MINUTES
LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2013
COMMISSIONERS HEARING ROOM, ROOM 112
FIRST FLOOR, COUNTY-CITY BUILDING
10:30 A.M.

Advance public notice of the Board of Commissioners meeting was posted on the County-City
Building bulletin board and the Lancaster County, Nebraska, web site and emailed to the media on
September 13, 2013.

Commissioners present:  Brent Smoyer, Vice Chair
Roma Amundson
Jane Raybould
Deb Schorr

Commissioners absent: Larry Hudkins, Chair

Others present: Kerry Eagan, Chief Administrative Officer
Gwen Thorpe, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Brittany Behrens, Deputy County Attorney
Dan Nolte, County Clerk
Cori Beattie, Deputy County Clerk
Angela Zocholl, County Clerk’s Office

The location announcement of the Nebraska Open Meetings Act was given and the meeting was
called to order at 10:31 a.m.

1) MINUTES: Approval of the minutes of the Board of Commissioners meeting held on
Tuesday, September 10, 2013.

MOTION: Amundson moved and Raybould seconded approval of the minutes. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

2) CLAIMS: Approval of all claims processed through Tuesday, September 17, 2013.

MOTION: Raybould moved and Schorr seconded approval of the claims. Raybould, Amundson,
Schorr and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

3) SPECIAL PRESENTATION:

A. Funding and development of the prevention system within Region V, the State
Epidemiological Workgroup, Southeast Nebraska and Drug Advisory Boards and
acknowledgment of the local coalition and Youth Action Board (YAB) members —
Sandy Morrissey, Director of Regional Prevention Coalition (RPC).

Sandy Morrissey discussed the Region V Systems 2013-2014 Prevention Federal Block Grant
Recipients (Exhibit A) and the Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey Results for 2012
(Exhibit B).



SPECIAL PRESENTATION CONTINUED:

Teri Vosicky, Lancaster Prevention Coalition Coordinator, discussed the nine community groups in
Lancaster County, including five in Lincoln.

4) NEW BUSINESS:

A. Appointment of Dr. Michelle Petersen to the Lincoln-Lancaster County Board of
Health for a term to expire April 15, 2016.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded approval of the appointment. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

B. Reappointment of Rachel Warman and appointment of Wanda Blasnitz and Jack
Coogan to the Air Pollution Advisory Board for terms to expire September 1, 2016.

MOTION: Amundson moved and Raybould seconded approval of the reappointment and
appointments. Schorr, Raybould, Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion
carried 4-0.

C. Adoption of the 2014 Lancaster County Legislative Priorities.

Kerry Eagan, Chief Administrative Officer, reviewed the priorities: oppose elimination of inheritance
tax; support expansion of Medicaid under the Affordable Care Act; monitor the implementation of
2013 Nebraska Law LB 561; and eliminate responsibility of counties to pay HHS (Health and Human
Services) rent.

Smoyer said he would abstain from the vote due to his disagreement with the Medicaid priority and
his job with the State Legislature.

MOTION: Raybould moved and Amundson seconded approval of the legislative priorities. Raybould,
Amundson and Schorr voted aye. Smoyer abstained. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 3-0 with
one abstention.

D. Designation of Roma Amundson as representative of the Lancaster County Board
for the Lancaster County Agricultural Society’s search committee for a new
Lancaster Event Center Managing Director.

MOTION: Raybould moved and Schorr seconded approval of the designation. Schorr, Raybould and
Smoyer voted aye. Amundson abstained. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 3-0 with one
abstention.

E. Setting of the salary of Jessica Murphy, Deputy Lancaster County Attorney, at
$57,120.96 per year, effective September 18, 2013.

MOTION: Amundson moved and Schorr seconded approval of the salary. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.



NEW BUSINESS CONTINUED:

F. Approval of a cost increase under County Contract C-12-0003 for power line facility
relocation for a road rebuild project on W. Denton Road from SW 12" Street to SW
56" Street; Project STPE-3305(9). The original cost estimate was $115,004.50,
and the actual cost is $141,089.21.

Schorr asked if the rain delayed the completion of the W. Denton Road project. Ken Schroeder,
County Surveyor, confirmed the project would not be completed on September 20. Only erosion
control remains for SW 27™ Street to SW 56™ Street.

MOTION: Raybould moved and Amundson seconded approval of the cost increase. Schorr,
Raybould, Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

G. Amendment to County Contract C-12-0051 with BVH (Bahr, Vermeer & Haecker)
Architects for engineering and architectural services for space planning for
potential renovation of the current Lancaster County Adult Detention Facility
(LCADF). The amendment provides for completion of the Revised Re-Use Plan as
shown on Attachments A and B, at a cost not to exceed $12,000. (C-13-0464)

MOTION: Raybould moved and Schorr seconded approval of the amendment. Raybould,
Amundson, Schorr and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

H. Amendment to County Contract C-09-0564 with Waste Connections of Nebraska
for waste hauling services. The amendment renews the agreement from November
1, 2013, to January 1, 2014. (C-13-0465)

MOTION: Amundson moved and Raybould seconded approval of the amendment. Amundson,
Schorr, Raybould and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

I. Amendment to County Contract C-09-0492 with Rochester Armored Car for
armored car services. The amendment renews the agreement from September 23,
2013, to November 1, 2013. (C-13-0467)

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded approval of the amendment. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

J. Grant contract with The HUB, Inc., to provide funding in the amount of $34,218 for
the Project HIRE program. Term of the contract is July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014.
(C-13-0466)

MOTION: Raybould moved and Amundson seconded approval of the contract. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

K. Resolution in the matter of approving policies in compliance with the Health
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 for use at the Lancaster
County Mental Health Crisis Center. (R-13-0058)



NEW BUSINESS CONTINUED:

MOTION: Raybould moved and Schorr seconded approval of the resolution. Raybould, Amundson,
Schorr and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

L. Approval of Abbott Motocross Track Facility Operation Plan for 2013.

MOTION: Amundson moved and Raybould seconded approval of the facility operation plan.
Amundson, Schorr, Raybould and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

M. Labor negotiations (executive session)
The Vice Chair announced the item would be held until the end of the meeting.

5) CONSENT ITEMS: These are routine business items that are expected to be adopted
without dissent. Any individual item may be removed for special discussion and
consideration by a Commissioner or by any member of the public without prior notice.
Unless there is an exception, these items will be approved as one with a single vote of
the Board of Commissioners. These items are approval of:

A. Receive and place on file the following:
1. County Assessor/Register of Deeds report for August 2013
2. County Records & Information Management report for August 2013
3. Management's Discussion and Analysis, Financial Statements and
Supplementary Information for the years ended June 30, 2013 and 2012, on the
City of Lincoln/Lancaster County Railroad Transportation Safety District

MOTION: Raybould moved and Amundson seconded approval of the consent items. Schorr,
Raybould, Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

6) PUBLIC COMMENT: Those wishing to speak on items relating to County business not
on the agenda may do so at this time.

No one appeared for public comment.

7) ANNOUNCEMENTS:

A. The Lancaster County Board of Commissioners will hold a staff meeting on
Thursday, September 19, 2013, at 8:30 a.m., in Room 113 of the County-City
Building (555 S. 10" Street, Lincoln.

B. The Lancaster County Board of Commissioners will hold their next regular meeting
on Tuesday, September 24, 2013, at 10:30 a.m., in Room 112 of the County-City
Building (555 S. 10" Street, Lincoln) with the Board of Equalization immediately
following.

C. The County Commissioners can be reached at 402-441-7447 or
commish@lancaster.ne.gov.




ANNOUNCEMENTS CONTINUED:

D. The Lancaster County Board of Commissioners meeting is broadcast live. Itis
rebroadcast on Tuesday and Saturday on 5 City-TV, Cable Channel 5. In addition,
the meeting may be viewed on the internet at lancaster.ne.gov under 5 City-TV,
Video on Demand or 5 City-TV on YouTube.

The Chair recessed the meeting at 10:57 a.m.

The Chair reconvened the meeting at 11:00 a.m.

RETURNING TO ITEM 4M:

MOTION: Amundson moved and Schorr seconded to enter executive session for the purpose of
labor negotiations and to protect the public interest at 11:00 a.m.

The Vice Chair restated the motion for the record.

ROLL CALL: Schorr, Raybould, Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion
carried 4-0.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded to exit executive session at 11:12 a.m. Amundson,
Schorr, Raybould and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

8) ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded to adjourn the Board of Commissioners meeting at
11:12 a.m. Raybould, Amundson, Schorr and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion
carried 4-0.

Dan Nolte
Lancaster County Clerk




MINUTES
LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2013
COMMISSIONERS HEARING ROOM, ROOM 112
FIRST FLOOR, COUNTY-CITY BUILDING
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING THE LANCASTER COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS MEETING

Aavance public notice of the Board of Equalization meeting was posted on the County-City Building
bulletin board and the Lancaster County, Nebraska, web site and emailed to the media on September
13, 2013.

Commissioners present:  Brent Smoyer, Vice Chair
Roma Amundson
Jane Raybould
Deb Schorr

Commissioners absent: Larry Hudkins, Chair

Others present: Scott Gaines, Deputy County Assessor/Register of Deeds
Kerry Eagan, Chief Administrative Officer
Gwen Thorpe, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Brittany Behrens, Deputy County Attorney
Dan Nolte, County Clerk
Cori Beattie, Deputy County Clerk
Angela Zocholl, County Clerk’s Office

The location announcement of the Nebraska Open Meetings Act was given and the meeting was
called to order at 10:57 a.m.

