
Welcome,	  
This	  Web	  Conference	  

Will	  Begin	  Soon	  

Going	  beyond	  the	  individual:	  	  	  
The	  evidence	  suppor>ng	  mul>level	  	  
adolescent	  da>ng	  abuse	  preven>on	  



PreventConnect	  
1215	  K	  Street	  
Suite	  1850	  
Sacramento	  CA	  
95814	  

Website:	  preventconnect.org	  

Email:	  info@preventconnect.org	  

Email	  Group:	  

preventconnect.org/email-‐group	  

eLearning:	  learn.preventconnect.org	  

Wiki:	  wiki.preventconnect.org	  

preventconnect.org/Facebook	  

preventconnect.org/TwiPer	  

preventconnect.org/Flickr	  

preventconnect.org/YouTube	  

preventconnect.org/LinkedIn	  

preventconnect.org/Pinterest	  



How	  to	  Use	  This	  Technology	  
•  Raise	  hand	  
•  Text	  chat	  &	  private	  chat	  
•  PowerPoint	  slides	  
•  Polling	  quesCons	  
•  Phone	  
•  Closed	  capConing	  
•  Web	  conference	  guidelines	  

Please	  send	  a	  private	  chat	  message	  for	  help.	  	  
	  

Call iLinc Technical Support at 800.799.4510. 

PreventConnect is a national project of the California 
Coalition Against Sexual Assault sponsored by U.S. 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. The views 
and information provided in this web conferences do not 
necessarily represent the official views of the U.S. 
government, CDC or CALCASA. 



PreventConnect	  

•  DomesCc	  violence/inCmate	  partner	  violence	  
•  Sexual	  violence	  
•  Violence	  across	  the	  lifespan	  
•  Prevent	  before	  violence	  starts	  
•  Connect	  to	  other	  forms	  of	  violence	  &	  
oppression	  

•  Connect	  to	  other	  prevenCon	  pracCConers	  



Making	  ConnecCons,	  Honoring	  CommuniCes	  	  

February	  26:	  Using	  Popular	  EducaCon	  to	  Engage	  CommuniCes	  in	  Sexual	  Violence	  PrevenCon	  
	  
March	  12:	  SupporCng	  Community	  Culture	  as	  Norms	  Change	  Strategy	  for	  PrevenCng	  Sexual	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  and	  DomesCc	  Violence	  
	  
March	  26:	  The	  Role	  of	  Alcohol	  Policies	  to	  Prevent	  InCmate	  Partner	  Violence	  and	  Sexual	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Violence	  PerpetraCon	  
	  
April	  9:	  	  Men	  of	  Color	  and	  Community	  Trauma	  PrevenCon:	  What	  Do	  Sexual	  And	  DomesCc	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Violence	  Efforts	  Offer	  to	  Support	  Well-‐Being?	  
	  
May	  7	  &	  June	  2:	  	  From	  FoundaCons	  to	  the	  Future:	  A	  PrevenCon	  Approach	  to	  Sexual	  and	  
DomesCc	  Violence	  
	  
June	  11:	  Linking	  with	  Child	  Focused	  Approaches	  when	  PrevenCng	  Sexual	  and	  DomesCc	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Violence	  
	  
July	  9:	  Joint	  Strategies:	  How	  Does	  Sexual	  and	  DomesCc	  Violence	  Be]er	  Leverage	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Local	  Health,	  JusCce,	  EducaCon,	  and	  Community	  Sectors?	  
	  
August	  13:	  Closing	  the	  Loop:	  Increasing	  Investment	  and	  Sustainability	  for	  Sexual	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  and	  domesCc	  violence	  prevenCon.	  
	  
	  
	  



September	  21,	  2015	  
11am-‐12:30pm	  PT;	  2pm-‐3:30pm	  ET	  

Going	  beyond	  the	  individual:	  	  	  
The	  evidence	  suppor>ng	  mul>level	  
adolescent	  da>ng	  abuse	  preven>on	  

PreventConnect is a national project of the California Coalition Against 
Sexual Assault sponsored by U.S. Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention. The views and information provided in this web 
conferences do not necessarily represent the official views of the U.S. 
government, CDC or CALCASA. 



