Report:

Trends ang Highlights

Presented py-
——=d by:

nia
' ennsylva
ol p CRIME
penn;.sTyﬂgﬂaUG - AND DELINQUENCY
T e ons

Y g pennsylvania

M
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIO



PAYS Webinar
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History & Administration
Overview
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History & Overview of PAYS

PAYS adopted from the Communities That Care & The Generation at Risk

13t™ bi-annual voluntary survey conducted in schools since 1989

PAYS assesses youth behaviors, attitudes, and knowledge
= Students in grades 6%, 8%, 10%™, and 12% grades
= Primary source of information about what our youth know, think and believe about
anti-social behavior

Survey is anonymous and confidential
= No individual student information can be obtained from the data set
= Must have more than 25 responses in a grade to be included in report

Has local, county, state, and national comparisons
= Monitoring the Future Survey

= Bach Harrison Norm
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Administration/Participation History

1989 - 1997
* Participation ranged from approximately 38,000 to 81,000 students

* Participants identified through random sampling
* (Grades: 6,7,9,12

* Instrument: Primary Prevention Awareness, Attitude, & Usage Scales (PPAAUS)

2001 -2015
* Participation ranged from approx. 89,000 to 230,000 students in 150 to 356 schools/districts

* Participants identified through probability proportional to enrollment
 (Grades: 6,8, 10,12

* Instrument: Communities That Care Youth Survey = PA Youth Survey (PAYS)
=  PA specific questions added in 2007

e iy - ennsylvania pennsylvania
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Participation Overview

Overall Participation

* Admin. Fall 2015 to almost 230, 000 youth with approx. 217,000 valid surveys in 960 schools
* 70.4% participation rate statewide

* 356 school districts participated in 2015; up from 342 in 2013

e 37 “other” schools (charter, parochial, private, etc.) participated down from 81 in 2013

* 20% increase in online administration of the survey = approx. 60K students

Sample Participation

* 253 schools included in sample frame; 175 actually participated in statewide sample

* 24,257 student responses included in the statewide sample

* Determining the number of school-grade combinations & weighting explained on
pgs. 1-4 & 1-5 of the state report
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Local/County Report Overview

2015 PennsylvaniaYouth Survey

* Over 450 reports were issued to
school districts and counties

* 55 counties have a report
(meaning 2 or more school districts participated)

*  Only 4 counties with no
participation at all:

= Sullivan
= Union
= Wayne
= Wyoming
“T TO ASK...IT TO KNOW" ~ g pennsylvania Eiﬂ"ﬁ:é}“a“‘a [ "E"“?'“'“"‘a
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Demographic Overview

2015 PAYS State Sample Participants, by Race

Note: Final Jons preseibed i DS MEpaT Wt Rkt

e 509% female, 50% male

P e * 73% white
R * 8% black/African American
m— e 10% Hispanic

e 18% unmarked or “other”
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Survey Instrument Design

| Instructions

S o s * Used a 3-Form Design
* Make heavy marks Inside Se crcies.
4. Eomeof the questions have the fliowing format bus: 51 31 6 = Form C: 103 queStlonS
Wiark (the Eig) MO F you Shink the statement b5 gefiniisly ot fnge for you. o o & O

:‘.. Each gquesion should be answered by marking only one of the answer spaces. I you don't ind an answer that i

exaciy, use one that comes ciosest. I any quesion does not apply 1o you, or you are not sure of what it means, leave it .
s = Form A =107 questions

*  Use a#2 pencll oniy. .

[ Mo e e T T ST chanae = Form B =105 questions

* Make no other markings or commenks on the answer pages.

Fizase fll In Fe cirde for the word that best describes. how you fesl

EXAMPLE: Pepperonl pixzs s ome of my fyvorfe foods. MC: ne oy YES!
o iy e . s SR T e Spanish Version = 112 questions
Miark (The Big ) YES! F you think the statement s gefinfleh fus fSor you.

