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Table 6-1. Parent' monitoring cognitions?, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education

Parental beliefs and attitudes about monitoring index

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 112.99 (106.77,11921) 122.17 (116.70,127.65) 121.98 (114.82,129.13) 126.81 (121.09,132.53) 125.05 (117.80,132.29) 12.06 *(3.03,21.09) 3.07  (-5.96,12.10)
14to 15 93.16 (84.74,101.59) 97.45 (90.56,104.34) 107.86 (103.19,112.53) 107.10 (101.80,112.40) 114.17 (107.76,120.59) 21.01 *(10.14,31.88) 6.31 (-0.80,13.42)
16 to 18 62.17  (54.71,69.64) 71.02  (62.82,79.21) 76.82  (70.00,83.63) 76.84  (70.50,83.18) 76.55  (68.44,84.66) 14.38 *(4.3524.40) -027 (-10.62,10.08)
14to 16 88.63 (81.62,95.64) 93.08 (86.19,99.97) 101.43 (96.44,106.43) 102.86 (97.97,107.74) 105.34 (99.06,111.62) 16.71 *(7.50,25.92) 391 (-3.83,11.65)
14to 18 76.38 (70.41,82.36) 83.24 (77.28,89.21) 90.11 (85.40,94.82) 89.68 (84.59,94.76) 92.18 (86.49,97.88) 15.80 *(8.09,23.51) 2.07 (-4.77,8.91)
12.5t0 18 8506  (80.15,89.96) 9256  (87.82,97.30) 97.81 (93.31,10232) 98.63 (94.53,102.74) 100.01 (94.99,105.03) 14.95 *(8.63,21.28) 220  (-3.78,8.17)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 76.99 (69.78,84.19) 84.02 (77.33,90.70) 91.53 (85.42,97.63) 90.79 (85.91,95.67) 91.77 (85.15,98.40) 14.78 *(6.22,23.35) 0.25 (-7.70,8.19)
Females 93.67 (87.16,100.18) 101.73 (95.87,107.59) 104.36 (98.81,109.92) 106.73 (101.11,112.35) 108.73 (102.26,115.21) 15.06 *(6.70,23.42) 4.37 (-2.78,11.51)
Race/ethnicity
White 81.43 (75.57,87.29) 87.33 (81.87,92.79) 90.84 (86.00,95.67) 91.24 (85.83,96.65) 95.28 (89.85,100.71) 13.86 *(6.70,21.01) 4.45 (-2.08,10.98)
African American__ 92.10  (78.94,105.25) 103.77 (93.00,114.53) 106.01 (93.03,118.99) 104.45 (94.58,11432) 9893 (83.57,11429) 683 (-13.5927.25) -708 (-26.41,1225)
Hispanic 98.31 (84.53,112.10) 104.94 (91.62,118.26) 120.82 (110.52,131.11) 121.10 (110.45,131.76) 119.23 (105.39,133.06) 20.92 *(2.72,39.11) -1.59 (-16.80,13.62)
Risk score
Higher risk 53.84 (45.35,62.33) 60.29 (52.35,68.22) 69.19 (62.45,75.92) 70.07 (63.91,76.23) 69.09 (60.49,77.68) 1524 *(4.67,25.81) -0.10 (-11.02,10.82)
Lower risk 108.49 (103.57,113.41) 116.06 (110.58,121.55) 119.27 (114.60,123.93) 118.71 (114.42,123.00) 120.61 (115.30,125.92) 12.12 *(5.25,18.99) 1.34 (-4.49,7.18)
Sensation seeking
High 72.37 (65.97,78.77) 82.03 (75.47,88.59) 86.26 (80.76,91.77) 84.27 (79.42,89.12) 84.58 (78.44,90.72) 1221 *(3.20,21.21) -1.69 (-9.53,6.16)
Low 100.75 (93.43,108.07) 107.65 (101.25,114.04) 111.92 (105.29,118.54) 116.42 (111.29,121.54) 118.36 (111.18,125.54) 17.61 *(8.90,26.32) 6.44 (-2.11,15.00)
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Table 6-1. Parent' monitoring cognitionsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

Parental beliefs and attitudes about monitoring index

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Characteristics Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Parent gender

Males 70.23 (61.99,78.47) 79.66 (70.63,88.70) 84.41 (76.60,92.22) 82.42 (75.37,89.47) 89.71 (79.13,100.30) 19.48 *(8.10,30.87) 5.30 (-3.52,14.12)

Females 93.45 (87.42,99.48) 99.20 (93.49,104.90) 104.90 (99.51,110.28) 107.48 (102.36,112.59) 105.56 (100.24,110.89) 12.11 *(5.04,19.19) 0.67 (-6.34,7.67)
Parent education

Less than high school  87.63 (76.08,99.19) 94.87 (82.26,107.49) 98.62 (87.04,110.20) 109.94 (100.30,119.59) 107.87 (94.96,120.79) 20.24 *(4.26,36.22) 9.25 (-7.30,25.80)

High school graduate_ 80.88 (71.96,89.79) 86.43 (79.13,93.74) 97.46 (90.98,103.94) 99.01 (92.05,105.98) 100.09 (91.00,109.17) 19.21 *(7.03,31.39) 262 (-6.71,11.96)

Some college 90.69 (80.57,100.82) 101.85 (92.14,111.57) 101.56 (93.55,109.57) 99.09 (91.90,106.28) 103.66 (94.79,112.53) 1297 (-0.45,26.38) 210 (-9.06,13.26)

College graduate  83.06  (73.9692.16) 89.12  (79.52,98.71) 9395 (84.63,10327) 91.30  (84.57,98.03) 92.58 (84.12,101.03) 952 (-2.56,21.60) -137 (-1125851)

' All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based

on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-2. Parent' talking cognitions’, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education

Parental beliefs and attitudes about talking index

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95% Cl1 Mean 95% C1 Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% Cl1 Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 110.68 (103.65,117.70) 111.11 (103.56,118.65) 108.00 (101.51,114.49) 110.05 (103.25,116.84) 115.68 (107.93,123.42) 5.00 (-5.20,15.20) 7.68 (-1.95,17.31)
14to0 15 107.46  (98.80,116.11) 110.68 (102.98,118.37) 110.95 (104.90,116.99) 102.13  (96.25,108.02) 103.66 (97.73,109.58) -3.80  (-13.85,625) -729  (-15.59,1.01)
16to 18 81.88  (73.49,90.28) 91.58 (83.97,99.19) 92.78 (86.28,99.28) 83.34  (76.46,90.21) 82.60 (74.20,91.00) 0.72 (-11.01,12.45) -10.18 *(-20.15,-0.21)
14t0 16 105.47 (97.98,112.97) 109.49 (103.06,115.91) 108.16 (102.72,113.60) 98.76 (94.16,103.36) 100.42 (94.78,106.05) -5.05 (-13.61,3.50) -7.74 *(-15.06,-0.43)
14t0 18 93.61 (87.34,99.88) 100.41 (95.15,105.68) 100.56 (95.85,105.27) 91.31 (86.52,96.10) 91.35 (85.71,96.99) -2.26 (-10.00,5.48) -9.21 *(-15.44,-2.98)
12.5t0 18 97.65 (92.45,102.86) 102.97 (98.46,107.49) 102.36 (98.14,106.58) 95.83 (91.50,100.16) 97.14 (92.35,101.94) -0.51 (-6.86,5.84) -5.22 *(-10.42,-0.01)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 96.57 (89.84,103.30) 101.79 (95.69,107.89) 98.39 (92.80,103.98) 94.56  (89.51,99.60) 96.81 (90.95,102.67) 0.24 (-7.21,7.69) -1.58 (-8.62,5.46)
Females 98.81 (91.48,106.14) 10426 (97.49,111.02) 106.49 (100.17,112.81) 97.14 (91.22,103.06) 97.49 (90.88,104.11) -1.32  (-11.41,8.78) -9.00 *(-17.23,-0.76)
Race/ethnicity
White 8720  (81.19,93.22) 92,59  (87.42,97.77) 90.44 (85.91,94.96) 83.21 (77.48,88.94) 86.88 (81.18,92.57) -0.33 (-7.61,6.96) -3.56 (-9.35,2.24)
African American__ 123.28 (110.30,136.27) 129.46 (112.88,146.03) 126.81 (115.93,137.69) 126.38 (116.03,136.74) 120.07 (107.72,132.43) -3.21 (-17.63,11.21) -6.73 (-19.75,6.28)
Hispanic 124.56 (113.97,135.15) 122.43 (111.54,133.32) 132.43 (120.13,144.74) 121.62 (110.98,132.26) 11431 (102.57,126.06) -1025  (-24.27,3.77) -18.12 *(-32.53,-3.72)
Risk score
Higher risk 83.62 (76.39,90.84) 91.34  (83.38,99.31) 90.43  (83.97,96.89) 82.23  (75.4888.99) 80.48  (71.43,89.52) -3.14  (-14.968.68) -9.95 *(-19.76,-0.15)
Lower risk 108.03 (101.69,114.38) 111.57 (105.25,117.89) 111.77 (106.75,116.78) 106.28 (101.54,111.02) 108.12 (103.08,113.16)  0.09 (-7.16,7.34) -3.64 (-9.98,2.69)
Sensation seeking
High 89.42  (83.06,95.77) 96.99 (91.83,102.15) 92.55 (87.89,97.21) 87.57 (81.94,93.19) 87.36  (81.08,93.64) -2.06 (-10.81,6.69) -5.19 (-12.10,1.73)
Low 108.16 (100.93,115.39) 112.32 (104.86,119.78) 114.34 (108.21,120.47) 106.14 (100.76,111.52) 108.83 (102.53,115.14) 0.67 (-8.16,9.51) -5.51 (-13.80,2.79)
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Table 6-2. Parent' talking cognitions®, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

Parental beliefs and attitudes about talking index

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004’
Characteristics Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Parent gender
Males 8219  (73.47,90.90) 91.96 (83.87,100.05) 84.53  (77.30,91.75) 7620  (69.25.83.14) 81.14  (70.5891.70) -1.05 (-13.71,11.62) -3.39  (-13.30,6.52)
Females 106.41 (100.49,112.33) 108.63 (101.82,115.45) 111.78 (106.82,116.75) 106.54 (101.25,111.82) 105.77 (100.36,111.19) -0.64  (-8.10,6.83) -6.01  (-12.53,0.52)
Parent education
Less than high school _ 120.60 (108.77,132.43) 111.89 (101.13,122.66) 118.89 (107.25,130.53) 113.20 (102.48,123.91) 111.21 (96.80,125.61) -9.39 (-27.27,8.48) -7.68 (-24.66,9.29)
High school graduate_  99.93  (91.56,108.30) 105.88 (98.34,113.42) 105.13  (97.64,112.62) 100.93 (93.05,108.81) 103.37 (96.11,110.63)  3.44 (-6.26,13.14) -1.75 (-10.68,7.17)
Some college 99.72  (92.70,106.74) 107.20 (98.01,116.38) 109.45 (102.11,116.79) 101.48 (93.88,109.08) 102.30 (94.60,110.00) 2.58 (-6.58,11.75) -7.15 (-17.67,3.37)
College graduate 7736 (64.94,89.77) 89.61  (81.26,97.96) 82.18  (74.2590.11) 7338  (64.58,82.18) 77.69  (66.71,88.68) 0.34 (-15.83,16.50) -4.49  (-15.87,6.90)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
"Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based

on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-3. Parent' monitoring behavior™, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education

Parental monitoring behavior scale

(0t03)

(where higher scores represent more monitoring behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 1.60 (1.52,1.67) 1.77 (1.70,1.83) 1.75 (1.67,1.82) 1.78 (1.71,1.86) 1.82 (1.73,1.90) 0.22 *(0.11,0.33) 0.07 (-0.04,0.17)
0.99 (0.92,1.06) 1.04 (0.97,1.11) 1.13 (1.06,1.20) 1.16 (1.10,1.21) 1.17 (1.10,1.25) 0.18 *(0.09,0.28) 0.05 (-0.05,0.15)
14to 15 1.47 (1.39,1.55) 1.46 (1.39,1.54) 1.55 (1.49,1.60) 1.54 (1.48,1.60) 1.55 (1.46,1.64) 0.08 (-0.02,0.18) 0.01 (-0.09,0.11)
0.87 (0.80,094) 0.89 (0.82,0.95) 0.92 (0.87,0.97) 0.94 (0.90,0.99) 093 (0.87,0.99) 0.06 (-0.03,0.15) 0.01 (-0.07,0.09)
16 to 18 1.17 (1.09,1.25) 1.22 (1.12,1.31) 1.17 (1.09,1.24) 1.17 (1.11,1.24) 1.16 (1.08,1.23) -0.01 (-0.13,0.11) -0.01 (-0.11,0.09)
0.76 (0.69,0.83) 0.70 (0.63,0.78) 0.75 (0.69,0.80) 0.74 (0.69,0.79) 0.76 (0.71,0.81) 0.00 (-0.08,0.09) 0.01 (-0.05,0.08)
14 to 16 1.42 (1.36,1.48) 1.44 (1.36,1.51) 1.44 (1.39,1.49) 1.48 (1.43,1.54) 1.51 (1.44,1.57) 0.09 *(0.00,0.17) 0.07 (-0.01,0.14)
0.84 (0.77,0.90) 0.85 (0.79,0.91) 0.89 (0.84,0.95) 0.90 (0.86,0.94) 0.92 (0.87,096) 0.08 *(0.01,0.16) 0.02 (-0.03,0.08)
14to 18 1.31  (1.25,1.37) 133 (1.26,1.40) 1.33 (1.28,1.38) 1.33 (1.28,1.38) 1.32 (1.26,1.39) 0.01 (-0.07,0.10) -0.01 (-0.08,0.06)
0.81 (0.75,0.87) 0.79 (0.73,0.84) 0.82 (0.78,0.86) 0.82 (0.79,0.86) 0.83 (0.80,0.87) 0.02 (-0.04,0.09) 0.01 (-0.03,0.06)
12.5t0 18 1.38 (1.32,1.43) 143 (1.38,1.49) 1.43 (1.38,1.48) 1.44 (1.39,1.49) 1.44 (1.39,1.49) 0.06 (-0.01,0.13) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07)
0.85 (0.80,0.90) 0.85 (0.80,0.89) 0.89 (0.85,0.93) 0.90 (0.87,0.93) 0.91 (0.88,0.94) 0.06 *(0.01,0.11) 0.02 (-0.02,0.06)
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Table 6-3. Parent' monitoring behavior™”, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

Parental monitoring behavior scale

(0to3)