ObjecCves	  
•  Summarize	  the	  research	  evidence	  that	  examines	  the	  
associaCon	  between	  neighborhood-‐level	  factors	  and	  
daCng	  violence	  among	  adolescents	  and	  emerging	  
adults.	  

•  IdenCfy	  contextual	  factors	  that	  may	  influence	  the	  
likelihood	  of	  substance	  use	  related	  daCng	  aggression.	  	  

•  Discuss	  the	  implicaCons	  of	  the	  associaCon	  of	  societal-‐
level	  indicators	  of	  gender	  inequality	  with	  the	  
prevalence	  of	  adolescent	  daCng	  abuse	  	  

•  Propose	  novel	  approaches	  to	  prevenCng	  daCng	  
violence	  that	  integrate	  the	  results	  from	  the	  most	  
recent	  research	  in	  the	  field	  on	  the	  “outer	  layers”	  of	  the	  
social-‐ecological	  model	  	  



Adolescent	  DaCng	  Violence	  
Adolescent	  RelaConship	  Abuse	  



Social	  Ecological	  Model	  	  

h]p://wiki.preventconnect.org/Socio-‐ecological+Model	  	  



What	  are	  the	  
challenges	  to	  

implement	  community	  
and	  society	  level	  
intervenCons	  to	  

prevent	  adolescent	  
daCng	  violence?	  

Text	  Chat	  



September	  2015	  	  
Volume	  49,	  Issue	  3,	  p335-‐492,	  e13-‐e22	  
h]p://www.ajpmonline.org/issue/S0749-‐3797%2814%29X0025-‐5	  	  
	  	  
	  



AJPM	  Beyond	  the	  Individual	  ArCcles	  
•  Adolescent	  DaCng	  Violence	  in	  Context	  
•  James	  A.	  Mercy,	  Andra	  Teten	  Tharp,	  p441–444	  

•  Beyond	  the	  Individual	  Level:	  Novel	  Approaches	  and	  ConsideraCons	  for	  MulClevel	  Adolescent	  
DaCng	  Violence	  PrevenCon	  	  
Emily	  F.	  Rothman,	  Megan	  H.	  Bair-‐Merrit,t,	  Andra	  Teten	  Tharp,	  p445–447	  

•  A	  First	  Look	  at	  Gender	  Inequality	  as	  a	  Societal	  Risk	  Factor	  for	  DaCng	  Violence	  
•  Lindsay	  A.	  Gressard,	  Monica	  H.	  Swahn,	  Andra	  Teten	  Tharp,	  p448–457	  

•  Neighborhood	  Factors	  and	  DaCng	  Violence	  Among	  Youth:	  A	  SystemaCc	  Review	  
•  Renee	  M.	  Johnson,	  Elizabeth	  M.	  Parker,	  Jenny	  Rinehart,	  Jennifer	  Nail,	  Emily	  F.	  Rothman,	  p458–466	  

•  Substance	  Use	  and	  Physical	  DaCng	  Violence:	  The	  Role	  of	  Contextual	  Moderators	  
•  H.	  Luz	  McNaughton	  Reyes,	  Vangie	  A.	  Foshee,	  Andra	  T.	  Tharp,	  Susan	  T.	  Enne],	  Daniel	  J.	  Bauer,	  p467–475	  

•  PredicCng	  Adolescent	  DaCng	  Violence	  PerpetraCon:	  Role	  of	  Exposure	  to	  InCmate	  Partner	  
Violence	  and	  ParenCng	  PracCces	  

•  Natasha	  E.	  Latzman,	  Alana	  M.	  Vivolo-‐Kantor,	  Phyllis	  Holditch	  Niolon,	  Sharon	  R.	  Ghazarian,	  p476–482	  

•  The	  Synergy	  of	  Family	  and	  Neighborhood	  on	  Rural	  DaCng	  Violence	  VicCmizaCon	  
•  Vangie	  A.	  Foshee,	  Ling-‐Yin	  Chang,	  H.	  Luz	  McNaughton	  Reyes,	  May	  S.	  Chen,	  Susan	  T.	  Enne],	  p483–491	  



Ques>on?	  
	  