L THE 3URVEY BEGING WITH ITEM OME BELOW L4

A — . T ot whare ou e ot v Wi o » Refined questions/responses

o o o 1S Soliowing pecpie Bvw thare with you? (Chooss an that
5 5 s = Ve = Gambli
3 % - S Sew 3 S ambling
= AFara = = O Oiter siepsisseris) .
2. et graoe wmyoun? SEmmee S e = Sources for obtaining alcohol & Rx drugs
o o :m T Father o Diderbrotheris) T
- o S Sepner S Younger roment) =  School violence
sl O Oider stepbrotheris)
S S Youmer sesbmes) .
%3, Ane you of Hicpanie, Laking, or 2panich origin® T Cdher Adults - u BUII}/Ing
2 No, not of Hispanic, Latino, or Epanish origin
O Yes, Mexican, Mexican Am, Chicano
g E:mﬁm X7. wmat |6 the languUAgs YOU UGs most orten & homa s " ATOD Use
O Yes, another Hspanic, Lasing, or Spanish orgin g gﬂ - H . T gy
Nraan, Sasdar S e S octner angusge ousing lransition
n?d#mﬂmmm!"tdm XE. How wrong do your parspic el i would B for youw to: = Abuse
< Biack, Adrican Amencan A Have ond oF b drinks. of Sooholls DEYSrags .
G American Indan or Alzska Native S0 36 Desr, Wine, or hard Buor {¥odKa, whicky, = Grlef
o MMIMM.MME.MMHMM.QHMII. gin, nam] negrly svery dav?
Korean, Ganmanisn of Cramaomo, Fliping, Visinamesse, E Nultzallwrmn . . ., n
S, TS A, ST PaGH s 2 e = Involvement in After-School Activities
ey wrong
ME. Ars you't b Uss prosoription crugs pef orssoribed o vour? .
S o 2 N * Changes listed on pages 108-109
o Wrong
o ey wiong
of local & county reports

Ceesstions In 52cTons - Page 2ol 12
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Statewide Validity Check

Paper
(A, B,C,
All Spanish) Online
it B #

Minus: Dishonest Total (surveys identified as failing

one or more of the following dishonesty In 2013’
variables/checks) 7,584 6,462 11122 7.3% surveys were
Dishonesty variable: Higher 30 day use than lifetime 1,526 1,174 352 removed statewide
Dishonesty variable: Fictitious Drug Use 3.311 2,565 746
Dishonesty variable: Impossibly High Drug Use 2,284 1,819 465
Dishonesty variable: Impossible grade vs age 698 500 198
Dishonesty variable: Not enough of the survey In 201 5’
completed to determine honesty 3,417 3,293 124 5.6% surveys were
Minus: Odd-grade surveys 4,428 3,291 1,137 removed Statewide
Minus: Students Indicating a grade that was impossible
for the school (i.e. a 12th grader in an elementary/K-6
schools) 692 522 170
Minus: Students not marking a grade level 215 179 36 Anything less than 10%
Minus: Students marking 2 or more grade levels 10 10 - . L
ToulSueysFemoved Do toaed 2 considered valid
Final Honest/Valid Surveys 216,916 160,605 56,311

T PAYS TO ASK...T PAYS To kNow” [N RIS il bty
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State Sample Confidence & Validity

Enrollment for State Confidence
Sample sample Interval

Mumber |Percent| Mumber |(Percant Murmiber

What is the margin of error?
The mean is zero, so the closer

to the mean the better...

All Grades 440,465 100.0 24,257 100.0 +0.9%

& 107.375 | 244% | 5699 | 23.5% £1.8% Therefore, we are highly confident that the
8 111436 | 25.3% | 7955 | 328% | +1.5% sample is representative of the entire sample
10 13470 | 25.7% 5,746 23.7% +1.8%

12 108470 | 24.6% 4,857 20.0%% +2.0%

Wote- Rounding can produce totals that do not equal 100%. The total sample size In :Hls taE =
does not Include respondents who did not report thelir grade level.

Sample Validity
e 24,257 surveys completed

o 23,792 were valid = 98% validity rate
* 465 =2% removed

= 362 - Fictitious drug use

= 237 - High Level multiple drug use

= 164 - Higher current use than lifetime use
= 65 - Age-grade discrepancy

Note: This # doesn’t match total removed because many surveys were removed for multiple reasons
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Risk and Protective Factors
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Risk & Protective Factors (RPFs)

e Fall into 1 of 4 Domains « 21 Risk Factors linked to
= Community these youth behaviors:
= Family = Substance Use
" School = Delinquency
= Peer-Individual L

* 8 Protective Factors .
= Exert a positive influence .
over risk factors
= Also known as “assets”

= Foundation of the Social
Development Model

Teen Pregnancy
School Drop-Out
Violence

Depression & Anxiety

pennsylvania

| .
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RPF Theoretical Framework

Risk factors are conditions that increase the likelihood of a young person Protective factors, also known as “assets,” are conditions that buffer youth