(where higher scores represent more monitoring behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 1.24 (1.18,1.31) 1.35 (1.28,1.42) 1.36 (1.30,1.42) 1.32 (1.27,1.38) 1.30 (1.24,1.36) 0.06 (-0.04,0.15) -0.06 (-0.14,0.02)
0.71 (0.64,0.77) 0.71 (0.64,0.77) 0.75 (0.70,0.79) 0.75 (0.70,0.80) 0.76 (0.71,0.80) 0.05 (-0.03,0.13) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07)
Females 1.52 (1.45,1.59) 1.52 (1.46,1.59) 1.50 (1.45,1.56) 1.56 (1.49,1.62) 1.59 (1.51,1.66) 0.07 (-0.03,0.16) 0.08 *(0.00,0.16)
1.00 (0.94,1.06) 0.99 (0.93,1.05) 1.04 (0.99,1.09) 1.06 (1.01,1.10) 1.07 (1.02,1.13) 0.07 (-0.01,0.15) 0.03 (-0.03,0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.41 (1.34,1.47) 145 (1.38,1.52) 1.43 (1.37,1.50) 145 (1.39,1.51) 1.43 (1.37,1.50) 0.03 (-0.06,0.11) 0.00 (-0.06,0.06)
0.90 (0.83,096) 0.88 (0.83,0.94) 092 (0.88,097) 0.94 (0.90,0.98) 0.94 (0.90,0.97) 0.04 (-0.04,0.11) 0.01 (-0.04,0.06)
African American_ 1.21 (1.09,1.32) 1.39 (1.27,1.51) 138 (1.26,1.49) 129 (1.19,1.39) 1.34 (1.20,1.48) 0.13 (-0.07,0.34) -0.04 (-0.24,0.17)
0.70 (0.59,0.81) 0.75 (0.64,0.86) 0.81 (0.71,0.91) 0.77 (0.70,0.84) 0.82 (0.72,0.91) 0.12 *(0.01,0.23) 0.01 (-0.10,0.11)
Hispanic 1.44 (1.28,1.60) 1.40 (1.27,1.53) 1.49 (1.38,1.60) 1.52 (1.40,1.64) 1.51 (1.39,1.64) 0.08 (-0.14,0.29) 0.03 (-0.12,0.17)
0.84 (0.74,093) 0.79 (0.69,0.90) 0.85 (0.77,092) 0.92 (0.85,0.98) 0.90 (0.82,0.99) 0.07 (-0.07,0.21) 0.06 (-0.06,0.17)
Risk score
Higher risk 1.07 (0.99,1.15) 1.09 (1.00,1.18) 1.10 (1.03,1.16) 1.09 (1.03,1.15) 1.07 (0.99,1.14) -0.01 (-0.11,0.10) -0.03 (-0.12,0.06)
0.61 (0.54,0.67) 0.55 (0.49,0.62) 0.60 (0.54,0.65) 0.58 (0.53,0.63) 0.60 (0.54,0.65) -0.01 (-0.09,0.07) 0.00 (-0.08,0.08)
Lower risk 1.59 (1.53,1.65) 1.67 (1.61,1.73) 1.68 (1.62,1.73) 1.68 (1.62,1.74) 1.67 (1.61,1.73) 0.08 *(0.00,0.17) 0.00 (-0.08,0.07)
1.06 (1.00,1.13) 1.07 (1.01,1.12) 1.12 (1.07,1.17) 1.13 (1.10,1.17) 1.14 (1.09,1.18) 0.07 *(0.00,0.14) 0.02 (-0.04,0.07)
Sensation seeking
High 1.26 (1.19,1.33) 1.30 (1.22,1.37) 1.32 (1.26,1.38) 1.28 (1.22,1.34) 1.27 (1.20,1.33) 0.01 (-0.09,0.11) -0.05 (-0.13,0.03)
0.61 (0.55,0.67) 0.62 (0.56,0.67) 0.68 (0.64,0.72) 0.66 (0.63,0.70) 0.67 (0.63,0.71) 0.06 (-0.02,0.13) -0.01 (-0.06,0.04)
Low 1.50 (1.43,1.57) 1.62 (1.55,1.69) 1.56 (1.49,1.64) 1.64 (1.59,1.69) 1.63 (1.56,1.70) 0.13 *(0.03,0.23) 0.06 (-0.03,0.16)
1.16 (1.09,1.22) 1.17 (1.09,1.24) 1.16 (1.10,1.22) 1.21 (1.17,1.24) 120 (1.14,1.25) 0.04 (-0.04,0.12) 0.04 (-0.03,0.10)
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Table 6-3. Parent' monitoring behavior™, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

Parental monitoring behavior scale

(0to 3)

(where higher scores represent more monitoring behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% ClI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Parent gender
Males 1.32 (1.24,1.40) 1.36 (1.27,1.45) 1.34 (1.26,1.41) 1.31 (1.23,1.38) 1.40 (1.30,1.50) 0.08 (-0.04,0.20) 0.07 (-0.03,0.17)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Females 1.41 (1.35,1.47) 147 (1.41,1.54) 1.48 (1.42,1.54) 1.51 (1.46,1.56) 1.46 (1.40,1.51) 0.05 (-0.03,0.13) -0.02 (-0.10,0.06)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Parent education
Less than high school  1.32 (1.20,1.45) 1.30 (1.17,1.44) 1.34 (1.23,1.45) 1.44 (1.33,1.55) 143 (1.30,1.57) 0.11 (-0.06,0.27) 0.09 (-0.07,0.26)
0.88 (0.79,0.98) 0.81 (0.70,0.92) 0.89 (0.77,1.02) 0.87 (0.78,0.97) 0.88 (0.76,1.00) -0.01 (-0.16,0.14) -0.02 (-0.17,0.13)
High school graduate  1.29 (1.20,1.37) 1.34 (1.28,1.41) 139 (1.32,1.46) 1.42 (1.34,1.50) 135 (1.27,1.42) 0.06 (-0.05,0.16) -0.04 (-0.13,0.04)
0.89 (0.80,0.98) 0.81 (0.73,0.90) 0.87 (0.81,0.93) 0.92 (0.86,0.98) 0.92 (0.86,0.98) 0.03 (-0.08,0.14) 0.05 (-0.03,0.13)
Some college 1.38 (1.29,1.47) 1.51 (1.42,1.60) 1.44 (1.38,1.51) 1.41 (1.33,1.48) 1.48 (1.38,1.58) 0.10 (-0.03,0.24) 0.04 (-0.07,0.15)
0.84 (0.75,0.92) 0.90 (0.82,0.97) 0.89 (0.82,0.97) 0.90 (0.85,0.96) 0.93 (0.87,1.00) 0.10 (-0.01,0.21) 0.04 (-0.04,0.12)
College graduate 1.52 (1.43,1.62) 1.54 (1.44,1.64) 1.52 (1.44,1.60) 1.49 (1.42,1.56) 1.51 (1.41,1.61) -0.01 (-0.16,0.15) 0.00 (-0.11,0.10)
0.85 (0.76,094) 0.89 (0.81,0.96) 095 (0.88,1.01) 0.94 (0.88,0.99) 0.95 (0.87,1.02) 0.10 (-0.01,0.20) 0.00 (-0.09,0.09)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

presented earlier.
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“The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
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Table 6-4. Parent' talking behavior2’3, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education

Parental talking behavior scale

(010 3)

(where higher scores represent more talking behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics Mean  95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18

12.5t0 13 227 (2.19,2.34) 239 (2.31,2.47) 2.44 (2.39,2.50) 247 (2.41,2.54) 251 (2.43,2.59) 0.25 *(0.13,0.36) 0.07 (-0.03,0.17)
1.69 (1.60,1.78) 1.57 (1.49,1.66) 1.53 (1.43,1.62) 148 (1.39,1.57) 156 (1.46,1.66) -0.13 (-0.26,0.01) 0.04 (-0.09,0.16)
14 to 15 2.28 (2.16,2.40) 2.38 (2.30,2.47) 2.47 (2.40,2.53) 2.44 (2.39,2.50) 2.52 (2.46,2.58) 0.24 *(0.11,0.37) 0.06 (-0.03,0.14)
1.56 (1.46,1.66) 1.41 (1.33,1.49) 138 (1.29,146) 136 (1.29,143) 132 (1.22,1.42) -0.25 *(-0.38,-0.11> -0.06 (-0.18,0.07)
16 to 18 2.19 (2.11,2.28) 2.33 (2.26,2.40) 237 (2.30,2.44) 231 (2.24,2.37) 2.39 (2.30,2.48) 0.19 *(0.08,0.30) 0.02 (-0.09,0.13)
1.33 (1.25,1.41) 126 (1.17,1.35) 126 (1.19,1.32) 1.22 (1.16,1.28) 125 (1.17,1.33) -0.09 (-0.20,0.02) -0.01 (-0.11,0.09)
14t0 16 230 (2.21,2.39) 241 (2.352.47) 2.45 (2.39,2.52) 243 (2.38,2.47) 250 (2.452.56) 0.20 *(0.10,0.31) 0.05 (-0.03,0.13)
1.52 (1.44,1.60) 1.38 (1.30,1.46) 135 (1.29,142) 133 (1.26,1.39) 1.35 (1.28,1.42) -0.17 *(-0.27,-0.06, 0.00 (-0.08,0.08)
14t0 18 223 (2.152.31) 235 (2.30,2.41) 241 (2.352.47) 237 (2.32,2.41) 244 (2.38,2.51) 0.21 *(0.13,0.29) 0.03 (-0.04,0.10)
1.44 (1.37,1.51) 133 (1.26,1.40) 1.31 (1.25,1.36) 1.28 (1.23,1.33) 1.28 (1.21,1.34) -0.16 *(-0.24,-0.08 -0.03 (-0.10,0.04)
12.5t0 18 224 (2.17,2.31) 236 (2.31,2.41) 2.42 (2.372.47) 239 (2.35,2.43) 246 (2.40,2.52) 0.22 *(0.15,0.29) 0.04 (-0.02,0.11)
1.50 (1.43,1.56) 1.39 (1.33,1.44) 136 (1.31,1.41) 133 (1.28,1.37) 134 (1.29,1.40) -0.15 *(-0.23,-0.08 -0.02 (-0.07,0.04)
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Table 6-4. Parent' talking behavior*? by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

c6T-1d

Parental talking behavior scale

(0to 3)

(where higher scores represent more talking behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics Mean 95%Cl Mean 95%ClI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 230 (2.23,237) 238 (2.32,2.43) 2.44 (2.38,2.50) 2.40 (2.352.46) 2.51 (2.44,2.58) 0.21 *(0.12,0.30) 0.07 (-0.01,0.15)
1.52 (1.44,1.61) 133 (1.26,1.41) 131 (1.24,1.37) 129 (1.22,1.35) 1.32 (1.24,1.39) -0.21 (-0.31,-0.11) 0.01 (-0.07,0.08)
Females 2.18 (2.09,2.27) 235 (2.28,2.41) 239 (2.33,2.46) 2.38 (2.33,2.43) 2.41 (2.35,247) 0.23 *(0.13,0.33) 0.01 (-0.07,0.10)
1.47 (1.38,1.56) 1.44 (1.37,1.52) 141 (1.35,1.48) 1.37 (1.31,1.43) 1.37 (1.30,1.44) -0.10 (-0.21,0.02) -0.04 (-0.13,0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 220 (2.13,2.28) 2.32 (2.26,2.38) 2.37 (2.31,2.43) 2.34 (2.29,2.39) 2.42 (2.36,2.48) 0.22 *(0.13,0.31) 0.05 (-0.01,0.12)
144 (1.37,1.52) 1.31 (1.24,1.38) 1.28 (1.23,1.33) 126 (1.20,1.31) 1.26 (1.20,1.32) -0.18 (-0.27,-0.09) -0.02 (-0.08,0.04)
African American___ 2.36 (2.19,2.52) 2.39 (2.24,2.54) 2.53 (2.42,2.64) 2.54 (2.46,2.63) 2.57 (2.43,2.70) 0.21 *(0.08,0.34) 0.04 (-0.15,0.23)
1.60 (1.46,1.74) 1.62 (1.49,1.76) 158 (1.46,1.70) 1.47 (1.36,1.59) 1.53 (1.39,1.67) -0.07 (-0.25,0.10) -0.05 (-0.20,0.10)
Hispanic 237 (2.25,2.49) 257 (2.46,2.67) 2.58 (2.48,2.67) 2.54 (2.42,2.67) 2.57 (2.40,2.75) 0.20 *(0.04,0.37) 0.00 (-0.20,0.20)
1.69 (1.54,1.83) 1.51 (1.36,1.66) 1.50 (1.39,1.62) 156 (1.46,1.66) 1.58 (1.42,1.74) -0.11 (-0.32,0.10) 0.07 (-0.10,0.25)
Risk score
Higher risk 229 (2.21,2.37) 236 (2.28,2.44) 238 (2.31,2.46) 237 (2.30,2.43) 244 (2.34,2.53) 0.15 *(0.05,0.25) 0.05 (-0.06,0.16)
1.43 (1.35,1.52) 131 (1.22,1.39) 127 (1.19,1.35) 1.18 (1.12,1.24) 125 (1.17,1.34) -0.18 (-0.30,-0.06) -0.02 (-0.12,0.08)
Lower risk 221 (2.13,2.30) 236 (2.29,2.43) 245 (2.40,2.49) 241 (2.352.47) 247 (2.41,253) 0.26 *(0.16,0.36) 0.02 (-0.05,0.09)
1.58 (1.49,1.66) 1.47 (1.40,1.55) 145 (1.39,1.51) 145 (1.39,1.50) 1.42 (1.35,1.49) -0.16 (-0.26,-0.06) -0.03 (-0.10,0.04)
Sensation seeking
High 230 (2.22,2.37) 235 (2.29,2.42) 240 (2.352.46) 239 (2.33,2.44) 247 (241,2.54) 0.18 *(0.09,0.26) 0.07 (-0.01,0.15)
136 (1.29,143) 129 (1.21,1.36) 124 (1.17,1.30) 1.19 (1.13,1.25) 125 (1.17,1.32) -0.11 (-0.20,-0.02) 0.01 (-0.07,0.09)
Low 2.18 (2.08,2.28) 237 (2.29,2.45) 244 (2.37,2.51) 240 (2.34,2.45) 2.44 (2.37,2.52) 0.26 *(0.16,0.37) 0.00 (-0.09,0.10)
1.67 (1.58,1.77) 154 (1.45,1.62) 1.51 (1.45,1.57) 1.50 (1.43,1.57) 146 (1.38,1.54) -0.22 (-0.34,-0.09) -0.05 (-0.14,0.04)

elsy,
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Table 6-4. Parent' talking behavior™®, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender and education (continued)

Parental talking behavior scale

(0to 3)

(where higher scores represent more talking behavior)