1) MINUTES: Approval of the minutes of the Board of Equalization meeting held on
Tuesday, September 10, 2013.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded approval of the minutes. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

2) ADDITIONS AND DEDUCTIONS TO THE TAX ASSESSMENT ROLLS: (See attached
additions and deductions)

MOTION: Raybould moved and Schorr seconded approval of the additions and deductions.
Raybould, Amundson, Schorr and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

3) MOTOR VEHICLE TAX EXEMPTION APPLICATIONS:

Bryan Medical Center

Child Guidance Center
Congregation of Benedictine Sisters
Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter

Villa Marie School



MOTOR VEHICLE TAX EXEMPTION APPLICATIONS CONTINUED:

Vital Services
MOTION: Amundson moved and Schorr seconded approval of the motor vehicle tax exemption
applications. Amundson, Schorr, Raybould and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion
carried 4-0.

4) APPEAL OF HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION REJECTION:

Clement Cheney

Scott Gaines, Deputy County Assessor/Register of Deeds, said the homestead exemption was initially
rejected because it did not meet the ownership requirement. There was a transfer of ownership on
the property and life estate for Mr. Cheney was not properly retained. Since a corrected deed has
been filed, he recommended approval of the appeal.

MOTION: Raybould moved and Amundson seconded approval of the appeal. Schorr, Raybould,
Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion carried 4-0.

5) ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Schorr moved and Raybould seconded to adjourn the Board of Equalization meeting at
11:00 a.m. Schorr, Raybould, Amundson and Smoyer voted aye. Hudkins was absent. Motion
carried 4-0.

Dan Nolte
Lancaster County Clerk




Region V Systems 2013-2014 Prevention Federal Block Grant Recipients

EXHIBIT

B

Annual Monetary

Reviewed By

Confragting E-ntllty v Purpoge C(frjtract Perm@ Value
P tion Team
Mead Community Group Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 $1,938 r:;en —
anagement
y i P tion T
Clags County Community Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 $19,666 BRI Sl
Coalition Management
Jeticrson Calinky Community Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 §i0,540 | Peevemuon Tean
Coalition Management
Jahnson: County: Commumicy Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 ggapy | Prevention Team
Coalition Management
Laneaster County Substance Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 §96,062 | Frevention Team
Abuse Action Coalition Management
Memalia Apsnat Livgand Prevention Federal Block Grant July I, 2013 - June 30,2014 $13,901 sishention Team
Alcohol Abuse Management
Partners for Otoe County Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 §oagys | Frevetion Tedm
Management
Polk Substance Abuse Coalition Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30,2014 $12,203 Ersyeption Team
Management
: . e ' :
Rictardson Connty Prevertion 8 |y o Feadersl Bldh Giat July 1, 2013 - June 30, 2014 gao7s | PrSvention ey
Key Coalition Management
Seward County Bridges Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 $11,937 Erévention. Tear
Management
Thayes Sounty Preyzufion Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 ghppg | BEvemNonTedm
Coalition Management
York County Drug Task Force Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 $13,251 Kbanen i Houn
Management
Butler Believes i , ;
tler Belleyes. h; ¥ouitand Prevention Federal Block Grant July 1,2013 - June 30, 2014 soggy | evedton oo
__Community _ _ Management
$231,355

*Contingent upon contract
negotiation




EXHIBIT

—

Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey
Results for 2012

Profile Report:
Lancaster County

Sponsored by:
Nebraska Department of Education
Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services

Administered by:
Bureau of Sociological Research
University of Nebraska-Lincoln

NRPFSS is part of the Student Health and Risk
Prevention (SHARP) Surveillance System that administers
surveys to youth enrolled in Nebraska schools
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SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Introduction and Overview

This report summarizes the findings from the 2012 Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey (NRPFSS). The 2012
survey represents the fifth implementation of the NRPFSS and the second implementation of the survey under the Nebraska
Student Health and Risk Prevention (SHARP) Surveillance System. SHARP consists of the coordinated administration of three
school-based student health surveys in Nebraska, including the NRPFSS, the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS), and the Youth
Tobacco Survey (YTS). The Nebraska SHARP Surveillance System is sponsored by the Nebraska Partners in Prevention (NePiP)
and administered by the Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services and the Nebraska Department of Education through
a contract with the Bureau of Sociological Research at the University of Nebraska-Lincoln. For more information on the Nebraska
SHARP Surveillance System please visit hitp://bosr.unl.edu/sharp.

As a result of the creation of SHARP and its inclusion of the NRPFSS, the administration schedule shifted from the fall of odd
calendar years to the fall of even calendar years. The first three administrations of the NRPFSS occurred during the fall of 2003,
2005, and 2007, while the 2010 administration occurred during the fall, leaving a three-year gap (rather than the usual two-year
gap) between the most recent administrations. The 2012 administration also occurred during the fall as will future administrations
taking place during even calendar years (i.e., every two years).

The NRPFSS targets Nebraska students in grades 6, 8, 10, and 12 with a goal of providing schools and communities with local-
level data. As a result, the NRPFSS is implemented as a census survey, meaning that every public and non-public school with an
eligible grade can choose to participate. The survey is designed to assess adolescent substance use, delinquent behavior, and
many of the risk and protective factors that predict adolescent problem behaviors, The Nebraska survey is adapted from a
national, scientifically-validated survey and contains information on the risk and protective factors that are locally actionable. These
risk and protective factors are also highly comelated with substance abuse as well as delinquency, teen pregnancy, school
dropout, and violence. Along with other locally attainable sources of information, the information from the NRPFSS can aid schools
and community groups in planning and implementing local prevention initiatives to improve the health and academic performance
of their youth.

Table 1.1 provides information on the student participation rate for Lancaster County and the state as a whole. The participation
rate represents the percentage of all eligible students who took the survey. If 60 percent or more of the students participated, the
report is generally a good indicator of the levels of substance use, risk, protection, and delinquent behavior in Lancaster County. If
fewer than 60.0 percent participated, a review of who participated should be completed prior to generalizing the results to your
entire student population.

| Page 1 |



SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Table 1.1. Survey Participation Rates, 2012

Lancaster County State
2012 2012
Number Number Percent Number ~  Number Percent
Participated Enrolled Participated . Participated  Enrolled Participated
Grade ' ;
Gth 902 3517 25.6% 774 24611 31.5%
8th 901 3237 27.8% 8433 123683 35.6%
10th 549 3009 18.2% 7377 23158 31.9%
12th 356 3463 10.3% 6558 24605 26.7%
Total 2708 13226 20.5% - 30109 96057 31.3%:

Note. The grade-specific participation rates presented within this fable consist of the number of sludents who completed the NRPFSS divided
by the lotal number of students enrolled within the participating schools. For schools that were also sefected fo participate in the YRBS or YTS,
the participation rale may be adjusled if studenls were only allowed fo pariicipate in one survey. In these cases, the number of sludents who
complefed the NRPFSS is divided by the lotal number of students enrolled that were not eligible to participate in the YRBS or YTS.

Again, the goal of the NRPFSS s to collect community-level data and not to collect representative state data; however, state data
provides insight into the levels of substance use, risk, protection, and delinquent behavior among all students in Nebraska. In

2012, 31.3 percent of the eligible Nebraska students in grades 6, 8, 10, and 12 participated in the NRPFSS,

The 2012 participation rate for the state as a whole remains lower than the 60.0 percent level recommended for representing
students statewide; therefore, the state-level results should be interpreted with some caution. Failure to obtain a high participation
rate statewide is, in part, due lo low levels of participation within Douglas and Sarpy Counties, which combined had a 10.6 percent

participation rate in 2012 compared to 47.1 percent for the remainder of the state.

Table 1.2 provides an overview of the characteristics of the students who completed the 2012 survey within Lancaster County and

the state overall.

| Page 2 |



SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Table 1.2. Participant Characteristics, 2012

Lancaster County State
2012 2012
n % n %
Total students 2758 0614
Grade ; i
6th 902 32.7% 74 25.3%
8th 901 32.7% . 8433 27.5%:
10th 549 19.9% 377 244%
12th 356 12.9% 6558  21.4%
Unknown 50 1.8% 505 1.6%
Gender
Male 1319 47.8% 15339 50.1%
Female 1437 52.1% 15233  49.8%
Unknown 2 0.1% 42 0.1%
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic* 222 8.0% 4091 13.4%
African American 137 5.0% 834 2.7%
Asian 115 4.2% 489 1.6%
American Indian 70 2.5% 982 3.2%
Pacific Islander it 0.3% 80 0.3%
Alaska Native 5 0.2% 32 0.1%
White 2122 76.9% 23546  76.9%
Other 74 27% 452 1.5%
Unknown 6 0.2% 108 0.4%
Notes. *Hispanic can be of any race. In columns, n=number or frequency and %=percentage of
distribution.

Overview of Report Contents

The report is divided into the following four sections: (1) substance use; (2) delinquent behavior and bullying; (3) gambling; and (4)
risk and protective factors. Within each section, highlights of the 2012 survey data for Lancaster County are presented along with
state and national estimates, when available.

When there are less than 10 survey respondents for a particular grade, their responses are not presented in order to protect the
confidentiality of individual student participants. However, those respondents are included in regional- and state-level results.
Furthermore, if a grade level has 10 or more respondents but an individual question or sub-group presented in this report has less
than 10 respondents then results for the individual item or sub-group are not reported.

