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ABrief overview of CPWI
AOur background

AThe evaluation approach
ACPWI outcome measures
AResults

ATake-home messages
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ADBHR provided funding, training, and technical assistance to
substance abuse prevention coalitions
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AAIl CPWI communities required to implement evidencédased
programs and practices

A Family, School, Environmental
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ANow 4 cohorts and 52 CPWI communities across the state



OUR BACKGROUND IMPACT

tion through ACTion

Research

AIMPACT research group at WSU
A lmproving Prevention through ACTion

A Prevention Science faculty and graduate students
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APrimary interest is translation of research to realworld practice
A How can we close the gap?

A How can we help effective prevention reach the widest audience possible?
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A Collaboration with DBHR since 2003
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EVALUATION APPROACH
A

AHealthy Youth Survey alcohol and risk/protective factors
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ACohort 1only

ARisk assessed on basis of aflay alcohol use + communityactors
Alnitial funding: 2011

AUsed 2014 HYS data (would not expect to see outcomes in 2012)
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AUsed a method called propensity scoring to compare CPWI with other
communities while controlling for initial differences
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ARisk factors:
A Individual/peer, family, school, and community domains

A Substance use
A Alcohol use was primary target
A Also examined rates of use on other substances




EVALUATION QUESTION

Aln 2008, CPWI communities significantly higher on
A6 risk factors
A30-day alcohol use

AHad CPWI communities closed the gap with other communities by
20147




OUTCOMES WHEREPWIWAS HIGHER IN 2008

Risk Factors Domain

Favorable attitude towards drug use Individual and Peer Risk Factor

Low perceived risk of substance use Individual and Peer Risk Factor

Poor family management Family Risk Factor




OUTCOMES WHEREPWIWAS HIGHER IN 2008

Risk Factors/Substance Use Domain

Fewer opportunities for prosocial involvement School Risk Factor
Low school commitment School Risk Factor
Lawsand norms favorable to drug use Community Risk Factor

30-Day Alcohol Use Substance use outcome
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Risk Factors Was CPWI higher Was CPWI higher Did CPWI
than other than other close the
communities in communities in gap?
20087 20147

Favorable attitude towards drug use Higher No

Low perceived risk of substance use Higher No

Poor family management Higher No




