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ÅNow 4 cohorts and 52 CPWI communities across the state 
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ÅPrimary interest is translation of research to real-world practice 

ÅHow can we close the gap? 
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ÅCollaboration with DBHR since 2003 
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ÅHealthy Youth Survey alcohol and risk/protective factors 

ÅCohort 1 only 

ÅRisk assessed on basis of 30-day alcohol use + community factors 

ÅInitial funding: 2011 

ÅUsed 2014 HYS data (would not expect to see outcomes in 2012) 

ÅUsed a method called propensity scoring to compare CPWI with other 
communities while controlling for initial differences 

 

 

 

 

 



CPWI OUTCOME MEASURES 

ÅRisk factors: 

ÅIndividual/peer, family, school, and community domains 

 

ÅSubstance use 

ÅAlcohol use was primary target 

ÅAlso examined rates of use on other substances 



EVALUATION QUESTION 

ÅIn 2008, CPWI communities significantly higher on 

Å6 risk factors 

Å30-day alcohol use 

 

ÅHad CPWI communities closed the gap with other communities by 
2014? 



OUTCOMES WHERE CPWI WAS 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 
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Risk Factors/Substance Use Domain  

Fewer opportunities for prosocial involvement  School Risk Factor 

Low school commitment School Risk Factor 

Laws and norms favorable to drug use Community Risk Factor 

30-Day Alcohol Use Substance use outcome 



HAVE CPWI COMMUNITIES CLOSED THE GAP? 

 

 

Risk Factors Was CPWI higher 
than other 
communities in 
2008? 

Was CPWI higher 
than other 
communities in 
2014? 
 

Did CPWI 
close the 
gap? 

Favorable attitude towards drug use Higher  No 

Low perceived risk of substance use Higher  No 

Poor family management Higher  No 