Availability of Drugs

becoming involved in drug use, > § from risk by reducing the impact of .
delinquency, school dropout, I g 8| 8 s the risks or changing the way they il £ 5
. e 3 g =] S 5 $ € E
and/or violence 28| £ | 5| 2 %L-E respond to risks. £53 g | = g
2= | & | & | 3 a< £23 & = g

g o
| =4 =
2 =
2 c
= 1
2 Opportunities for Prosodal Involvement V/
Availability of Firearms Vf \/’ E
Community Laws and Morms Favorable E
2 Toward Drug Use, Firearms and Crime ‘\/ ‘\*/ J S Rewards for Prosocial Involvement J J
=
g Media Portrayals of the Behavior \/ \/’
£
S Transitions and Mobility ‘/ ‘,/ ‘,/ ‘V/ Family Atachment J
Low Neighborhood Attachment and
Community Disorganization ‘/ ‘/ \/ E‘ Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement V/ /
Extreme Economic Deprivation ‘/ ‘,/ / ‘,/ ‘/’ &
Family History of the Problem Behavior \/ \/‘ \/ ‘/r \/r \/‘ Rewards for Prosodial Involvement ( ( «’
= Family Management Problems ‘/ ‘,/ / ‘,/ ‘/’ ‘V/
E
£ Family Conflict \/ \/ ,/’ \/ ‘/’ ‘/ . Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement V/ J
Favorable Parental Attitudes and £
Involvement in the Problem Behavior ‘\/ ‘V( \/, A ] dforP vl .
Academic Failure Beginning ewards for Prosocial Involvemen / «’
B in Late Elementary School / Vf / Vf V/ Vf
F—
.H N
Lack of Commitment to School ‘/ { V/ “/ ‘// Interaction with Prosocial Peers V/ /
Early & Persistent Antisocial Behavior / Vf f \/f V/ Vf
Rebelliousness ‘V/ / y/ ‘,/ ‘/’ Prosocial Involvement / «’
]
- =
:g Gang Involvement ‘/ V‘r V/ E _
3 Friends Who Engage in / / / ‘/ ‘/, £ Rewards for Prosodal Involvement / /
£ the Problem Behavior %
b Favorable Attitudes Toward 2
& the Problem Behavior \/ ‘/- ‘/ ‘/’ ’/’ Belief in the Moral Order “’
Early Imitation of the Problem Behavior ‘/ ‘V/ / ‘/ ‘/’

v Religiosity \/

MOTE:THELIST ABOVE REPRESENTS THE CONCEPTUAL MODEL GRIGINALLY ESTABLISHED BY THE RISK AND PROTECTIVE FACTOR

Constitutional Factors

MODEL OF PREVENTION. PAYS USES & REFINED AMD TARGETED SUBSET OF RISK FACTORS THAT ARE BASED ON THIS MODEL. 15




Cut Points & the Bach Harrison Norm

Cut Points

« Based on the research done by the Diffusion Consortium Project in 2007 on
84,663 students from 6 states
* Determined by dividing youth into “more at-risk” or “less at-risk” based on:
=  Academic grades (more atrisk = D & F grades, less at risk = A & B grades)
= ATOD use (more at risk = higher regular use, less at risk = lower regular use)
= Anti-social behaviors ( more at risk = 2 or more delinquent acts in past year, lower risk = 0 acts)

Bach Harrison Norm

* In 2014, Bach Harrison applied cut point methodology to 657,000 youth reports
conducted from 2010-2011 in the following states:

1. Pennsylvania 7. Nebraska
2. Arizona 8. New York
3. Florida 9. Oklahoma
4, lowa 10. Utah

5. Louisiana 11. Washington
6. Montana

“IT PAYS TO ASK...IT PAYS TO KNow' [ RLU e 'E’E‘Sﬂﬂfﬂ‘;’ﬁ!‘lﬂ pennsylvania
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Community Domain Results

ath ath 10th 12th All

State | State | State | BH | State | State | State | BH | State | State | State| BH | State | State | State | BH | State | State | State | BH
2011 | 2013 [ 2015 |Mormi| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Norm | 2011 | 20013 [ 2015 |Norm | 2011 2013 [ 2015 |Norm| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Norm