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Parent gender
Males 2.07 (1.97,217) 2.25 (2.17,2.32) 2.28 (2.22,2.35) 2.23 (2.16,2.31) 234 (2.25,2.44) 0.27 *(0.14,0.41) 0.06 (-0.04,0.16)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Females 234 (2262.41) 242 (2.362.48) 249 (2.432.55) 2.48 (2.44,2.52) 252 (2.47,2.58) 0.19 *(0.11,0.27) 0.04 (-0.04,0.11)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Parent education
Less than high school 226 (2.11,2.41) 2.39 (2.27,2.52) 2.56 (2.44,2.67) 2.45 (2.34,2.57) 2.59 (2.452.72) 0.33 *(0.14,0.52) 0.03 (-0.13,0.19)
1.80 (1.64,1.95) 1.60 (1.46,1.73) 1.62 (1.50,1.74) 1.62 (1.52,1.72) 1.60 (1.41,1.80) -0.19 (-0.43,0.05) -0.01 (-0.22,0.20)
High school graduate  2.22 (2.12,2.32) 2.38 (2.29,2.46) 2.47 (2.40,2.54) 2.47 (2.40,2.54) 2.51 (2.43,2.59) 0.29 *(0.15,0.43) 0.04 (-0.07,0.15)
1.50 (1.39,1.62) 145 (1.34,1.57) 137 (1.30,1.45) 1.41 (1.34,149) 142 (1.32,1.52) -0.08 (-0.23,0.06) 0.05 (-0.07,0.17)
Some college 230 (2.17,2.42) 240 (2.32,2.49) 2.43 (2352.51) 241 (2.342.48) 246 (2.37,2.55) 0.17 *(0.04,0.30) 0.03 (-0.06,0.13)
1.44 (1.30,1.58) 136 (1.26,1.47) 1.33 (1.23,1.43) 1.28 (1.20,1.36) 127 (1.16,1.37) -0.17 (-0.36,0.01) -0.06 (-0.18,0.07)
College graduate 219 (2.09,229) 228 (2.212.35) 227 (2.18235) 224 (2.162.31) 234 (224,2.44) 0.15 *(0.02,0.28) 0.07 (-0.05,0.20)
143 (1.30,1.55) 1.29 (1.18,1.40) 1.30 (1.22,1.38) 1.16 (1.07,1.25) 1.24 (1.14,1.34) -0.18 *(-0.31,-0.06 -0.06 (-0.17,0.06)

TAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
“The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates
in this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.

€67-14

sa|qel jleleq



9' Table 6-5. Parent' and youth reports of three or more fun activities™ per week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender
¥

and education

|_\
<
Reports of participation in three or more fun activities in past week
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% Cl Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 73.9 (71.3,76.4) 74.7 (71.4,77.8) 73.4 (69.4,77.1) 703 (67.0,73.4) 70.5 (66.5,74.3) -3.4 (-8.6,1.8) -2.9 (-7.8,2.1)
N/A N/A 66.3  (62.9,69.5) 66.5 (63.7,69.2) 653 (62.3,682) 66.1 (62.5,69.5) N/A N/A -0.4 (-4.9,4.1)
14to 15 68.4 (64.1,72.4) 64.5 (61.0,67.9) 664 (63.5,69.1) 66.2 (62.6,69.6) 62.6 (58.6,66.5) -5.8 *(-11.2,-0.4) -3.8 (-8.2,0.7)
N/A N/A 58.5 (55.1,61.9) 569 (54.4,594) 539 (51.3,56.5) 354.6 (51.7,57.4) N/A N/A -2.3 (-6.4,1.7)
16 to 18 51.5 (47.6,55.4) 51.9 (47.7,56.0) 51.6 (48.2,54.9) 52.8 (49.8,55.9) 47.7 (43.4,52.0) -39 (-9.3,1.6) -3.9 (-9.2,1.3)
N/A N/A 474 (43.7,51.1) 492 (45.8,52.7) 45.1 (42.7,475) 44.0 (40.7,474) N/A N/A -52  *(-9.5,-0.9)
14 to 16 65.3 (61.6,68.9) 63.6 (60.5,66.7) 63.1 (60.4,65.7) 64.0 (61.2,66.7) 59.6 (56.3,62.8) -5.7 *(-10.1,-1.4) -3.5 (-7.2,0.3)
N/A N/A 56.2 (53.3,59.0) 55.8 (53.3,58.4) S51.4 (49.3,53.4) 527 (50.1,553) N/A N/A -3.1 (-6.8,0.6)
14to 18 59.3 (56.2,62.2) 57.7 (55.0,60.4) 579 (55.4,60.4) 58.5 (56.0,61.0) 53.9 (50.8,56.9) -5.4 *(-9.1,-1.7) -4.0  *(-7.5,-0.6)
N/A N/A 52.4 (49.9,549) 525 (50.1,54.8) 48.8 (47.1,50.6) 483 (459,50.7) NA N/A 4.1  *(-7.1,-1.2)
125t0 18 62.7 (60.2,65.2) 61.8 (59.5,64.1) 61.7 (59.3,64.0) 61.3 (59.2,63.5) 57.8 (55.1,60.5) -4.9 *(-8.2,-1.6) -3.8  *(-6.7,-0.9)
N/A N/A 55.7 (53.6,57.7) 558 (54.0,57.6) 52.8 (51.4,54.2) 525 (50.5,54.5) N/A N/A 33 *(-5.8,-0.9)

1e159M

ufiedwe eipapy Fnig-nuy YINoA [euoneN ay) Jo uonenjea3



1ei1som

S67-1d

Table 6-5. Parent' and youth reports of three or more fun activities™’ per week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender
and education (continued)

Reports of participation in three or more fun activities in past week
Parent perspective

7 Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves | and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004*
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5to 18
Gender
Males 61.4 (57.9,64.8) 58.9 (55.8,62.0) 59.4 (56.4,62.3) 59.6 (56.5,62.7) 54.9 (51.6,58.1) -6.5 *(-10.8,-2.2) -4.5  *(-8.7,-0.3)
N/A N/A 53.5 (50.6,56.4) 534 (50.8,559) 523 (50.0,54.6) 505 (47.7,533) NA N/A -2.8 (-6.3,0.7)
Females 642 (61.1,67.2) 64.8 (61.4,68.1) 64.0 (61.0,66.9) 63.1 (60.6,65.5) 60.9 (57.6,64.2) -3.3 (-7.2,0.7) -3.1 (-6.5,0.3)
N/A N/A 579 (55.5,60.4) 584 (559,60.8) 533 (51.0,55.6) 54.6 (52.0,57.1) N/A N/A -3.8  *(-7.0,-0.6)
Race/ethnicity
White 63.7 (61.0,66.3) 64.3 (61.3,67.2) 62.7 (59.7,65.6) 63.2 (60.9,65.5) 59.3 (56.0,62.5) -4.4 *(-8.4,-0.4) -3.4 (-7.2,0.4)
N/A N/A 56.6 (54.0,59.3) 548 (524,57.1) 528 (51.2,543) 51.8 (49.8,539) NA N/A -2.9 (-5.9,0.0)
African American__ 62.3 (54.8,69.2) 54.5 (49.1,59.9) 58.9 (54.2,63.5) 63.0 (57.3,684) 519 (45.8,58.0) -10.3 *(-19.8,-0.8) -7.0 (-14.0,0.1)
N/A N/A 53.8 (47.6,59.9) 60.1 (56.2,63.8) 53.2 (48.1,58.2) 52.7 (46.9,58.4) N/A N/A =74 *(-13.5,-1.2)
Hispanic 57.0 (50.5,63.2) 573 (51.7,62.7) 60.5 (55.0,65.8) 53.6 (47.1,59.9) 57.2 (50.2,63.9) 0.2 (-10.0,10.4) -3.3 (-9.0,2.3)
N/A N/A 553 (49.9,60.6) 559 (51.6,60.0) 53.7 (49.6,57.7) 550 (49.0,60.9) N/A N/A -0.8 (-7.2,5.5)
Risk score
Higher risk 52.9 (48.7,57.0) 51.8 (48.2,554) 51.2 (47.7,54.6) 51.2 (47.8,54.6) 46.1 (41.5,50.6) -6.8 *(-12.7,-1.0) -5.1 (-10.8,0.6)
N/A N/A 452 (41.8,48.7) 46.1 (42.8,49.4) 421 (39.7,445) 405 (36.7,444) N/A N/A -5.6  *(-10.0,-1.2)
Lower risk 69.6 (66.2,72.7) 69.1 (66.3,71.9) 69.2 (66.3,71.9) 682 (65.7,70.6) 653 (62.2,68.3) -4.3 (-8.7,0.1) 3.9 *(-7.4,-0.4)
N/A N/A 629 (60.4,653) 63.0 (60.9,650) 602 (582,622) 606 (58.0,63.0) NA N/A -2.4 (-5.6,0.7)
Sensation seeking
High ~ 60.0 (56.8,63.1) 58.5 (55.5,61.5) 56.7 (53.9,59.5) 57.3 (54.6,60.0) 553 (51.9,58.6) -4.8 *(-9.0,-0.5) -1.5 (-5.6,2.7)
N/A N/A 504 (47.5,53.3) 493 (46.7,519) 46.8 (449,488) 46.8 (444493) N/A N/A -2.5 (-5.5,0.5)
Low 65.7 (61.7,69.4) 66.2 (62.6,69.7) 67.3 (64.0,70.5) 66.5 (63.8,69.0) 60.7 (56.9,64.5) -4.9 (-10.2,0.3) -6.6 *(-11.0,-2.2)
N/A N/A 62.7 (59.6,65.7) 63.7 (609,66.4) 603 (579,62.6) 59.0 (55.7,62.2) N/A N/A -4.7  *(-8.6,-0.8)
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Table 6-5. Parent' and youth reports of three or more fun activities™ per week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking, and parent gender
and education (continued)
Reports of participation in three or more fun activities in past week
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves | and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% Cl
Parent gender
Males 63.6 (59.8,67.3) 634 (59.3,67.4) 60.9 (57.3,64.5) 61.6 (57.8,652) 58.2 (53.4,62.8) -55 *(-10.5,-0.4) -2.8 (-7.1,1.5)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Females 623 (58.7,65.7) 60.9 (58.4,63.4) 62.0 (59.6,64.4) 61.2 (58.8,63.6) 57.6 (55.1,60.2) -4.6 *(-8.7,-0.5) -4.4  *(-7.8,-1.0)
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Parent education
Less than high school  55.0 (48.4,61.4) 53.8 (49.0,58.5) 55.3 (49.4,61.0) 53.1 (47.4,588) 51.9 (454,58.3) -3.1 (-12.5,6.3) -3.4 (-11.5,4.7)
N/A N/A 553 (50.4,60.2) 585 (53.5,63.3) 554 (50.7,59.9) 56.6 (51.1,61.8) N/A N/A -1.9 (-9.1,5.2)
High school graduate  58.7 (55.2,62.2) 58.5 (54.6,62.4) 59.4 (55.5,63.2) 57.0 (53.1,60.9) 57.4 (52.7,61.9) -1.4 (-6.8,4.1) -2.0 (-7.3,3.2)
N/A N/A 546 (51.3,57.9) 551 (51.4,58.7) 519 (48.9,54.9) 53.0 (49.2,56.8) N/A N/A -2.1 (-7.2,3.0)
Some college 65.9 (61.2,70.3) 66.2 (61.9,70.3) 62.9 (58.6,66.9) 65.1 (61.5,68.6) 58.3 (53.8,62.6) -7.6 *(-14.1,-1.1) -4.6 (-10.4,1.3)
N/A N/A 580 (53.5,62.5) 56.1 (52.2,60.0) 529 (49.5,562) 50.7 (46.4,55.0) N/A N/A -5.4 *(-104,-0.4)
College graduate 69.2 (64.1,73.9) 66.0 (61.4,70.3) 66.6 (63.0,70.0) 66.8 (63.3,70.3) 60.5 (55.7,65.1) -8.7 *(-14.8,-2.6) -6.1 *(-11.5,-0.7)
N/A N/A 56.1 (51.9,60.1) 564 (53.4,59.3) 534 (50.5,56.3) 53.1 (49.1,57.1) N/A N/A -3.2 (-7.8,1.3)

1eIsom

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child beginning in Wave 3.
*“The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented

carlier.
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Talking with children about drugs

Table 6-6. Parents' and their children who reported conversation” about family rules or expectations about drug use in past 6 months, by age of child

Reports of conversation about family rules or expectations about drug use

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Age of child % 95% CI % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% C1 Est 95% C1
12.5t0 13 77.7 (74.4,80.7) 819 (78.9,84.5) 85.2 (82.7,87.4) 852 (82.8,87.4) 87.7 (84.490.4) 10.0 *(5.4,14.6) 2.5 (-1.2,6.2)
58.5 (55.4,61.5) 537 (50.2,57.1) 522 (48.6,55.8) 495 (46.2,52.8) 53.0 (49.0,56.8) -5.5 *(-10.5,-0.4) 0.8 (-44,5.9)
14to 15 80.5 (75.7,84.5) 80.7 (76.9,84.0) 84.5 (81.3,87.2) 853 (83.3,87.0) 883 (85.9,90.4) 7.9 *(3.1,12.6) 3.9 *(0.0,7.7)
541 (50.2,57.9) 497 (46.3,53.0) 48.0 (45.0,51.0) 475 (44.8,50.2) 457 (41.7,49.8) -84 *(-13.9,-29) 23 (-6.8,2.2)
16to 18 76.2 (72.8,79.3) 821 (78.7,85.0) 80.2 (76.5,83.5) 80.3 (77.8,82.6) 833 (79.4,86.6) 71 *(2.9,11.3) 31 (-1.5,7.7)
47.1 (43.9,50.3) 459 (42.2,49.6) 438 (409,46.7) 414 (393,43.5) 433 (40.046.7) -38 (-8.4,08) -04 (-5.1,4.2)
14to 16 80.8 (76.9,84.1) 82.4 (79.7,84.8) 83.5 (80.2,80.3) 84.7 (83.1,86.1) 87.0 (84.9.88.9) 6.3 *(2.3,10.3) 3.6 *(0.0,7.1)
52.9 (49.9,56.0) 484 (45.1,51.8) 473 (44949.8) 46.0 (439,48.1) 47.0 (439,50.2) -59 *(-10.1,-1.7) -0.3 (-3.7,3.1)

