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Introduction

The Center for Prevention Research and Development (CPRD) has created four
Composite Prevention Profiles to provide communities across Illinois with data to
prioritize and address the need for prevention services in their area. These Composite
Prevention Profiles present data on substance use and attitudinal trends combined from
similar counties across the state for use as an assessment tool to help guide in planning
for local prevention services when community-level data is not available.

Data for the Composite Prevention Profiles is derived from the Illinois Youth Survey
(1YS). The survey is conducted every two years to gather information about the substance
use patterns and attitudes of Illinois youth and is funded by the Illinois Department of
Human Services. Participation in the survey is voluntary, yet available to all schools in
the state.

Composite Prevention Profiles are available for four area types: Chicago, Suburban
Chicago, Other Urban/Suburban, and Rural counties. These categories were drawn from
the Federal definitions of Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs)" and are defined by
CPRD as follows:

« Chicago: Public schools within the city of Chicago that participated in the Illinois
Youth Survey.

« Suburban Chicago: Public schools within the Chicago MSA (excluding the city of
Chicago) that participated in the Illinois Youth Survey.

« Other Urban/Suburban: Public schools within counties that are part of MSAs
around the state (excluding the counties of the Chicago MSA) that participated in the
Illinois Youth Survey.

« Rural: Public schools within counties that are not part of a defined MSA, that
participated in the Illinois Youth Survey.

For a full list of the counties included in each category, see Appendix 1.
Understanding and Interpreting the Data

The report is divided into two sections to provide a comprehensive picture of youth
behavior, attitudes, and perceptions.

« The Consumption Patterns section provides information on youth behavior and use
patterns related to alcohol, tobacco, and other drug use. This section is subdivided
into sections on Alcohol, Tobacco, Marijuana, and Other Drugs.

« The Contributing Factors section includes youth reports of risk and protective
factors including personal attitudes and perceptions of peer and community norms.

* Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs) are defined by the Federal Office of Management and Budget as a
county or group of counties that have at least one urbanized area of 50,000 or more population with a high
degree of social and economic integration.
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This section is subdivided into sections on Alcohol, Tobacco, Marijuana & Other
Drugs, and Family Norms.

« Additional Data that does not fit into these categories is presented in tables in the
Appendices.

To provide a context for interpreting and understanding trends presented in this
community profile, state trends are compared to trends for all 1'YS participating public
schools in Suburban Chicago, Counties.

Each variable is presented in two charts. The first chart presents data for 6" and 8" grade
respondents and the second for 10" and 12" grade respondents. Data are presented from
2000 — 2006 when available. Only two years of data are presented for 6" grade
respondents; prior to 2004, 6™ grade was not widely surveyed by 1YS.

Reading Charts

Composite Prevention Profiles are designed to provide data to guide community planning
for prevention programs, policies, and practices, when local data is not available. All
data are presented in chart form to provide a visual comparison of state and local data.
Below is an example of the charts included in the following sections.

Chart 2: Actual Alcohol Use (Past 30 Days)
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Additionally the appendices include tables which provide the actual numbers used to
produce each chart at the state and local level.

The Prioritization Process

The process of prioritizing community needs and issues starts by examining youth-
reported ATOD consumption patterns. Using a series of targeted questions and tools
when reviewing the data will help focus the process and identify key issues.

When reviewing both the charts and tables, it is important to start with some basic
questions:

« Would a desirable change be upward or downward movement in the line?
« Isthe trend getting better or worse?
« Is the problem better or worse than the state average?

« Are there specific grade levels where the trend is better, worse, or different than the
state average?

Reviewing each of the consumption pattern charts and comparing them to each other
helps to identify high priority issues based on prevalence, trend, and relationship to state
norms.

Once high priority consumption patterns have been identified, it is essential to review the
corresponding contributing factors. For example, if “Actual Cigarette Use (Past Year)”
was identified as a high priority consumption pattern, the next step would be to review
the tobacco-related contributing factors to further identify specific community issues
contributing to youth cigarette use.

