain Community

Risk Factor

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% +— v 40% +— - 40% +— : :
20% +— 20% 1T 20% 1+— —
0% 0% 0% )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 58.3% 51.4% 51.4% All Grades Local 46.8% 41.5% 41.5% All Grades Local 42.9% 39.0% 39.0%
State Not Avail. 47.7% 45.3% State Not Avail. 45.4% 44.6% State Not Avail. 41.9% 38.9%
6 Local 57.8% 43.8% 43.8% 6 Local 50.0% 46.8% 46.8% 6 Local 60.7% 52.5% 52.5%
State Not Avail. 45.5% 45.2% State Not Avail. 47.9% 48.8% State Not Avail. 44.9% 44.3%
8 Local 73.5% 58.9% 58.9% 8 Local 40.8% 35.3% 35.3% 8 Local 38.5% 34.7% 34.7%
State Not Avail. 49.0% 47.4% State Not Avail. 45.2% 44.5% State Not Avail. 37.2% 34.5%
10 Local 49.1% 46.2% 46.2% 10 Local 64.8% 52.9% 52.9% 10 Local 47.2% 36.2% 36.2%
State Not Avail. 47.4% 42.9% State Not Avail. 47.4% 45.2% State Not Avail. 44.2% 38.9%
12 Local 34.7% 47.3% 47.3% 12 Local 49.0% 43.0% 43.0% 12 Local 42.9% 44.1% 44.1%
State Not Avail. 44.6% 40.7% State Not Avail. 44.7% 47.6% State Not Avail. 47.8% 46.8%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

community disorganization transitions and mobility laws and norms favorable to
drug use
Domain Community Risk Factor Domain Community Risk Factor Domain Community Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% +— 60% L) 60% —
40% 1— . o [— 40% 1T— — 40% 1— e
20% T — 20% 1T — 20% 1T
0% T T : 0% T T : 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 65.5% 55.9% 55.9% All Grades Local 51.6% 52.5% 52.5% All Grades Local 46.4% 47.2% 47.2%
State Not Avail. 44.5% 38.1% State Not Avail. 49.0% 55.0% State Not Avail. 46.0% 41.5%
6 Local 84.2% 73.5% 73.5% 6 Local 63.2% 61.5% 61.5% 6 Local 59.6% 46.2% 46.2%
State Not Avail. 44.0% 38.9% State Not Avail. 52.7% 61.2% State Not Avail. 51.7% 47.3%
8 Local 76.6% 76.8% 76.8% 8 Local 61.9% 55.1% 55.1% 8 Local 33.9% 46.2% 46.2%
State Not Avail. 40.6% 36.1% State Not Avail. 47.8% 51.0% State Not Avail. 45.2% 39.8%
10 Local 50.0% 30.0% 30.0% 10 Local 43.4% 36.6% 36.6% 10 Local 41.5% 43.8% 43.8%
State Not Avail. 49.7% 39.4% State Not Avail. 48.9% 56.7% State Not Avail. 48.2% 45.7%
12 Local 41.7% 34.4% 34.4% 12 Local 36.7% 46.1% 46.1% 12 Local 52.2% 51.6% 51.6%
State Not Avail. 46.2% 40.6% State Not Avail. 44.8% 50.7% State Not Avail. 43.4% 44.5%
| | |
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

perceived availability of drugs

perceived availability of

poor family management

handguns
Domain Community Risk Factor Domain Community Risk Factor Domain Famiy Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 1— ¢ *— 40% - 40% 1— v L
20% +— — 20% +— ‘L’» 20% +— —
(02 T T ) 0% T T ) 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 47.3% 52.8% 52.8% All Grades Local 29.3% 29.7% 29.7% All Grades Local 55.1% 47.0% 47.0%
State Not Avail. 45.9% 43.3% State Not Avail. 35.2% 31.7% State Not Avail. 44.1% 42.1%
6 Local 36.8% 47.4% 47.4% 6 Local 22.4% 31.9% 31.9% 6 Local 53.3% 47.3% 47.3%
State Not Avail. 34.6% 32.4% State Not Avail. 27.4% 24.3% State Not Avail. 46.9% 43.1%
8 Local 45.9% 59.6% 59.6% 8 Local 41.7% 45.1% 45.1% 8 Local 55.6% 46.7% 46.7%
State Not Avail. 45.3% 44.7% State Not Avail. 44.6% 39.0% State Not Avail. 47.1% 46.2%
10 Local 48.1% 51.6% 51.6% 10 Local 23.1% 12.7% 12.7% 10 Local 59.3% 49.6% 49.6%
State Not Avail. 57.0% 57.6% State Not Avail. 30.3% 27.6% State Not Avail. 41.7% 39.1%
12 Local 63.0% 71.4% 71.4% 12 Local 17.4% 24.4% 24.4% 12 Local 53.1% 49.5% 49.5%
State Not Avail. 63.1% 66.0% State Not Avail. 39.3% 36.4% State Not Avail. 45.2% 47.0%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

family conflict

family history of antisocial

parental attitudes favorable to

behavior drug use
Domain Family Risk Factor Domain Famiy Risk Factor Domain Famiy Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% +— ° ® 40% 1+ = o — 40% - 5
20% 1— — 20% +— — 20% 1— —
0% T T : 0% T T : 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 44.7% 41.9% 41.9% All Grades Local 56.4% 49.5% 49.5% All Grades Local 39.9% 40.1% 40.1%
State Not Avail. 41.2% 38.8% State Not Avail. 44.5% 38.8% State Not Avail. 36.6% 31.8%
6 Local 40.0% 39.8% 39.8% 6 Local 63.2% 47.8% 47.8% 6 Local 23.2% 13.2% 13.2%
State Not Avail. 41.0% 36.4% State Not Avail. 45.1% 40.3% State Not Avail. 19.3% 17.8%
8 Local 54.8% 52.7% 52.7% 8 Local 69.4% 66.7% 66.7% 8 Local 32.3% 33.7% 33.7%
State Not Avail. 48.6% 46.5% State Not Avail. 47.3% 41.8% State Not Avail. 35.4% 34.3%
10 Local 30.2% 41.1% 41.1% 10 Local 41.5% 39.8% 39.8% 10 Local 60.4% 62.2% 62.2%
State Not Avail. 36.8% 33.6% State Not Avail. 46.7% 41.5% State Not Avail. 52.4% 47.6%
12 Local 34.7% 33.3% 33.3% 12 Local 42.9% 44.9% 44.9% 12 Local 63.8% 65.6% 65.6%
State Not Avail. 34.1% 30.8% State Not Avail. 43.0% 37.2% State Not Avail. 51.0% 48.8%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

parental attitudes favorable to rebelliousness early initiation of drug use
antisocial behavior
Domain Famiy Risk Factor Domain Peer/Indiv Risk Factor Domain Peer/Indiv Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 1+ ¢ °— 40% +— * 40% 1+— i o —
20% 1 — 20% +— 20% 1— —
% . : . 0% . : . 0% . : .
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 54.6% 50.6% 50.6% All Grades Local 52.2% 49.3% 49.3% All Grades Local 47.1% 49.5% 49.5%
State Not Avail. 46.5% 43.1% State Not Avail. 47.1% 44.0% State Not Avail. 44.7% 40.1%
6 Local 44.6% 39.8% 39.8% 6 Local 63.5% 57.7% 57.7% 6 Local 45.0% 34.6% 34.6%
State Not Avail. 36.0% 33.9% State Not Avail. 58.0% 55.0% State Not Avail. 43.9% 40.2%
8 Local 56.7% 61.1% 61.1% 8 Local 59.5% 48.7% 48.7% 8 Local 50.0% 56.8% 56.8%
State Not Avail. 49.1% 46.4% State Not Avail. 42.4% 40.0% State Not Avail. 48.1% 43.3%
10 Local 62.3% 55.9% 55.9% 10 Local 53.7% 43.2% 43.2% 10 Local 48.1% 46.0% 46.0%
State Not Avail. 54.1% 48.1% State Not Avail. 45.1% 41.2% State Not Avail. 45.5% 41.6%
12 Local 61.2% 56.7% 56.7% 12 Local 44.9% 47.3% 47.3% 12 Local 52.1% 59.1% 59.1%
State Not Avail. 52.4% 50.8% State Not Avail. 45.5% 44.7% State Not Avail. 44.0% 40.8%
) ————————————————————————— —————————————————————————
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

early initiation of antisocial attitudes favorable to antisocial attitudes favorable to drug use
behavior behavior
Domain Peer/Indiv Risk Factor Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% A o | 60%
40% 1 ') o 40% 1T — 40% 1— ° o [—
20% 1T— — 20% 1— — 20% 1T— —
(02 T T ) 0% T T ) 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 48.1% 39.6% 39.6% All Grades Local 54.5% 59.1% 59.1% All Grades Local 44.9% 50.6% 50.6%
State Not Avail. 34.6% 30.5% State Not Avail. 48.8% 47.3% State Not Avail. 40.6% 37.5%
6 Local 30.5% 23.6% 23.6% 6 Local 56.5% 53.5% 53.5% 6 Local 51.6% 37.0% 37.0%
State Not Avail. 25.1% 23.2% State Not Avail. 49.8% 48.4% State Not Avail. 34.0% 31.6%
8 Local 64.4% 58.0% 58.0% 8 Local 46.7% 53.8% 53.8% 8 Local 38.7% 47.1% 47.1%
State Not Avail. 38.2% 34.5% State Not Avail. 46.7% 46.4% State Not Avail. 42.2% 39.7%
10 Local 37.7% 29.2% 29.2% 10 Local 60.0% 65.2% 65.2% 10 Local 58.5% 60.1% 60.1%
State Not Avail. 37.2% 33.3% State Not Avail. 54.6% 54.7% State Not Avail. 48.4% 49.5%
12 Local 47.9% 47.3% 47.3% 12 Local 69.4% 80.6% 80.6% 12 Local 49.0% 69.9% 69.9%
State Not Avail. 37.8% 34.9% State Not Avail. 51.4% 52.8% State Not Avail. 46.8% 46.1%
| | |
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