Please	  Answer	  the	  Polling	  QuesCon	  

Answer	  on	  
the	  leq	  

Have	  read	  read	  any	  of	  
the	  arCcles	  from	  the	  
Beyond	  the	  Individual	  
Theme	  Issue	  of	  AJPM?	  



Lindsay	  Gressard,	  
Med,	  MPH,	  	  
Georgia	  State	  
University	  School	  
of	  Public	  Health	  

About	  Our	  Guests	  

Renee	  M.	  Johnson,	  
PhD,	  	  MPH	  
Johns	  Hopkins	  
Bloomberg	  School	  
of	  Public	  Health	  
	  

H.	  Luz	  McNaughton	  
Reyes,	  PhD,	  MPH,	  
Gillings	  School	  of	  
Global	  Public	  Health,	  
UNC	  at	  Chapel	  Hill	  

Emily	  F.	  Rothman,	  
ScD,	  	  
Boston	  University	  
School	  of	  Public	  
Health	  



Social	  Ecological	  Model	  	  

h]p://wiki.preventconnect.org/Socio-‐ecological+Model	  	  



BEYOND	  THE	  INDIVIDUAL	  LEVEL	  

Emily	  F.	  Rothman,	  ScD,	  	  
Boston	  University	  School	  of	  Public	  Health	  





Featuring:	  	  	  
Jessica	  Walsh,	  	  	  
Women’s	  
Resource	  Center,	  
Newport,	  RI	  	  

h]p://Cnyurl.com/ogc6hwu	  	  



h]p://www.preventconnect.org/2013/07/ri_ppi/	  	  



www.upworthy.com/this-‐billboard-‐takes-‐on-‐domesCc-‐violence-‐in-‐a-‐way-‐you-‐really-‐have-‐to-‐see-‐to-‐believe	  	  



www.upworthy.com/this-‐billboard-‐takes-‐on-‐domesCc-‐violence-‐in-‐a-‐way-‐you-‐really-‐have-‐to-‐see-‐to-‐believe	  	  



What	  can	  I	  do	  at	  the	  “outer	  layers”?	  

Laws	  and	  policies	  

Workplace	  and	  school	  policies	  
and	  procedures	  

Build	  neighborhood	  
coaliCons	  

Educate	  teachers,	  
healthcare	  providers,	  
youth	  workers…	  etc.	  

Community	  educaCon	  forums	  	  

Community	  
campaigns	  



IS	  GENDER	  INEQUALITY	  A	  CONTEXTUAL	  
RISK	  FACTOR	  FOR	  DATING	  VIOLENCE?	  

Lindsay	  Gressard	  
Georgia	  State	  University	  



1	  out	  of	  10	  U.S.	  high	  school	  students	  
has	  been	  a	  vicCm	  of	  adolescent	  daCng	  

violence	  (ADV)	  

But	  is	  this	  true	  for	  
every	  state?	  	  

Or	  do	  ADV	  rates	  
vary?	  	  	  

Kann	  L,	  Kinchen	  S,	  Shanklin	  SL,	  et	  al.	  Youth	  Risk	  Behavior	  Surveillance—United	  States,	  2013.	  	  
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What	  contextual	  factors	  influence	  
ADV?	  	  

Research	  
examining	  
contextual	  

factors	  is	  scant.	  	  

Gender	  inequality	  
is	  an	  area	  of	  

interest,	  given	  its	  
associa>on	  with	  
violence	  against	  

women.	  	  	  