14to0 18 78.2 (75.0,81.0) 814 (78.9,83.8) 82.1 (79.1,84.7) 824 (80.7,84.0) 854 (82.8,87.7) 7.2 *(4.1,10.4) 34 (0.0,6.7)
502 (47.5,53.0) 47.6 (449,503) 456 (43.6,47.6) 44.0 (422,457) 443 (41547.1) -6.0 *(-94,25) -13 (-4.4,1.8)
12.5t0 18 78.1 (75.4,80.5) 81.6 (79.3,83.6) 82.8 (80.3,85.1) 83.1 (81.6,84.5) 86.0 (83.6,88.0) 7.9 *(5.1,10.7) 31 *(0.1,6.2)
522 (49.7,54.6) 490 (46.8,51.3) 472 (454,48.9) 453 (43.8/46.8) 463 (44.148.6) -59 *(-8.8,-29) -0.8 (-34,1.7)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-7. Parents' and their children who reported conversation” about specific things the child could do to stay away from drugs in past 6 months, by age of child

Talking with children about drugs

Reports of conversation about specific
things child could do to stay away from drugs

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 70.0 (66.8,73.1) 74.5 (71.3,77.5) 75.7 (72.8,78.3) 77.8 (74.3,80.9) 77.6 (745,804 75 *(3.4,11.7) 1.9 (-2.2,6.0)

543  (50.6,57.9) 524 (49.1,55.7) 515 (48.1,54.9) 483 (44.9,51.7) 53.3 (49.9,56.7) -0.9 (-62,43) 18  (3.1,6.7)

14to 15 66.8 (62.0,71.2) 739 (70.3,77.1) 76.4 (73.7,78.9) 755 (72.6,78.1) 77.8 (74.580.8) 11.0  *(5.7,16.3) 13  (-2.0,4.7)
475 (43.7,51.3) 400 (36.543.7) 417 (382453) 408 (38.0,43.7) 392 (352,434) -83 *(-13.7,29) 2.5  (-7.52.5)

16018 64.7 (61.0,68.3) 67.8 (63.8,71.5) 72.0 (68.7,75.1) 688 (65.5,72.0) 71.7 (67.8,75.3) 69 *(1.7,12.2) -04 (-4.7,4.0)
36.1  (32.7,39.6) 346 (31.5377) 342 (318,36.7) 351 (33.0374) 330 (30.1,36.0) -3.1 (-8.0,1.8) -13  (-5.1,2.6)

14 to 16 67.3 (63.4,70.9) 73.8 (71.0,76.4) 759 (73.4,78.2) 747 (72.3,77.0) 769 (74.2,79.5) 97  *(54,14.0) 1.0  (-1.9,4.0)
447 (41.6479) 390 (35942.3) 40.1 (37.4428) 395 (372,41.9) 392 (36442.1) -55 *(-9.6-1.5) -0.9  (-4.02.3)

14 to 18 657 (62.6,68.7) 70.6 (67.9,732) 73.9 (71.4,76.3) 71.6 (69.2,73.9) 742 (71.3,76.9) 8.5 *(4.7,12.3) 03  (-2.7,3.2)
412 (38.6438) 370 (34439.8) 374 (353,39.6) 37.5 (35.639.5) 355 (33.038.1) -57 %93,2.0) -19 (-4.6,0.8)

12.5t0 18 66.7 (64.0,69.3) 71.5 (69.4,73.6) 743 (723,76.3) 73.1 (70.9,752) 75.0 (72.577.3) 83 *(5.2,11.4) 0.7  (-2.0,3.4)
443  (41.9,46.7) 407 (38.542.9) 408 (38.942.6) 40.1 (384,41.9) 397 (37.6419) -4.6 *-78-13) -L.1  (-32,1.1)
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'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-8. Parents' and their children who reported conversation” about drug use in movies, music, and on TV in past 6 months, by age of child

Talking with children about drugs

Reports of conversations about drug use in movies, music, and on TV
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% C1 Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 58.8 (55.0,62.4) 65.2 (60.9,69.3) 66.1 (61.4,70.6) 72.6 (69.3,75.7) 71.6 (68.2,74.7) 12.8 *(7.8,17.8) 54 (-09,11.7)

43.6 (40.7,46.6) 409 (37.7,442) 393 (36.042.7) 418 (38.5452) 437 (40.1473) 00 (4647 43  (-03,9.0)

14t0 15 60.0 (55.3,64.5) 59.9 (55.6,64.1) 653 (61.8,68.6) 673 (64.570.0) 68.6 (653,71.8) 8.6 *(3.7,13.6) 34  (-1.48.1)
347 (30.7,389) 346 (30938.6) 346 (32.0,372) 348 (31.937.8) 326 (29.3362) 20 (6827 -19  (-6.123)

16 to 18 52.0 (47.6,56.5) 59.7 (55.7,63.6) 62.1 (59.3,64.8) 61.4 (58.6,64.1) 61.7 (57.4,659) 97 *(3.7,157) -04  (-5.7,5.0)
285 (25.1,32.1) 29.8 (26.7,332) 279 (25.2,30.8) 29.9 (274,325 313 (283,344) 28  (2.076) 33  (-0.572)

14to 16 59.3 (55.5,63.1) 62.0 (58.6,653) 643 (60.8,67.6) 66.1 (63.6,68.5) 67.5 (64.5,70.5) 82 *(4.2,12.2) 33 (-1.4,8.0)
344 (31.6,37.3) 339 (30.8,37.0) 329 (30.6,353) 33.8 (31.536.2) 319 (29.3,346) -25 (-6.3,1.3) -1.0 (-4.0,2.0)

14018 557 (52.5,58.9) 59.8 (56.7,62.8) 63.5 (61.0,65.9) 63.9 (61.6,66.1) 64.6 (61.4,67.7) 89 *(5.,12.7) L1  (-3.0,53)
313 (287339) 320 (29.6,34.5) 307 (28.8327) 320 (30.1,339) 318 (29.6342) 06 (2839) 11  (-143.6)

12.5t0 18 56.4 (53.659.2) 61.1 (58.1,64.0) 64.1 (61.4,66.7) 66.0 (64.0,68.0) 66.3 (63.9,68.6) 9.8 *(6.7,13.0) 22  (-1.65.9)
342 (319365 341 (32.1,362) 328 (31.0,34.6) 343 (327,36.0) 34.6 (32.636.7) 04 (-2534) 18  (-044.1)

1All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

'NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-9. Parents' and their children who reported conversation” about people they know who have gotten in trouble with drugs in past 6 months, by age of child

Talking with children about drugs

Reports of conversation about people they know who have gotten in trouble with drugs
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004
Age of child % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 65.2 (61.1,69.1) 67.1 (62.8,71.1) 70.7 (66.4,74.7) 709 (68.1,73.5) 723 (69.2,75.3) 7.1 *(1.6,12.7) 1.6 (-4.0,7.2)

456 (42.548.8) 423 (39.1,45.6) 417 (382,453) 446 (41.347.9) 454 (422,486) -02  (-4441) 37 (-1287)

14to 15 69.9 (65.4,74.1) 721 (67.6,76.1) 76.7 (73.8,79.4) 762 (73.6,78.7) 792 (76.1,82.1) 9.3 *(3.8,14.8) 25 (-1.7,6.7)
514 (47.555.3) 47.5 (43.7,51.3) 482 (45.551.0) 482 (45.6,50.9) 463 (42.6,50.0) -52 *(-102-0.1) 2.0  (-6.6,2.6)

16 to 18 714 (66.6,75.8) 77.3 (73.8,80.5) 80.3 (77.7,82.7) 777 (75.0,80.2) 80.5 (77.4,83.3) 9.1 *(3.8,144) 02 (-3.8,4.3)
542 (50.4,58.0) 54.1 (50.557.7) 517 (48.9,54.5) 48.0 (454,50.7) 502 (46.553.9) -3.9  (-92,14) -1.5  (-5.7.2.7)

14 to 16 722 (68.6,75.5) 738 (69.8,77.5) 777 (75.0,80.2) 768 (74.7,78.8) 80.4 (78.0,82.6) 82 *(39,125 27  (-1.0,6.3)
523 (492,55.4) 49.6 (46.0,532) 48.5 (46.0,51.1) 478 (454,50.3) 48.6 (46.0,512) -3.7  (-1.6,02) 00  (-32,3.3)

14t0 18 707 (66.8,74.4) 749 (71.6,77.9) 78.8 (76.6,80.8) 77.1 (75.0,79.0) 80.0 (77.6,82.2) 9.3 *(5.0,13.6) 12  (-2.0,4.5)
529 (50.0,55.8) S1.1 (48254.0) 502 (483,522) 48.1 (46.1,502) 486 (46.0,512) -43 *(-7.809) -1.6  (-43,1.1)

12.5t0 18 69.4 (65.9,72.7) 73.0 (69.9,75.9) 768 (74.579.0) 75.6 (73.8,77.2) 782 (76.1,80.1) 8.8 *(4.7,128) 13  (-1.8,4.5)
512 (48.7,53.7) 49.1 (46.6,51.6) 482 (46.549.9) 473 (45.549.0) 479 (458499) -34 *(-6.1-0.6) -03  (-2.4,1.8)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-10. Parents' and their children who reported having two or more conversations” with their children/parents about drugs in past 6 months, by youth age, gender,
race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Talking with children about drugs

Reports of having had two or more conversations about drugs

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Had two or more Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% Cl1 % 95% Cl1 Est 95% Cl1 Est 95% C1
Youth aged 12.5 to 18

12.5t0 13 788 (754,81.8) 823 (78.7,854) 832 (80.7,85.5) 844 (81.5,869) 858 (82.3,88.7) 7.0 *(2.3,11.8) 2.6 (-1.5,6.7)
564  (52.8,60.0) 523 (49.0,55.5) 499 (46.5,53.2) 50.4 (46.6,54.2) 504 (46.8,53.9) -6.1 *(-10.6-1.5) 0.5 (-4.3,5.3)
14to 15 80.5 (75.7,84.5) 83.6 (80.1,86.6) 856 (83.2,87.7) 83.6 (81.4,85.5) 86.1 (83.3,88.5) 56 *(04,109) 0.5 (-3.1,4.2)
552 (51.1,592) 511 (47.7,54.5) 48.6 (455,51.7) 47.6 (44.750.6) 477 (443,51.1) -7.5 *(-12.4,2.6) -09  (-53,3.5)
16to 18 78.6 (75.2,81.7) 825 (79.6,85.1) 84.6 (82.2,86.8) 81.7 (79.3,83.9) 83.6 (79.9,86.7) 5.0 *(0.8,9.3) -1.0 (-4.8,2.8)
50.6 (46.8,54.4) 458 (42.2,49.5) 476 (44.8,503) 455 (42.5486) 484 (449,51.8) -22  (-6.723) 08  (-3.55.1)
141016 81.8 (78.3,84.9) 84.8 (82.1,87.2) 859 (83.7,879) 834 (81.6,85.0) 86.5 (84.2,88.5) 4.7 *(0.6,8.8) 0.6 (-2.5,3.7)
545 (51.2,57.8) 505 (47.2,53.7) 483 (45.7,509) 47.1 (44.549.8) 493 (46.8,51.8) -52 *(-9.2,-1.2) 1.0 (-2.1,4.1)
14t0 18 79.5 (76.4,82.2) 83.0 (80.8,85.0) 85.0 (83.1,86.8) 825 (80.7,84.1) 84.7 (82.2,86.9) 5.2 *(1.8,8.6) -0.4 (-2.9,2.2)
52.6 (49.7,55.6) 482 (45.7,50.7) 48.0 (45.8,50.2) 464 (44.2/487) 48.1 (45.6,50.6) -4.6 *(-7.8-14) 0.1 (-2.8,3.0)
12.5t0 18 79.3 (76.6,81.8) 82.9 (80.8,84.7) 84.6 (82.9,86.2) 829 (81.3,84.4) 849 (83.0,86.7) 5.6 *(2.8,8.5) 03 (-1.9,2.6)
53.5  (51.0,56.1) 492 (47.1,512) 484 (46.6,50.3) 474 (453,49.5) 48.6 (46.650.7) -4.9 *(-75-24) 02  (-2.3,2.6)
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Table 6-10. Parents' and their children who reported having two or more conversations” with their children/parents about drugs in past 6 months, by youth age, gender,

race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking (continued)

Talking with children about drugs

Reports of having had two or more conversations about drugs
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004’
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 819 (78.9,84.6) 833 (80.8,85.5) 86.3 (84.2,882) 839 (81.6,85.9) 859 (83.0,88.3) 3.9 *0.5,7.3) -0.4 (-3.4,2.5)
53.9 (50.7,57.1) 462 (43.3,49.1) 46.1 (43.4,48.8) 450 (42.547.6) 467 (43.649.9) -72 *(-10.8,-3.6) 0.6  (-2.9,4.0)
Females 765 (73.0,79.7) 82.4 (79.6,84.9) 82.8 (80.4,85.0) 82.0 (79.9,83.9) 84.0 (81.586.1) 75 *(3.611.4) 1.1 (-1.8,4.1)
532 (499,56.5) 524 (49.3,55.4) 509 (48.4,533) 49.7 (469,52.6) 50.6 (479,533) -26 (-6.8,1.7) -02 (-3.9,3.4)
Race/ethnicity
White 79.6 (76.4,82.5) 834 (81.0,85.6) 85.1 (82.9,87.0) 83.1 (81.2,84.8) 85.6 (83.4,87.6) 6.0 *(2.5,9.5) 0.5 (-1.6,2.7)
529 (50.1,55.6) 49.0 (46.3,51.6) 47.8 (45.7,50.0) 465 (43.9,49.2) 48.1 (45.6,50.6) -4.8 *(-79,-1.7) 0.2 (-2.7,3.2)
African American__ 79.6 (74.2,84.1) 80.2 (74.2,85.1) 848 (80.7,88.2) 84.8 (81.2,87.8) 857 (80.5896) 61 *(0.7,114) 0.8 (-5.7,7.4)
55.5 (48.8,62.0) 52.0 (45.8,58.2) 522 (46.8,57.5) 503 (45.3,553) 53.1 (48.0,58.1) -24 (-10.6,58) 0.9 (-52,7.1)
Hispanic 80.3 (76.0,84.0) 855 (81.2,88.9) 86.6 (83.8,89.1) 84.0 (78.3,88.4) 84.6 (75.690.7) 43 (-2811.5) -2.0 (-10.0,6.0)
572 (51.1,63.1) 48.7 (43.5,54.0) 488 (44.6,53.1) 52.1 (48.1,56.1) 50.6 (44.8,56.3) -6.6 (-149,1.8) 1.7 (-4.8,8.3)
Risk score
Higher risk 81.4 (78.4,84.1) 83.8 (80.6,86.5) 84.8 (82.0,87.2) 82.2 (79.6,84.5) 833 (79.3,86.6) 1.9 (-2.5,6.2) -1.5 (-5.8,2.8)
539 (50.1,57.5) 48.9 (45.3,52.5) 479 (44.6,51.3) 451 (42.1,483) 488 (45.0,52.6) -51 *(-99,-03) 09 (-3.9,5.6)
Lower risk 779 (74.5,809) 821 (79.0,84.8) 84.5 (82.8,86.0) 835 (81.5854) 859 (83.8,87.8) 8.0 *(4.2,119) 14 (-0.9,3.7)
54.1 (50.8,57.3) 50.2 (47.3,53.1) 49.7 (47.5,51.9) 494 (47.1,51.6) 489 (463,51.6) -51 *(-8.8,-1.5) -0.7 (-3.5,2.0)
Sensation seeking
High 81.7 (78.8,84.2) 833 (80.7,85.6) 85.7 (83.6,87.6) 828 (80.7,84.8) 854 (82.7,87.8) 3.7  *(0.57.0) -03  (-3.4,2.7)
51.0 (48.1,53.8) 47.3 (44.0,50.5) 453 (42.548.1) 440 (41.546.6) 476 (45.0,50.2) -34 *(-6.6,-02) 23 (-1.1,5.7)
Low 76.5 (72.3,80.1) 82.0 (78.4,85.2) 832 (80.585.5) 83.0 (81.2,84.7) 843 (81.686.7) 79 *(34,12.4) 1.2 (-2.1,4.4)
56.8 (53.0,60.6) 51.8 (48.7,549) 522 (50.0,54.5) 51.6 (48.7,545) 50.1 (47.0,53.2) -6.7 *(-11.3,-:2.1) -2.1 (-54,1.1)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented

earlier.
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Table 6-11. Parents' and their children who reported that parents know what child is doing when he or she is away from home?, by age of child