interaction with antisocial peers

Domain Peer/Indiv Risk Factor

peer use of ATOD

Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor

sensation seeking

Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% +— ~ o | 60% A 60% — =
40% 1T — 40% T— o — 40% 1T —
20% +— — 20% 1T — 20% 1+— —
0% T T 0% T T ) 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 65.8% 64.8% 64.8% All Grades Local 53.7% 55.8% 55.8% All Grades Local 56.5% 55.9% 55.9%
State Not Avail. 50.7% 47.9% State Not Avail. 46.1% 41.6% State Not Avail. 52.7% 49.6%
6 Local 59.3% 55.1% 55.1% 6 Local 53.4% 40.2% 40.2% 6 Local 51.6% 49.2% 49.2%
State Not Avail. 41.2% 40.3% State Not Avail. 37.7% 32.7% State Not Avail. 51.0% 46.4%
8 Local 78.1% 83.3% 83.3% 8 Local 63.9% 67.5% 67.5% 8 Local 50.7% 48.7% 48.7%
State Not Avail. 54.9% 53.1% State Not Avail. 53.0% 50.2% State Not Avail. 52.6% 51.9%
10 Local 62.3% 51.1% 51.1% 10 Local 61.8% 54.7% 54.7% 10 Local 69.8% 67.6% 67.6%
State Not Avail. 53.8% 49.0% State Not Avail. 51.8% 50.8% State Not Avail. 56.5% 54.3%
12 Local 51.0% 62.4% 62.4% 12 Local 45.8% 67.7% 67.7% 12 Local 66.0% 71.7% 71.7%
State Not Avail. 51.5% 49.2% State Not Avail. 48.2% 44.2% State Not Avail. 57.0% 57.7%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

rewards for antisocial gang involvement low perceived risk of drug use
involvement
Domain Peer/Indiv Risk Factor Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor Domain Peer/indiv Risk Factor
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% A ® o 1— 40% 40% +— ) [ J -
20% 1T— — 20% -—l | | ° | | 5 I_ 20% 1T— —
(02 T T ) 0% T T ) 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 39.9% 42.2% 42.2% All Grades Local 24.2% 22.9% 22.9% All Grades Local 55.0% 48.6% 48.6%
State Not Avail. 40.8% 41.0% State Not Avail. 15.8% 14.7% State Not Avail. 42.5% 44.0%
6 Local 38.7% 30.5% 30.5% 6 Local 10.2% 14.6% 14.6% 6 Local 47.5% 41.0% 41.0%
State Not Avail. 31.7% 29.8% State Not Avail. 9.2% 8.3% State Not Avail. 35.7% 35.4%
8 Local 48.5% 53.1% 53.1% 8 Local 47.1% 48.3% 48.3% 8 Local 55.1% 54.4% 54.4%
State Not Avail. 48.3% 49.6% State Not Avail. 21.0% 20.0% State Not Avail. 48.6% 50.9%
10 Local 32.7% 44.5% 44.5% 10 Local 11.3% 6.6% 6.6% 10 Local 50.9% 44.2% 44.2%
State Not Avail. 38.6% 39.9% State Not Avail. 15.4% 12.6% State Not Avail. 41.3% 43.7%
12 Local 52.1% 53.3% 53.3% 12 Local Low Count 7.5% 7.5% 12 Local 55.1% 59.8% 59.8%
State Not Avail. 47.4% 48.9% State Not Avail. 12.9% 10.6% State Not Avail. 44.5% 51.2%
| | |
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

opportunities for pro-social
involvement

Domain School

Protective Factor

rewards for prosocial
involvement

Domain School Protective Factor

opportunities for prosocial
Involvement

Domain Community Protective Factor

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% - — 60% —— 5 60% .
40% 1T — 40% T— — 40% +
20% +— — 20% 1T — 20% 1+—
0% T T 0% T T ) 0% T T )
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 59.6% 59.2% 59.2% All Grades Local 53.5% 57.5% 57.5% All Grades Local 41.8% 46.2% 46.2%
State Not Avail. 58.4% 60.0% State Not Avail. 51.8% 50.0% State Not Avail. 48.1% 50.9%
6 Local 58.8% 53.4% 53.4% 6 Local 47.8% 51.5% 51.5% 6 Local 44.4% 40.5% 40.5%
State Not Avail. 53.4% 52.7% State Not Avail. 51.1% 47.4% State Not Avail. 48.2% 50.0%
8 Local 66.2% 76.5% 76.5% 8 Local 63.5% 59.7% 59.7% 8 Local 37.3% 44.6% 44.6%
State Not Avail. 59.4% 60.0% State Not Avail. 46.1% 45.6% State Not Avail. 47.4% 49.9%
10 Local 38.9% 50.0% 50.0% 10 Local 49.1% 58.1% 58.1% 10 Local 37.5% 48.0% 48.0%
State Not Avail. 59.0% 63.3% State Not Avail. 60.5% 62.3% State Not Avail. 46.8% 51.2%
12 Local 55.1% 42.2% 42.2% 12 Local 50.0% 45.7% 45.7% 12 Local 52.2% 53.9% 53.9%
State Not Avail. 61.5% 64.5% State Not Avail. 51.7% 48.6% State Not Avail. 50.6% 52.4%

Scale Details Page 9 of 12



SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

reward for prosocial
invovlement

Domain Community

Protective Factor

family attachment

Domain Family

Protective Factor

opportunities for prosocial
Involvement

Domain Family

Protective Factor

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% — - 60% 1+— o] 1
40% s 40% +— — 40% 1— —
20% 1— 20% +— — 20% 1— —
% T T 0% T : 0% T r
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 40.8% 43.3% 43.3% All Grades Local 51.8% 55.2% 55.2% All Grades Local 61.6% 64.4% 64.4%
State Not Avail. 46.1% 45.0% State Not Avail. 56.3% 60.3% State Not Avail. 58.7% 62.7%
6 Local 35.0% 51.3% 51.3% 6 Local 40.7% 42.7% 42.7% 6 Local 45.8% 54.5% 54.5%
State Not Avail. 49.3% 48.8% State Not Avail. 57.5% 61.0% State Not Avail. 58.5% 61.2%
8 Local 36.5% 35.7% 35.7% 8 Local 50.8% 49.5% 49.5% 8 Local 68.9% 70.7% 70.7%
State Not Avail. 37.3% 38.0% State Not Avail. 55.8% 58.8% State Not Avail. 61.3% 63.8%
10 Local 37.7% 53.1% 53.1% 10 Local 52.1% 58.3% 58.3% 10 Local 61.5% 61.4% 61.4%
State Not Avail. 49.3% 49.0% State Not Avail. 48.6% 54.7% State Not Avail. 53.7% 59.3%
12 Local 58.3% 39.6% 39.6% 12 Local 75.0% 68.5% 68.5% 12 Local 66.7% 63.7% 63.7%
State Not Avail. 52.6% 51.4% State Not Avail. 63.2% 65.0% State Not Avail. 57.3% 60.2%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

involvement

rewards for prosocial

Domain Family

Protective Factor

religiosity

Domain Peer/Indiv

Protective Factor

social skills

Domain Peer/Indiv

Protective Factor

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% - - 60% — — 60% ® -
40% 1T — 40% T— — 40% 1T —
20% +— — 20% 1T — 20% 1+— —
0% 0% , 0%
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 54.7% 60.6% 60.6% All Grades Local 48.8% 47.0% 47.0% All Grades Local 49.3% 53.4% 53.4%
State Not Avail. 58.3% 62.7% State Not Avail. 56.0% 55.5% State Not Avail. 59.2% 62.8%
6 Local 39.7% 43.8% 43.8% 6 Local 53.2% 52.8% 52.8% 6 Local 47.5% 68.0% 68.0%
State Not Avail. 53.4% 56.8% State Not Avail. 53.5% 52.3% State Not Avail. 65.9% 68.2%
8 Local 57.4% 68.1% 68.1% 8 Local 49.3% 44.2% 44.2% 8 Local 52.2% 46.5% 46.5%
State Not Avail. 63.7% 66.7% State Not Avail. 51.8% 52.5% State Not Avail. 57.9% 59.5%
10 Local 49.1% 58.3% 58.3% 10 Local 35.8% 36.5% 36.5% 10 Local 37.5% 40.9% 40.9%
State Not Avail. 53.7% 58.9% State Not Avail. 50.2% 50.6% State Not Avail. 49.0% 51.5%
12 Local 64.6% 66.3% 66.3% 12 Local 64.6% 62.4% 62.4% 12 Local 58.3% 53.8% 53.8%
State Not Avail. 56.2% 60.7% State Not Avail. 76.1% 74.7% State Not Avail. 60.5% 62.9%
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SCaI e Deta| I S % Students Above Cut Point

belief in the moral order

Domain Peer/indiv

Protective Factor

Studentsin all grades
100%
80%
60% ® ®
40% 1— —
20% +— —
0%
1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 44.8% 49.0% 49.0%
State Not Avail. 53.8% 55.2%
6 Local 35.5% 45.4% 45.4%
State Not Avail. 49.8% 51.3%
8 Local 41.9% 51.3% 51.3%
State Not Avail. 52.3% 53.3%
10 Local 56.6% 61.5% 61.5%
State Not Avail. 61.5% 64.9%
12 Local 40.8% 30.1% 30.1%
State Not Avail. 47.1% 47.0%
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Outcome Details