Could	  gender	  
inequality	  be	  

associated	  with	  
ADV	  as	  well?	  	  



But	  how	  do	  we	  measure	  gender	  
inequality?	  	  

GENDER	  INEQUALITY	  INDEX	  

Labor	  Market	  
Par>cipa>on	  Reproduc>ve	  Health	   Empowerment	  

Labor	  Force	  Par>cipa>on	  
Government	  

Representa>on	  
Maternal	  
Mortality	  

Adolescent	  
Birth	  Rate	  

Educa>onal	  
APainment	  

Adapted	  from	  UN	  Development	  Program.	  2013	  Human	  Development	  Report.	  h]p://hdr.undp.org/en/2013-‐report	  



Gender	  Inequality	  Index	  Score	  

0.0	  	   1.0	  	  

Gender	  Equality	   Gender	  Inequality	  



Methods	  

•  U.S.	  states	  were	  the	  units	  of	  analysis	  
•  Physical	  and	  sexual	  ADV	  vic>miza>on	  was	  
measured	  using	  the	  Youth	  Risk	  Behavior	  Survey.	  	  

•  Gender	  inequality	  was	  measured	  using	  the	  GII	  
which	  was	  adapted	  and	  calculated	  for	  each	  state.	  	  

Maternal	  mortality	  was	  a	  constant	  for	  each	  state.	  

•  Pearson’s	  correla>on	  coefficients	  were	  obtained	  
for	  ADV,	  the	  GII,	  and	  the	  GII	  indicators	  



Results:	  GII	  for	  U.S.	  states	  
Gender	  Inequality	  Index	  for	  U.S.	  =	  0.26	  



Results:	  CorrelaCons	  

Total	  
Physical	  
ADV	  

Female	  
Physical	  
ADV	  

Male	  
Physical	  
ADV	  

Total	  
Sexual	  
ADV	  

Female	  
Sexual	  
ADV	  

Male	  
Sexual	  
ADV	  

GII .315 .477** .122 -‐.134 -‐.203 .039 

Adolescent	  birth	  rate .343* .497** .151 -‐.080 -‐.196 .106 

Government	  representaCon -‐.138 -‐.266 -‐.018 .286 .268 .107 

EducaConal	  a]ainment -‐.191 -‐.295 -‐.118 .462** .602** .021 

Labor	  force	  parCcipaCon .072 .090 .044 .150 .068 .164 

*Significant	  at	  0.05	  level	  (two-‐tailed)	  
**Significant	  at	  0.01	  level	  (two-‐tailed)	  
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The	  GII	  and	  Female	  Physical	  ADV	  	  

Gender	  Inequality	  Index	   Female	  Physical	  ADV	  Vic>miza>on	  



What	  does	  this	  mean?	  	  
States	  with	  higher	  levels	  
of	  gender	  inequality	  
tend	  to	  have	  higher	  
rates	  of	  physical	  ADV	  
vic>miza>on	  among	  
female	  teens.	  	  

This	  extends	  our	  
knowledge	  of	  the	  
relaConship	  between	  
gender	  inequality	  and	  
violence	  against	  women.	  	  



ImplicaCons	  for	  ADV	  prevenCon	  

These	  findings	  align	  with	  previous	  studies	  examining	  
the	  relaConship	  between	  gender	  stereotyping	  and	  
ADV	  at	  the	  individual	  level.	  



ImplicaCons	  for	  ADV	  prevenCon	  

Addressing	  
gender	  
inequiCes	  at	  the	  
societal	  level	  
may	  be	  effecCve	  
in	  prevenCng	  
ADV.	  	  



ImplicaCon	  for	  ADV	  prevenCon	  

Future	  research	  
can	  build	  upon	  
this	  study	  to	  
further	  examine	  
gender	  inequality	  
or	  other	  macro-‐
level	  influences	  
on	  ADV.	  	  



LimitaCons	  

•  This	  study	  included	  high	  school	  students	  only.	  	  