Monitoring Children
Reports of knowing what child is doing when s/he is away from home
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Age of child % 95% CI Yo 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 63.8 (60.2,67.3) 71.3 (68.6,73.9) 70.4 (67.4,73.3) 71.6 (68.7,74.3) 729 (69.3,76.3) 9.1 *(4.1,14.0) 25 (2.3,7.2)

51.3 (483,543) 525 (49.1,559) 59.5 (56.2,62.8) 604 (57.3,63.5) 61.1 (57.1,64.8) 9.7 *(5.1,14.4) 1.5  (-3.4,6.5)
14 to 15 619 (58.4,653) 62.6 (59.2,65.9) 652 (62.4,67.8) 65.0 (62.3,67.6) 63.5 (60.3,66.7) 1.6 (-2.8,6.0) -1.6 (-5.92.7)

46.5 (43.0,50.1) 49.6 (46.0,53.1) 514 (48.8,54.0) 52.1 (499,543) 51.1 (48.0,542) 4.6 *(0.3,89) -0.3 (-4.2,3.6)
16 to 18 51.0 (47.3,54.6) 53.8 (49.5,58.0) 49.8 (46.2,53.5) 52.1 (48.8,55.3) 51.1 (475,54.8) 0.2 (-5.1,5.4) 1.3 (-3.9,6.4)

416 (383,449) 413 (374,454) 431 (402,46.1) 416 (39.0,442) 427 (39.8458) 12 (-3.7,6.1) -04 (4739
14to 16 59.9 (56.9,62.8) 62.2 (58.9,65.4) 60.6 (57.9,63.2) 63.6 (60.9,66.2) 62.7 (60.2,65.0) 2.7 (-0.9,6.4) 2.1 (-1.5,5.7)

448 (41.6,48.0) 483 (45.0,51.6) 504 (479,52.8) 502 (482,522) 504 (48.0,52.8) 5.6 *(2.0,9.2) 00 (3.1,3.2)
14 to 18 56.0 (53.3,58.6) 579 (54.8,60.9) 564 (53.8,59.0) 57.6 (55.2,59.9) 563 (53.7,58.8) 0.3 (-3.1,3.8) -0.1 (-3.7,3.5)

43.8 (41.1,46.5) 45.1 (42.1,48.0) 46.7 (44.6,48.7) 460 (442478) 462 (44.1483) 24 (-0.9,57y -0.5 (-3.0,2.0)
12.5t0 18 578 (55.5,60.2) 61.1 (58.6,63.6) 59.8 (57.5,62.1) 60.9 (59.0,62.8) 60.3 (58.2,62.3) 2.4 (-0.7,5.5) 04 (-2.63.5)

456 (43.547.6) 46.8 (444,49.3) 497 (47.8,51.6) 495 (47951.1) 49.7 (48.0,514) 4.1 *(1.6,6.7) 00 (2322

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-12. Parents' and their children who reported that parents know what child's plans are for the coming day?, by age of child

Monitoring Children
Reports of always or almost always knowing what child's plans are for the coming day
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 62.9 (59.5,66.2) 68.9 (65.7,72.0) 69.1 (65.3,72.6) 70.0 (66.6,73.1) 69.7 (65.1,74.0) 6.8 *(1.7,11.9) 0.7 (-4.4,5.7)

33.6 (30.3,37.0) 342 (30.7,37.8) 376 (33941.3) 393 (365,422) 38.6 (349424) 50 *0.1,9.9) 1.0 (4.1,6.1)
14 to 15 58.8 (54.6,62.9) 59.8 (55.6,63.9) 62.9 (59.8,65.9) 619 (59.0,64.8) 62.7 (58.3,66.9) 39 (-1.2,8.9) -0.2 (-5.4,5.0)

32.0 (28.535.8) 327 (29.0,36.6) 332 (30.4,362) 341 (31.536.9) 333 (30.1,36.7) 13 (-3.8,6.4) 0.1 (-444.5)
16to 18 49.0 (45.1,52.9) 52.7 (48.8,56.7) 53.2 (49.6,56.7) 49.0 (46.2,51.7) 49.2 (45.6,52.8) 0.2 (-5.6,6.0) -4.0  (-8.7,0.7)

28.7 (24.9,32.8) 252 (21.4,29.3) 27.8 (25.0,30.7) 269 (244,29.6) 285 (262,31.0) -02 (-4.54.1) 0.7 (-2.6,4.1)
14to 16 58.0 (54.6,61.3) 59.1 (55.5,62.6) 60.3 (57.6,63.0) 594 (57.0,61.7) 614 (57.8,64.9) 34 (-0.8,7.6) 1.1 (-3.1,5.2)

313 (27.8,35.0) 30.6 (27.6,33.8) 33.1 (303,36.0) 326 (304,349) 332 (30.7,357) 19 (2562 0.1 (-3.2,3.3)
14 to 18 53.5 (50.5,56.5) 56.0 (52.9,59.1) 573 (54.8,59.8) 545 (52.5,564) 548 (51.5,58.0) 13 (-3.0,56) -2.5 (-6.1,1.1)

30.2  (27.1,33.5) 286 (259,31.4) 30.1 (279325 300 (28.1,32.0) 30.5 (285,325 03 (-3.3,39) 04  (-223.0)
12.5t0 18 55.7 (53.2,58.2) 59.1 (56.6,61.5) 60.2 (57.8,62.5) 582 (56.3,60.1) 584 (55.6,61.1) 2.6 (-1.0,6.3) -1.8 (-4.9,1.2)

31.0 (28.3,33.9) 299 (27.5,323) 319 (29.8,34.0) 322 (30.7,33.8) 324 (30.7,34.1) 14 (-1.7,44) 0.5 (-1.6,2.6)

1Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-13. Parents' and their children who reported saying child never spends free time in the afternoons hanging out with friends without adult supervisionz, by age of child

Monitoring Children
Reports of saying they never spend unsupervised free time in the afternoons hanging out with friends
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves | and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI %o 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 331 (30.4,36.0) 363 (32.9,39.9) 352 (31.8,38.7) 368 (33.3,40.5) 389 (34.6,43.3) 5.8 *(0.5,11.1) 3.7 (-1.2,8.7)
146 (12.6,17.0) 173 (149,19.9) 152 (13.2,17.6) 159 (13.8,182) 179 (15.1,21.0) 3.2 (-0.6,7.1) 2.6 (-1.1,6.4)
14 to 15 26.6 (23.2,30.3) 23.7 (21.0,26.7) 264 (23.7,29.2) 27.1 (24.4,30.1) 289 (25.8,32.2) 23 (-2.3,6.9) 2.5 (-1.5,6.5)
84 (64,11.0) 6.2 (5.0,7.8) 7.5 (6.3,8.8) 82 (6.7,10.0) 88 (7.2,107) 04 (-2.2,3.0) 1.3 (-0.8,3.4)
16to 18 169 (14.3,20.0) 154 (12.2,19.1) 134 (11.6,154) 16.1 (13.7,189) 154 (13.0,182) -1.5 (-5.4,2.5) 2.1 (-0.9,5.0)
5.5 (4.0,7.6) 3.7 (2.5,54) 3.6 (2.7,4.8) 5.1 (4.1,6.3) 5.1 (38,67 -05 (-2.9,2.0) 1.5 (-0.5,3.4)
14 to 16 242 (21.6,26.9) 224 (19.6,25.5) 23.2 (20.9,25.6) 25.3 (22.8,27.9) 26.6 (24.1,293) 25 (-1.2,6.1) 34 *(0.2,6.7)
7.5 (6.0,9.3) 5.8 4.4,7.4) 5.9 (5.0,7.0) 7.3 (6.1,8.6) 8.2 (7.09.7 0.7 (-1.2,2.7) 2.3 *(0.6,4.0)
14 to 18 21.4  (19.2,23.7) 192 (17.0,21.7) 19.0 (17.1,209) 20.8 (18.6,23.1) 21.0 (18.9,23.4) -0.3 (-3.4,2.8) 2.1 (-0.5,4.6)
6.8 (5.6,8.3) 4.9 3.9,6.1) 5.3 (4.6,6.0) 6.4 (5.6,7.4) 6.6 (5578 -02 (-1.9,1.4) 1.3 (0.0,2.7)
125t0 18 24.1  (22.4,25.9) 233 (21.3,25.5) 229 (21.2,24.7) 247 (224,27.0) 253 (23.2,27.5) 1.1 (-1.6,3.8) 24 (-0.1,4.9)
8.7 (7.6,9.8) 7.8 (6.8,8.9) 7.6 (6.9,8.5) 8.7 (7.9,9.6) 92 (82,104) 06 (-0.9,2.1) 1.6  *%03,29)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
"These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-14. Parents' who reported that they personally know child's friends very well’, by age of child

1ejsom

Monitoring Children
Reports of saying they personally know child's friends very well
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5to0 13 40.1 (37.0,43.3) 433 (40.1,46.6) 43.5 (402,47.0) 436 (40.3,469) 429 (38.7473) 28 (-2.6,8.3) -0.6 (-6.3,5.1)
14 to 15 359 (32.7,39.2) 351 (32.2,38.2) 40.0 (37.143.0) 37.7 (352,40.3) 337 (302,374) -22 (-6.7,2.3) -6.3 *(-10.4,-2.3)
16to 18 31.9 (29.0,35.1) 347 (31.3,384) 363 (33.1,39.6) 33.1 (30.1,36.2) 356 (323,389) 3.6 (-0.7,8.0) -0.8 (-5.3,3.7)
14 to 16 355 (32.8,38.3) 348 (32.0,37.8) 38.8 (36.141.5) 36.8 (34.539.1) 350 (31.938.1) -05 (-4.3,3.2) -3.8  *(-7.5,-0.1)
14to0 18 33.7 (31.5,36.0) 349 (326,373) 379 (35.6,403) 351 (32.7,375) 348 (32.1,37.6) 1.0 (-2.2,4.2) -3.1 (-6.4,0.1)
12.5to0 18 352 (334,37.1) 369 (35.0,389) 393 (372,414) 371 (35.1,39.2) 367 (343392) 15 (-1.2,4.2) 2.5 (-5.6,0.5)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

"These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-15. Parents' who reported that they require child to be home before midnight” on weekends, by age of child

Monitoring Children
Reports of saying they require child to be home before midnight
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Age of child % 95% CI ) 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% C1 % 95% Cl Est 95% CI1 Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 95.6 (93.8,97.0) 959 (92.797.7) 965 (95.0,97.6) 965 (94.797.7) 974 (96.0,98.3) 1.7 (-0.3,3.8) 0.8 (-0.9,2.6)
14to 15 955 (93.5,97.0) 945 (919963) 956 (94.1,96.6) 96.6 (955974) 97.0 (95298.1) 1.4 (-09,3.7) 1.4 (-0.3,3.1)
16 to 18 847 (819,87.1) 835 (80.8,85.9) 82.8 (80.3,85.1) 849 (82.7,869) 83.0 (79.8,85.7) ~-1.7 (-5.8,2.3) 0.2 (-3.4,3.8)
14to 16 95.0 (93.1,964) 945 (929958) 945 (93.1,956) 963 (953,97.1) 956 (94.1,96.7) 0.6 (-1.7,2.9) 1.1 (-0.6,2.8)
141018 897 (879912) 88.6 (87.0,90.1) 883 (86.8,89.6) 899 (88.5,91.1) 888 (86.7,90.6) -0.9 (-3.6,1.8) 0.5 -1.7,2.7)
125t0 18 91.1 (89.5,92.4) 904 (88.891.7) 903 (89.0914) 915 (90.3,92.5) 90.8 (89.2,92.2) -0.2 (-2.5,2.0) 0.6 (-1.2,2.3)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-16. Parent' and youth reports of engaging in projects or activities with children? in past week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Engaging in fun family activities

Reports of saying they did projects or activities with child at home more than once in past week
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves S and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 68.6 (65.6,71.5) 70.0 (66.7,73.2) 68.4 (64.8,71.7) 66.2 (63.1,69.2) 68.0 (64.2,71.5) -0.6 (-5.4,42) -04 (-4.8,4.1)
N/A N/A 59.7 (56.4,62.8) 60.5 (57.1,63.7) 591 (559,62.3) 599 (55.8,64.0) NA N/A -0.5 (-5.8,4.7)
14to0 15 63.7 (59.7,67.5) 57.6 (53.8,61.4) 599 (56.7,63.0) 60.1 (56.8,63.2) 564 (52.3,60.3) -7.3 *(-12.5,-2.2) -3.5 (-8.2,1.1)
N/A N/A 514 (47.7,55.0) 489 (46.3,51.5) 482 (45.1,51.2) 474 (44.6,50.2) N/A N/A -1.5 (-5.7,2.7)
16to0 18 48.8 (44.3,53.3) 48.7 (44.8,52.6) 48.7 (45.5,51.8) 49.6 (46.2,52.9) 45.6 (41.549.7) -3.2 (-9.0,2.7) -3.0 (-8.0,1.9)
N/A N/A 409 (37.7,442) 463 (43.1,49.6) 423 (40.3,445) 393 (359,42.7) N/A N/A 7.1 *(-11.7,-2.4)
14to 16 609 (57.4,64.4) 575 (54.4,60.6) 579 (55.1,60.7) 57.7 (54.9,60.5) 54.4 (50.8,58.0) -6.5 *(-10.7,-2.3) -3.5 (-7.5,0.5)
N/A N/A 48.6 (454,51.9) 49.1 (46.7,51.4) 46.5 (442489) 459 (433,485 N/A N/A =32 *(-6.4,0.0)
14to0 18 55.6 (52.4,58.7) 52.8 (50.1,55.5) 535 (51.1,55.9) 54.0 (51.4,56.6) 50.1 (47.1,53.1) -5.5 *(-9.5,-1.6) -3.4 *(-6.6,-0.2)
N/A N/A 457 (43.3,48.1) 474 (452,49.6) 448 (43.2,46.5) 426 (40.1,45.1) N/A N/A 48  *(-79,-1.8)
12.5t0 18 58.7 (55.9,61.4) 56.9 (54.7,59.2) 57.1 (55.0,59.2) 57.0 (54.7,59.2) 543 (51.8,56.9) -4.4 *(-7.8,-0.9) -2.7 *(-5.2,-0.2)
N/A N/A 49.0 (469,51.0) 50.5 (48.7,52.4) 482 (46.8,49.7) 46.6 (444,489) N/A N/A -39 *(-6.6,-1.2)




je1som

Table 6-16. Parent’ and youth reports of engaging in projects or activities with children® in past week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking
(continued)