30-day smokel ess tobacco

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

30-day cigarettes

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

30-day alcohal

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40% ® =
20% 20% l_-_l 20% T —
0% . —Ll el 0% [ . . . 0% .
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 10.7% 12.0% 12.0% All Grades Local 18.3% 16.0% 16.0% All Grades Local 37.6% 38.4% 38.4%
State Not Avail. 9.5% 6.3% State Not Avail. 18.4% 13.5% State Not Avail. 34.3% 28.3%
6 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 6 Local 7.9% 8.1% 8.1% 6 Local 14.0% 12.4% 12.4%
State Not Avail. 4.1% 2.5% State Not Avail. 6.7% 4.9% State Not Avail. 13.1% 9.3%
8 Local Low Count 5.3% 5.3% 8 Local 20.6% 17.0% 17.0% 8 Local 28.1% 26.5% 26.5%
State Not Avail. 8.8% 6.2% State Not Avail. 18.2% 13.9% State Not Avail. 34.2% 30.1%
10 Local 18.5% 12.8% 12.8% 10 Local 25.9% 14.9% 14.9% 10 Local 62.3% 56.2% 56.2%
State Not Avail. 13.1% 11.3% State Not Avail. 24.3% 20.5% State Not Avail. 49.3% 47.9%
12 Local 24.5% 35.2% 35.2% 12 Local 29.2% 28.0% 28.0% 12 Local 80.0% 75.6% 75.6%
State Not Avail. 18.0% 14.3% State Not Avail. 33.4% 27.8% State Not Avail. 59.3% 57.8%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

30-day marijuana

Domain Peer/indiv Outcome

30-day stimulants

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

30-day psychedelics

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades

100% 100% 100%

80% 80% 80%

60% 60% 60%

40% 40% 40%

20% | ® | | ° | 20% 20%

0% | | T T , 0% 4+——m—2e o 0% e o .
1999 2000 2001 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 17.6% 20.3% 20.3% All Grades Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count All Grades Local 2.1% 2.9% 2.9%
State Not Avail. 15.0% 12.3% State Not Avail. 4.9% 3.2% State Not Avail. 4.1% 1.9%
6 Local Low Count 4.3% 4.3% 6 Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count 6 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 3.9% 2.6% State Not Avail. 2.9% 1.5% State Not Avail. 1.8% 0.6%
8 Local 20.0% 22.7% 22.7% 8 Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count 8 Local Low Count Not Avail. Not Avalil.
State Not Avail. 15.7% 12.9% State Not Avail. 5.4% 3.5% State Not Avail. 4.5% 1.7%
10 Local 28.3% 25.2% 25.2% 10 State Not Avail. 6.5% 4.8% 10 Local 0.0% 5.5% 5.5%
State Not Avail. 22.7% 23.9% . State Not Avail. 5.6% 3.3%
12 State Not Avail. 5.1% 5.6%

12 Local 28.3% 37.0% 37.0% & . 12 Local Low Count 7.6% 7.6%
State Not Avail. 25.7% 23.6% State Not Avail. 5.9% 5.0%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or

30-day cocaine

mor e occasions)

30-day inhalants

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

30-day other illegal drugs

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40%
20% 20% 20%
0% T o T ® 1 0% T ® 0% . —® : —®
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local Low Count 2.7% 2.7% All Grades Local 6.3% 4.3% 4.3% All Grades Local 6.5% 6.2% 6.2%
State Not Avail. 3.6% 1.5% State Not Avail. 8.0% 4.5% State Not Avail. 7.3% 4.7%
6 Local Low Count Not Avail. Not Avalil. 6 Local Low Count 6.7% 6.7% 6 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 1.9% 0.8% State Not Avail. 7.5% 4.3% State Not Avail. 3.4% 1.5%
8 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 8 Local 10.9% 4.5% 4.5% 8 Local 10.3% 5.5% 5.5%
State Not Avail. 4.5% 1.3% State Not Avail. 9.6% 6.2% State Not Avail. 9.3% 5.6%
10 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 10 Local Low Count 4.5% 4.5% 10 Local Low Count 5.4% 5.4%
State Not Avail. 4.3% 1.6% State Not Avail. 6.9% 2.4% State Not Avail. 9.0% 7.4%
12 Local Not Avail. 7.6% 7.6% 12 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 12 Local Low Count 13.0% 13.0%
State Not Avail. 4.0% 3.4% State Not Avail. 5.6% 1.7% State Not Avail. 8.2% 6.4%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

lifetime smokel ess tobacco

Domain Peer/indiv Outcome

Studentsin all grades

100%
80%
60%
40%
20% - e o
0% L 10
1999 2000 2001

lifetime cigarettes

Domain Peer/Indiv Outcome

Studentsin all grades

100%
80%
60%
40% T o —
20% T —

0% T T .
1999 2000 2001

lifetime alcohol
Domain Peer/Indiv QOutcome
Studentsin all grades
100%
80%
60% T . o
40% T —
20% T —
0% r r .
1999 2000 2001

Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 22.7% 20.4% 20.4% All Grades Local 51.3% 48.9% 48.9% All Grades Local 61.2% 61.0% 61.0%
State Not Avail. 22.0% 15.5% State Not Avail. 46.7% 38.7% State Not Avail. 58.4% 50.7%
6 Local Low Count 5.6% 5.6% 6 Local 33.3% 23.4% 23.4% 6 Local 34.5% 22.7% 22.7%
State Not Avail. 9.7% 6.4% State Not Avail. 25.6% 21.3% State Not Avail. 32.6% 26.8%
8 Local 19.4% 10.5% 10.5% 8 Local 50.0% 53.6% 53.6% 8 Local 50.8% 56.9% 56.9%
State Not Avail. 21.1% 14.8% State Not Avail. 49.4% 42.1% State Not Avail. 60.8% 55.5%
10 Local 37.0% 27.1% 27.1% 10 Local 59.3% 56.0% 56.0% 10 Local 86.8% 80.9% 80.9%
State Not Avail. 29.3% 27.9% State Not Avail. 59.1% 53.3% State Not Avail. 76.4% 74.3%
12 Local 46.9% 54.8% 54.8% 12 Local 70.8% 70.7% 70.7% 12 Local 97.8% 96.7% 96.7%
State Not Avail. 41.0% 33.6% State Not Avail. 65.8% 61.0% State Not Avail. 84.1% 81.6%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

lifetime marijuana

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

lifetime stimulants

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

lifetime psychedelics

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades

100% 100% 100%

80% 80% 80%

60% 60% 60%

40% 5 40% 40%

20% T ®— 20% 20%

0% T T 1 0% r — 0% . = : [
1999 2000 2001 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 38.8% 39.5% 39.5% All Grades Local Not Avail. 3.3% 3.3% All Grades Local 11.0% 9.2% 9.2%
State Not Avail. 28.2% 23.2% State Not Avail. 7.4% 4.4% State Not Avail. 8.8% 4.6%
6 Local 15.5% 11.8% 11.8% 6 Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count 6 Local 0.0% Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 8.5% 6.2% State Not Avail. 3.1% 1.1% State Not Avail. 3.5% 1.0%
8 Local 40.3% 45.5% 45.5% 8 Local Not Avail. 5.4% 5.4% 8 Local 15.6% Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 27.3% 23.4% State Not Avail. 7.3% 4.0% State Not Avail. 7.8% 3.4%
10 Local 52.8% 51.1% 51.1% 10 State Not Avail. 11.0% 7.4% 10 Local 13.0% 14.8% 14.8%
State Not Avail. 43.5% 43.0% . State Not Avail. 12.4% 8.7%
12 State Not Avail. 10.9% 10.3%