Community Risk Factor Scales

Low meighborhood attachment 308 | 36.2 3892 | 41.9 305 | 294 352 | 340 | 37.1 | 3945 420 | 415 43.0( 433 497 | 459 375|373 | 417 | 40.7 ‘
Perceived availability of drugs 48.7 | 31.7 | 329 | 453 | 486 | 201 | 26.0 | 454 | 475 | 333 [ 300 | 475 | 452 | 326 | 344 | 41.0 | 475 | 31.7 | 308 | 448
Perceived availability of handguns 286 | 13.8) 159 | 263 | 415 | 251 249 | 367 )| 46.6 | 337 | 31.1 | 450 | 502 | 39.F ) 39.9 | 504 § 42.1 | 29.0 | 28.5 | 40.7
Laws & norms favorable to drug use 487 | 37.7 | 398 | 490 | 366 | 206 | 307 | 383 | 465 | 423 [ 392 | 43.0 | 486 | 408 | 39.1 | 408 | 450 | 378 | 372 | 424

Community Protective Factor Scales
Rewards for prosocial involvement

46.4 | 484 |

336 [ 31.5 494 | 516 564 [ 51.8 49.9'52.1 43.9 435 | 452 485 | 429 433 | 445 528

Risk Factors
* Perceived Availability of Drugs & Handguns in all grades well below BHN*

 Low Neighborhood Attachment
= Saw increases in all grades from 2013-15
= Higher than BHN in grades 8, 10 & 12
= Higher than national average for all grades combined

Protective Factors
* Rewards for Prosocial Involvement was lower than the BHN in all grades

* BHN = Bach Harrison Norm

. e . ennsylvania pennsylvania
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Family Domain Results

gth 10th 12th Al

State | State | State | BH | State | State |State | BH |State | State |State| BH | State |State | State | BH | State | State | State | BH

2011 | 2013 | 2015 [Norm| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Morm | 2011 | 2012 | 2005 |Norm | 2011 | 2013 | 2015 [Norm| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Mom
5 i acto Ales
Family history of antisocial behavior 369 | 376 | 37.8 [ 480 413 | 346 | 333 | 463 ) 37.7 | 37.0 [ 303 [ 478 412 | 35.8 | 300 [451] 302 | 362 320 | 467
Poor family management 437 | 4001 | 39.7 | 483 | 454 | 366 | 367 | 473 (498 [ 302 | 392 | 493 | 405 | 346 | 337 | 406 | 452 | 376 | 373 | 463
Parental attitudes favorable to drug use 87 |16 | 145 | 14| 181 | 239 | 257 | 237 | 355 | 399 | 409 | 396 | 392 [ 421 | 428 (403 | 258 | 302 | 316 | 208
Parental attitudes favorable to antisocial bahavior 381 [392 | 483 | 37.7] 201 [330 | 401 | 304 | 347 [430 | 473 | 3490] 376 [[4356 | 470 | 345 348 [[a00 | 457 | 3a1]
Family conflict 310 | 314 | 349|389 336 286 | 3.8 353 |363 356|363 3099|371 (353 380 | 380 349|328 353 | 380
5 - g | 5
Family attachment 577 | 695 | 66.1 [ 582 | 612 | 671 [62.9 | 545 | 604 | 665 (633 [ 570 | 576 | 644 | 603 | 579) 612 | 668 | 63.2 [ 569
Opportunities for prosocial invelvement 664 | 653 | 586 | 59.6 | 664 | 697 | 67.0 | 625 [ 588 | 606 | 630 | 562 | 554 | 57.3 | 589 [ 562 | 611 | 630 619 | sBS
Rewards for prosodial invelvement 604 | 663 | 61.7 | 549 | 679 | 725 | 691 | 619 607 | 627 | 608 | 543 | 5401 | 587 | 562 | 54.0 | 605 | 649 | 619 [ 564

Risk Factors

« Parental Attitudes Favorable to ASB
= Qver 10 percentage points higher than the national average in each grade
= [ncreased significantly from 2013 in all grades combined

« Family History of ASB
= Significant decrease from 2013 in grades 10 & 12
= 2015 much lower than BHN in all grades

* Family Conflict saw slight increases in each grade, but remained lower than BHN

Protective Factors
« All Protective Factors very strong!