Engaging in fun family activities

Reports of saying they did projects or activities with child at home more than once in past week
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 58.4 (54.8,61.8) 552 (51.9,584) 559 (53.4,584) 569 (53.7,60.1) 52.2 (49.2,55.2) -6.2 *(-10.6,-1.7) -3.7 *(-7.3,-0.1)
N/A N/A 48.0 (44.8,51.1) 489 (46251.7) 481 (459,503) 448 (41.8478) N/A N/A 42 *-8.1,-02)
Females 59.0 (55.6,62.4) 58.8 (55.0,62.5) 583 (554,61.1) 570 (54.1,59.8) 56.6 (53.3,59.8) -2.5 (-6.8,1.8) -1.7 (-5.3,1.9)
N/A N/A 50.0 (48.0,52.0) 522 (49.7,54.7) 484 (46.1,50.7) 48.6 (45.6,51.7) N/A N/A 3.6 *(-6.9,-0.2)
Race/ethnicity
White 59.7 (56.4,62.8) 58.7 (56.1,61.2) 585 (56.0,61.0) 58.1 (55.5,60.6) 55.2 (51.9,584) -4.5 *(-8.9,-0.1) -3.4 (-7.1,0.4)
N/A N/A 494 (46.9,51.9) 502 (47.6,52.7) 484 (46.7,50.0) 470 (44.6,494) N/A N/A -3.2 (-6.6,0.2)
African American 59.8 (53.4,65.9) 51.6 (44.7,58.4) 55.0 (49.5,60.3) 568 (51.8,61.6) 51.0 (45.0,56.9) -8.8 *(-17.5,-0.1) -4.0 (-10.9,3.0)
N/A N/A 494 (43.4,554) 541 (50.2,579) 485 (43.6,53.5) 492 (43.2,55.2) N/A N/A -4.9 (-12.0,2.1)
Hispanic 53.2 (46.6,59.7) 55.2 (48.8,61.4) 534 (47.6,59.1) 532 (46.9,59.5) 53.0 (46.7,59.3) -0.2 (-10.1,9.7) -0.4 (-5.7,4.9)
N/A N/A 475 (42.5,52.6) 479 (44.1,51.6) 489 (444,535) 43.1 (36.749.7) N/A N/A -4.8 (-11.8,2.3)
Risk score
Higher risk 50.5 (46.3,54.7) 49.0 (45.5,52.5) 494 (46.1,52.8) 49.1 (45.6,52.5) 44.2 (39.9,48.6) -63 *(-11.8,-0.9) -53 *(-10.3,-0.2)
N/A N/A 404 (37.0,43.8) 426 (393,459) 392 (36.8,41.5) 360 (324,39.8) N/A N/A -6.6 *(-11.3,-1.9)
Lower risk 64.3 (60.9,67.5) 62.7 (59.8,654) 62.4 (59.9,64.8) 62.5 (59.7,65.2) 60.6 (57.4,63.6) -3.7 (-7.6,0.1) -1.8 (-4.9,1.2)
N/A N/A 56.0 (52.9,59.1) 56.5 (54.3,58.7) 543 (52.0,56.4) 539 (51.2,56.7) N/A N/A -2.6 (-5.9,0.8)
Sensation seeking
High 56.4 (52.9,59.8) 54.2 (51.2,57.1) 542 (51.7,56.8) 53.4 (50.5,56.2) 51.9 (48.7,55.1) -4.5 *(-8.5,-0.4) -2.3 (-6.2,1.5)
N/A N/A 43.8 (41.0,46.6) 450 (425476) 429 (409,449) 414 (389,44.0) N/A N/A 3.6 *(-6.8,-04)
Low 61.1 (56.9,65.1) 604 (56.9,63.9) 60.1 (56.9,63.2) 61.5 (58.5,64.4) 57.0 (53.2,60.8) -4.1 (-9.6,1.5) -3.0 (-7.1,1.0)
N/A N/A 56.5 (53.5,59.5) 57.1 (54.5,59.7) 549 (524,57.3) 523 (48.7,56.0) N/A N/A -48  *(-9.1,-04)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child beginning in Wave 3.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

60c¢-1d

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented
earlier.
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Table 6-17. Parent' and youth reports of going someplace for fun with children® in the past week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Engaging in fun family activities

Reports of saying they went someplace to do activity we both enjoy more than once in past week

Parent perspective

Child perspective

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18

12.5t0 13 59.6 (56.1,63.0) 57.1 (53.3,60.9) 58.6 (54.3,62.7) 565 (53.2,59.8) 554 (51.4,594) -42 (92,09 -31 (-8.5,2.2)
N/A N/A 544 (51.0,57.8) 555 (52.3,58.6) 535 (50.3,56.7) 52.8 (49.6,56.0) N/A N/A 2.7 (-7.3,2.0)
1410 15 49.3 (45.1,53.6) 502 (47.0,53.5) 51.0 (48.3,53.8) 53.0 (49.6,56.3) 49.1 (44.8,534) -03 (-6.4,59) -2.0 (-6.5,2.6)
N/A N/A 476 (444,50.7) 49.7 (47.1,52.3) 444 (41.747.1) 456 (42.8,48.5) N/A N/A -4.1 *(-7.8,-0.4)
16to 18 40.6 (36.5,44.9) 373 (33.4413) 369 (34.039.9) 39.0 (36.6,41.4) 365 (33.2,39.9) 4.1 (-9.8,1.6) -04 (-4.7,4.0)
N/A N/A 363 (32.8,399) 404 (37.1,43.7) 37.5 (35.0,40.1) 37.6 (34.3,409) N/A N/A -2.8 (-7.1,1.5)
14to 16 47.8 (44.0,51.6) 48.8 (45.9,51.7) 473 (44.9,49.8) 50.9 (48.4,53.5) 46.5 (43.2,498) -1.3 (-6.74.1) -08 (-4.4,2.7)
N/A N/A 455 (42.5,48.5) 48.4 (46.0,50.7) 425 (40.5,44.6) 442 (41.5469) N/A N/A -4.2  *(-71.7,-0.6)
141018 44.6 (41.4,479) 433 (40.6,46.0) 43.0 (40.945.0) 449 (43.0,46.9) 41.7 (39.0,44.6) -2.9 (-7.3,1.5) -1.2 (-4.2,1.8)
N/A N/A 41.4 (39.1,43.7) 443 (42.1,46.6) 404 (38.8,42.1) 409 (38.5443.2) N/A N/A -3.5 *(-6.3,-0.6)
12.5t0 18 482 (45.5,50.8) 46.6 (44.2,48.9) 46.7 (44.6,48.9) 47.7 (45.949.5) 45.0 (42.547.5) -32 (-6.7,0.4) -1.7 (-4.4,1.0)
N/A N/A 445 (425,464) 470 (45.1,489) 43.6 (42.3,449) 437 (41.8,45.6) N/A N/A -3.3  *(-5.7,-1.0)
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Table 6-17. Parent' and youth reports of going someplace for fun with children® in the past week, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

(continued)

Engaging in fun family activities

Reports of saying they went someplace to do activity they both enjoy more than once in past week

Parent perspective

Child perspective

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves | and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004’
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 44.8 (41.8,47.9) 444 (41.0,47.9) 43.0 (40.0,46.0) 443 (41.8,46.9) 41.5 (38.2,44.9) -33  (-7.8,12) -15  (-5.4,2.5)
N/A N/A 41.6 (39.0,443) 445 (41947.2) 43.1 (409454) 424 (39.8,450) N/A N/A 2.1 (-5.5,1.2)
Females 51.7 (47.7,55.8) 489 (45.6,52.3) 50.6 (47.6,53.6) 51.3 (49.0,53.5) 48.7 (45.6,51.8) -3.0 (-8.0,2.0) -1.9 (-5.2,1.49)
N/A N/A 474 (449,50.0) 495 (47.1,519) 440 (419,46.2) 450 (423477 WA N/A 46 *(-79,-1.2)
Race/ethnicity
White 504 (47.2,53.6) 48.6 (45.5,51.8) 47.4 (44.9,50.0) 49.3 (47.1,51.6) 458 (42.7,48.9) -4.6  (-9.4,02) -1.6 (-5.0,1.7)
N/A N/A 44,1 (41.5,46.7) 454 (43.0,47.8) 420 (40.3,43.7) 43.0 (40.8,45.2) N/A N/A 2.4 (-5.3,0.5)
African American__ 44,7 (39.3,50.3) 41.4 (36.6,46.3) 42.4 (37.8,47.1) 48.6 (43.553.8) 38.6 (32.8,44.7) -6.2 (-143,2.0) -3.8 (-11.03.3)
N/A N/A 423 (36.7,48.1) 513 (46.6,559) 499 (45.8,54.1) 41.3 (35.7,47.0) N/A N/A -10.0 *(-15.3,-4.8)
Hispanic 40.7 (34.547.2) 434 (38.3,48.7) 48.7 (44.1,53.3) 41.6 (374,45.8) 474 (413,53.6) 6.7 (-1.7,151) -13 (-7.6,5.0)
N/A N/A 48.8 (43.3,54.3) 482 (44.0,52.5) 442 (40.4,48.0) 484 (43.8,53.0) N/A N/A 0.1 (-5.9,6.2)
Risk score
Higher risk 394 (35.1,43.9) 371 (33.3,41.1) 374 (34.4,40.4) 37.5 (34.9.40.2) 347 (31.1,385) -4.7 (-10.6,1.1) -2.7 (-7.0,1.7)
N/A N/A 342 (31.3,37.3) 380 (35.0,41.1) 33.6 (314,36.0) 34.6 (31.0,385) N/A N/A -34 (-8.0,1.3)
Lower risk 542 (51.1,57.3) 533 (50.4,56.2) 53.2 (50.6,55.8) 54.7 (52.4,56.9) 51.8 (48.9,54.8) -2.4 (-6.6,1.8) -1.4 (-4.4,1.7)
N/A N/A 519 (49.2,54.5) 534 (51.1,55.6) 50.5 (48.7,52.3) 49.1 (46.6,51.6) N/A N/A 43 *(-7.1,-1.5)
Sensation seeking
High 46.1 (42.6,49.7) 432 (40.1,46.3) 41.7 (39.1,44.4) 443 (41.9.46.6) 42.2 (39.0,454) -3.9 (-8.8,1.0) 04 (-3.2,4.1)
N/A N/A 41.1 (38.5,43.7) 40.7 (38.2,43.3) 37.8 (36.0,39.6) 399 (37.4,424) N/A N/A -0.8 (-4.6,2.9)
Low 50.4 (47.0,53.7) S5L1 (47.6,54.6) 524 (49.6,55.2) 522 (49.8,54.5) 48.6 (44.9,52.3) -1.8  (-6.32.7) -3.8  (-83,0.7)
N/A N/A 489 (459,51.9) 546 (519,57.2) 50.8 (48.8,52.9) 477 (44.2,51.3) N/A N/A -6.9 *(-11.0,-2.8)

YAl parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child beginning in Wave 3.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented

earlier,
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Table 6-18. Parents" prior direct involvement by expressing views to family members to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

Reports of saying they expressed views to family members

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Overall 91.6 (89.3,93.5) 92.1 (90.6,93.4) 922 (91.0,93.3) 91.8 (90.593.0) 912 (89.892.3) -0.5 (-292.00 -1.1 (-2.6,0.5)
Gender

Males 919 (89.0,94.1) 92.8 (90.9,94.3) 922 (90.2,93.8) 92.7 (90.9,942) 932 (91.394.7) 13 (-1.74.4) 1.0 (-1.2,3.2)

Females 91.5 (89.0,93.4) 91.7 (89.593.5) 922 (90.8,93.4) 913 (89.7,92.8) 90.0 (88.3,91.6) -1.4 (-4.1,1.3) 22 *(-4.1,-0.2)
Race/ethnicity

White 92.8 (90.0,94.8) 94.0 (92.5,95.1) 93.0 (91.6,94.1) 926 (91.3,93.7) 913 (89.6,92.8) -14 (-4.3,1.5) -1.6 *(-3.2,0.0)

African American 91.7 (87.2,94.7) 90.6 (85.3,94.1) 91.7 (88.0,94.3) 929 (89.3954) 91.5 (87.894.1) -02 (-504.6) -02 (-5.0,4.6)

Hispanic 87.6 (82.391.5) 854 (80.0,89.5) 90.5 (86.1,93.6) 88.1 (83.491.5) 91.1 (87.1,939) 35 (-1.7,8.7) 0.6 (-4.4,5.7)
Education

Less than high school ~  88.1 (84.1,91.1) 86.7 (82.3,90.1) 885 (84.0,91.8) 874 (82.791.0) 90.0 (84.1,939) 2.0 (-3.7,7.7) 1.6 (-5.0,8.2)

High school graduate  88.6 (82.8,92.6) 92.1 (89.8,94.0) 923 (90.2,939) 922 (89.8,94.1) 89.7 (86.9,92.0) 1.1 (-42,65) 2.6 (-5.5,0.3)

Some college 952 (93.0,96.8) 93.1 (89.8,95.5) 93.7 (91.2,955) 93.7 (92.0,95.0) 93.0 (90.6,94.8) -23 (-5.0,04) -0.7 (-3.2,1.8)

College graduate 93.7 (91.3954) 939 (91995.5) 925 (90.1,944) 91.7 (89.5,934) 91.5 (88.893.6) -22 (-5.0,06) -1.0 (-422.1)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-19. Parents' prior direct involvement by written letter to political official/newspaper to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