12 Local 59.2% 68.5% 68.5% & ' 12 Local 28.6% 27.2% 27.2%
State Not Avail. 52.5% 49.6% State Not Avail. 17.3% 13.9%

Outcome Details Page 5 of 10

State




Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

lifetime cocaine

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

lifetime inhalants

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

lifetime other illegal drugs

Domain Peer/indiv

Outcome

Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40%
20% 20% ) 20%
0% T — L ] 0% T T 0% T T hd ]
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 4.6% 5.6% 5.6% All Grades Local 9.9% 11.9% 11.9% All Grades Local 11.8% 14.7% 14.7%
State Not Avail. 6.3% 3.9% State Not Avail. 14.4% 11.6% State Not Avail. 12.8% 9.6%
6 Local Low Count Not Avail. Not Avalil. 6 Local 8.8% 10.0% 10.0% 6 Local Low Count 4.2% 4.2%
State Not Avail. 2.9% 1.5% State Not Avail. 12.1% 9.3% State Not Avail. 6.3% 3.3%
8 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 8 Local 9.8% 10.7% 10.7% 8 Local 17.5% 10.9% 10.9%
State Not Avail. 6.6% 3.9% State Not Avail. 17.4% 14.9% State Not Avail. 14.7% 11.2%
10 Local Low Count 9.3% 9.3% 10 Local Low Count 14.0% 14.0% 10 Local 17.3% 25.0% 25.0%
State Not Avail. 8.6% 5.6% State Not Avail. 14.1% 10.7% State Not Avail. 16.5% 15.2%
12 Local Low Count 16.5% 16.5% 12 Local 17.4% 15.2% 15.2% 12 Local 15.2% 24.2% 24.2%
State Not Avail. 10.6% 9.0% State Not Avail. 12.8% 9.6% State Not Avail. 16.8% 15.4%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)
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heavy cigarette use binge drinking suspended from school
Domain Peer/Indiv Outcome Domain Peer/indiv Outcome Domain Peer/Indiv Outcome
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40%
v +———a . e 0% ) 0% T T
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local Low Count 1.6% 1.6% All Grades Local 29.7% 26.5% 26.5% All Grades Local 25.6% 19.1% 19.1%
State Not Avail. 2.4% 1.2% State Not Avail. 22.9% 17.8% State Not Avail. 15.5% 13.4%
6 State Not Avail. 1.1% 0.3% 6 Local 8.6% 7.7% 7.7% 6 Local 18.8% 14.7% 14.7%
. State Not Avail. 9.1% 6.1% State Not Avail. 12.6% 12.1%
8 Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 2.1% 1.0% 8 Local 32.3% 17.3% 17.3% 8 Local 38.4% 34.2% 34.2%
State Not Avail. 23.0% 18.0% State Not Avail. 19.6% 16.5%
10 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 2.9% 1.8% 10 Local 50.0% 38.2% 38.2% 10 Local 11.1% 8.0% 8.0%
State Not Avail. 31.5% 29.6% State Not Avail. 12.7% 9.9%
12 Local Low Count 6.5% 6.5%
State Not Avail. 5.4% 3.6% 12 Local 56.5% 50.0% 50.0% 12 Local Low Count 15.1% 15.1%
k o State Not Avail. 40.0% 38.4% State Not Avail. 10.8% 7.3%




Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

carried a handgun sold illegal drugs stolen or tried to steal a motor
vehicle
Domain Peer/indiv Outcome Domain Peer/indiv Outcome Domain Peer/Indiv Outcome
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40%
20% 20% 20%
0% ' ' ' 0% ; 0%+ —— 2= e
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 5.2% 4.9% 4.9% All Grades Local 6.2% 7.7% 7.7% All Grades Local 5.6% 3.3% 3.3%
State Not Avail. 6.3% 5.3% State Not Avail. 6.5% 5.8% State Not Avail. 3.8% 3.7%
6 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 6 Local Not Avail. Low Count Low Count 6 Local 0.0% Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 4.7% 4.7% State Not Avail. 1.8% 1.9% State Not Avail. 2.3% 2.6%
8 Local 12.9% 8.5% 8.5% 8 Local 10.0% 5.1% 5.1% 8 Local 11.4% 6.0% 6.0%
State Not Avail. 7.3% 5.7% State Not Avail. 6.2% 5.5% State Not Avail. 4.5% 4.4%
10 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 10 Local 9.4% 10.8% 10.8% 10 Local Low Count Not Avail. Not Avalil.
State Not Avail. 7.2% 5.3% State Not Avail. 10.1% 10.1% State Not Avail. 5.1% 4.6%
12 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count 12 Local Low Count 17.2% 17.2% 12 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 6.2% 6.1% State Not Avail. 11.5% 13.0% State Not Avail. 2.8% 3.2%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

been arrested attacked someone with idea of been drunk or high at school
hurting them
Domain Peer/indiv Outcome Domain Peer/indiv Outcome Domain Peer/indiv Outcome
Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades Studentsin all grades
100% 100% 100%
80% 80% 80%
60% 60% 60%
40% 40% 40%
20% 20% 20% - ®
[ J
®
== = ol L L 1 ol L [ T°T T°]
1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001 1999 2000 2001
Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001 Grade Community 1999 2000 2001
All Grades Local 10.1% 11.8% 11.8% All Grades Local 19.9% 14.2% 14.2% All Grades Local 22.8% 20.2% 20.2%
State Not Avail. 7.3% 5.7% State Not Avail. 14.9% 12.2% State Not Avail. 16.4% 13.8%
6 Local Low Count 7.8% 7.8% 6 Local 10.9% 9.4% 9.4% 6 Local 7.8% 3.9% 3.9%
State Not Avail. 3.8% 3.2% State Not Avail. 11.7% 9.9% State Not Avail. 5.0% 3.9%
8 Local 17.6% 22.4% 22.4% 8 Local 30.4% 20.9% 20.9% 8 Local 22.9% 15.5% 15.5%
State Not Avail. 8.6% 6.5% State Not Avail. 17.4% 14.7% State Not Avail. 17.1% 14.3%
10 Local 11.1% 7.2% 7.2% 10 Local 18.9% 9.5% 9.5% 10 Local 28.8% 27.3% 27.3%
State Not Avail. 9.1% 6.5% State Not Avail. 15.6% 11.8% State Not Avail. 26.3% 24.5%
12 Local Low Count 16.1% 16.1% 12 Local 18.8% 14.0% 14.0% 12 Local 40.0% 43.5% 43.5%
State Not Avail. 8.2% 7.1% State Not Avail. 12.5% 10.2% State Not Avail. 27.9% 27.0%
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Outcome Details

% I ndicating Behavior (one or more occasions)

taken a handgun to school

Domain Peer/indiv Outcome

Studentsin all grades

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0% +————————————
1999 2000 2001

Grade Community 1999 2000 2001

All Grades Local Low Count 1.0% 1.0%
State Not Avail. 1.8% 0.9%
6 Local Not Avail. 0.0% 0.0%
State Not Avail. 0.9% 0.5%
8 Local Low Count Low Count Low Count
State Not Avail. 2.0% 0.9%
10 State Not Avail. 2.2% 0.9%
12 State Not Avail. 2.0% 1.1%
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OUTCOMES



Outcomes: Substance Use & Antisocial behavior

This section presents survey responses by each of the outcomes relating to substance

use and anti-social behavior. The percent (%) of students surveyed at each level of
use is presented by grade for each outcome item. Data for each year of survey
participation is also included. "Low Count" indicates the reported percent is too small
and has been removed to maintain confidentiality.

30-day smokeless tobacco

30-day cigarettes

Grade Year Never

All 1999 89.3%
2000 88.0%

2001 88.0%

6 1999 96.8%

2000 97.6%

2001 97.6%

8 1999 95.5%

2000 94.7%

2001 94.7%

10 1999 81.5%
2000 87.2%

2001 87.2%

12 1999 75.5%
2000 64.8%

2001 64.8%

Onceor Onceor About More than
twice twicelweek onceaday oncea day
06.4% 02.3% 00.0% 02.0%
07.6% 01.8% Low Count 02.1%
07.6% 01.8% Low Count 02.1%

Low Count

Low Count Low Count

Low Count Low Count
00.0% Low Count Low Count
04.4% Low Count
04.4% Low Count
11.1% Low Count 00.0% Low Count
07.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count
07.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count
14.3% Low Count Low Count
22.0% 05.5% Low Count 06.6%
22.0% 05.5% Low Count 06.6%

Grade Year Not at all

All 1999 81.7%
2000 84.0%

2001 84.0%

6 1999 92.1%

2000 91.9%

2001 91.9%

8 1999 79.4%

2000 83.0%

2001 83.0%

10 1999 74.1%
2000 85.1%

2001 85.1%

12 1999 70.8%
2000 72.0%

2001 72.0%

>1 cig/day 1-5 1/2to1 11/2+
cigs/day pack/day packs/day
09.3% 05.7% 03.0% Low Count
09.2% 03.9% 02.5% Low Count
09.2% 03.9% 02.5% Low Count
Low Count 00.0% Low Count
07.3% Low Count
07.3% Low Count
11.8% Low Count Low Count
12.5% Low Count Low Count
12.5% Low Count Low Count
09.3% 13.0% Low Count Low Count
05.2% 04.5% 04.5% Low Count
05.2% 04.5% 04.5% Low Count
12.5% Low Count Low Count
08.6% 10.8% 07.5% Low Count
08.6% 10.8% 07.5% Low Count
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30-day alcohol

30-day stimulants

Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 1999 62.4% 16.0% 13.2% 04.9% 03.5%
2000 61.6% 20.0% 13.7% 01.8% 02.9%
2001 61.6% 20.0% 13.7% 01.8% 02.9%
6 1999 86.0% 12.3% Low Count
2000 87.6% 09.1% Low Count Low Count
2001 87.6% 09.1% Low Count Low Count
8 1999 71.9% 09.4% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 73.5% 17.7% 06.2% Low Count Low Count
2001 73.5% 17.7% 06.2% Low Count Low Count
10 1999 37.7% 24.5% 24.5% Low Count Low Count
2000 43.8% 27.7% 21.5% Low Count 05.4%
2001 43.8% 27.7% 21.5% Low Count 05.4%
12 1999 20.0% 28.9% 33.3% 11.1% Low Count
2000 24.4% 28.9% 33.3% 05.6% 07.8%
2001 24.4% 28.9% 33.3% 05.6% 07.8%
30-day marijuana
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 1999 82.4% 05.4% 06.1% Low Count 04.7%
2000 79.7% 09.6% 04.8% 02.6% 03.3%
2001 79.7% 09.6% 04.8% 02.6% 03.3%
6 1999 96.4% 00.0% Low Count
2000 95.7% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 95.7% Low Count Low Count Low Count
8 1999 80.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count 10.0%
2000 77.3% 09.1% 04.5% 04.5% 04.5%
2001 77.3% 09.1% 04.5% 04.5% 04.5%
10 1999 71.7% Low Count 11.3% Low Count Low Count
2000 74.8% 15.7% 05.5% Low Count Low Count
2001 74.8% 15.7% 05.5% Low Count Low Count
12 1999 71.7% Low Count 13.0% Low Count Low Count
2000 63.0% 16.3% 07.6% Low Count 08.7%
2001 63.0% 16.3% 07.6% Low Count 08.7%