A number of honesty measures were also created to remove students who may not have given the most honest answers. These
measures included reporting use of a fictitious drug, using a drug more during the past 30 days than in one's lifetime, answering
that the student was not at all honest when filling out the survey, and providing an age and grade combination that are highly
unlikely. Students whose answers were in question for any one of these reasons were excluded from reporting. For Lancaster
County, 91 students met these criteria.

| Page 3 |



SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Substance Use

This section contains information on the use of alcohol, tobacco, and other drugs among 6", 8%, 100, and 12t grade students in
Nebraska. In addition to substance use, this section contains information on the source and place of alcohol and tobacco use as
well as attitudes and perceptions related to substance abuse. To provide greater context for the results from Lancaster County,
overall state and national results are presented when available. The national data source is the Monitoring the Future survey,
administered by the Institute for Social Research at the University of Michigan and sponsored by the National Institute on Drug
Abuse and National Institutes of Health. Monitoring the Future only surveys 8%, 100, and 12 graders. As a result, national data
is not available for 6 grade. For the lifetime and past 30 day substance use figures below, blue bars represent Lancaster County
data, red bars represent overall state estimates, and green bars represent national data.

| Lifetime Substance Use —I
Lifetime Substance Use among 6th Grade Respondents,*2012
100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0% —
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0% ———pam —
0.0% e I | | 2= — -
Alcohol ‘l—‘s-urﬁi%:_ Cigarettes Any tobacco Mariuana Inhalants P’gxg@,".“ ':)"T"éﬂ'f;:f;:{'f Other illegal drugs
= Reporl Leve! 8.1% f 0.8% 1.8% 21% 0.7% 34% 1.0% 0.2% 0.2%
& State 10.0% i 14% 31% 38% 0.9% 4.5% 1.5% 0.7% 04%
Notes. "Percentage who reported using the named subsfance al least one time in his or her lifetime. **Refars fo the usa of prescription drugs withou! a doclor telling them to. *"Refers lo cough and cold medicing
taken to get high and not for medical reasons. **OTC=over-fhe-gounter, non-prescription drugs.
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SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Lifetime Substance Use among 8th Grade Respondents,*2012

100.0% e
90.0% = S P, S -
80.0% |— s
70.0%

600% e 0 G T e ) e e g S
50.0% =
400% o e s e s L N S e e R -
SO e
20,0% f — —
10.0% |- = 5 -

0.0% | R e - . WS R S .

' LSD or Non-
Smokeless | . i other Cocaine / ; Other PE* | Prescription | prescription | Other illegal
Alcohol B0 Cigarettes ! Any tobacco | Marjuana psychedel crack Meth Inhalants Steroids dnugs dngs™ oTCH dngs
-ics \ drugs*

®Report Level | 18.6% 35% 8.1% 9.8% 52% 0.6% 04% 0.1% 4.5% 0.6% 0.7% 19% 1.2% 1.9%

uSlate 23.5% 5.2% 11.8% 14.0% 59% 0.3% 0.5% 04% 5.0% 0.5% 0.5% 1.7% 1.6% 21%

“ Nation 29.5% 8.1% 15.5% 15.2% 2.8% 18% 1.3% 11.8% 12%

Neles. *Percentage who reported using the named substance at least one time in his or her lifetime. **Refers fo the use of prescription drugs without a doctor teliing them lo. ™ Refers fo cough and cold medicine

taken o get high and not for medical reasons. "PE=performance-enhancing drugs other than steroids, **QTC=over-the-counter,

non-prescription drugs.
Lifetime Substance Use among 10th Grade Respondents,*2012

100.0% ———————

90.0%

80.0% |-

70.0%

60.0% —

50.0% i

40.0% |

30.0%

20.0%

10.0% , — !

0.0% | ? _ e L R . B

Alcohol Sggléae;s Cigarettes m?;?;cn Marijuana ps;"g‘gdel CD;:RS” Meth Inhalants | Steroids O?:QZEA PT:SR?QTEOH preosjc:réanﬁm Ottl’eﬂrjigﬁzgai

_I_Fiepthevel 30.7% 67% 23.9% 24.1% 21.8% tl;; 05% 1.5% 33% 11% 26% 57% d??); 6.3%
u Slate 45.3% 14.5% 24.6% 29.2% 18.6% 14% 1.1% 0.8% 4.2% 0.6% 31% 55% 38% 44%
* Nation 54.0% 15.4% 27.7% 33.8% 5.2% 33% 1.8% 9.9% 1.3%

Noles. *Percentage who reported using the named substance at least one fime in his or her ifetime. ™Refers to the use of prescription drugs without a doctor teffing them to. *™Refers lo cough and cold

medicine laken to gel high and nol for medical reasons. MPE=performance-enhancing drugs ofher than steroids, *"OTC=over-the-counter, non-prescription drugs.
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Lifetime Substance Use among 12th Grade Respondents,*2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0% oot e
20.0%
o |
0.0% . T e e l_ . _u.__
4 LSDor Non-
Smokeless | . Any . other Cocaine / : Other PE* | Prescription | prescription | Other illegal
Alcohol lobacce Cigarettes tobacco Marijuana psychedel crack Meth Inhalants | Stercids drugs drgs™ oTcm drgs
-its drugs*™
®Report Level | 58.5% 17.9% 34.6% B.7% 31.5% 32% 23% 0.9% 3.2% 0.9% 54% 97% 7% 6.3%
= State 62.6% 25.2% 39.3% 45.3% 28, %% 31% 23% 1.2% 37% 0.7% 5.2% 9.5% 54% 56%
Nation 69.4% 17.4% 39.5% 45.2% 7.5% 4.9% 17% 79% 1.8% 21.2%

Notes. *Percentage who reported using the named substance at least ane time in his or her ifefime. **Refers {o the use of prescrintion drugs without a doctor feling them fo. ™*Refers fo cough and cold
medicine taken fo gef high and nof for medical reasons. "PE=performance-enhancing drugs ofher than steroids, "*OTC=over-the-counter, non-prescription drugs.

Past 30 Day Substance Use

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%

Past 30 Day Substance Use among 6th Grade Respondents,* 2012

40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%

Alcohol

Binge drinking™

Smokeless tobacco

Cigarettes

Any tobaceo

Marijuana

Inhalants

Prescription drugs™*

u Report Level

1.0%

0.1%

0.1%

0.3%

0.3%

0.2%

11%

0.1%

 State

1.9%

0.5%

0.5%

0.6%

09%

04%

1.6%

04%

Notes. *Percentage who reported using the named substance at least one lime during the past 30 days. **Percentage of students wha reporfed having five o more drinks of alcohol in & row, within a
couple of hours, during the pasf 30 days. ™ Refers fo the use of prescription drugs without a doctor telling them to.
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Past 30 Day Substance Use among 8th Grade Respondents,* 2012

100.0%

90.0% |—
800%

70.0%

60.0%
50.0%

40.0%

30.0% -

20.0%

10.0%

00% M

Alcohol

- .

Binge
drinking**

__:—-l._.;‘_ﬂ- - B e

LSD or
. . other Cacaine / ’
Cigarettes | Any tobacce| Marijuana psychede! -|  crack Meth Inhalants | Steroids
ics

Smokeless
tobacco

Other PE*

drugs

Prescription
drugs™

Non-
prescription
OTCH
drugs™"

Other illegal
drugs

u Report Leve!

64%

21%

1.0% 2.2% 26% 18% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 16% 0.1%

0.1%

06%

0.3%

04%

 Sfate

6.3%

2.8%

18% 3.3% 4.3% 23% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 17% 0.1%

0.3%

0.7%

06%

0.8%

- Nation

11.0%

28% 4.9% 6.5% 0.6% 0.5% 0.5% 27% 0.3%

Notes. *Percentage who reported using the named subslance al least one fime during the past 30 days. ™Percentage of sfudents who reported having five or more drinks of alcohol in a row, within & couple of hours, during
the past 30 days. “™Refers fo the use of prescription drugs without a doctor telfing them lo. ™™*Refers fo cough and cold medicine taken to get high and nof for medical reasons. *PE=performance-enhancing drugs ofher than
stercids, "OTC=cver-the-counter, non-prescription drugs.

Past 30 Day Substance Use among 10th Grade Respondents,* 2012

100.0% —=
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0% ——————
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
ool N W ON W “"
0.0% - ____H' _ _“ _ ) e ——— R EESESSSENE S
E LSD or Non-
Binge | Smokeless | . Any . other Cocaine / . Other PE* | Prescription | prescripbon | Other illegal
Alcohol drinking™ | tobacco Cigarettes lobacco Marijuana psychedel crack Meth Inhalants | Steroids drugs drugs™ oTCA drigs
) -ics. drugs*™™
®Report Level | 16.5% 92% 31% 78% 94% 12.1% 04% 0.2% 0.2% 1.3% 0.9% 1.71% 35% 15% 26%
# State 18.4% 1.3% 6.7% 9.3% 12.7% 8.6% 04% 0.2% 0.2% 1.1% 0.3% 1.8% 24% 14% 16%
+ Nafion 27.6% 6.4% 10.8% 17.0% 1.2% 0.8% 05% 14% 04%

Notes. "Percentage who reported using the named substance at least one time during the past 30 days. ™Percentage of studenits who reported having five or more drinks of alcohol in a row, within a couple of hours, during
fhe past 30 days. *™Refers to the use of prescription drugs withoul a doctor telling them fo. ™ *Refers to cough and cold medicine laken fo get high and nof for medical reasons. *PE=performance-enhancing drugs other than
steroids, " OTC=over-he-counter, non-prescription drugs.
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Past 30 Day Substance Use among 12th Grade Respondents,*2012
100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0% 1f—— A : -
0.0% o . . [ p— . " B . e
’ LSD or Non-
" 4 e el Other
Binge | Smokeless ! .. Any < other Cocaine / 5 Other PE* | Prescription | prescription |
Aleahol drinking™ | tobacco Cigareltes tobacco Mariuana peychedel coack Meth Inhalants | Steroids das drugs™ oTCH gﬁgasl
o druge™ g
=Reporl Level | 32.4% 22.1% 8.1% 15.0% 18.2% 13.2% 0.6% 03% 0.3% 0.3% 0.6% 32% 4.0% 0.9% 2.0%
= State 3.4% 21.7% 13.4% 18.8% 25.2% 11.7% 09% 04% 0.3% 06% 0.2% 3.1% 38% 15% 19%
Natien 41.5% 719% 17.1% 22.9% 1.6% 1.1% 0.5% 0.8% 0.9% 7.0%
Noles. *Percentage who reported using the named substance at least one lime during the past 30 days. **Percentage of students who reported having five or more drinks of alcohol in & row, within a couple of hours,
during the past 30 days. "™ Refers fo the use of prescription drugs without a doctor feling them to, ****Refers la cough and cold medicine taken fo get high and nof for medical reasons. *PE=performance-enhancing
drugs other than steroids, *AOTC=over-the-counfer, non-prescription drugs.