* Family Attachment was significantlx higher than the national average

: ennsylvania ennsylvania
“IT TO ASK...IT TOKNOW ] pennsylvania PNy v ana Ty Pt
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School Domalin Results

School Risk Factor Scales
Academic failure 29.6
Low commitment to school 36.7
School Protective Factor Scales

281 [ 209 [ 381

325[ 353 [ 411 ] 366
47.0

325 359 357 | 334
409 440 | 455 | 387 | 432 | 306 | 446 | 438 | 2211

388 | 415 | 456

Opportunities for prosodial involvement | 68.8 | 62.8 | 616 | 595 | 596 | 569 | 523 | 516 | 546 | 502 | 470 | 50.8 | 529 | 522 | 465 | 53.1 | 58.7 | 55.1 | 51.4 | 532
Rewards for prosocial involvement | 683 | 661 [ 641 [ 560) 6558 | 502 | 560 | 528) 617 | 404 479 | 400 | 612 | 539 | 485 | 524 | 641 | 566 | 530 | 525
Risk Factors

* Academic Failure significantly lower in all grades compared to BHN

* Low Commitment to School
= With a slight increase from 2013, still significant lower than BHN in 6th, 8" and 10" grades
= 10% & 12" grades much more inline with national average
= Slight increase in all grades combined

Protective Factors

* Continual decline since 2011 for Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement (PSI)
- Rewards for PSI above BHN in 6™ & 8™ grade, but below in 10t™ & 12t

“IT PAYS TO ASK...IT PAYS TOKNOW" [N EEULCICLIEN  Eaui B! (it bl
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Peer/Individual Domain Results

6th &th 10th 12th All Grades

State | State | State| BH | State |State | State | BH | State | State | State| BH |5tate | State | State| BH (State |State| State| BH

2011 | 2013 | 2015 | Norm| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 [Norm| 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Norm | 2011 | 2013 | 2015 |Norm | 2011 |2013{ 2015 | Nom
- N0 dual K L3
Rebelliousness 27.9 | 254 |257 [ 396 | 2492 | 213 217 [ 345 | 310 | 297 | 257 | 308 311 | 334 [ 311 | 37.7 | 2856|276 260 | 355
Gang Involvement g1 | 82 [104| 901 | 93 ?.4|m_=. 1.2 | 103 | o |11.5 124 | 115 | 128 | 156 13.2| wa |na|120| 1.7
Parceived risk of drug use 440|422 | 430|445 343|300 393|379 | 410 421 439|400 |50 523|557 474 423 |417| 456 422
Attitudes favorable to drug use 164 | 147 [19. [ 189 | 429 | 36.6 [ 380 | 437 § 495 [ 435 [ 431 [ 453 530 | 488 [ 47.4 | 469 | 413 371 37.4 | 400
Attitudes favorable to ASE 345|289 | 324 | 400 | 288 [ 267 | 283 | 347 | 308 | 385 | 356 | 41 | 374 | 386 [ 304 | 300 | 352 [335| 340 385
Sensation seeking 415|321 (390 | n/a | 381 | 206 330 | nfa | 918 | 245 | 343 | nfa [410| 318 | 322 | n/a | 406 |323] 345 | na
Rewards for ASE 15.8 | 164 | 152 | 207 [ 330 [ 350 | 312 | 432 | 37.7 | 435 | 352 | 967 | 460 | 454 [ 417 | 515 | 336 (361 314 | 415
Friends use of drugs 150 | 89 [102[ 197 ) 411 [ 20.4| 284 | 479 § 420 [ 354 | 310 | 481 || 45.2 | 37.8 | 32.8 | 44.7 | 363 |289] 26,1 41.?'
Interaction with antisodial peers 21.3 | 180 | 183 | 336 | 303 [ 22.8 | 254 | 448 | 368 | 282 | 263 | 455 | 386 | 323 [ 202 | 43.7 | 320 |258| 250 426
Depressive symptoms | 237 | 233 303 | 207 | 324 348 | 341 | 301 [393] 378 | 322 | 366 333 | 30 |33_3 34.2
- A a4 5 0 d
Belief in the moral order 55.1 || 566 | 533 | 511 ] 563 | 620 | 617 | 521 562 | 619 | 632 | 546 ]| 541 [ 61.4 [ 60,1 | 556 55.4 [609| 508 | 536
Religiosity 466 | 514 (470 | 548 | 489 490 [ 462 [ 537 | 457 | 420 | 400 | 484 | 372 | 374 | 354 | 420 | 445 |2a5]| 422 | 40s

Risk Factors

* Lower than BHN in majority of risk factors, most notably: Rebelliousness, Attitudes Favorable
to Drug use, Friends Use of Drugs

« Perceived Risk of Drug Use is higher than BHN in grades 8, 10, &, most notably, 12
* Depressive Symptoms continue to be an issue

Protective Factors
« With slight decreases in most grades since 2013, Belief in the Moral Order much higher
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f
Rskfactors