Grade  Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 2000 98.8% Low Count Low Count
2001 98.8% Low Count Low Count
6 2000 98.3% Low Count Low Count
2001 98.3% Low Count Low Count
8 2000 99.1% Low Count
2001 99.1% Low Count
30-day psychedelics
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 1999 97.9% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
2000 97.1% 02.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 97.1% 02.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
6 1999 98.2% Low Count
2000 99.2% 00.0% Low Count
2001 99.2% 00.0% Low Count
8 1999 93.3% Low Count Low Count
2000 100.0%
2001 100.0%
10 1999 100.0% 00.0%
2000 94.5% 04.7% Low Count
2001 94.5% 04.7% Low Count
12 1999 95.7% Low Count Low Count
2000 92.4% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 92.4% Low Count Low Count Low Count
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30-day cocaine

30-day other illegal drugs

Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 98.6% Low Count Low Count All 1999 93.5% 03.6% 02.5% 00.0% Low Count
2000 97.3% 02.0% Low Count Low Count 2000 93.8% 02.9% 02.2% Low Count Low Count
2001 97.3% 02.0% Low Count Low Count 2001 93.8% 02.9% 02.2% Low Count Low Count
6 1999 98.2% Low Count 6 1999 96.5% Low Count Low Count
2000 100.0% 2000 98.3% Low Count 00.0% Low Count
2001 100.0% 2001 98.3% Low Count 00.0% Low Count
8 1999 96.7% Low Count 8 1999 89.7% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 99.1% Low Count 2000 94.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 99.1% Low Count 2001 94.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count
10 1999 96.2% Low Count Low Count 10 1999 94.2% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
2000 96.9% Low Count Low Count 2000 94.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 96.9% Low Count Low Count 2001 94.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
12 1999 100.0% 12 1999 91.3% Low Count Low Count
2000 92.4% 06.5% Low Count 2000 87.0% 07.6% Low Count Low Count
2001 92.4% 06.5% Low Count 2001 87.0% 07.6% Low Count Low Count
30-day inhalants lifetime smokeless tobacco
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never Onceor Oncein Regularly Regularly
times twice awhile in past now
All 1999 93.7% 01.7% 03.1% Low Count All 1999 77.3% 13.2% 05.8% Low Count 02.7%
2000 95.7% 03.2% Low Count Low Count 2000 79.6% 10.2% 07.4% Low Count 02.3%
2001 95.7% 03.2% Low Count Low Count 2001 79.6% 10.2% 07.4% Low Count 02.3%
6 1999 96.4% 00.0% Low Count Low Count 6 1999 96.7% Low Count 00.0%
2000 93.3% 05.8% Low Count 2000 94.4% 04.0% Low Count Low Count
2001 93.3% 05.8% Low Count 2001 94.4% 04.0% Low Count Low Count
8 1999 89.1% Low Count Low Count Low Count 8 1999 80.6% 14.9% Low Count 00.0% Low Count
2000 95.5% Low Count Low Count 2000 89.5% 08.8% Low Count
2001 95.5% Low Count Low Count 2001 89.5% 08.8% Low Count
10 1999 96.2% Low Count 00.0% Low Count 10 1999 63.0% 18.5% 11.1% Low Count Low Count
2000 95.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2000 72.9% 13.5% 09.0% Low Count 03.8%
2001 95.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2001 72.9% 13.5% 09.0% Low Count 03.8%
12 1999 91.7% Low Count Low Count Low Count 12 1999 53.1% 22.4% 18.4% Low Count Low Count
2000 97.8% Low Count 2000 45.2% 18.3% 29.0% Low Count 06.5%
2001 97.8% Low Count 2001 45.2% 18.3% 29.0% Low Count 06.5%
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lifetime cigarettes

lifetime marijuana

Grade Year Never Once or Oncein Regularly Regularly Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
twice awhile in past now times
All 1999 48.7% 26.5% 11.1% 08.4% 05.4% All 1999 61.2% 09.9% 09.2% 04.1% 15.6%
2000 51.1% 26.7% 10.6% 06.4% 05.3% 2000 60.5% 09.5% 12.0% 04.5% 13.6%
2001 51.1% 26.7% 10.6% 06.4% 05.3% 2001 60.5% 09.5% 12.0% 04.5% 13.6%
6 1999 66.7% 22.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count 6 1999 84.5% Low Count Low Count Low Count 00.0%
2000 76.6% 16.1% 04.0% Low Count Low Count 2000 88.2% 04.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 76.6% 16.1% 04.0% Low Count Low Count 2001 88.2% 04.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count
8 1999 50.0% 22.1% 10.3% 10.3% 07.4% 8 1999 59.7% 10.4% 11.9% Low Count 16.4%
2000 46.4% 33.0% 13.4% 05.4% Low Count 2000 54.5% 15.5% 13.6% Low Count 12.7%
2001 46.4% 33.0% 13.4% 05.4% Low Count 2001 54.5% 15.5% 13.6% Low Count 12.7%
10 1999 40.7% 24.1% 16.7% 11.1% Low Count 10 1999 47.2% 09.4% 09.4% Low Count 26.4%
2000 44.0% 29.1% 10.4% 09.0% 07.5% 2000 48.9% 12.6% 15.6% 05.2% 17.8%
2001 44.0% 29.1% 10.4% 09.0% 07.5% 2001 48.9% 12.6% 15.6% 05.2% 17.8%
12 1999 29.2% 27.1% 18.8% 14.6% 10.4% 12 1999 40.8% 10.2% 12.2% 10.2% 26.5%
2000 29.3% 26.1% 19.6% 09.8% 15.2% 2000 31.5% 06.5% 19.6% 12.0% 30.4%
2001 29.3% 26.1% 19.6% 09.8% 15.2% 2001 31.5% 06.5% 19.6% 12.0% 30.4%
lifetime alcohol lifetime stimulants
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 38.8% 18.9% 13.6% 07.0% 21.7% All 2000 96.7% 01.8% Low Count Low Count
2000 39.0% 17.7% 13.7% 07.2% 22.4% 2001 96.7% 01.8% Low Count Low Count
2001 39.0% 17.7% 13.7% 07.2% 22.4% 6 2000 97.5% Low Count Low Count
6 1999 65.5% 20.7% 10.3% Low Count Low Count 2001 97.5% Low Count Low Count
2000 77.3% 16.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count 8 2000 94.6% Low Count Low Count
2001 77.3% 16.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2001 94.6% Low Count Low Count
8 1999 49.2% 15.9% 12.7% 07.9% 14.3%
2000 43.1% 26.6% 17.4% Low Count 09.2%
2001 43.1% 26.6% 17.4% Low Count 09.2%
10 1999 13.2% 20.8% 18.9% 11.3% 35.8%
2000 19.1% 13.7% 20.6% 12.2% 34.4%
2001 19.1% 13.7% 20.6% 12.2% 34.4%
12 1999 Low Count Low Count 15.2% 13.0% 63.0%
2000  Low Count 05.4% 12.0% 12.0% 67.4%
2001  Low Count 05.4% 12.0% 12.0% 67.4%
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lifetime psychedelics

lifetime inhalants

Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 89.0% 03.8% 04.5% Low Count Low Count All 1999 90.1% 04.9% 02.8% Low Count Low Count
2000 90.8% 03.6% 03.1% 01.3% 01.3% 2000 88.1% 08.7% 02.7% Low Count Low Count
2001 90.8% 03.6% 03.1% 01.3% 01.3% 2001 88.1% 08.7% 02.7% Low Count Low Count
6 1999 100.0% 00.0% 6 1999 91.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 97.5% Low Count Low Count 2000 90.0% 05.8% 04.2%
2001 97.5% Low Count Low Count 2001 90.0% 05.8% 04.2%
8 1999 84.4% Low Count 10.9% Low Count 8 1999 90.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 97.3% Low Count Low Count 2000 89.3% 07.1% Low Count
2001 97.3% Low Count Low Count 2001 89.3% 07.1% Low Count
10 1999 87.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count 10 1999 92.5% Low Count Low Count
2000 85.2% 03.7% 06.7% Low Count 03.7% 2000 86.0% 10.1% Low Count Low Count
2001 85.2% 03.7% 06.7% Low Count 03.7% 2001 86.0% 10.1% Low Count Low Count
12 1999 71.4% 14.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count 12 1999 82.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 72.8% 12.0% 08.7% Low Count Low Count 2000 84.8% 10.9% Low Count
2001 72.8% 12.0% 08.7% Low Count Low Count 2001 84.8% 10.9% Low Count
lifetime cocaine lifetime other illegal drugs
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 95.4% 03.2% Low Count Low Count All 1999 88.2% 05.7% 02.2% 01.8% 02.2%
2000 94.4% 04.4% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2000 85.3% 07.3% 03.4% 01.6% 02.4%
2001 94.4% 04.4% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2001 85.3% 07.3% 03.4% 01.6% 02.4%
6 1999 96.5% Low Count 6 1999 94.6% Low Count Low Count
2000 100.0% 2000 95.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 100.0% 2001 95.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count
8 1999 93.5% Low Count Low Count 8 1999 82.5% 08.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 98.2% Low Count 2000 89.1% 08.2% Low Count Low Count
2001 98.2% Low Count 2001 89.1% 08.2% Low Count Low Count
10 1999 94.2% Low Count Low Count 10 1999 82.7% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 90.7% 07.0% Low Count Low Count 2000 75.0% 13.3% 06.3% Low Count 04.7%
2001 90.7% 07.0% Low Count Low Count 2001 75.0% 13.3% 06.3% Low Count 04.7%
12 1999 91.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count 12 1999 84.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 83.5% 13.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2000 75.8% 08.8% 06.6% Low Count 05.5%
2001 83.5% 13.2% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2001 75.8% 08.8% 06.6% Low Count 05.5%
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heavy drinking