| Past 30 Day Alcohol-Impaired Driving

Past 30 Day Alcohol-Impaired Driving, 2012
100.0% r

90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0% l .—
0.0% sml 8t T 10th 12

= Drove vehicle when had been drinking (Grades 8/10/12 only)* 04% 1.9% 6.3%
= Rode in vehick driven by someone who had been drinking alcohor** 84% 15.2% 17.8% 14.7%

Notes. "Parcentage who reported one or more occurrences during the past 30 days lo the question "During the the last 30 days how many imes did you drive a car or ofher vehicle when you had been
drinking alcehol?” *Percentage who reporled one or more occurrences during the past 30 days tothe question "During the the last 30 days how many times did you ride in a car or other vehicle driven
by someone who had besn drinking alcohol?”
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|Attitudes toward Substance Use

Percentage Reporting that the Following Substance Use Behaviors are Wrong or Very Wrong,*
2012
100.0%

90.0% ‘

80.0%

70.0%

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0, L pos ] b S 4 B et
0.0% Smoke 156 sitickelass Drink alcoholat | Drive after drinking Siibie Use prescriplion Use Use ofher ilegal
il leastonce orwice a|  alcohol (Grades m drugs without doctor h o8
cigarettes tobacco month 810M2 only) mafjuana diection inhalants drugs

= 6th 99.2% 99.3% 97.8% 98.5% 98.6% 97.6% 99.4%
=8 85.6% 97.1% 93.0% 88.9% 93.2% 97.1% 97.0% 98.2%
=10th 83.9% 85.1% 79.5% 98.0% 78.7% 91.5% 95.6% 96.5%
=12th 69.4% 69.0% 64.4% 96.8% 747% 88.5% 95.7% 97.1%
Note. "Percentage who reported how wrong they think different substance behaviors are based on the following scale: Very wrong, Wrong, A littiebit wrong, Not wrong at all.

Perceived and Actual Substance Use during the Past 30 Days J

Table 2.1. Perceived* and Actual Past 30 Day Substance Use, 2012

Grade
6th 8th 10th 12th
Smoked cigarettes Perceived % 2.8% 12.0% 33.2% 33.2%
Actual % 0.3% 2.2% 7.9% 15.0%
Drank alcohol Perceived % 2.4% 11.4% 36.6% 46.4%
Actual % 1.0% 6.4% 16.5% 32.4%
Smoked marijuana Perceived % 1.8% 11.0% 35.1% 34.2%
Actual % 0.2% 1.8% 12.1% 13.2%
Used other illegal drugs Perceived % Not Collecied 7.3% 21.0% 17.2%
Actual % Not Collected 0.4% 2.6% 2.0%

Note. *Percepfion based on folowing question: *Now thinking about all the sfudents in your grade af your scheol. How many of them do you think: <inserf substance use behavior> during the past 30 days?*
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| Perceived Risk from Substance Use

Percentage Reporting that the Following Substance Use Behaviors Place People at Great Risk,*
2012
100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0% =
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0% i
20.0%
10.0%
00% . IS J e
L Being : . Driving after
Smoking 1 or exposed to Use Tak]{lg lor2 Haymg i drinking Trying Smoking prescription : ;
more packs of 3 drinks of drinks of i 5 7 Using Using other
cifanatios nar other people's | smokeless alcohol nearly | akcohol 1 or 2 akaohol manjuana marjuana | drugs without inhalants dnugs
9 da pe cigarette tobacco v da y fires g woek (Grades | onceortwice | regularly doclor's o
y smoke 1y day B10/12 only) dection
=6t 74.9% 32.3% 66.7% 49.1% 62.1% 58.2% 826% 87.0% 61.2% 84.2%
u8h 73.5% 287% 63.8% 41.0% 58.1% 86.9% 425% 7% 59.3% 53.0% 81.8%
= 10th 66.8% 26.2% 48.8% 34.4% 54.7% 86.2% 26.8% 54.6% 57.9% 59.3% 82.6%
s12th|  69.9% 25.6% 45.0% 31.6% 48.0% 89.6% 19.3% 45,0% 54.5% 62.0% 828%
Note. *Percentage who reported great risk associated with each substance behaviors based on the following scale: No risk, Shight risk, Moderate risk, Great risk, Based o the question "How much do you
think people risk harming themselves (physically or in olher ways) if they; <insert substance use behavior>.”

]

Perceived Availability of Substances

2012

Percentage Reporting that the Following Substances are Sort of Easy or Very Easy to Obtain,*

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0% :
TO‘O% ¥ i—' B ‘”‘ =
0.0% o Prescription t;rugs for non- Drugs like oocain‘e LSD
Cigarettes Beer, wine, hard liquor Marijuana medical use amphetami ne,s :
u 6t 85% 13.7% 32% 9.8% 17%
u 8th 226% 33.3% 14.2% 19.6% 57%
=10 45.4% 53.7% 40.6% 278% 13.9%
= 12th 61.6% 66.1% 45.6% 326% 14.5%

Nale. *Percentage who reported if is sort of or very easy fo cbtain each substances based on the following scale: Very hard, Sort of hard,
wanted lo how easy would it be for you fo gef: <insert substance use behavior>.”

Sort of easy, Very easy. Based on the quesiton *If you
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| Sources and Places of Substance Use during the Past 30 Days

Sources for Obtaining Cigarettes duringthe Past 30 Days, among Students who Reported
Smoking during the Past 30 Days,* 2012

100.0% e
0.0% e
80.0% ———
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%
(n=56)*"
# Bought them myself with a fake ID
(Grades 8/10/12 Only) 2% 1% 00%
= Bought them myself without a fake ID "
(Grades 8/10/12 Only) 0.9% 15 2%
= Gave someone money to buy them for me 43.5% 27.3% 49.1% 37.0%
= Borrowed them from someone eise 50.0% 45.5% 75.0% 73.6%
= My parents gave them Lo or bought them for me 55.0% 6.1% 5.5% 3.8%
= Other family member gave them to or bought
T 45.5% 9.1% 27.8% 18.9%
- Took them from home without my parents’ permission 47.6% 21.2% 45.5% 38%
: Took them from a store or shop 571% 3.0% 5.5% 19%
Got them some other way (not listed) 57.9% 204% 255% 58%

Noles. *Among pas! 30 day cigatele users, the percentage who reporfed obfaining cigareftes in each manner one or more limes during the past 30 days. These scores may include sfudents

18 and older.™The n-size displayed is the largest n-size across these questions. Because each source is asked individually, the n-size may vary across sources.

j Sources for Obtaining Alcohol during the Past 30 Days, among Students who Reported
Drinking during the Past 30 Days,* 2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0% B
0.0% 12th
(n=101)*
= Boughtitin liquor store, gas station, or grocery store 7.0%
(Grades 8/10/12 Only) v
= Bought it at a restaurant, bar, or club o o
(Grades 8/10/12 Only) 4.7% 1.4% 5.0%
= Bought it at public event like concert or sporting event o o
(Grades 8/10/42 Only) 4% A% 40%
u Got it al a party 37.5% 34.1% 61.0% 72.3%
u Gave somecne maney to buy it for me 31.0% 11.6% 29.7% 475%
= Parents gave or bought it for me 53.3% 15.6% 211% 9.1%
= Other family member gave or bought it for me 33.3% 22.2% 27.6% 23.0%
- Took it from home without my parents' permission 31.3% 29.5% 33.8% 25.0%
Took il from a store or shop 20.0% 4.7% 9.5% 1.0%
Got it some other way (not listed) 37.5% 30.2% 31.2% 18.0%
Notes. *Among past 30 day alcchal users, the who réporfed obiaining alcohiol in each manner one or more limes dirng the past 30 days. .**The n-size displayed /s the largest n-size across

these questions. Because each source is asked individually, the n-size may vary across sources.
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Places of Aicohol Use during the Past 30 Days, among Students who Reported Drinking during

the Past 30 Days,* 2012

100.0%
0% .
:gf |
0% —
o - ~ 10th
(n=77y" (n=100)"*
u My home without my parents’ permission ; 32.5% 25.8%
u Someone else’s home without their parents' permission 38.0% 38.0% 60.5% 59.0%
- My home with my parents' permission 79.2% 240% 22.1% 133%
i Somecne else's home with their parents' permission 53.1% 12.2% 25.3% 214%
w Reslaurant, bar, or club (Grades 8/10/12 Only) 64% 5.3% 6.1%
& Public evirélrgl;is cc;n,,;:[e],f: ;rosrg‘)lr;;tlng evenl 43% 6.7% 9.0%
= Open area like a park, lake, field, or street comer 52.0% 18.8% 31.6% 23.5%
© Car 48.0% 10.9% 41.9% 30.2%
Hotel or motel 48.0% 6.4% 12.0% 10.2%
School property 42.0% 6.4% 10.7% 31%
Some other place (not listed) 56.3% 271% 32.0% 27.8%

Notes. *Among past 30 day akcohol users, the percenfage who reporfed using alcohol in each manner one or more times during the past 30 days. ."The n-size displayed is the largest n-size across these
questions. Because each place is asked indvidually, the n-size may vary across places.

| Types of Alcohol Used Among Those Who Used Alcohol during the Past 30 Days

Alcohol during the Past 30 Days,* 2012

Type of Alcohol Usually Consumed during the Past 30 Days, among Students who Drank

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0% ——
40.0% G
30.0% L7
20.0%
10.0% 5 : b
0.0% 10 T
(n=89)~ (n=100)"*

= No usual fype 12.4% 8.3%

u Beer 14.6% 31.2%

* Flavored malt beverages 12.4% 8.3%

= Wine coolers 2.2% 18%

= Wine 6.7% 18%

= Liguor 44.9% 47.7%

 Some other type (nol lisled) 0.0% 6.7% 098%

Notes. *Among past 30 day alcohol users, the lype of alcohol thal
consumed is asked as one question.

they usually drank during the past 30 days. **The nsize displayed is the same for all fypes given that type of alcohol usually
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Delinquent Behaviors and Bullying

This section contains information on delinquent behaviors (i.e., behaviors that are illegal, violent, and/or highly unacceptable in
society) as well as recent bullying behavior among 6%, 8, 10", and 12" grade students in Nebraska. There are 11 delinquent
behaviors presented in this section, including behaviors that occur both on and off school property. Bullying questions were added

to the 2010 surveys in response to interest from school and community leaders.

| Delinquent Behavior during the Past 12 Months

Delinquent Behaviors among 6th Grade Respondents during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0% SRS R
ey e e e S secee s T S e
80.0% - e e
70.0% e e
BIUEG possmsmmsmssssnstsecss e et
50.0% —
40.0% - —
30.0%
20.0% e —
10.0%
substance Susp?g:se:nfsoiother Arrested idea of seriously hurting Drunk/igh at school Sto\enmz?em;glrl]ng&mrlh l
uselposession fhem ]
u Repori Level 06% 34% 14% 50% 4% 70% j
1 State 04% 38% 13% 6.7% 0.7% 74% |

Noles. "Percentage who reported one or more occurrences of each event during the past 12 months. ™Suspended for reasons ofher thanfobacco, alcohol, and drugs.