•  Some	  states	  did	  not	  parCcipate	  in	  the	  YRBS	  or	  
did	  not	  report	  data	  for	  ADV.	  	  

•  This	  study	  did	  not	  control	  for	  potenCally	  
confounding	  factors.	  	  

•  	  Maternal	  mortality	  was	  a	  constant	  in	  the	  GII.	  	  



What	  types	  of	  
prevenCon	  acCviCes	  
could	  potenCally	  
impact	  the	  societal	  

level?	  

What	  are	  some	  novel	  
approaches?	  

Societal	  Level	  and	  Novel	  Approaches	  



NEIGHBORHOOD	  CONTEXT	  AND	  
DATING	  VIOLENCE	  AMONG	  
ADOLESCENTS	  

Renee	  M.	  Johnson,	  PhD,	  MPH	  
Assistant	  Professor,	  Dept.	  of	  Mental	  Health	  
Johns	  Hopkins	  Bloomberg	  School	  of	  Public	  Health	  





Structural	  
Factors	  

• GlobalizaCon,	  
deindustrializaCon,	  
alcohol	  policy,	  drug	  
policy	  

Impacts	  on	  
Neighborhoods	  	  

• Demographic	  changes,	  disorder,	  
poverty,	  concentrated	  poverty,	  
	  limited	  resources,	  emigraCon,	  
	  unemployment	  

Social	  
Processes	  

• Changes	  in	  family	  
structure,	  	  social	  
capital,	  resources	  

Adolescent	  risk	  
behaviors	  

• DaCng	  
violence	  



Demographic	  &	  
Structural	  Factors	  

• “Summary	  features	  of	  
the	  social	  and	  organ-‐
iza7onal	  structure	  and	  
composi7on	  of	  a	  
neighborhood”	  

• E.g.,	  PopulaCon	  char-‐
acterisCcs	  such	  as:	  
employment,	  home	  
ownership,	  poverty,	  
educaCon,	  demo-‐
graphic	  factors,	  family	  
structure	  

• US	  Census	  

Neighborhood	  Disorder	  

• “Lack	  of	  order	  and	  
adherence	  to	  ‘con-‐
ven7onal	  social	  norms’	  
in	  a	  community”	  

• Physical:	  vandalism,	  
rodents,	  li]er,	  vacant	  
housing,	  trash	  

• Social:	  violence,	  sex	  
work,	  drug	  selling,	  drug	  
use,	  inciviliCes	  

• Broken	  windows	  theory	  
–	  “no	  one	  is	  in	  charge,	  
invites	  criminal	  
behavior”	  

• Measurement:	  
PercepCons,	  crime	  
rates	  

Social	  DisorganizaCon	  

• “Ability	  of	  a	  community	  
to	  realize	  common	  
values	  and	  address	  
community	  problems”	  

• CollecCve	  Efficacy:	  
social	  cohesion	  among	  
neighbors	  combined	  
with	  their	  willingness	  
to	  intervene	  on	  behalf	  
of	  the	  ‘common	  good’	  
• Social	  cohesion	  
• ‘Informal	  social	  
control,’	  e.g.,	  
parental	  monitoring	  
and	  supervision	  of	  
children	  and	  youth	  

• Sampson	  &	  Earls’	  10-‐
item	  scale	  



Neighborhood	  Violence	  &	  DV	  

•  Disrupts	  development	  of	  empathy	  
•  Increases	  anger	  and	  frustraCon	  
•  Normalizes	  and	  disinhibits	  violent	  behavior	  
•  DesensiCzes	  youth	  to	  violence	  
•  Teaches	  youth	  to	  respond	  to	  perceived	  
provocaCons	  with	  violence	  



Systema>c	  Review:	  Neighborhood	  
Context	  and	  Da>ng	  Violence	  

•  Thorough	  search	  of	  the	  exisCng	  literature	  
•  Summarized	  studies	  that	  provided	  a	  “measure	  
of	  associaCon”	  between	  a	  neighborhood	  
factor	  and	  DV	  vicCmizaCon	  or	  perpetraCon	  

