SE Seattle P.E.A.C.E. Coalition Logic Model
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Underage Drinking
(HYS 2012 30-day use)

8th=99% [WA=12%]
10th=20% [WA=23%]

School performance
(HYS 2010 % of courses
passed) >

8h=07.1% [WA=96.4% _Underage
[ ] Binge Drinking
10th=95.3% [WA=96.5%)] (HYS 2012)

8th=7% [WA=8%]
Youth Delinquency 10th=17% [WA=17%]
(HYS 2010 Perception of
Risk) ~ Tobacco Use
(HYS 2012 30-day use)

8th=5% [WA=6%)]

-

8th=44.4% [WA=37.7%]
10th=31.4% [WA=39.1%]

(HYS 2012 Drinking and 10th=12% [WA=11%]
Driving ) .
10th=9% [WA=5%] Marijuana Use
Significantly higher {H&12012530:dayiuse)

8th=10% [WA=9%]
Mental Health
(HYS 2012 depression)

8th=28%[WA=26%]

10th=19% [WA=19%]
Other lllegal Drug Use
> (HYS 2012 30-day use)
8th=4% [WA=3%]
10th=6% [WA=5%]

10th=32% [WA=31%]

* All intervening variables may not be addressed in full

immediately. When additional resources are available
we will enhance our strategies to address them all.
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