Delinquent Behaviors among 8th Grade Respondents during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0%
90.0% —
80.0% =
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0% =
200% —
0,
Suspended | g cpended | Stolenfiried to Sl : rooka | SO0 | paenn
forsijjt;sel,‘anoe for other g::g;: Sogirl?;ga] steal amotor | Arrested idea of Dru;ck;]hgglh At handgun to :g:;?[mmgi under the
1 reasons™ vehicle seriously school influence of
posession hurting them than §3 akohol
B Reporl Level 0.7% 55% 59% 0.7% 07% 1.9% 66% 27% 04% 11.6% 04%
= State 0.7% 58% 48% 10% 08% 2.3% 78% 2% | 03% 138% | 10% |

Notes. "Percentage who reported one or more occumences of each event during the past 12 months. **Suspended for reasons other than fobacco, alcohol, and drugs.
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Delinquent Behaviors among 10th Grade Respondents during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
0.0% B i e e B e
' Suspended Atlacked Stolen Driven a
for Suspended : : Slolenflried someane ; Took a : vehicle while
subsfance for other E:;Tﬂ: Sogdﬂzligal lo steal a Arrested | wilh idea of Drug;f;gr B handgun to :g:ﬁﬁ'gfe under the
use/ reasons™ g 9 molor vehicle seriously school than $5 influence of
posession hurting them akcohol
= Reporl Level 0.7% 6.3% 46% 4.3% 11% 1.9% 5.9% 1.1% 06% 15.9% 2.4%
= State 15% 51% 4.9% 35% 14% 37% 78% 8.1% 0.5% 16.7% 4.0%

Noles. *Parcentage who reported one or more occurmences of each even! during the past 12 moriths. Suspended for reasons ofher then lobacco, alcohol, and drugs.

Delinquent Behaviors among 12th Grade Respondents during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
0.0% e T B
. Suspended ; Allacked Stolen Dn’ven 3
for substance Stspeaed Careda | Sold illegal Slnletaed sormeone Drunksigh at Tocka something Ve wiilk
e for other handoun s fosteala Arrested with idea of A handgun to worth more under the
i reasons™ g g motor vehicle seriously school than 85 influence of
B hurfing them H alcohol
& Report Level 1.1% 25% 46% 32% 06% 2.3% 37% 98% 00% 12.9% 13.5%
o State 21% 42% 56% 44% 1.0% 37% 6.3% 10.8% 0.7% 15.8% 14.8%

Notes. “Percentage who reported one or more occurrences of each event during the past 12 months. **Suspended for reasons other than lobacco, alcohol, and drugs.
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Location of Bullying during the Past 12 Months

Percentage that were Bullied during the Past 12 Months, by Type and Location of Bullying, *
2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0% s =
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%

B Any bullying™ 46.0% 42.1% 34.2% 24.4%
= Been bullied on scheol property 34.6% 35.2% 28.1% 19.2%
+ Been bullied away from school properiy 28.1% 26.8% 18.7% 14.9%
1 Been electronically bullied (by e-mail, text, cha, elc) 15.8% 19.8% 19.6% 15.8%

Nole. "Percenlage who reported being bullied in each location, *"Percentage of students who reported being bullied in cne or more of these locations.

| Page 15 |



SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Gambling

This section contains information on gambling behaviors among 6, 87, 10%, and 12t grade students in Nebraska. Four items
were asked of 6" graders, while 8", 10 and 12 graders were asked additional questions about gambling behavior.

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%

Gambling Behavior by Grade, 2012

Bth

8t

10th

# Gambled for money/possessions in the past 12 months

12.0%

13.8%

14.5%

= Thought aboul gambling in the past 12 months

13.6%

18.3%

18.8%

Spenl more money than meanl lo on gambling in past 12
months {Grades 8/10/12 only)*

49%

10.0%

& Your gambling has ever caused problems at home,
school, or with fiends**

36%

126%

76%

5.1%

Nofes. *Percentage who reported one or more occurences of spending more lime than meant lo on gambling during the past 12 months. **Percentage who reported fhal gambling has caused problems at home,
school, or with friends af leas{ once in his or her ifetime.

Type of Gambling during the Past 12 Months,
among 8th Graders who Reported Gambling during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0% L
o0 Nl :
- Gambledat | F1aVeC Played cards | Doton | Playedbingo | oo iiion | Betongice | BelOMGames | Gambled at
e lottery/scratch | Belon sports fmyemm horsefiog for Inemet amias ofpersonal | schoolfschoal
(n=115) -0ff lickets (n=118) ( n=115e)y races money/prizes (n=117) (?];1 ) skill event
* (n=118) {n=117) {n=117) {n=118) (n=118)
= Report Leval 7.0% 28.0% 64.4% 46,6% 14.5% 41.0% 14.5% 128% 39.0% 24.6%
u Slate 5.6% 40.5% 71.3% 521% 17.1% 48.0% 14.2% 17.9% 434% 29.5%

Nole. *Percentage who reported one or mare occurrences of each behavior during the past 12 months, Oply students who reported that they had gambled during the past 12 months are included in these
percentages.
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100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%

Type of Gambling during the Past 12 Months,

among 10th Graders who Reported Gambling during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

il

Played

Beton

VPiayed bingo
for

Bet on games

Gambled al

Gac";:i':g al icﬂe(y(scret:h Betl on sporis H{&mn?mci?s horsefdog . Gz;gtxgi:gion Be;:;::e of per:wnal school/school
(n=77) -off tickets (n=77) (n=77) races money/prizes (0=77) (n=77) skill event
(n=77) (n=77) (n=77) (n=77) (n=7T7)
& Reporl Level 52% 285% 72.1% 53.2% 78% 24.7% 78% 104% 51.9% 26.0%
m State 6.8% 38.6% 71.0% 60.2% 14.0% 40.3% 15.6% 20.5% 49.3% 338%

Nole. "Percentage who reported one or more occurrences of each behavior during the past 12 months. Only students who reported that they had gambled during the pasl 12 months are included in fhese
percentages.

Type of Gambling during the Past 12 Months,

among 12th Graders who Reported Gambling during the Past 12 Months,* 2012

100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0% - -—:
o . .
0.0% Gambled at Playad ) Played cards Bahan Played bingo Gambledon | Betondice Beton games | Gambled at
no a lotleryfscratch | Beton sporis for mon horseidog for Intemet ras of personal | schoolischool
?:_557) -off tickets (n=64) (n =67)ey races money/prizes (n=67) %IFGT) skill event
% (n=64) (n=67) {n=67) (n=67) {n=67)
= Reporl Level 10.4% 31.3% 71.9% 85.7% 284% 49.3% 19.4% 209% 44.8% 34.3%
= State 11.5% 40.7% 70.9% 63.5% 19.3% 37.2% 18.3% 20.3% 421% 30.7%

Note."Percentage who reported one or more occurrences of each behavior during the past 12 months. Only students who reported that they had gambled during the past 12 months are induded in these

percenfages.

| Page 17 |




SHARP | NRPFSS 2012

Risk and Protective Factors

Many states, school districts and local agencies have adopted the Risk and Protective Factor Model to guide their prevention
efforts. This model is based on the simple premise that, in order to prevent a problem from happening, we need to first identify
factors that increase the risk of that problem developing and then find ways to reduce the risk. Just as medical researchers have
found risk factors for heart disease (e.g., diets high in fat, lack of exercise, smoking), researchers at the University of Washington
have identified a set of risk factors for youth problem behaviors.

To capture information on risk and protective factors among youth, researchers at the University of Washington developed a
school-based survey called the Communities that Care (CTC) Survey. The CTC Survey, which was first administered in 1995,
measures risk and protective factors demonstrated in prior studies to predict adolescent problem behaviors such as drug use,
delinquency, and violence. The CTC Survey serves as the foundation for collecting reliable and valid information on risk and
protective factors, and continues to be used by many states collecting these data. The most recent CTC Survey captures 25 risk
factors and 13 protective factors.

Because risk and protective factors have multiple dimensions, a single factor's score is composed of the responses to several
survey questions. Each factor's score is then referenced against data cut points that have been established by the researchers at
the University of Washington using the results from a national administration of the CTC Survey. These cut points distinguish youth
at higher risk for involvement in problem behaviors from those at lower risk. Bach Harrison, LL.C., a survey research and
evaluation company based in Utah, has made slight modifications to the risk and protective factor cut points originally developed
by the University of Washington. For more information on the methodology used to calculate the risk and protective factor cut
points, please refer to the following article:

Arthur, M., Briney, J., Hawkins, J., Abbott, R., Brooke-Weiss, B., & Catalano, R. (2007). “Measuring risk and protegtion in
communities using the Communities That Care Youth Survey." Evaluation and Program Planning 30(2), 197-211.

The Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey (NRPFSS) captures information on 13 risk factors and 7 protective
factors from the CTC survey. The risk and protective factors included on the NRPFSS were chosen because they are locally
actionable and highly correlated with substance abuse as well as delinquency, teen pregnancy, school dropout, and violence. The
risk and protective factors on the Nebraska survey, including the specific survey questions that make up the factors, are presented
in Appendix B.

Risk factors include characteristics of school, community, and family environments, as well as characteristics of students and their
peer groups that are known to predict the increased likelihood of drug use, delinquency, school dropout, teen pregnancy, and
violent behavior among youth. Dr. J. David Hawkins, Dr. Richard F. Catalano, and their colleagues at the University of Washington
Social Development Research Group have investigated the relationship between risk and protective factors and youth problem
behavior. For example, they have found that children who live in families with high levels of conflict are more likely to become
involved in problem behaviors such as delinquency and drug use than children who live in families with low levels of family confiict.
Protective factors exert a positive influence, or buffer, against the negative influence of risk, thus reducing the likelihood that
adolescents will engage in problem behaviors. Protective factors identified through research include social bonding to family,
school, community, and peers; healthy beliefs and clear standards for behavior; and individual characteristics, For bonding to
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serve as a protective influence, it must occur through involvement with peers and adults who communicate healthy values and set
clear standards for behavior.

By measuring risk and protective factors in a population, prevention programs can be implemented to reduce elevated risk factors
and to increase protective factors. For example, if academic failure is identified as an elevated risk factor in a community, then
mentoring, futoring, and increased opportunities and rewards for classroom participation can be provided to improve academic
performance. Table 5.1 illustrates associations found between 19 selected risk factors and 5 problem behaviors. Check marks
indicate where at least two well-designed, published research studies have shown a link between the risk factor and the problem
behavior,

Table 5.1. Youth at Risk

Problem Behaviors

a -—
g2 5 2 3
< 5§ & & 8
§ 3§ 8 °
@@ [=}
Risk Indicators @ @
Community
Availability of drugs and firearms v v
Community laws and norms favorable toward drug use, firearms, and
crime
Media portrayals of violence v
Transitions and mobility v Y v
Low neighborhood attachment and community disorganization v v v

<
<
<
AN
<

Extreme economic and social deprivation
Family
Family history of the problem behavior

Family management problems

Family conflict

Favorable parental attitudes and involvement in the problem behavior
School :
Academic failure in elementary school

LR RN
" S
a g
<
SR RN

AN
AR
AR
AN
%

Lack of commitment to school
Peer [ Individual

Early and persistent anlisocial behavior v ¥ v v ¥
Alienation and rebelliousness v v v

Friends who use drugs and engage in a problem behavior v v v v v
Gang involvement v v v
Favorable attitudes toward drug use and other problem behaviors v v v v

Early initiation of the problem behavior v v v v ¥
Constitutional factors v v v
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The 2012 risk and protective scores for Lancaster County are displayed below by grade with the overall state scores to serve as
comparisons. The scores for the risk factors indicate the proportion of students that are at risk in this area, Conversely, the
protective factor scores represent the proportion of students that have this protective buffer in their lives.

Table 5.2. Risk and Protective Factor Scores

Community ~ 6th Grade 8th Grade 10th Grade 12th Grade
Risk Factors Local State Local State Local State Local State
Community Disorganization | 22.9%  305% | 206%  37.1% | 40.8% 42.5% 38.8%  42.0%
Laws and Norms Favorable to Drug Use' | NA NA 20.5% 227% | 35.8% 40.3% 509%  51.5%
Perceived Availability of Drugs | 33.0%  34.8% | 21.6%  216% | 27.8% 24.9% 258%  27.5%
Perceived Availability of Handguns | 23.8%  305% | 33.4% 34.4% 19.1% 26.1% 22.6% 30.6%
Protective Factors
Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement | 94.0%  946% | 90.0%  91.9% | 82.2% 91.6% 89.1%  93.0%
Family 6th Grade 8th Grade 10th Grade 12th Grade
Risk Factors Local State Local State Local State Local Slate
Poor Family Management | 20.7%  20.0% | 27.5%  29.5% | 26.4% 29.2% 207%  28.9%
Parental Altitudes Favorable Toward DrugUse | 11.5%  12.8% | 205%  229% | 34.8% 35.4% 346%  38.8%
Protective Factors
Attachment | 69.0% 65.3% 65.3% 62.4% 63.6% 61.1% 62.0% 60.9%
Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement | 729%  722% | 74.2% 72.5% 64.6% 64.0% 64.0%  62.9%
School 6th Grade 8th Grade 10th Grade 12th Grade
Risk Factors Local  State Local State Local State Local State
Academic Failure | 49.1% 53.4%. 20.9% 31.6% 35.7% 35.4% 35.4% 36.1%
Low Commitment to School | 22.5% 24.9% 31.2% 34.9% 28.5% 33.2% 32.5% 34.3%
Protective Factors
Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement | 70.9%  62.6% 72.3% 76.4% 73.0% 73.8% T4.7% 74.9%
Rewards for Prosocial Involvement | 653%  66.4% 58.7% 64.1% 61.2% 68.8% 58.3% 56.8%
Peer/ Individual 6th Grade 8th Grade 10th Grade 12th Grade
Rigk Factors Local  State Local State Local State Local State
Early Initiation of Drug Use! | NA NA 142%  184% | 212%  216% | 27.4%  27.4%
Early Initiation of Antisocial Behavior! | NA NA 19.3% 20.9% 26.9% 22.5% 242%  247%
Favorable Attitudes Toward Antisocial Behavior | 25.9%  29.7% | 18.5% 22.3% 33.3% 33.5% 30.5% 33.2%
Favorable Attitudes Toward Drug Use | 11.0%  12.2% 17.9% 19.3% | 33.2%  334% 394%  39.5%
Perceived Risks of Drug Use | 31.9%  34.9% | 28.9% 334%. .| 47.9% 47.6% 425%.  44.3%
Gang Involvement | 2.3% 3.4% 3.2% 3.7% 4.0% 4.0% 1.5% 3.3%
Protective Factors
Beliefin the Moral Order | g35%  83.7% | 843%  81.8% | 603%  67.8% | 660%  65.5%
Peer-Individual Prosocial Involvement | 69.6%  65.2% | 69.4%  654% | 70.2%  726% | 739%  71.9%

'The 6" grade version intentionally does not measure this factor. As a result, this factor is not presented within this report.
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Using NRPFSS Results for School and Community Improvement

Why conduct the risk and protective factor survey?

At the present time, the Student Health and Risk Prevention (SHARP) Surveillance System contains the only school-based student
health surveys in Nebraska endorsed by both the Nebraska Department of Education and the Nebraska Department of Health and
Human Services. Of the three surveys administered under SHARP, the Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey
(NRPFSS) is the only survey that generates school- and community-level results. Data from the NRPFSS can be used to help
schools and communities assess current conditions and identify and prioritize local prevention issues. The risk and protective
factor profiles provided by this survey reflect underlying conditions that can be addressed through specific types of interventions
proven to be effective in either reducing risk or enhancing protection.

How are the data being used in Nebraska?

At the present time, data from the NRPFSS is being used for:

Substance abuse and/or risk prevention planning at the school, school district, county, region, and state levels;

Applying for grants and other funding;

Fulfilling state and federal grant requirements by community coalitions across Nebraska; and

Fulfilling federal reporting requirements by the Nebraska Department of Education and Nebraska Department of Health and

Human Services.
For additional information about the uses of the NRPFSS, please visit the SHARP Web site at http://bosr.unl.edu/sharp.

Tips for Using this Report for School and Community Improvement

What are the numbers telling you?
Review the data presented in this report, including the appendix tables, and note your findings to the following questions:
e Which risk factors are of the greatest concem to your school/community/region?
o  Which risk factors from the NRPFSS are most prevalent among your students?
o How do these factors compare to all students that participated in the NRPFSS?
e Which protective factors are most important to your school/community/region?
o Which protective factors from the NRPFSS are least prevalent among your students?
o How do these factors compare to all students that participated in the NRPFSS?
e Which substances are your students using the most?
c Inwhich grades do you see unacceptable usage levels?
o How does use among your students compare to all sfudents that parficipated in the NRPFSS and to students nationally?
e Which delinquent behaviors are of greatest concern to your school/community/region?
o Which delinquent behaviors are your students exhibiting the most?
o How do these behaviors compare to all students that participated in the NRPFSS?
How do you decide if a rate is “unacceptable”?
o Look across the appendix tables in this report—which items stand out as either much higher or much lower than the others?
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»  Compare your dala with statewide and national data—determine a level of difference between your data and the state/national
data that is unacceptable.

e Determine the standards and values held within your school and community—for example, is it acceptable in your community
for a percentage of high school students to drink alcohol regularly as long as that percentage is lower than the overall state
percentage?

How do you use these data for planning?

e Substance use and delinquent behavior data—identify the issues and then begin a dialogue with community stakeholders to
raise awareness about the problems.

e Risk and protective factor data—establish realistic and measurable objectives within your school/community/region that will
help you measure progress toward achieving your prevention goals.

Engage in the Strategic Prevention Framework (SPF) planning model—guide your prevention planning process.

Additional Resources

Use the resources listed on the last page of this report (Appendix C: Contacts for Prevention) for ideas about prevention programs
proven to be effective in addressing substance use, delinquent behavior, and elevated risk factors while improving the protective
factors in your school, community, or region.

Example
The table below provides a quick illustration of how you could organize a comparison of your data with state and/or national data

on various measures (i.e., indicators; risk or protective factors). An Excel version of this tool is available for download on the
SHARP Web site at http://bosr.unl.edu/sharp/assessment_tools.

