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RESEARCH QUESTION

1 I
-

Do the substance abuse and mental illness prevention
and outreach services conducted by Pasco County
Schools and BayCare Behavioral Health match the level
of risk of the community in which they are
implemented?

A



PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

e

To utilize local data indicators and qualitative research
methods to guide Pasco County Schools and BayCare
Behavioral Health in the creation and validation of a
local risk indicator map that measures risk for poor

behavioral health among Pasco County youth in middle
and high school.



8813 RISK MAP- TEMPLATE 1.0
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Methods




METHODS

Mix of evidence and field-based knowledge
1. Empirical research
2. Focus Groups
3. Local data indicator population

A



METHODS

Collection of Risk Data Points and Population of Risk Map

$ $

Evaluate the Fit of Community Interventions




METHODS

1. Empirical Research

— What have other people done?

e Keywords
— Social indicators
— Community level risk
— Population health
— Substance use
— Mental illness
— Behavioral health outcomes

A



METHODS

2. Focus Groups

1. To conclude which indicators to use
e To incorporate local expertise
* Determine ways to collect data

2. To review the created risk map
e Review for accuracy- did we miss anything?

* Discuss usefulness of map

A



METHODS

2. Focus Group Sector Composition

— Pasco Schools

— Behavioral Health

— Child Welfare

— Department of Juvenile Justice
— Homeless Coalition

— Health Department




METHODS

3. Data Indicator Population

— Data derived from multiple sources
* Public domain

* Community partners







LITERATURE REVIEW RESULTS

Literature review to determine indicators

— Priority on studies w/ factor analysis

* Ryan et al. -Social indicators of substance abuse prevention: A
need-based assessment.

* Kreiner, P., et al. - Social Indicator-Based Measures of Substance
Abuse Consequences, Risk, and Protection at the Town Level.

e Factors which are modifiable, easily retrievable

— Hawkins et al.
— Social Disorganization Theory
— Contagion Theory



LITERATURE REVIEW RESULTS

Indicators from Literature

Median household income Grade school non- attendance
Child poverty Single parent

Violent crime Divorce rate

Infant death rate Elderly living alone

Non vote participation Standard suicide rate
Non-English speaking rate Non profit index

Drop out rate Juvenile arrest data

Intention of college Youth alienation

HS graduation rates Youth apathy

MS graduation rates Deterioration of physical infra.




FOCUS GROUP RESULTS

* Focus Group 1: October
— Discussed the indicators identified in literature
— Used expertise of group to decide what to eliminate

— Discussed adding a wide range of indicators such as
homelessness, parents on disability, household
incarceration, Baker act data, and SA admissions

— Determined proxy measures for original indicators

* Focus Group 2: January

— Discussed formatting preferences
— Discussed adding more “silent indicators” for community

partners’ benefit
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FOCUS GROUP RESULTS

Final Indicators for Middle School Map

* Median income

* Child poverty (Free lunch at
school)

e Adult Arrest Data

* Infant death rate

* Non-vote participation

 Non-English speaking rate

* No intention of college

Grade school non- attendance
Single parent households
Suicide Ratio

Juvenile arrest data

Youth alienation

Baker Act Data

Adult SA Admissions

Youth SA Admissions



RESULTS: DATA POPULATION

Final Indicators for Middle School Map
ndicator  JSource

Median Income

Infant Death Rate

Non-Vote Participation
Intention of College

Youth alienation

Grade School Non-Attendance
Child Poverty

Arrest Data

Non-English Speaking

Youth Maltreatment

Single Parent Households
Baker Act Data

Adult and Youth SA Admissions

2015 American Community Survey (2015 ACS)
Florida Department of Health — Pasco

Pasco County Supervisor of Elections

Student Gallup Survey Results

Student Gallup Survey Results

Pasco School Absenteeism rates

Schools Designated as Title 1- Pasco Schools

Pasco Sheriff’s Office, 2015 ACS

ESOL

Department of Children and Family Welfare, 2015 ACS
2015 American Community Survey

Florida Mental Health Institute

Central Florida Behavioral Health Network, 2015 ACS



RESULTS: DATA POPULATION
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RESULTS: DATA POPULATION
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RESULTS: DATA POPULATION

1 ™
oY

* Preliminary Findings from Risk Map
— Median Income
e $S31,620in 34673 (PR) vs $78,383 in 34638 (LOL)
— Maltreatment Rates
e 17.8in 34652 (NPR) vs 0.2 in 33545 (WC)
— Single unmarried mothers with children
* 32% in 34653 (NPR) vs 12% in 34655 (NPR)

* Empirical evidence and focus groups largely
supported the Risk Map 1.0



Next Steps and Implications



NEXT STEPS AND IMPLICATIONS

Collection of Risk Data Points and Population of Risk Map

$ $

Evaluate the Fit of Community Interventions




NEXT STEPS

1 I
-

Phase Il of Project

— Data analysis
— Focus Group 3 (& 4)

* Make edits as necessary to weights and equation
e Review results of map with algorithm; edit as needed

e Discuss appropriate fit of services and interventions deployed in
the community

— Review if services are appropriately administered
— Update every year

A



IMPLICATIONS FOR AD. BEH. HEALTH

e Evaluation of implementation of services

e Assess high need areas for future grants- better
planning for best fit

* Track population level outcomes

* Powerful visual to mobilize community leaders or
decision makers
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