•  Focused	  on	  adolescents	  and	  emerging	  adults	  
•  Only	  20	  studies	  
•  Emphasis	  on	  physical	  DV	  



Demographic	  &	  Structural	  
Characteris>cs	  and	  DV	  

•  “Features	  of	  the	  social	  and	  organiza7onal	  
structure	  and	  composi7on	  of	  a	  neighborhood”	  

•  11	  studies	  
•  Insufficient	  evidence	  to	  suggest	  an	  associaCon	  
between	  neighborhood-‐level	  factors	  and	  DV	  

•  Studies	  not	  designed	  to	  answer	  this	  quesCon	  



Neighborhood	  Disorder	  and	  DV	  

•  “Lack	  of	  order	  and	  adherence	  to	  conven7onal	  
social	  norms	  in	  a	  community”	  

•  12	  studies	  
•  About	  half	  of	  the	  studies	  showed	  that	  low	  
perceived	  Neighborhood	  Disorder	  is	  protecCve	  
for	  DV	  

•  Caveat!	  People	  engaged	  in	  violence	  may	  rate	  
their	  neighborhoods	  as	  more	  disordered	  

•  Violent	  Crime	  Rates:	  too	  few	  studies	  to	  draw	  a	  
conclusion	  

•  SystemaCc	  Social	  ObservaCon	  



Collec>ve	  Efficacy	  and	  DV	  

•  “Ability	  of	  a	  community	  to	  realize	  common	  
values	  and	  address	  community	  problems”	  

•  8	  studies	  
•  High	  “collecCve	  efficacy”	  protecCve	  for	  
physical	  DV	  vicCmizaCon	  and	  perpetraCon	  



Conclusions	  
•  Limited	  evidence	  linking	  specific	  neighborhood	  factors	  
to	  daCng	  violence	  
–  Interpersonal	  violence	  among	  adolescents,	  IPV	  among	  
adults	  

•  Need	  more	  studies,	  more	  rigorous	  methods,	  and	  
be]er	  theory	  

•  How	  can	  neighborhoods	  be	  provided	  with	  supports	  to	  
discourage	  violence	  and	  promote	  healthy	  
relaConships?	  
–  Efforts	  to	  reduce	  physical	  disorder	  may	  decrease	  DV	  
–  Community-‐level	  violence	  prevenCon	  may	  impact	  DV	  
–  Strengthening	  community	  Ces	  and	  increasing	  supervision	  
of	  youth	  may	  prevent	  DV	  



THE	  ROLE	  OF	  SOCIAL	  CONTEXT	  IN	  
INFLUENCING	  SUBSTANCE	  RELATED	  
DATING	  VIOLENCE	  

H.	  Luz	  McNaughton	  Reyes,	  PhD,	  MPH	  
Gillings	  School	  of	  Global	  Public	  Health,	  UNC	  at	  Chapel	  Hill	  



Challenges:	  Alcohol	  &	  DaCng	  Violence	  

What	  the	  challenges	  
in	  talking	  about	  

alcohol	  and	  da>ng	  
violence?	  

54	  



Links:	  	  
Substance	  Use	  &	  DaCng	  Violence	  

What	  do	  you	  see	  as	  
links	  between	  

substance	  use	  and	  
da>ng	  violence?	  