Sample Tool for Data Interpretation

2012 Prevalence Rates
{How common is this?)
Data Measure  Grade Tour State* I_\'aﬁo," Comparison Trends
data {if avail) (if avail)
More prevalent  Stable across
Past30D
% % 10 352%  2564%  19.0%  thanbothstate  the four survey
Alcohol Use

and nation administrations

Note. Data are for illustration purposes only and do not reflect actual results.

“Represents all students who completed the Nebraska Risk and Protective Factor Student Survey (NRPFSS) and is not
intended to represent all students statewide.
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APPENDIX A: Trend Data

Definition el Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012
Alcohol 203% | 160% | 16.™% | 11.9% | 8.1% | 32.2% | 42.1% | 298% | 221% | 186% | 59.0% | 59.2% | 56.1% | 44.2% | 39.7% | B05% | 77.6% | 64.2% | 63.3% | 585%
Cigaretles 7% | 26% | 24% | 32% | 1.6% | 103% | 227% | 96% | 118% | 8.1% | 250% | 2564% | 278% | 23.7% | 23.9% | 37.3% | 436% | 415% | 39.9% | 346%
Stokeless lobacco 00% | 33% | 16% | 1.0% | 09% | 25% | 104% | 3.3% | 33% | 35% | 868% | 128% | 168% | 104% | 6.7% | 157 | 257% | 202% | 19.7% | 17.9%
Marjuana’ 00% | 08% | 08% | 09% | 0.7 | 26% | B9% | 35% | 7.0% | 52% | 154% | 168% | 19.7% | 188% | 218% | 31.3% | 30.1% | 305% | 34.0% | 31.5%
LSD/ather psychedelics 00% | 00% | 05% | NA NA | 1.7 | 04% | 0% | 1.1% | 06% | 25 | 0.0% | 26% | 24% | 13% | 0.0% | 4™ | 25% | 54% | 3.2%
Lifetime | Cocainelcrack 00% | 00% | 08% | NA | NA | 26% | 04% | 0.2% | 0.7% | 04% | 1.3% | 0.0% | 3% | 05% | 09% | 24% | 43% | 6.4% | 48% | 2.3%
Substance | Meth? 0.0% | 04% | 0.3% NA NA 1% | 0.0% | 00% | 06% | 0.1% 25% | 0% | 0.0% | 0™ | 15% | 1.2% | 35% | 1.1% | 2.3% | 0.9%
Use Inhalants 16% | B0% | 36% | 56% | 34% | 13.0% | 195% | 64% | 5.8% | 45% | 125% | 101% [ 8.1% | 35% | 3% | 1.2% | 97 | 6™ | 54% | 3.2%
Steroids NA | 0.9% | 0.0% | NA NA NA | 0.0% | 1.0% | 05% | 0.6% | NA | 06% | 1.3% | 05% [ 14% | NA | 1.2% | 0.7 | 11% | 0.9%
Other performance-enhancing drugs NA | 00% | 03% | NA NA NA | 22% | 05% | O8% | 07 | NA | 38% | 87% | 1.9% | 26% | NA | 11.3% | 135% | 5.9% | 54%
Prescription drugs? NA | 30% | 21% | 06% | 1.0% | NA | 74% | 3.7 | 28 | 19% | NA | 93% | 1M%% | 6% | 57% | NA | 164% | 149% | 11.9% | 9.7%
Non-prescription drugs? NA | NA | 05% | 05% | 0% | NA | NA | 27% | 29% | 12% | NA | NA | 61% | 30% | 40% | NA | NA | 6% | 54% | 3™%
Other llegal drugs 0.0% | 04% | 0.3% | 06% | 0.2% | 34% | 53% | 1.5% | 3.0% | 19% |100% | 6% | 65% | 47% | 6.3% | 96% | 86% | 6% | 85% | 6.3%
Alcchol 9% | 21% | 2.0% | 2.7™% 1% |121% | 142% | 65% | 66% | 64% | 291% | 29.9% | 26.0% | 23.5% | 165% | 378% | 49.% | 376% | 34.4% | 324%
Cigareftes 16% | 04% | 03% | 09% | 0% | 26% | 7.5% | 3.0% | A2% | 22 | 7.5% | 92% | 127% | 7.5% | 7.9% | 9.6% | 20 | 23.4% | 198% | 15.0%
Smokeless (obacco 00% | 168% | 0.5% | 06% | 0.1% | 08% | 34% | 18% | 1.0% | 1.0% | 1% | 7% | 8% | 42 | 3.1% | 12 | 140% | 128% | 9.8% | 8.1%
Marijuana’ 00% | 0.0% | 03% | 06% | 0.2% 1% | 22% | 0.T% | 2.9% 1.8% 25% | 58% | 7% | 84% | 121% | 96% | 13.7% | 145% | 15% | 132%
LSD/other psychedelics 00% | 00% | 0.3% NA NA 00% | 0.0% [ 0.0% | 04% [ 0.1% 13% | 03% | 0.7 | 03% | 04% § 0.0% | 1.2 | 0.0% | 1.1% | 0.6%
Pa;: 30 | Cocainelcrack 0.0% | 00% | O8% [ NA | NA | 1% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 06% | 1.0% | 03% | 0.2% | 00% | 1.2% | 18% | 08% | 0.%
Subst:nce Meth? 00% | 04% | 00% | NA | NA | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 03% | 00% | 1.3% | 0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0% | 0.0% | 1% | 04% | 0.0% | 0.3%
Use Inhalants 1% | 21% | 1% | NA | 1% | 61% | 7.0% | 28% | 16% | 16% | 50% | 3% | 1.0% | 0% | 13% | 00% | 18% | 2%% | 1.1% | 0.3%
Steroids NA | 04% | 00% | NA | NA | NA | 00% | 00% | 01% | 0% | NA | 0.0% | 06% | 0.0% | 0% | NA | 04% | 04% | 0.3% | 0%
Other performance-egnhancing drugs NA | 00% | 0.0% | NA NA NA | 0.9% [ 00% | 04% | 01% | NA | 25% | 4.9% | 08% | 17 | NA | 43% | 74% | 3.7% | 3.2%
Prescription drugs® NA | 17% | 00% | NA | 0% | NA | 48% | 15% | 1.0% | 06% | NA | 41% | 55% | 24% | 35 | NA | 7.9% | 6.0% | 54% | 40%
Non-prescription drugs? NA NA | 0.9% | NA NA NA NA | 1.7% | 14% | 03% | NA NA | 1% | 08% | 1.5% | NA NA | 2% | 2.0% | 0.9%
Other ilegal drugs 00% | 00% | 0% | NA | NA | 17 | 1% | O7% | 14% | 04% | 38% | 23% | 13% | 17% | 26% | 0.0% | 3™ | 25% | 25% | 2.0%
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Definition Grade 6 Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12

2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 2012
Carried a handgun NAT | NAS DN | N | N 5% | 3% | 5% | 36% | son | 29% | A% | oo% | 4k | 4% | 00% | 7% | 5% | 42% | don
Sold illegal drugs O0% | O | 03% | NA | NA ) 256 | 0% | 00% | 14% | o | 50% | 2% | 3% | 42 | 43 | 4m% | 8% | 7% | 65 | 3
Delinquent | Stolen-tried fo steal a motor vehicle 6% [ 04% |03 | Na | Na | os% | 17 | 0% | 1o | om | ome | ow 8% | 12 [ 1o | 1= | 12 | 10 | 22 | oew
332::::2 Arested 0% | 0% | Q5% | 23% | 14% | 08% | 04% | 12% | 25% | 1.9% | oo | 1.6% | 2% | 2m | 19 | 1.2 | 3% | 3o 568% | 2.3%
,I;ast ﬂ:z ggr?:sglgzm}en‘;“gﬁhwea“ ATh | 5% | 4%% | 7% | 60% | 66 | 72% | 4™ | 7% | 68% | 13% | 5o% | 7% | 7o% | s | 1% | oon | 4ew | ams 3.7
o Took a handgun to school O0% | 0% | 00% | NA | NA | 8% | O0% | 00% | 0% | 04% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.3% | 02 | 06% | oo% | 0% | 10% | 00% | oo%
_2[;%‘;;;’9”‘3"" Uinder he nfiusnce of oLt Lt BTG 06 | 036 | Na | im | amk | 17 | 1o 0% | 127% | 706 | 100% | 236 | 24% | 378% | 395% | 200% | 162% | 135%
e ey T g R W A LA SRR Y iR
"~ Community Disorganization | 19:3% | 276% | 26.7% 293 | 297% | NA | 208% | 360% | 369% | 394% | Na | d0s% | 2% | 402% | 306% | e | sem%
Law and Norms Favorable to Drug Use | 288% | 41.7% | 41.3% | Nas NA® | 27.3% | 367% | 289% | NAS | 205% | 267% | 37 | 366% | NAe | 358% | 375 | 4a4v% 429% | NA® | 50.9%
Perceived Availabilty of Drugs [ 48.1% | 41.3% | #18% | 395% | 3a0% | 195% | 304 | 219 | 2420 | 210% | 250 | 36 368% | 26.1% | 278% | 321% | 309% | 447% | 34.1% | 258%
Perceived Availability of Handguns | 29.8% | 24.0% 2 e | 28.2% 23.3% 20.0% | 330% | 340% | 262% | 334% | 234% | 247% | 24.0% | 193% | 19.0% | 152% | 252% | 32.0% | 194% | 226%
| Family A N A Y 2 R TR Al B g ST |
Poor Family Management | NA°* | NA* | Neo | 288% | 207% | Nas | Nat | Nas | oo |27 | nae | nas [ s [aazn |26 | nae | na | nae | aazm | 2o
Parental Attifudes Favora b'ggjg"ﬁ; g B5% | 1456 | 130% | 158% | 115% | 202% | 27.0% | 208% | 227% | 205% | 367 | 432% | s69% | 304% | 368 | 410 | sam% | 367% | 43 | sae
Risk [ Sehool e T e - ol imait 3 : 2 R A R o G LY
Factors Academic Failure | NA® | NA® | NAR | 524% | 404% | NA® | NAS | NaS | 266 | 206 | nae NAS | ONA® | 288% | 357% | NAS | ONA® | NA® | 37.2% | 354%
Low Commitment to School | NA* | NA® | NA® | 234% | 225% | NA® | NA® | Nae | 340% | 312% | Na | NaT | NAS | 5% | 285% | NAE | Na | ne | d02 | szon