Cormmunity

Family

School

Peer and individua

2015 Pennsylvania Youth Survey

0 5 g0

Low Neighborhood Att achment
Percaived Avalability

of Drugs

Perceived Avalability

of Handguns
Laws&NormsFavorable
Towad Orug Uee

42

Family Heory of Antisodd
Behavior

Poar Faily Management
Paentd AttitudesFasorable
Toward Drug Use

Paentd AftitudesFavoradle
Toward Antisodd Behavior

Family Conflid

AcademicFadlure 24
Low Commitment Toward a1
Sthool

Rebdliouses

Gang Involvement

Percaived Rgof Crug

e

AttitudesFavorable Toward
Crug Uee
AtitudesFaroranle Toward
Antisodd Behavior
Sensdion Sesking
Rewardsfor Antisodid
Behavior

FriendsUseof Drugs

Interaction With Antisodd
Pears

Depresdve ymptoms

| 46

Tt R | <0

Risk Factors

All-Grade Summary
Total Risk = 40%

42% of PA youth report being at risk
for Low Neighborhood Attachment

46% of PA youth report being
at risk for Parental Attitudes
Favorable Toward Antisocial
Behavior

41% of PA youth report being at
risk for Low Commitment to
School

46% of PA youth report being at
risk for Perceived Risk of Drug
Use

Important Note: Total Risk = 5 or more risk factors for
grades 6 & 8 and 7 or more for grades 10 & 12 21
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Protectivefactors ]
2015 Pennsylvania Youth Qurvey Protective Factors

All-Grade Summary
Total Protection = 40%

L=

5 %0 B 100

Rewardsfor Frosoad
Irvolvement

[

45

Cormrmunity

* 63% of PA youth report being
protected against risk by having
strong Family Attachment

Family Attachment

= Opportunitiesfor Frosodd
E Irvolhvement

(4
°

62% of PA youth report being
protected against risk by having
Family Opportunities for
Prosocial Involvement

(4

Rewardsfor Frosodd
Irvolverment

1]
P

Opportunitiesfor Frosodd
Involverment

w
=
[ ]

62% of PA youth report being
protected against risk by having
Family Rewards for Prosocial
Involvement

Thool
1

Rewardsfor Frosoad

i

BdiefIn TheMord Crder

a

* 60% of PA youth report being
protected against risk by having
strong Belief in the Moral Order

Religioaty

Peer and individug

o
Fa

Important Note: Total Protection = 3 or more
protective factors in grades 6, 8, 10, & 12

Totd Frotection

e
e |

22
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Substance Use Outcomes
& Topics

i ennsylvania
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35

Lifetime Substance Use by Gender
(PAYS2015)

W rales (Al Grades) O Females [All Grades)
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Substance Use
by Gender

Males & Females generally have
less than 2 percentage points
difference from each other on
the issue of substance use

8t grade females are more

dominate users
= Slightly higher use over males
in 14 of the 18 substances

* By High School:

= Males reclaim higher use status

= 10" grade females slightly
higher in alcohol and cigarette

use
pennsylvania pennsylvania
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Youth Substance Use & Grades

Youth Substance Use by Academlc Grades:
(PAYS 2015)
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Alcohol Use

Alcohol (Lifetime Use) Alcohol (30-Day Usa) Binge Drinking

Grade State State State MTF Sate State State MTF State State State MTF
2011 2013 2015 2015 2011 2013 2005 2015 2011 2013 2015 2015

&th 14.9 133 158 n/a 40 30 13 oA 1.5 13 13 n'a

&th 36.7 35.1 339 261 14.1 0.6 9.5 9.7 5.1 3.1 32 4.6

10th 53.2 61.5 542 471 ‘ 28.9 26.2 223 215 15.0 1.7 Eli 1 IJ_EI

12th 63.4 74.2 710 54.0 442 4.6 376 353 26.9 21.8 180 172

All 44.0 46.9 439 n'a 233 20.3 182 n'a 12.4 .7 78 n'a

Lifetime Drinking

* While the numbers decreased from 2013-15, PA is still significantly higher than national
average for lifetime drinking in the following grades:

=  More 12" grade females than males reported lifetime drinking: 73% to 69%

Past-Month /Binge Drinking

e Grades 8, 10, and 12 rates decreased from 2013-2015, but still above national average

« Rates from 8% to 10™ grades more than doubled from less than 10% to more than 25%
* While these rates have continued to decrease since 2011, of the students reporting past-

month drinking, 18% reported binge drinking
* Only 66% of 12t graders reported moderate or great risk to binge drink
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Alcohol Use