carried a handgun

Grade Year None 1-2 times 3-5times 6-9 times 10+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 1999 70.6% 19.1% 06.0% 02.8% Low Count All 1999 94.8% 03.6% 01.6%
2000 73.5% 17.8% 06.5% 01.1% 01.1% 2000 95.1% 03.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 73.5% 17.8% 06.5% 01.1% 01.1% 2001 95.1% 03.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
6 1999 89.8% 08.5% Low Count 6 1999 96.9% Low Count Low Count
2000 92.3% 04.3% Low Count Low Count 2000 96.9% Low Count Low Count
2001 92.3% 04.3% Low Count Low Count 2001 96.9% Low Count Low Count
8 1999 68.9% 18.0% 08.2% Low Count Low Count 8 1999 87.1% 10.0% Low Count
2000 82.7% 14.5% Low Count Low Count 2000 91.5% 05.9% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 82.7% 14.5% Low Count Low Count 2001 91.5% 05.9% Low Count Low Count Low Count
10 1999 51.0% 33.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count 10 1999 94.3% Low Count Low Count
2000 62.3% 22.3% 13.8% Low Count 2000 97.8% Low Count
2001 62.3% 22.3% 13.8% Low Count 2001 97.8% Low Count
12 1999 42.6% 36.2% 14.9% Low Count 12 1999 98.0% Low Count
2000 50.5% 33.0% 08.8% Low Count Low Count 2000 97.8% Low Count Low Count
2001 50.5% 33.0% 08.8% Low Count Low Count 2001 97.8% Low Count Low Count
suspended from school sold illegal drugs
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 74.4% 17.9% 07.4% Low Count 00.0% All 1999 93.8% 02.0% 02.3% Low Count 01.6%
2000 80.9% 13.7% 04.8% Low Count Low Count 2000 92.3% 03.3% 02.9% Low Count 01.2%
2001 80.9% 13.7% 04.8% Low Count Low Count 2001 92.3% 03.3% 02.9% Low Count 01.2%
6 1999 81.3% 12.5% Low Count 6 1999 100.0%
2000 85.3% 11.6% Low Count Low Count 2000 99.2% Low Count 00.0%
2001 85.3% 11.6% Low Count Low Count 2001 99.2% Low Count 00.0%
8 1999 61.6% 24.7% 12.3% Low Count 8 1999 90.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 65.8% 22.2% 10.3% Low Count 2000 94.9% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 65.8% 22.2% 10.3% Low Count 2001 94.9% Low Count Low Count Low Count
10 1999 88.9% 09.3% Low Count 00.0% 10 1999 90.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 92.0% 07.2% Low Count 2000 89.2% Low Count 06.5% 03.6%
2001 92.0% 07.2% Low Count 2001 89.2% Low Count 06.5% 03.6%
12 1999 91.8% Low Count 00.0% 12 1999 91.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 84.9% 10.8% Low Count Low Count 2000 82.8% 10.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 84.9% 10.8% Low Count Low Count 2001 82.8% 10.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count
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stolen or tried to steal a motor vehicle

attacked someone with idea of hurting them

Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 94.4% 03.9% Low Count Low Count Low Count All 1999 80.1% 11.6% 05.6% Low Count 02.0%
2000 96.7% 02.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2000 85.8% 10.6% 03.3% Low Count Low Count
2001 96.7% 02.8% Low Count Low Count Low Count 2001 85.8% 10.6% 03.3% Low Count Low Count
6 1999 100.0% 00.0% 6 1999 89.1% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 96.9% Low Count 00.0% 00.0% 2000 90.6% 05.5% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
2001 96.9% Low Count 00.0% 00.0% 2001 90.6% 05.5% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
8 1999 88.6% 07.1% 00.0% Low Count Low Count 8 1999 69.6% 14.5% 10.1% Low Count
2000 94.0% 04.3% Low Count Low Count 2000 79.1% 15.7% 04.3% Low Count
2001 94.0% 04.3% Low Count Low Count 2001 79.1% 15.7% 04.3% Low Count
10 1999 94.3% Low Count 10 1999 81.1% 13.2% Low Count
2000 100.0% 2000 90.5% 08.0% Low Count
2001 100.0% 2001 90.5% 08.0% Low Count
12 1999 98.0% Low Count 12 1999 81.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count Low Count
2000 95.7% Low Count 2000 86.0% 12.9% Low Count
2001 95.7% Low Count 2001 86.0% 12.9% Low Count
been arrested been drunk or high at school
Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times times
All 1999 89.9% 07.2% 02.9% All 1999 77.2% 08.5% 08.1% 02.0% 04.2%
2000 88.2% 09.6% 01.9% Low Count 2000 79.8% 09.2% 05.7% 01.5% 03.8%
2001 88.2% 09.6% 01.9% Low Count 2001 79.8% 09.2% 05.7% 01.5% 03.8%
6 1999 98.4% Low Count 00.0% 6 1999 92.2% Low Count Low Count
2000 92.2% 04.7% Low Count 2000 96.1% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
2001 92.2% 04.7% Low Count 2001 96.1% Low Count Low Count 00.0%
8 1999 82.4% 11.8% Low Count 8 1999 77.1% 07.1% 07.1% Low Count Low Count
2000 77.6% 18.1% Low Count Low Count 2000 84.5% 06.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 77.6% 18.1% Low Count Low Count 2001 84.5% 06.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
10 1999 88.9% 09.3% Low Count 10 1999 71.2% 11.5% 09.6% Low Count Low Count
2000 92.8% 06.5% Low Count 2000 72.7% 14.4% 07.9% 05.0%
2001 92.8% 06.5% Low Count 2001 72.7% 14.4% 07.9% 05.0%
12 1999 91.8% Low Count Low Count 12 1999 60.0% 10.0% 16.0% Low Count 10.0%
2000 83.9% 15.1% Low Count 2000 56.5% 17.4% 09.8% 05.4% 10.9%
2001 83.9% 15.1% Low Count 2001 56.5% 17.4% 09.8% 05.4% 10.9%
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taken a handgun to school

Grade Year Never 1-2 times 3-9 times 10-19 20+ times
times
All 1999 99.3% Low Count Low Count
2000 99.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 99.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
6 1999 100.0%
2000 100.0% 00.0%
2001 100.0% 00.0%
8 1999 97.2% Low Count Low Count
2000 96.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 96.6% Low Count Low Count Low Count

10 1999 100.0%
2000 100.0%
2001 100.0%
12 1999 100.0%
2000 100.0%
2001 100.0%
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| tems

This section presents survey responses for each of the supplementary items. The
percentage (%) of students by each response category is presented for each item
by grade. Data for each year of survey participation is also included. "Low Count"
indicates the reported percent is too small and has been removed to maintain

confidentiality.

driven while drunk

depression: life not worth it

Grade Year None 1-2 times 3-5times 6-9 times 10+ times
All 2000 96.2% 02.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 96.2% 02.0% Low Count Low Count Low Count
6 2000 99.2% Low Count
2001 99.2% Low Count
8 2000 92.1% 05.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count
2001 92.1% 05.3% Low Count Low Count Low Count
passenger of drunk driver
Grade Year None 1-2 times 3-5times 6-9 times 10+ times
All 2000 65.4% 23.5% 05.6% 02.6% 02.9%
2001 65.4% 23.5% 05.6% 02.6% 02.9%
6 2000 69.1% 23.6% Low Count Low Count 04.1%
2001 69.1% 23.6% Low Count Low Count 04.1%
8 2000 65.5% 20.4% 06.2% 05.3% Low Count
2001 65.5% 20.4% 06.2% 05.3% Low Count

Grade Year NO!