 Peotndivilual T R T EETA T i e o e e S e A e
Early Intation of DrugUse | 20 | 1045 | 207 | nas | nae | 21 | 570 | 202% 183 | 1424 | 364% | 202% | 256% | 218% | 20% | 320 | 424 [ 3% [ 304 [ 27.
Early Initation of Antisocial Behavior | 108% | 6% | 11.% | NA° | No° | 109 | 209% | 156% | 208% | 19% | 199 | 17.1% | 24% | 2% | 269% | 1a5% | 279% | 200% | 5% | 2420
Favorable Afiitudes T°wafd’g'£:‘f';: 350 | 367% | 365 | 323 | 259% | 308 | 315 | 238% | 26% | 165% | a5 | s80% | 395 | 3% | 3390 W% | 421% | 43.1% | 44.3% | 305%
Favorable Alttudes Toward Drug Use | 158% | 14%% | 11:4% | 119% | 10% | 2829 | 282% | 150% | 218% | 179% | a4 | a6 | 410% | s86% | 32% | v | 44w | 430 | 437 | 3o
Perceived Risks of Drug Use | 3% | 408% | a7 | 316w | aton | 185 | 350w | 207 | 304% | 269% | so0% | 440w | 450% | 6% | 473 | 2o 424% | 305% | 477% | 425%.
Gang Involvement | 6% | 40% | a1 | 504 | 23% | 6% | 6% | 6% | 47 | 32 | 2 | 7% | 1o | am 400 | 206 | 107 | 113% | 6o | 1%
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i Grade 6 Grade 8 Grade 10 Grade 12
Definition
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 | 2012 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 210 | 2012 | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2010 f 2012 2003_[ 2005 | 207 I 2010 I 2012
Ly e e . Y .', G e ; g i LA e
Opportunities for Prosocial
e _233% 833% | 73 | 7 900% | 63% | 85 90.0% . 22 T e
Attachment | NA7 | NAT | NA7 NAT Tosm [ e | W | o | 582 | 6ag% | NAT | NA | NAT | B7e% | 620%
Opportunities for Prosocial | 7y o | 7420 | e5.0% | 71.4% | 72.9% 720 | 705% | 742% | 51.3% 5B6% | 64.6% 583% | 64.0%
. Involvement
Protective |- T S = S
Factors | Sehool R 1o A Wi ot B §
Opportunities for Prosocial | 2 s, | 751 | 660% | 6% | 70.9% | B34% | 728% | 723% | 738% | 812 | 721% | 730w | 730w 728% | 747%
Involvement !
Rewards for Prosomallnvo]vemen’( NA® NA8 NA® | 63.9% | 65.3% NAB NAS NAS | 624% | 58.7% NAE NA8 NAB [ 70.3% | 61.2% | NA® NAB NA® | 52.7% | 58,3%
Pmndiﬂdua’ fi; _:’i'. B 23 S fr ATy ')'Lj-::' i Ep] "!.‘;? Dk Y ; e %A s ;", ] ' : ;
Belief in the Moral Order 63.4% | 81.0% | 825 | 81.7% | 835% | 686% | 73.3% | 821% | 75.9% | 843 | 57% | 617% | 59 | 618% | 69.3% | s6% | 538% | 6% | soew | 660
Prosocial Involvement | Nas | Nat | Nas [ 661% | 6oe% | nas | nee | nae [eomm | eodm | nas | nat | Nee | B0 | 702% | nas | Nae | A | 75% | 73mm

*This indicates that there were less than 10 cases.

**This indicates that the criteria for a report were not met.
"Prior to 2010, the question asked students if they had "used marijuana (grass, pof) or hashish (hash, hash oil." In 2010, the wording was changed fo "used marijuana.”
#Prior to 2010, the question asked students if they had "taken ‘meth’ (also known as ‘crank’, 'crystal’, or ice).” In 2010, the wording was changed fo "used methamphetamines (meth, speed, crank, crystal meth, or ice).”

SPrior to 2010, the question asked students if they had "used prescriplion drugs (such as Valium, Xanax, Ritalin, Adderall, Oxycotin, or sleeping pills withoul a doctor telling you fo take them).” In 2010, the wording was changed fo *used prescripion drugs
(such as Valium, Xanax, Ritalin, Adderall, Oxycofin, Vicodin, or Pércocet‘) without & docfor telling you to take them.”

“Prior fo 2010, the question asked students if they had "used a nari-prescn'pﬁun cough or cold medicine (robos, DMX, efc.) to get high and not for medical reasons.” In 2010, the wording was changed to "used a non-prescription cough or cold medicine

(robo, robo-fripping, DMX) fo get high and not for medical reasons.”
5The 6% grade version intentionally does not measure this factor. As a resul, this factor is not presented within this report.
§in 2010, several questions that were included in these risk and protective factors were unintenfionally removed from the questionnaire. As a result, these factors were not calculated in 2010 causing their exclusion from the frend data.

"Prior to 2010, the questions included in this factor asked srudenrs about “one or more of your parents.” In 2010, these questions were split into quesfions referancing each parent individually ta return to their original, infended formal. Because of these

differences, frend data are not available prior to 2010.
8n 2010, several factors were added. As a resuft, factors not measured prior to 2010 are not included in the trend data for years other than 2010 and 2012.
*Pretesting of the 2012 questionnaire indicated measurement issues among 6" grade students when asked about guns. Consequently, trend data are not displayed for this grade.

Nofe. Questions solely asked in 2010 or with significant changes from past administrations are not included in this report. These questions include any tobacco use, binge drinking, riding with a drinking driver, and gambling questions.

Note. The number of students and/or schaol districts included f.ron‘:i year to year could vary due to schools parficipating in some administrations and not others. As a resuli, these trend findings should be approach with some caufion.
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APPENDIX B: Risk and Protective Factors Information

Table B1. Risk and Protective Factor Indicators by Survey Question

6t grade gth, 10th, 12t grade
{FormB) (Form A)
COMMUNITY
Risk Factors
Community Disorganization 59,61a-61d 89, 93a- 93d
Laws and Norms Favorable to Drug Use nfa’ 88a, 88b, 88d, 88e, 92a - 92¢
Perceived Availability of Drugs 57a- 57¢c, 57e 86a - 86c, 86e
Perceived Availability of Handguns 57f B6f
Protective Factors
Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement 58a - 58e, 60 90, 91a-91e

FAMILY
Risk Factors
Poor Family Management

41-43,47,49- 852

69-71,75,77-80

Parental Altitudes Favorable Toward Drug Use 39a, 3¢, 39d 68a, 68c, 68e
Protective Factors
Aftachment 53-56 81-84
Opportunities for Prosocial Involvement 44 - 46 72-74
SCHOOL
Risk Factors
Academic Failure 6,19 6,19
Low Commitment to School 7-9,20,21a-21c 7-9,20,21a-21c
Protective Factors
Opportuntties for Prosocial Involvement 10,11, 13, 14, 18 10,11, 13, 14, 18
Rewards for Prosocial Involvement 12,15-17 12,15-17
PEER-INDIVIDUAL
Risk Factors
Early Initiation of Drug Use n/a 22a,22¢c - 22e
Early initiation of Antisocial Behavior n/al 22h - 22k
Favorable Attitudes Toward Anfisocial Behavior 22a-22e 23a-23e

Favorable Aftitudes Toward Drug Use
Perceived Risks of Drug Use
Gang Involvement
Protective Factors

Belief in the Moral Order
Prosocial Involvement

22f, 22h, 22i, 22!
29a, 29d, 291, 299
23

25-27,48
24c, 24e, 24h

23f, 23h, 23, 23m
30a, 30d, 30g, 30h
24

27-29,76
26f, 26h, 26k

"The 8" grade version infentionally does nol measure this factor. As a result, this factor is nat presented within this report.
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APPENDIX C: Contacts for Prevention

Division of Behavioral Health

Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services
Renee Faber, Prevention System Coordinator
renee.faber@nebraska.gov

301 Centennial Mall South

P.O. Box 95026

Lincoln, NE 68509-5026

(402) 471-7772 phone

(402) 471-7859 fax
http://www.dhhs.ne.gov/Behavioral_Health/

Tobacco Free Nebraska

Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services
Jeff Soukup, Program Manager
Jeff.Soukup@nebraska.gov

301 Centennial Mall South

P.0O. Box 95026

Lincoln NE 68509-5026

(402) 471- 1807 phone

(402) 471- 6446 fax

www.dhhs.ne.gov/tfn

Nebraska Office of Highway Safety

Fred E. Zwonechek, Administrator
fred.zwonechek@nebraska.gov

5001 So. 14t Street

P.0. Box 94612

Lincoln, NE 68509

402-471-2515 phone

402-471-3865 fax
http://www.transportation.nebraska.gov/nohs/

This report was prepared for the State of
Nebraska by the Bureau of Sociological Research
(BOSR) at the University of Nebraska-Lincoln.
bosr@unl.edu

301 Benton Hall

P.O. Box 886102

Lincoln, NE 68588-6102

hitp://bosr.unl.edu

For information about SHARP and/or NRPFSS:

e Bureau of Sociological Research, SHARP Web
page, http://bosr.unl.edu/sharp

e Nebraska Department of Health and Human
Services, Division of Public Health
402-471-2353
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