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A Deeper Look At the Data



Gathering the Data--2019

● All data were gathered anonymously; they were aggregated and not divided 
out by individual school

● 2019 Survey:
○ Sample Size: 3372 (19 schools)

■ Survey responses: 2483
■ Response rate: 73.6%



Gathering the Data--2020

○ All data were gathered anonymously; they were aggregated and not 
divided out by individual school

○ 2020 Survey:
■ Sample Size: 2432

● Survey responses: 1802
○ Response rate: 74%



How do we know the data are any good? I

Trusting the science

○ In doing this survey, we are closely following the work of the federal government’s 
Monitoring the Future survey, which has been conducted for more than 40 years. We use 
questions, administration methods, and norms that have been developed and validated from 
administering the survey millions of times over dozens of years.

○ This survey forms the basis for all of the government’s data about teens and substance use. 
The same scientific and statistical basis that makes that data reliable makes our data 
reliable.

○ You can learn more about Monitoring the Future, and see the summary and detailed reports 
of every year’s data, here.

https://www.drugabuse.gov/drug-topics/trends-statistics/monitoring-future




How do we know the data are any good? II

● Response rates above 60% generate statistically significant responses. Our 
response rates were 73% and 74% in the two years of administering the 
survey.

● In administering the Prevention Needs Assessment survey, Bach-Harrison 
(the survey and research firm that we employed) uses various measures to 
ensure that they are getting good data. Some of these measures are listed 
on the following slide.





So what do the data show?

The following charts provide side-by-side comparisons of the two Yeshiva 
League Substance Use Survey administrations with the national 

Monitoring the Future data.

(Please note: while the first bar is labeled Yeshiva League 2018, it is in fact the 2019 survey administration.)



Substance Use

The following two slides provide data about substance use. 

● ATOD stands for “Alcohol, Tobacco, and Other Drugs.”
● The graph has three categories: ever used, heavy use (this is the category 

that includes binge drinking), and used in the past thirty days.
● In every category, the two Yeshiva League survey administrations (blue bars) 

are compared to the national data (yellow diamonds.)
● The slide with a graph is followed by a slide that gives the numbers that 

underlie the bars and diamonds on the graph.







Gambling and Other Antisocial Behavior

The following slide provides data about gambling and other antisocial behavior.

● The graph has three categories: antisocial behavior in the past year, alcohol 
and driving in the past thirty days, and gambling in the past year. 

● In every category, the two Yeshiva League survey administrations (blue bars) 
are compared to the national data (yellow diamonds.)





Protective Profile

The protective profile measures those factors that research has shown offer 
protection against substance use and other antisocial behavior. Our community 
shows significant protection in almost all of those realms, generally 
outperforming national data by a significant margin. The notable exception is 
“school rewards for prosocial involvement.” That measure is derived from 
questions that ask students about whether the school/teachers notice when a 
student is doing something well, praise them for it, and let their parents know. 
Understanding why that measure is lower, and what we can do to address it, will 
be one of the aspect of the broader intervention.





Risk Profile

The risk profile measures those factors that research has shown increase the 
risk of substance use and other antisocial behavior. Our community shows lower 
risk in many realms, but identifying areas of relatively higher risk and working to 
mitigate them will be part of the work of any intervention.





Further Explorations of the Data



A crosstab relates the answer to one question to the answer to another.

For example, the question on smokeless tobacco use on the 2019 survey shows 
that 79 students in our survey reported trying smokeless tobacco.

When we crosstab that with the gender question, we find that 73 of those 
students are boys, and 6 are girls.



Betting on Sports for Money c/t Gender

The Yeshiva League Substance Use Initiative survey revealed that students in our 
community bet on sports at a higher rate than the national average.

When we broke this out by gender, in the 2019 survey, we found that 6.2 percent 
of the girls had bet on sports--and 51.5 percent of the boys had.

(Note that most fell into the category of “a few times in the past year”, which 
suggests March Madness and the Superbowl, but not habitual gambling.)



Adults You Know Who Have Gotten Drunk or 
High c/t 30-Day Alcohol Use

Adult modeling is an important risk factor for adolescent substance use. In this 
data from the 2019 survey, we see that increased exposure to adults who had 
used substances is correlated with increased teen use of substances.





Where do we go from here?

The data from the two survey administrations point to great strengths in our 
community, and areas of weakness that we need to address. The model for 
addressing these needs as a community, based on research funded by the 
federal government, is Communities that Care. We have identified the areas of 
need in our community, and have begun to organize to meet them. The next 
steps will be to design and implement interventions. With broad communal 
support and buy-in from a range of community members and institutions, we can 
help shape a healthier community for all of its members.

http://communitiesthatcare.net


5 Phases of CTC