55	  



Substance	  use	  &	  ADV	  perpetraCon	  

•  What’s	  the	  link?	  
–  IntoxicaCon	  may	  work	  to	  
influence	  aggressive	  
behavior	  through	  effects	  on	  
cogniCve	  funcCon	  

– But	  many	  individuals	  who	  
engage	  in	  substance	  use	  do	  
not	  perpetrate	  violence	  

	  

	  



Substance	  use	  and	  ADV	  perpetraCon	  

•  What’s	  the	  link?	  	  
– The	  link	  between	  substance	  use	  and	  daCng	  
violence	  perpetraCon	  may	  be	  “moderated”	  by	  
(i.e.,	  depend	  on)	  by	  social	  contextual	  factors	  

Neighborhoods	  

Families	   Peers	  



Contextual	  moderators	  

•  Contextual	  “social	  control”	  
–  Includes	  rules,	  sancCons	  and	  reacCons	  of	  
others	  (e.g.,	  praise)	  that	  encourage	  prosocial	  
norms	  

•  Neighborhood	  watch	  
•  Family	  rule-‐se|ng	  and	  supervision	  
•  Friends’	  beliefs	  and	  behaviors	  

•  Contexts	  that	  promote	  social	  control	  may	  
weaken	  the	  influence	  of	  substance	  use	  on	  
ADV	  perpetraCon	  



Contextual	  moderators	  

•  Contextual	  violence	  
– Teens	  exposed	  to	  peer,	  
neighborhood,	  and/or	  family	  
violence	  	  may	  view	  such	  
behavior	  as	  acceptable	  	  

•  Contextual	  violence	  may	  
strengthen	  the	  influence	  of	  
substance	  use	  on	  ADV	  
perpetraCon	  



The	  Current	  Study:	  Hypotheses	  

ADV	  Perpetra>on	  

High	  control	  	  

Low	  control	  	  

Substance	  use	  

ADV	  Perpetra>on	  

Low	  violence	  

High	  violence	  

Substance	  use	  



Methods	  

•  ParCcipants	  enrolled	  in	  public	  school	  systems	  
in	  two	  counCes.	  	  
– Four	  waves	  of	  data	  spanning	  grades	  8-‐12	  
– 47%	  Black;	  48%	  male;	  40%	  reported	  highest	  
parent	  educaCon	  was	  ≤	  high	  school	  (n=2455)	  

•  MulClevel	  models	  assessed	  influence	  of	  
substance	  use,	  and	  their	  interacCon	  on	  DV	  
trajectories	  



Methods	  

•  Measures:	  
– Outcome:	  Physical	  ADV	  
–  Substance	  use:	  alcohol,	  marijuana,	  other	  hard	  drug	  	  
–  Contextual	  social	  control:	  	  

•  Family:	  parent	  rule-‐se|ng	  and	  monitoring	  
•  Peer:	  friends’	  convenConal	  beliefs	  and	  prosocial	  values	  
•  Neighborhood:	  social	  cohesion,	  supervision	  of	  youth	  

–  Contextual	  violence	  
•  Family:	  family	  conflict	  
•  Peer:	  friends’	  ADV	  perpetraCon	  
•  Neighborhood:	  percepCons	  of	  violence	  &	  safety	  



Results	  

•  AssociaCons	  between	  substance	  use	  &	  ADV	  
perpetraCon	  ↓ when	  neighborhood	  &	  peer	  
social	  control	  ↑ 
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Results	  

•  AssociaCons	  between	  substance	  use	  and	  ADV	  
perpetraCon	  ↑  when	  family	  &	  peer	  violence	  ↑	  	  
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PrevenCon	  ImplicaCons	  
•  Substance-‐related	  ADV	  perpetraCon	  may	  be	  
prevented	  or	  reduced	  by:	  
–  IntervenCons	  that	  foster	  interacCons	  between	  
neighbors	  and	  with	  youth	  and	  establish	  
community	  mechanisms	  for	  supervising	  youth	  

–  IntervenCons	  that	  promote	  prosocial	  values	  and	  
anCviolence	  norms	  in	  peer	  networks	  

–  IntervenCons	  that	  prevent	  or	  reduce	  family	  
violence	  



What	  is	  the	  next	  step	  
you	  are	  going	  to	  take	  to	  
integrate	  these	  findings	  
into	  your	  prevenCon	  

work?	  

Next	  Steps	  
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