Primary Sources for Obtaining Alcohol

» Sources reported most by 12% graders:
* Friends/siblings (44%)
= Gave someone money (38%)

e 27% of 12™ graders reported their parents gave it to them

Other Information

» As students aged, steady increase in their willingness to try alcohol before 21
= Special note: With rates not as high, we see the same progression for marijuana use

« 12% grade males were almost twice as likely as females to drive after alcohol use
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Tobacco/E-Cigarette Use

Cigarettes (Lifetime Use) Cigarettes (30-Day Use) Smiokeless Tobacoo (Lifetime Use) | Smokeless Tobacco (30-Day Usa) E-Cigarettes (30-Day Use)
Grade State | State | State | MTF | 5tate | State | State | MTF | 5tate | State | State | MTF | 5State | State | 5tate | MTF | State | State | State | MTF
2011 2013 2015 2015 | 2011 013 20015 [ 2015 2011 2013 2015 2015 2011 2013 2015 2015 2011 2013 2015 2015
6th] 4.2 2.4 29 n'a o7 05 08 n'a 1.7 1 1.2 n'a 05 03 ) n'a n'a n'a 2.6 n'a
gth] 1556 10.2 11.0 13.3 53 39 3.5 36 %] 46 4.5 BE 31 19 1.8 32 n/a n'a 1.7 a5
10thy 235 21.2 183 19.9 11.7 a9 6.8 63 134 10.9 9.8 12.3 73 58 4.9 49 n'a n'a 204 14
12th] 43.1 352 327 3.1 194 17 14.6 11.4 236 18.9 18.1 13.2 1.4 10.3 9.2 6.1 n'a n'a 2710 16.2
MIj 233 17.6 16.3 n'a 9.5 8 6.4 n'a 115 9 824 n'a 5.7 47 4.1 n'a n'a n'a 155 n'a
Cigarette Smoking

» Lifetime use continues to decline since 2011
» 30-Day use also continues to decline since 2011

Smokeless Tobacco Use

* Grades 8, 10, report lower lifetime & 30-day use

« 12% grade is high in both cigarette & smokeless tobacco categories

«  30% of 12™-grade males reported use while only 7% of females from the same grade

E-Cigarette Use

* PA students reporting much higher 30-day use rates than the national average

* Of those reporting use, the vast majority used flavorings (females more than males)
and nicotine (males more than females)
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Marijuana Use

Marijuana (Lifetime Lise) Marijuana {30-Day Usa)

Grade i‘;tf it;lti State 2015 MTF 2015 E"f ?;It: Stata 2015 MTF 2015
6th 0.7 0.8 1.2 n/a 05 0.4 0.6 nfa
Bth 7.9 6.4 7.3 155 45 3.3 38 6.5
10th 249 258 22.0 311 149 14.4 2.0 148
12th 405 403 38.2 147 219 218 20.8 213
All 19.0 18.9 173 na 10.7 103 o) va

* PA students using marijuana at lower rates that national peers

e Almost 10% of students in the sample have used marijuana in the past month

e Over 20% of 12t graders using in the past month

« More students in 10™ & 12 grades report using marijuana more than cigarettes for both
lifetime and past-month use

« The perceived risk of trying marijuana drops dramatically from 6% grade (65%) to
12t grade (28%)

* More 12th graders reported driving after using marijuana (11%) than after using alcohol (6%)

pennsylvania
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Prescription Drug Use

« Past-month, unauthorized use of all types of Rx Drugs in all grades is below 5%
 Lifetime narcotic Rx drug use steadily increases from 6% grade (20)to 12% grade (13%)

* Primary Sources for those reporting use
= Took them from a family member living in my home
= A friend or family member gave them to me

« Alower percentage of 6™ graders reported risk from Rx drug use (78%) than 12t graders (83%)

* The perception of risk from prescription drugs dropped in every grade from 2013 to 2015 -
overall 86% in 2013 to 82% in 2015
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Other Drug Use

* Heroin use remains very low in all grades

« Lifetime Inhalant Use
= Lower than national average in grades — most notably in 8" grade (5% to 9%)
= Use continues to drop since 2011 - most notably in 8™ grade (11% to 5%)

» Lifetime narcotic use is higher than national average (12% to 8%)
= Of'those who reported use, over 40% of them took them from someone in the home

* While still very low, female lifetime use of hallucinogens, cocaine and ecstasy were almost
double of their male counterparts

e e . ennsylvania pennsylvania
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Anti-Socilal Behaviors

* 7% of 10th graders and 13% of 12th graders reported being drunk or high at
school over the past year