All 1999 38.7%
2000 38.5%

2001 38.5%

6 1999 41.3%

2000 22.6%

2001 22.6%

8 1999 32.4%

2000 46.9%

2001 46.9%

10 1999 40.7%
2000 36.6%

2001 36.6%

12 1999 36.7%
2000 43.5%

2001 43.5%

no yes YES
25.2% 26.2% 09.8%
20.5% 25.3% 15.7%
20.5% 25.3% 15.7%
25.4% 22.2% 11.1%
21.8% 24.2% 31.5%
21.8% 24.2% 31.5%
22.1% 27.9% 17.6%
17.7% 25.7% 09.7%
17.7% 25.7% 09.7%
25.9% 27.8% Low Count
19.4% 33.6% 10.4%
19.4% 33.6% 10.4%
30.6% 28.6% Low Count
29.3% 20.7% 06.5%
29.3% 20.7% 06.5%
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depression: I'm no good at all

depression: felt depressed

Grade Year NO! no yes YES! Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
All 1999 24.2% 31.8% 31.5% 12.6% All 1999 21.9% 26.9% 34.2% 16.9%
2000 27.0% 26.8% 30.7% 15.5% 2000 24.4% 28.0% 30.8% 16.8%
2001 27.0% 26.8% 30.7% 15.5% 2001 24.4% 28.0% 30.8% 16.8%
6 1999 25.4% 28.6% 23.8% 22.2% 6 1999 17.5% 19.0% 38.1% 25.4%
2000 19.8% 21.4% 36.5% 22.2% 2000 20.3% 22.8% 36.6% 20.3%
2001 19.8% 21.4% 36.5% 22.2% 2001 20.3% 22.8% 36.6% 20.3%
8 1999 23.9% 28.4% 32.8% 14.9% 8 1999 17.6% 29.4% 29.4% 23.5%
2000 30.1% 24.8% 32.7% 12.4% 2000 21.2% 19.5% 41.6% 17.7%
2001 30.1% 24.8% 32.7% 12.4% 2001 21.2% 19.5% 41.6% 17.7%
10 1999 22.2% 37.0% 33.3% Low Count 10 1999 25.5% 30.9% 32.7% 10.9%
2000 21.8% 31.6% 30.8% 15.8% 2000 20.6% 37.4% 26.0% 16.0%
2001 21.8% 31.6% 30.8% 15.8% 2001 20.6% 37.4% 26.0% 16.0%
12 1999 32.7% 26.5% 30.6% 10.2% 12 1999 30.6% 32.7% 32.7% Low Count
2000 33.3% 29.0% 32.3% 05.4% 2000 27.2% 43.5% 23.9% 05.4%
2001 33.3% 29.0% 32.3% 05.4% 2001 27.2% 43.5% 23.9% 05.4%
depression: | am a failure considered suicide
Grade Year NO! no yes YES Grade Year No Yes
All 1999 38.5% 36.5% 19.7% 05.4% All 1999 69.4% 30.6%
2000 43.0% 33.6% 16.9% 06.6% 2000 75.4% 24.6%
2001 43.0% 33.6% 16.9% 06.6% 2001 75.4% 24.6%
6 1999 45.2% 27.4% 19.4% 08.1% 6 1999 72.6% 27.4%
2000 48.8% 28.9% 16.5% 05.8% 2000 85.1% 14.9%
2001 48.8% 28.9% 16.5% 05.8% 2001 85.1% 14.9%
8 1999 34.8% 33.3% 27.5% Low Count 8 1999 62.1% 37.9%
2000 41.1% 33.9% 17.0% 08.0% 2000 74.3% 25.7%
2001 41.1% 33.9% 17.0% 08.0% 2001 74.3% 25.7%
10 1999 34.0% 41.5% 20.8% Low Count 10 1999 71.7% 28.3%
2000 31.3% 42.7% 20.6% 05.3% 2000 67.7% 32.3%
2001 31.3% 42.7% 20.6% 05.3% 2001 67.7% 32.3%
12 1999 42.9% 40.8% 12.2% Low Count 12 1999 72.9% 27.1%
2000 50.5% 33.3% 12.9% Low Count 2000 64.4% 35.6%
2001 50.5% 33.3% 12.9% Low Count 2001 64.4% 35.6%
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attempted suicide

intention: decided that will smoke cigarettes

Grade Year No Yes

All 1999 86.4% 13.6%
2000 89.6% 10.4%
2001 89.6% 10.4%
6 1999 85.5% 14.5%
2000 93.5% 06.5%
2001 93.5% 06.5%
8 1999 76.6% 23.4%
2000 89.4% 10.6%
2001 89.4% 10.6%
10 1999 88.9% 11.1%
2000 82.8% 17.2%
2001 82.8% 17.2%

12 1999 93.8% Low Count
2000 92.5% 07.5%
2001 92.5% 07.5%

Grade Year FALSE Maybe TRUE
All 2000 62.1% 13.6% 24.3%
2001 62.1% 13.6% 24.3%
6 2000 61.1% 13.5% 25.4%
2001 61.1% 13.5% 25.4%
8 2000 68.1% 11.5% 20.4%
2001 68.1% 11.5% 20.4%

intention: plan to get drunk sometime in the next

intention: not committed to a drug free life

Grade  Year FALSE Maybe TRUE
All 2000 64.7% 19.1% 16.2%
2001 64.7% 19.1% 16.2%

6 2000 81.7% 08.7% 09.5%
2001 81.7% 08.7% 09.5%

8 2000 57.1% 19.6% 23.2%
2001 57.1% 19.6% 23.2%

Grade  Year FALSE Maybe TRUE spirituality/church: time spent
Grade Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
All 2000 17.9% 27.0% 55.1% or none much deal
2001 17.9% 21.0% °5.1% All 2000 26.4% 27.6% 23.7% 13.1% 09.2%
6 2000 13.8% 21.1% 65.0% 2001 26.4% 27.6% 23-7% 13.1% 09-2%
2001 13.8% 21.1% 65.0% 6 2000 19.8% 25.6% 28-1% 16.5% 09-9%
8 2000 16.:2% 36.9% 46.8% 2001 19.8% 25.6% 28-1% 16.5% 09-9%
2001 16.2% 36.9% 46.8% ' ' ’ ' ’
8 2000 29.2% 26.5% 23.0% 10.6% 10.6%
intention:not made decision to stay away from marijuana 2001 29.2% 26.5% 23.0% 10.6% 10.6%
Grade  Year FALSE Maybe TRUE spirituality/church: attachment
Grade  Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
All 2000 16.1% 22.2% 61.7% or none much deal
2001 16.1% 22.2% 61.7%
6 2000 14.6% 17 1% 68.3% All 2000 25.4% 26.3% 23.3% 13.6% 11.5%
2001 14.6% 17 1% 68.3% 2001 25.4% 26.3% 23.3% 13.6% 11.5%
8 2000 16.8% 27 4% 55.8% 6 2000 21.3% 27.0% 23.8% 11.5% 16.4%
2001 16.8% 27 4% 55.8% 2001 21.3% 27.0% 23.8% 11.5% 16.4%
8 2000 30.4% 24.3% 20.0% 15.7% 09.6%
2001 30.4% 24.3% 20.0% 15.7% 09.6%

ltems Page 3 of 4

Pretend Community




spirituality/church: support received from

recreation/sports: support received from

Grade Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great Grade Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
or none much deal or none much deal
All 2000 20.9% 17.4% 22.6% 17.9% 21.2% All 2000 11.6% 15.2% 21.7% 24.1% 27.4%
2001 20.9% 17.4% 22.6% 17.9% 21.2% 2001 11.6% 15.2% 21.7% 24.1% 27.4%
6 2000 16.0% 16.8% 24.8% 24.8% 17.6% 6 2000 07.6% 18.5% 19.3% 25.2% 29.4%
2001 16.0% 16.8% 24.8% 24.8% 17.6% 2001 07.6% 18.5% 19.3% 25.2% 29.4%
8 2000 27.4% 15.0% 21.2% 16.8% 19.5% 8 2000 13.0% 13.9% 25.2% 22.6% 25.2%
2001 27.4% 15.0% 21.2% 16.8% 19.5% 2001 13.0% 13.9% 25.2% 22.6% 25.2%
spirituality/church: loyalty for recreation/sports: loyalty for
Grade Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great Grade  Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
or none much deal or none much deal
All 2000 11.2% 16.0% 25.7% 21.6% 25.4% All 2000 08.2% 18.4% 21.5% 27.2% 24.7%
2001 11.2% 16.0% 25.7% 21.6% 25.4% 2001 08.2% 18.4% 21.5% 27.2% 24.7%
6 2000 08.1% 19.5% 27.6% 22.8% 22.0% 6 2000 06.6% 16.5% 20.7% 29.8% 26.4%
2001 08.1% 19.5% 27.6% 22.8% 22.0% 2001 06.6% 16.5% 20.7% 29.8% 26.4%
8 2000 16.8% 14.2% 23.9% 20.4% 24.8% 8 2000 06.5% 17.8% 24.3% 28.0% 23.4%
2001 16.8% 14.2% 23.9% 20.4% 24.8% 2001 06.5% 17.8% 24.3% 28.0% 23.4%
recreation/sports: time spent
Grade Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
or none much deal
All 2000 10.2% 13.8% 24.3% 23.7% 27.9%
2001 10.2% 13.8% 24.3% 23.7% 27.9%
6 2000 08.9% 16.3% 24.4% 23.6% 26.8%
2001 08.9% 16.3% 24.4% 23.6% 26.8%
8 2000 09.3% 06.5% 29.6% 26.9% 27.8%
2001 09.3% 06.5% 29.6% 26.9% 27.8%
recreation/sports: attachment
Grade  Year Very little Not too Some Quite a bit A great
or none much deal
All 2000 12.1% 17.3% 24.2% 22.7% 23.6%
2001 12.1% 17.3% 24.2% 22.7% 23.6%
6 2000 11.6% 19.8% 24.0% 22.3% 22.3%
2001 11.6% 19.8% 24.0% 22.3% 22.3%
8 2000 11.8% 12.7% 28.2% 23.6% 23.6%
2001 11.8% 12.7% 28.2% 23.6% 23.6%
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School Climate

This section presents survey responses for the school climate questions (q15-

24). The percentage (%) of students by response category is presented for each
guestion by grade. Each year of survey participation is included, as is the
comparison data set of state participants for each year. "Low Count" indicates the
reported percent is too small and has been removed to maintain confidentiality.