€1c-1a

Reports of saying they have written letter to political official/newspaper

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% Cl
Overall 8.0 (6.7,9.5) 8.8 (7.2,10.6) 7.2 (6.2,8.4) 6.7 (5.8,7.9) 7.2 (6.0,85) -08 (24,08 00 (-14,1.3)
Gender

Males 76 (5.5,10.4) 9.1 (6.9,12.0) 6.4 (5.0,8.2) 6.1 (4.5,8.1) 5.4 (3.8,7.5) 22 *-44,-0.1) -1.0 (-2.9,0.9)

Females 82 (6.6,10.2) 86 (6.8,10.8) 7.6 (6.4,9.0) 7.1 (5.9,8.5) 8.1 6799 -0.1 (-2220) 05 (-1.323)
Race/ethnicity

White 7.3 (6.0,8.8) 8.1 (6.4,10.3) 6.5 (5.4,7.8) 5.9 (4.8,7.3) 6.8 (5.5,84) -05 (24,14 03 (-1.52.1)

African American 99 (65147 119 (8.2,17.2) 94 (7.0,125) 112 (8.1,15.2) 76 (4.7,119) 23 (-7226) -1.8 (-4.5,0.9)

Hispanic 7.6 (4.2,13.6) 5.3 (3.2,8.5) 85 (5.9,12.0) 6.1 (4.1,8.9) 7.6 (4.7,12.1) 00 (-5556) -09 (-3922)
Education

Less than high school 7.9  (5.4,11.6) 84 (5.5,12.7) 5.7 (4.0,8.2) 6.4 4.19.7) 4.7 3.0,7.3) -32 (6803 -1.0 (-3.9,1.8)

High school graduate 6.1 (4.1,8.9) 7.2 (5.2,9.9) 6.3 (4.8,8.4) 5.8 (4.4,7.8) 79 (5.9,10.6) 19 (-1.1,4.9) 1.6 (-1.2,4.4)

Some college 92 (6.8,12.3) 92 (7.1,11.8) 84 (6.5,10.8) 7.6 (6.0,9.7) 6.8 4798 -24 (-6.1,12) -15 (-4.1,1.0)

College graduate 88 (6.2,12.3) 106 (7.1,15.6) 7.8  (6.0,10.0) 7.1 (5.2,9.6) 77 (5.6,104) -1.1 (-432.1) -0.1 (-2.6,2.9)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-20. Parents' prior direct involvement by calling radio or TV call-in show to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

Reports of saying they called radio or TV call-in show
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Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 20042

Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% ClI Est 95% CI
Overall 6.5 (5.5,7.8) 7.8 (6.5,9.4) 7.2 (6.2,8.4) 7.5 (6.5,8.6) 7.4 (5.9,9.2) 09 (-1.1,29 02 (1722
Gender

Males 6.9 (5.1,9.4) 9.1 (7.0,11.8) 7.3 (5.79.4) 7.1 (5.49.2) 77 (G.1,11.5) 08 (2.6,42) 04 (2937

Females 6.3 (4.9,8.0) 7.2 (5.7,9.0) 7.1 (5.9,8.5) 7.7 (6.5,9.0) 72 5.7,9.1) 0.9 (-1.3,3.2) 0.1 (-1.92.2)
Race/ethnicity

White 4.5 (34,5.8) 5.8 4.5,1.5) 4.6 (3.7,5.8) 4.8 (3.9,5.9) 5.6 “4.3,74) 1.2 (-0.8,3.1) 1.0  (-0.93.0)

African American 13.7 (9.6,19.1) 17.6 (13.3229) 143 (11.517.8) 169 (13.2,21.3) 16.1 (10.7,23.5) 24 (-5.6,10.4) 1.7 (-4.782)

Hispanic 7.6 (4.9,11.8) 6.8 (44,102) 11.8 (88,155 10.1 (7.4,13.6) 7.1 (44,11.5) -05 (-5444) -4.6 *(-9.2,-0.1)
Education

Less than high school 7.2 (4.6,11.0) 99 (6.9,14.0) 5.5 (3.9,7.5) 94 (6.7,13.0) 47 2781 25 (62,13 -07 (-4.2,2.7)

High school graduate 6.7 (4.7,9.5) 7.0 (5.0,9.8) 9.0 (7.0,11.4) 8.1 (6.4,10.3) 82 (59,11.3) 14 (-1.7,46) -08 (-3.9,2.2)

Some college 85 (6.1,11.6) 103 (7.3,14.2) 8.0 (6.0,10.5) 82 (6.5,104) 10.1 (7.3,13.8) 1.7 (-2.7,6.0) 22 (-2.3,6.6)

College graduate 34 (2.3,5.0) 5.2 (3.2,8.4) 5.1 (3.6,7.0) 47 (3.4,6.4) 4.6 (2.9,7.2) 1.2 (-09,33) -04 (-24,1.5)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-21. Parents' prior direct involvement by attending meeting/rally to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

S1¢-1d

Reports of saying they attended meeting/rally in support of position

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004’

Characteristics % 95% C1 % 95% C1 Y% 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Overall 27.7 (25.2,30.2) 295 (26.8,324) 274 (255294) 268 (249,28.8) 234 (21.3257) -42 *(-6.9,-1.6) -40 *(-6.6,-14)
Gender

Males 23.8 (20.7,27.2) 271 (23.1,31.5) 23.0 (20.0,26.3) 22.1 (192,25.3) 226 (18.727.0) -1.2 (-56,3.1) -05 (-4.9,3.9)

Females 29.8 (26.8,33.1) 30.8 (27.8,33.9) 29.7 (27.2,32.3) 293 (27.1,31.7) 239 (21.1,26.9) -6.0 *(-9.5,-2.4) -58 *(-9.5,-2.2)
Race/ethnicity

White 253 (22.7,28.0) 277 (24.3,31.5) 245 (224,26.77) 235 (21.2,26.0) 20.1 (17.822.7) -5.1 *(-8.1,-22) -44 *(-74,-1.4)

African American 352 (289,42.1) 46.0 (39.7,52.4) 400 (349,452) 433 (38.4,483) 39.6 (33.046.7) 44 (-4.8,13.6) -04 (-8.3,7.6)

Hispanic 29.1 (22.6,36.5) 194 (14.6,254) 256 (21.6,30.2) 25.1 (202,30.7) 213 (15.8,28.1) -7.8 (-16.0,0.5) -44 (-10.4,1.7)
Education

Less than high school ~ 24.8 (20.3,29.9) 232 (18.3,29.0) 21.8 (17.4,26.9) 22.8 (18.3,27.9) 185 (14.0,24.0) -6.3 (-12.6,0.1) -33 (-10.1,3.6)

High school graduate ~ 22.7 (18.9,27.0) 25.8 (22.7,29.1) 245 (21.5,27.7) 247 (21.8,27.8) 219 (188,254) -0.8 (-4.63.00 -2.6 (-6.9,1.8)

Some college 308 (26.5,354) 341 (29.3,39.3) 292 (25.8,32.7) 298 (26.7,332) 275 (23.6,31.8) -33 (-8.722) -1.7 (-6.7,3.4)

College graduate 322 (27.8,36.9) 33.0 (28.0,38.5) 319 (28.1,36.1) 281 (244,32.1) 23.0 (19.1,27.5) -92 *(-14.4,-3.9) -8.9 *(-13.8,-4.1)

' All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE.: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-22. Parents" prior direct involvement by joining group actively working on issue to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

Reports of saying they joined group actively working on issue

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004>

Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Overall 142 (12.5,16.1) 144 (13.0,16.0) 147 (134,162) 132 (119,145 12.6 (11.3,14.0) -1.6 (-39,07) 22 *(-4.0,-0.3)
Gender

Males 11.8 (9.3,14.8) 14.6 (12.0,17.7) 134 (11.3,158) 11.7 (9.9,13.8) 124 (10.1,151) 0.7 (2539 -1.0 (-3.9,2.0)

Females 15,5 (13.4,18.0) 143 (12.6,162) 154 (13.5,17.6) 14.0 (12.2,159) 12.7 (109,14.6) -2.9 (-5.8,0.0) -2.8 *(-5.1,-0.5)
Race/ethnicity

White 12.3 (10.3,14.6) 128 (11.2,14.6) 12,6 (11.0,145) 103 (9.0,11.7) 10.0 (84,11.8) -2.3 (-5.0,04) -2.6 *(-5.1,-0.2)

African American 19.3 (14.9,24.8) 23.4 (19.0,28.5) 208 (17.4,24.6) 21.5 (16.827.1) 234 (18529.1) 4.0 (-3.1,112) 2.6 (-3.6,8.8)

Hispanic 146 (10.0,20.8) 11.6 (82,16.1) 150 (12.1,184) 155 (119,19.9) 120 (8.5,16.6) -2.6 (-8.7,3.5) -3.0 (-8.1,2.0)
Education

Less than high school ~ 13.8 (9.9,19.0) 129 (9.7,17.0) 152 (11.8,19.3) 13.0 (9.6,17.6) 125 (89,17.4) -1.3 (-6.943) -2.6 (-8.0,2.8)

High school graduate ~ 10.2  (8.1,12.6) 11.5 (9.2,14.3) 125 (10.4,149) 11.7 (9.6,14.1) 103 (8.2,12.8) 0.1 (-2527) 22 (-5.5,1.1)

Some college 147 (11.6,18.5) 155 (12.8,18.7) 129 (10.6,15.5) 142 (12.0,16.7) 125 (10.0,154) 2.2 (-6.4,19) -04 (-3.7,2.8)

College graduate 19.3 (15.523.7) 17.8 (14.022.5) 192 (16.0,22.9) 139 (11.5,16.8) 156 (12.7,19.0) -3.7 (-8.8,14) -3.6 (-8.3,1.0)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

“The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-23. Parents" prior overall direct involvement in activities to support opinions about drug use, by gender, race/ethnicity, and education

Summary scale of parent involvement in activities
(0-5)
(where higher scores represent more types of activities)

Year 2000

Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°

Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Overall 148 (1.42,1.54) 153 (147,1.58) 149 (1.451.52) 146 (1.42,1.50) 141 (137,1.46) -0.06 (-0.13,0.00) -0.07 *(-0.12,-0.02)
Gender

Males 142 (1.33,1.51) 1.53 (1.44,161) 142 (1.351.49) 140 (1.33,1.46) 1.41 (1.32,1.50) -0.01 (-0.11,0.09) -0.01 (-0.11,0.08)

Females 151 (1.44,1.59) 1.53 (1.46,1.59) 152 (1.48,1.57) 1.49 (1.44,1.55) 1.42 (1.36,1.48) -0.10 *(-0.17,-0.02) -0.10 *(-0.17,-0.04)
Race/ethnicity

White 142 (1.36,1.48) 1.49 (1.42,1.55) 141 (137,145 137 (1.32,142) 1.34 (1.29,1.38) -0.08 *(-0.15,-0.01) -0.07 *(-0.12,-0.02)

African American 1.70 (1.54,1.87) 190 (1.73,2.06) 1.76 (1.65,1.87) 1.86 (1.71,2.01) 1.77 (1.62,191) 0.07 (-0.17,0.30) 0.01 (-0.16,0.17)

Hispanic 146 (1.30,1.62) 128 (1.16,1.41) 1.52 (1.41,1.62) 145 (1.32,1.57) 139 (1.27,1.51) -0.07 (-0.24,0.10) -0.12 (-0.27,0.02)
Education

Less than high school 142 (1.30,1.53) 141 (1.29,1.54) 137 (1.26,1.48) 1.39 (1.26,1.52) 129 (1.19,1.39) -0.12 (-0.26,0.02) -0.07 (-0.21,0.06)

High school graduate ~ 1.34 (1.22,1.46) 1.44 (1.37,1.51) 145 (1.39,1.50) 143 (1.35,1.50) 1.38 (1.30,1.45) 0.04 (-0.08,0.15) -0.07 (-0.16,0.03)

Some college 1.59 (1.50,1.67) 1.62 (1.52,1.72) 1.52 (1.45,1.59) 154 (1.48,1.60) 1.50 (1.41,1.58) -0.09 (-0.20,0.03) -0.02 (-0.13,0.09)

College graduate 1.57 (147,1.67) 1.61 (1.49,1.73) 157 (1.48,1.65) 146 (1.38,1.53) 1.42 (1.34,1.51) -0.15 *(-0.26,-0.04) -0.14 *(-0.24,-0.04)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-24. Parents' and their children who reported having talked about anti-drug ads’, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

8T1¢-1d

Reports of having talked about anti-drug ads with parent/child
Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves S and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 51.6 (48.1,55.0) 554 (51.6,59.1) 579 (54.3,61.5) 59.1 (55.9,62.3) 58.2 (54.2,62.1) 6.7 *(1.8,11.5) 0.3 (-5.3,5.8)
36.6 (33.5,39.7) 35.1 (32.0,383) 346 (31.2,38.2) 349 (31.8382) 374 (332417 08 (-44,6.0) 2.8 (-2.3,7.9)
14to 15 515 (46.4,56.7) 50.1 (46.4,53.8) 56.1 (53.3,58.8) 58.2 (55.0,61.4) 60.6 (57.4,63.7) 9.1 *(3.3,149) 45 *(0.58.5)
303  (26.8,34.0) 283 (25.2,31.7) 27.1 (24.529.7) 26.8 (242,295) 264 (234,295) -39 (-9.1,1.3) -0.7 (-4.7,3.3)
16to 18 44,5 (40.7,48.4) 480 (44.351.7) 53.7 (50.1,57.2) 52.0 (48.4,55.6) 554 (51.8,59.0) 109 *(6.1,158) 1.8 (-2.6,6.1)
18.8 (16.0,22.0) 21.5 (18.6,24.7) 227 (20.5,25.1) 21.8 (19.8,23.9) 23.6 (21.1,26.3) 4.8 *(0.5,9.0) 0.8 (-2.5,4.2)
14to 16 50.2 (45.9,54.5) 50.0 (46.7,53.3) 56.0 (53.6,58.4) 56.2 (53.1,59.2) 58.7 (55.8,61.6) 85 *(3.4,13.6) 2.7 (-0.7,6.2)
27.9 (25.3,30.6) 26.8 (24.1,29.8) 26.0 (24.0,28.1) 25.1 (229274) 260 (23528.7) -19 (-57,1.9) 0.0 (-3.1,3.1)
14to 18 478 (44.551.1) 49.0 (46.2,51.7) 54.7 (52.2,57.2) 547 (51.7,57.5) 57.6 (55.2,60.0) 9.8 *(6.1,13.6) 29 *(0.1,5.7)
240 (21.926.1) 246 (22227.0) 246 (22.8264) 239 (222257 247 (2277,268) 07 (-22,36) 0.1 (-22,2.5)
12.5t0 18 48.7 (45.9,51.5) 505 (47.9,53.0) 55.5 (53.3,57.7) 55.7 (53.3,58.1) 57.7 (55.6,59.9) 9.1 *(5.9,12.3) 2.2 (-0.3,4.8)
269 (25.2,28.7) 270 (25.0,29.1) 269 (25.4,28.6) 265 (25.1,279) 277 (26.0,294) 0.8 (-1.5,3.0) 0.7 (-1.5,2.9)
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Table 6-24. Parents' and their children who reported having talked about anti-drug ads®, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking (continued)