Next Steps

The identification of community needs and priorities is only the first step in the process
of developing a prevention plan specific to the community. Once the consumption
patterns and contributing factors have been identified, it is important to determine which
prevention efforts would best address the identified indicator given specific community
needs. When considering various prevention approaches, the following questions may
help guide the process:

« What indicators and age groups would be appropriate targets for prevention efforts in
the coming years?

« What prevention programs are appropriate to address these indicators?
« What prevention programs are best suited for the community?

While composite data can provide more information about prevention needs than state
trends, the most accurate measure of needs would be derived from local community data.
More information regarding the Illinois Youth Survey is available at
http://www.illinoisyouthsurvey.org/.
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Suburban Chicago, lllinois Demographic

Data

The schools included in the sample of Suburban Chicago students represented between
15-17% of all public schools in Suburban Chicago counties between 2000 and 2006.
Table 1 indicates the number of students in Suburban Chicago, Illinois counties
participating in the 1'YS, by year and grade.

Table 1:

Suburban Chicago, Illinois I'YS Sample:
Number of Survey Respondents by Year and Grade

Year 6" Grade 8" Grade 10" Grade 12" Grade
2000 -- 3,816 3,548 2,503
2002 -- 5,227 5,659 3,818
2004 3,400 4,643 4,658 3,782
2006 6,170 5,659 7,752 5,786

A comparison of all the schools in Suburban Chicago counties to Suburban Chicago
schools participating in the Illinois Youth Survey revealed that the two groups were
similar in terms of race, gender, school size, income, and mobility. Below is detailed
information by grade level and year for the schools included in the I'YS sample.

Table 2:
Demaographics of Suburban Chicago, Illinois Schools Participating in 1'YS, by Year
Percent

Percent Percent Percent Low Mobility
Year White Black Latino Income Rate*
2000 72% 17% 9% 17% 14%
2002 69% 17% 10% 18% 15%
2004 74% 11% 11% 15% 14%
2006 60% 15% 22% 30% 14%

Source: Illinois State Board of Education, School Report Card Data, 2006.

*Mobility rate is based on the number of times students enroll in or leave a school during the school year.
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Suburban Chicago, Illinois: Consumption Patterns

Consumption Patterns

The indicators presented in this section help to better illustrate the alcohol, tobacco, and
other drug use of youth in Suburban Chicago, Illinois. Indicators are presented by
category: Alcohol, Tobacco, Marijuana, and Other Drugs. Data tables for each chart can
be found in Appendix Il. Indicators presented in this section include:

Alcohol

Charts 1-2:
Charts 3-4:
Charts 5-6:
Chart 7:
Chart 8:

Tobacco

Charts 9-10:
Charts 11-12:
Charts 13-14:
Charts 15-16:

Chart 17:

Marijuana

Charts 18-19:
Charts 20-21:
Chart 22:

Other Drugs

Charts 23-24:
Charts 25-26:
Charts 27-28:
Charts 29-30:

Actual Alcohol Use (Past 30 Days)
Actual Alcohol Use (Past Year)
Actual Binge Drinking (Past 2 Weeks)
First Alcohol Use Prior to Age 14
Regular Alcohol Use Prior to Age 14

Actual Cigarette Use (Past 30 Days)

Actual Cigarette Use (Past Year)

Actual Smokeless Tobacco Use (Past 30 Days)
Actual Smokeless Tobacco Use (Past Year)
First Cigarette Use Prior to Age 14

Actual Marijuana Use (Past 30 Days)
Actual Marijuana Use (Past Year)
First Marijuana Use Prior to Age 14

Actual Inhalant Use (Past 30 Days)
Actual Inhalant Use (Past Year)

Actual Methamphetamine Use (Past Year)
Actual Other Drug Use (Past Year)