I students have lots of chances to help decide things like class activit+s

teachers ask me to work on special classroom projects

Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
All 1999 19.4% 32.0% 40.4% 08.2%
2000 24.6% 31.6% 33.2% 10.7%
2001 24.6% 31.6% 33.2% 10.7%
6 1999 16.2% 25.0% 42.6% 16.2%
2000 19.5% 26.6% 39.8% 14.1%
2001 19.5% 26.6% 39.8% 14.1%
8 1999 18.9% 25.7% 45.9% 09.5%
2000 14.3% 30.3% 42.9% 12.6%
2001 14.3% 30.3% 42.9% 12.6%
10 1999 25.5% 49.1% 23.6% Low Count
2000 32.1% 40.9% 24.1% Low Count
2001 32.1% 40.9% 24.1% Low Count
12 1999 24.0% 34.0% 42.0%
2000 47.3% 38.5% 12.1% Low Count
2001 47.3% 38.5% 12.1% Low Count
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Grade Year

All 1999
2000
2001
6 1999
2000
2001
8 1999
2000
2001
10 1999
2000
2001
12 1999
2000
2001

NO! no yes YES!
10.4% 35.5% 43.1% 11.0%
12.7% 33.2% 37.2% 17.0%
12.7% 33.2% 37.2% 17.0%

Low Count 29.9% 47.8% 16.4%
13.0% 22.9% 34.4% 29.8%
13.0% 22.9% 34.4% 29.8%

Low Count 24.7% 57.5% 12.3%
08.4% 26.1% 40.3% 25.2%
08.4% 26.1% 40.3% 25.2%

18.2% 49.1% 32.7% 00.0%
17.8% 40.0% 39.3% Low Count
17.8% 40.0% 39.3% Low Count
12.0% 48.0% 36.0% Low Count
08.8% 56.0% 34.1% Low Count
08.8% 56.0% 34.1% Low Count




my teachers notice when | am doing a good job and lets me know abmlt it | lots of chances for students in my school to talk with a teacher one-(ln—

—one
Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
All 1999 06.6% 18.6% 47.8% 27.0%
2000 08.2% 17.8% 47.5% 26.5% All 1999 05.7% 17.1% 53.2% 24.1%
2001 08.2% 17.8% 47.5% 26.5% 2000 08.1% 22.5% 43.9% 25.5%
6 1999  Low Count  16.7% 42.4% 36.4% 2001 08.1% 22.5% 43.9% 25.5%
2000 11.5% 10.7% 45.8% 32.1% 6 1999  Low Count 13.0% 52.2% 29.0%
2001 11.5% 10.7% 45.8% 32.1% 2000 12.3% 25.4% 36.2% 26.2%
8 1999 09.5% 09.5% 44.6% 36.5% 2001 12.3% 25.4% 36.2% 26.2%
2000 05.8% 12.5% 50.8% 30.8% 8 1999  Low Count 17.6% 51.4% 27.0%
2001 05.8% 12.5% 50.8% 30.8% 2000 10.0% 09.2% 50.0% 30.8%
10 1999 09.3% 33.3% 51.9%  Low Count 2001 10.0% 09.2% 50.0% 30.8%
2000 11.0% 30.1% 44.9% 14.0% 10 1999 11.1% 31.5% 46.3% 11.1%
2001 11.0% 30.1% 44.9% 14.0% 2000 05.9% 30.1% 50.7% 13.2%
12 1999 LowCount  22.4% 61.2% 14.3% 2001 05.9% 30.1% 50.7% 13.2%
2000 07.8% 25.6% 54.4% 12.2% 12 1999  Low Count 10.2% 69.4% 18.4%
2001 07.8% 25.6% 54.4% 12.2% 2000 08.7% 23.9% 50.0% 17.4%
2001 08.7% 23.9% 50.0% 17.4%
lot of chances for students in my school to get involved in activities
—ourSIoC Ol CIass I feel safe at my school
Grade Year NO! no yes YES! Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
All 1999 01.9% 05.3% 39.3% 53.5% All 1999 10.2% 17.9% 48.9% 23.0%
2000 01.5% 05.3% 38.5% 54.6% 2000 07.8% 11.4% 50.9% 30.0%
2001 01.5% 05.3% 38.5% 54.6% 2001 07.8% 11.4% 50.9% 30.0%
6 1999 07.4% 32.4% 60.3% 6 1999 11.8% 19.1% 42.6% 26.5%
2000 03.9% 03.9% 37.2% 55.0% 2000 10.1% 20.9% 33.3% 35.7%
2001 03.9% 03.9% 37.2% 55.0% 2001 10.1% 20.9% 33.3% 35.7%
8 1999 Low Count Low Count 40.0% 53.3% 8 1999 17.8% 24.7% 45.2% 12.3%
2000  Low Count 05.9% 34.5% 58.0% 2000 13.7% 17.9% 51.3% 17.1%
2001  Low Count 05.9% 34.5% 58.0% 2001 13.7% 17.9% 51.3% 17.1%
10 1999 Low Count Low Count 49.1% 43.4% 10 1999  Low Count 09.8% 60.8% 25.5%
2000 Low Count Low Count 44.1% 52.9% 2000  Low Count 06.6% 65.4% 25.7%
2001 Low Count Low Count 44.1% 52.9% 2001  Low Count 06.6% 65.4% 25.7%
12 1999 Low Count Low Count 46.9% 42.9% 12 1999  Low Count 10.4% 50.0% 37.5%
2000 08.7% 50.0% 41.3% 2000 Low Count Low Count 55.4% 39.1%
2001 08.7% 50.0% 41.3% 2001 Low Count Low Count 55.4% 39.1%
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The school lets my parents know when | have done something well

school grades better than the grades of most students in my school

Grade Year NO! no yes YES!
All 1999 26.0% 40.7% 23.1% 10.3%
2000 27.7% 33.7% 23.7% 14.9%
2001 27.7% 33.7% 23.7% 14.9%
6 1999 20.9% 37.3% 28.4% 13.4%
2000 16.4% 25.8% 32.8% 25.0%
2001 16.4% 25.8% 32.8% 25.0%
8 1999 20.3% 33.8% 35.1% 10.8%
2000 23.5% 27.7% 31.9% 16.8%
2001 23.5% 27.7% 31.9% 16.8%
10 1999 36.5% 42.3% 11.5% 09.6%
2000 40.1% 43.1% 12.4% 04.4%
2001 40.1% 43.1% 12.4% 04.4%
12 1999 25.0% 60.4% 10.4% Low Count
2000 37.0% 48.9% 09.8% Low Count
2001 37.0% 48.9% 09.8% Low Count

Grade Year NO! no yes YES!

All 1999 11.3% 37.6% 39.8% 11.3%
2000 12.2% 35.7% 38.6% 13.6%

2001 12.2% 35.7% 38.6% 13.6%

6 1999 10.3% 33.8% 38.2% 17.6%
2000 06.9% 30.8% 46.2% 16.2%

2001 06.9% 30.8% 46.2% 16.2%

8 1999 14.1% 46.5% 29.6% 09.9%
2000 17.5% 36.7% 31.7% 14.2%

2001 17.5% 36.7% 31.7% 14.2%

10 1999 13.0% 35.2% 42.6% 09.3%
2000 13.3% 28.9% 43.0% 14.8%

2001 13.3% 28.9% 43.0% 14.8%

12 1999  Low Count 30.0% 54.0% 12.0%
2000 07.5% 37.6% 41.9% 12.9%

2001 07.5% 37.6% 41.9% 12.9%

my teachers praise me when | work hard in school

I have lots of chance to be part of class discussions or activities

Grade Year NO! no yes YES! Grade  Year NO! no yes YES!

All 1999 09.5% 34.7% 40.7% 15.1% All 1999 05.1% 16.0% 57.2% 21.7%
2000 10.1% 31.2% 44.8% 13.9% 2000 04.5% 10.4% 54.1% 31.1%
2001 10.1% 31.2% 44.8% 13.9% 2001 04.5% 10.4% 54.1% 31.1%
6 1999 10.3% 32.4% 32.4% 25.0% 6 1999 07.2% 13.0% 47.8% 31.9%
2000 10.9% 20.2% 46.5% 22.5% 2000 07.8% 08.5% 49.6% 34.1%
2001 10.9% 20.2% 46.5% 22.5% 2001 07.8% 08.5% 49.6% 34.1%
8 1999 11.0% 17.8% 54.8% 16.4% 8 1999 07.0% 16.9% 46.5% 29.6%
2000 08.5% 29.9% 51.3% 10.3% 2000 05.2% 09.5% 49.1% 36.2%
2001 08.5% 29.9% 51.3% 10.3% 2001 05.2% 09.5% 49.1% 36.2%

10 1999 16.7% 50.0% 29.6% Low Count 10 1999  Low Count 29.6% 63.0% Low Count
2000 13.2% 47.8% 35.3% 03.7% 2000  Low Count 11.8% 66.9% 18.4%
2001 13.2% 47.8% 35.3% 03.7% 2001  Low Count 11.8% 66.9% 18.4%
12 1999  Low Count 40.0% 52.0% Low Count 12 1999  Low Count 10.2% 75.5% 12.2%
2000 10.8% 37.6% 45.2% 06.5% 2000  Low Count 08.8% 59.3% 28.6%
2001 10.8% 37.6% 45.2% 06.5% 2001  Low Count 08.8% 59.3% 28.6%
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