= This is much lower than the BHN (14.7% and 17.3%, respectively)

e More 8th graders (9.1%) than 12th graders (7.4%) reported being suspended from
school during the last year

* More males reported driving under the influence of both substances
= 13% to 9% for marijuana use and 8% to 4% for alcohol use

« Both males and females reported lower rates of driving under the influence
than in 2013

* The percentage of students who reported betting on sports continues to drop,
from 21% in 2011 to 14% in 2015

e pennsylvania pennsylvania
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School Safety & Climate

« Approx. 20% of students reported being threatened at school in the last year
» These rates increased for every grade from 2013 to 2015

* Only 65% of students reported that adults stop bulling when they see it or are
told about it - 6%:80% 8":67%  10":60%  12%:55%

Inappropriate sexual

contact on intamnat (% Electronic bullying (%

answering "YESUor"yes)  « 209 of all sample students reported inappropriate

answering "YES!" or "yos®
Grade| State 2013 | State 2015|] State 2013 | State 2015 sexual contact on the internet
&th 73 9.4 113 16.0 [ . _
atnl 175 203 177 - * 16% of students reported being electronically bullied
wth| 236 26.9 144 16.7 over the past year
12th 19.1 23.4 1.0 13.8
All 17.4 20.3 137 16.3

* 32% of students reported being bullied at home

* For those reporting being bullied, the most common reasons were:
= The way I look = 44% My size = 35% Did not know the reason = 33%

« Students continue to report low levels of gang involvement
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Mental Health

Felt deprassad or sad , . . ) . ) -
MOST days in the past 12 Surnaet_lrnes | thlnkt_hat lifell At times | think | am no All_ln all, | am |n|:I|nn_ﬂ_n:| to Past-year Self-Harm
is mot weorth it good at all think that | am a failure
mioniths

Crad Liate State | State State Gtate | State J State Ltate Ltate | State | State Ltate State Ltate State
2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015 201 2013 205 2011 2013 2015

6t 276 264 339 15.0 14.7 18.1 230 24.7 29.5 102 123 15.6 n'a na 10.4
8t 30.1 30.9 37.7 202 232 24.2 273 3.8 EER:] 13.0 179 21.1 n'a na 16.7
101 38 36 40.6 2.7 2659 26.0 32 ) ir3 14.1 20.7 21.2 n'a na 17.8
121 334 32.6 40.7 204 244 26.8 295 35.2 irs 13.7 179 21.6 n'a na 15.1
Al 31.1 N7 JB3 19.4 226 239 28.0 T 4.7 129 17.4 199 n'a na 15.1

* 38% of all students reported feeling sad or depressed most days
» These numbers have continued to rise in all grades since 2011

» Approx. 38% of 10" and 12t graders reported that “at times I think I am no good at all”
e Over 15% of 8™, 10™, and 12 graders reported harming themselves over the past year
* 14% of all students worried that food would run out before their family could buy more

» Approx. 20% of 10" and 12t graders reported considering suicide and approx. 11%
attempted to commit suicide
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Let’s Answer Your Questions!

pennsylvama pennsylvania pennsylvania
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Have More Questions?
We’'ve got answers!

EPISCernter Rk

1. Visit www.episcenter.psu.edu

A collaborative parinership between:

".éi}%‘-‘"“sy ,,,,, @pennsyl\fania 2. Click the PA Youth Survey tab.

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES

PA Youth Survey Communities That Care

PAYS How-to Guide &

e Your question will go directly to
Submit a Gue:stic-ntl}n] EPlSCenter Staffl

o

3. Select Submit a Question.

Fennsylvania Department of Human Services
(DHS), and the Bennett Pierce Prevention

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
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Your PAYS Toolbox

 Visit www.PAYS.pa.gov for your PAYS Toolbox:

= Statewide Summary Report

= County-Level Reports (for 55 counties)

= PAYS User Guide and Worksheets

= PAYS Online Data Analysis Tool

= PAYS Survey Instrument available

= Fact Sheets about PAYS for various audiences
= PAYS FAQ

= And other great information!

s . ennsylvania pennsylvania
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http://www.pays.pa.gov/

In Conclusion.....

PAYS Webinar
Schedule Reminder

» September 9th The Evolution of PAYS

» September 16t Enhancing Your Data Analysis I1Q

» September 23 The PAYS State Report

» September 30t Fighting the Opioid Epidemic through Prevention

The recorded PAYS Webinar Series will be available at
www.EPISCenter.psu.edu after the last webinar on Sept 30™...
Be sure to check them out and share with others!
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