Reports of having talked about anti-drug ads with parent/child
Parent perspective
Child perspective

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 49.0 (45.3,52.8) 498 (46.5,53.0) 55.1 (52.1,58.0) 56.6 (54.0,59.2) 57.6 (54.8,60.3) 8.6 *(3.8,13.3) 25 (-1.2,6.2)
25.5 (23.3,279) 249 (225,275) 244 (22.6,262) 246 (22.6,26.7) 23.6 (21.5259) -19 (-5.0,1.2) -0.7 (-3.4,19)
Females 48.3 (44.5,52.1) 51.3 (48.1,54.5) 56.0 (53.2,58.7) 54.8 (51.5,58.0) 57.9 (54.9,60.9) 9.7 *(5.6,13.7) 2.0 (-1.1,5.0)
283 (25.531.3) 292 (26.2,324) 296 (27.2,32.0) 283 (264,30.4) 317 (29.3,343) 34 (-04,72) 22 (-1.1,5.4)
Race/ethnicity
White 46.8 (43.6,49.9) 488 (45.8,51.9) 52.7 (49.8,55.5) 53.3 (50.2,56.4) 56.2 (53.8,58.6) 9.5 *(5.8,13.1) 3.6 (-0.1,7.2)
24.8 (22.8,27.0) 25.8 (23.6,28.2) 25.6 (23.8227.6) 25.1 (233,27.0) 262 (24.5281) 14 (-1.1,39) 06 (-1.8,3.0)
African American _ 50.7 (45.0,56.4) 56.9 (49.4,64.1) 64.8 (59.9,69.4) 63.3 (58.3,67.9) 60.3 (54.4,66.0) 9.6 *(2.7,16.5) -4.5 (-12.4,3.4)
324  (27.2,38.0) 333 (27.9,39.3) 342 (30.5,38.1) 29.6 (26.2,332) 352 (30.6,40.1) 2.8 (-4.0,9.6) 1.0 (-44,6.4)
Hispanic 55.9 (47.6,63.9) 52.0 (45.2,58.7) 58.7 (51.2,65.8) 59.8 (54.0,65.3) 64.6 (58.3,70.4) 87 *(0.5169) 59 (-0.5,12.2)
337 (28.8,389) 258 (21.430.7) 268 (22.7314) 314 (274,357 28.8 (24333.8) -48 (-11.3,1.6) 2.0 (-3.6,7.6)
Risk score
Higher risk 46.3 (42.6,50.1) 49.2 (45.9,52.5) 543 (51.0,57.7) 51.8 (48.0,55.5) 54.8 (51.5,58.0) 84 *(3.7,13.1) 0.4 (-3.34.1)
19.7 (17.0,22.8) 205 (17.6,23.6) 222 (19.8,24.7) 20.9 (18.8,23.2) 212 (18.3,243) 1.5 (-26,55) -1.0 (-4.0,2.1)
Lower risk 51.0 (47.1,54.8) 513 (48.0,54.5) 56.5 (53.8,59.2) 58.5 (56.1,61.0) 59.8 (57.0,62.5) 88 *(4.2,134) 3.3 (-0.2,6.8)
323  (30.0,34.8) 31.8 (29.2,345) 31.6 (294,33.8) 31.0 (29.1,33.0) 326 (303,350) 02 (-29,34) 10 (-1.8,3.8)
Sensation seeking
High 479 (44.3,514) 49.1 (45.8,52.4) 53.1 (50.1,56.1) 55.4 (52.2,58.5) 56.7 (54.1,59.3) 89 *(4.9,12.8) 3.6 *(0.3,6.9)
203  (18.3,22.6) 21.1 (18.7,23.8) 21.8 (20.0,23.6) 222 (20.3,242) 219 (19.5244) 15 (-1.546) 0.1 (-2.5,2.8)
Low 50.0 (46.0,53.9) 52.8 (48.7,56.8) 584 (55.5,61.2) 56.1 (53.1,59.0) 593 (56.0,62.4) 93 *(4.2,14.5) 0.9 (-2.6,4.4)
353 (32.2,384) 355 (324,38.8) 336 (31.0,36.3) 319 (29.7,34.1) 347 (31.737.8) -06 (-4.5,3.3) 1.1 (-2.7,4.9)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

61c-1d

earlier.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented
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Table 6-25. Parent’ feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugs’ if child asked questions about drug use in general, by age of child

Reports of saying they are very sure they could talk to child if...

Child asked questions about drug use in general

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5to0 13 78.2  (73.9,82.0) 79.5 (75.1,83.3) 76.7 (72.7,802) 758 (72.6,78.7) 782 (74.581.6) 0.0 (-5.7,5.7) 1.6 (-3.6,6.7)
14to 15 794 (73.9,839) 786 (74.0,82.6) 755 (71.7,79.1) 748 (725,769) 75.6 (73.0,78.0) -3.8 (-9.9,2.4) 0.0 (-4.6,4.6)
16 to 18 76.3  (72.4,79.8) 73.1 (69.1,76.7) 756 (72.0,789) 729 (699,75.7) 73.6 (70.476.6) -2.7 (-79,25) 2.0 (-6.2,2.2)
14to 16 792 (74.6,83.1) 765 (72.6,80.0) 754 (72.0,78.5) 745 (72.3,76.6) 759 (73.5,782) -3.3 (-8.4,1.9) 0.5 (-3.3,4.4)
14t0 18 777 (73.8,81.2) 757 (72.2,788) 756 (72.2,78.77) 737 (714,758) 744 (72.1,76.6) -3.3 -79,1.4) -1.2 (-4.8,2.5)
1251018 778 (74.1,812) 76.6 (73.2,79.6) 759 (72.6,78.8) 742 (722,76.1) 753 (73.1,774) -2.5 (-7222) -0.5 -4.1,3.1)

TAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-26. Parent' feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugs® if child asked specific things to do to avoid drugs, by age of child

1ee-1d

Reports of saying they are very sure they could talk to child if...

Child asked specific things to do to avoid drugs

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 743  (70.7,71.77) 733  (68.7,77.5) 73.5 (69.6,77.0) 743 (71.3,77.1) 773 (73.5,80.7) 3.0 (-2.4,8.3) 39 (-1.1,8.8)
14to 15 750 (69.9,79.5) 740 (69.4,78.1) 745 (70.6,78.0) 71.5 (69.0,74.0) 732 (704,757) -1.9 (-73,3.6) -13 (-5.8,3.1)
16to 18 722  (67.7,763) 71.8 (682,752) 719 (684,752) 71.1 (68.4,73.7) 709 (67.3,742) -13 (-7.1,44) -1.1 (-5.6,3.5)
14 to 16 75.5 (712,793) 744 (70.5,78.0) 733 (69.9,76.5) 72.0 (69.9,73.9) 72.7 (70.2,75.2) -2.7 (-7.52.0) -0.6 (-4.3,3.2)
14to0 18 73.5 (69.5,772) 728 (69.5,76.0) 73.0 (69.9,759) 713 (69.573.0) 71.8 (69.3,742) -1.7 (-6430) -12 (-4.6,2.2)
125t0 18 737 (70.1,77.0) 730 (69.6,76.1) 73.1  (70.2,759) 720 (70.4,73.6) 731 (70.8,75.3) -0.6 (-5.0,3.9) 0.0 (-3.3,3.3)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-27. Parent' feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugs” if child and parent were having conflicts about other things and relationship was tense, by age of

child

Reports of saying they are very sure they could talk to child if...

Child and I were having conflicts about other things and relationship was tense

Year 2000

Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 442 (40.5,48.1) 465 (42.0,51.0) 46.7 (43.2,50.2) 504 (47.1,53.7) 520 (48.2,55.7) 7.7 *(2.3,13.2) 53 *0.1,10.4)
14to 15 414 (37.8,45.1) 456 (41.2,50.1) 454 (41.6,493) 445 (42.1,47.0) 451 (42.0483) 3.7 (-1.2,86) -0.3 (-5.5,4.9)
16to 18 393 (354,43.5) 38.1 (34.1,42.3) 43.0 (394,46.7) 413 (38.8,43.9) 434 (39.6,473) 40 (-1.7,9.8) 04 (-4.4,5.1)
14to 16 40.8 (37.6,44.1) 44.1 (40.1,48.1) 446 (41.3,48.0) 441 (41.8,463) 458 (43.2,485) 5.0 *(0.9,9.1) 1.2 (-3.1,5.5)
14to0 18 403 (37.3,433) 41.6 (38.1,452) 440 (409473) 427 (40.7,447) 441 (414,468) 338 (-0.2,7.9) 0.1 (-3.8,3.9)
12.5t0 18 412 (38.6,43.9) 428 (39.546.1) 447 (41.8,47.6) 445 (42.8,463) 460 (43.5484) 48 *(1.0,8.5) 1.3 (-2.4,5.0)

'all parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-28. Parent' feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugs2 if child asked parent about their own past use of drugs, by age of child

Reports of saying they are very sure they could talk to child if...

Child asked me about my own past use of drugs

Year 2000

Year 2001

Year 2002

Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.510 13 65.5 (60.9,69.8) 65.0 (61.1,68.7) 63.8 (60.0,67.5) 64.0 (60.8,67.1) 66.1 (61.7,70.3) 0.7 (-5.9,7.3) 2.3 (-3.2,7.8)
141t0 15 68.5 (63.9,72.8) 67.1 (624,714) 66.6 (62.7,703) 662 (638,68.6) 642 (61.4,67.0) -43  (9.3,06) 24  (-7.022)
16to 18 69.1 (65.3,72.7) 642 (60.0,682) 663 (62.8,69.6) 66.7 (63.9,69.4) 663 (62.8,69.5) -2.9 (-8.0,2.3) 0.0 (-4.7,4.7)
14to0 16 67.8 (643,71.1) 660 (61.7,70.1) 649 (61.4,68.1) 66.1 (64.0,683) 657 (632,682) -2.0 (-6.2,2.1) 0.9 (-2.9,4.6)
14 to 18 689 (65.871.7) 655 (62.1,688) 664 (63.3,694) 665 (64.5684) 654 (63.0,67.7) -34 (-7.0,0.1) -1.0 (-4.6,2.6)
12.5t0 18 68.1 (65.2,70.8) 654 (62.3,684) 658 (62.9,686) 659 (64.1,67.7) 656 (63.4,67.7) -2.5 (-6.0,1.1) -02 (-3.6,3.2)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-29. Parent' feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Feelings of self-efficacy to talk with children about drugs

(-2 to +2)

(where higher scores represent stronger self-efficacy)

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5to0 18
12.5t0 13 1.53 (1.49,1.58) 1.54 (1.49,1.60) 1.53 (1.48,1.58) 1.54 (1.50,1.58) 1.59 (1.55,1.64) 0.06 (-0.01,0.13) 0.07 (0.00,0.14)
14to 15 1.53 (1.47,1.58) 1.55 (1.50,1.61) 1.54 (1.49,1.60) 154 (1.51,1.56) 1.53 (1.50,1.56) 0.00 (-0.06,0.06) -0.02 (-0.08,0.05)
16to 18 1.52 (1.48,1.56) 1.48 (1.43,1.52) 1.52 (1.48,1.57) 150 (1.47,1.53) 151 (1.47,1.55) -0.01 (-0.07,0.05) -0.01 (-0.07,0.04)
14t0 16 1.53 (1.49,1.57) 1.54 (1.49,1.59) 1.53 (1.48,1.58) 1.53 (1.50,1.55) 1.54 (1.51,1.56) 0.00 (-0.04,0.05) 0.00 (-0.05,0.06)
14t0 18 1.52 (1.49,1.56) 1.51 (1.47,1.55) 1.53 (1.49,1.58) 1.52 (1.50,1.54) 1.52 (1.49,1.55) -0.01 (-0.05,0.04) -0.01 (-0.06,0.03)
12.5t0 18 1.53 (1.49,1.56) 1.52 (1.48,1.56) 1.53 (1.49,1.57) 1.52 (1.50,1.54) 1.54 (1.51,1.56) 0.01 (-0.04,0.06) 0.01 (-0.04,0.05)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 1.51 (1.47,1.55) 1.51 (1.46,1.55) 1.51 (1.47,1.55) 150 (1.47,1.52) 1.51 (1.48,1.55) 0.01 (-0.04,0.05) 0.00 (-0.04,0.05)
Females 1.54 (1.50,1.59) 1.53 (1.49,1.58) 1.55 (1.49,1.60) 1.55 (1.52,1.58) 1.56 (1.53,1.59) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.53 (1.50,1.57) 1.54 (1.50,1.58) 1.51 (1.47,1.55) 1.51 (1.48,1.53) 152 (1.49,1.54) -0.02 (-0.07,0.03) 0.01 (-0.04,0.05)
African American _ 1.56 (1.47,1.65) 1.52 (1.39,1.65) 1.59 (1.47,1.71) 159 (1.53,1.66) 1.65 (1.59,1.70) 0.08 (0.00,0.17) 0.06 (-0.06,0.17)
Hispanic 148 (1.42,1.55) 145 (1.36,1.54) 1.60 (1.55,1.65) 1.53 (1.48,1.59) 1.50 (1.40,1.60) 0.02 (-0.10,0.14) -0.10 (-0.20,0.01)
Risk score
Higher risk 1.50 (1.45,1.55) 148 (1.44,1.52) 1.51 (1.47,1.56) 1.49 (146,1.52) 1.49 (1.44,1.54) -0.01 (-0.09,0.06) -0.02 (-0.08,0.03)
Lower risk 1.55 (1.50,1.59) 1.55 (1.50,1.60) 1.55 (1.50,1.60) 1.55 (1.53,1.57) 157 (1.54,1.59) 0.02 (-0.03,0.07) 0.02 (-0.04,0.07)
Sensation seeking
High 1.52 (1.48,1.55) 1.53 (1.49,1.57) 1.51 (1.47,1.55) 149 (1.46,1.52) 150 (1.47,1.53) -0.02 (-0.07,0.03) -0.01 (-0.06,0.03)
Low 1.54 (1.48,1.60) 1.51 (1.45,1.57) 1.56 (1.50,1.61) 1.56 (1.53,1.59) 1.58 (1.54,1.62) 0.04 (-0.03,0.11) 0.02 (-0.04,0.09)

LAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-30. Parent’ general attitude toward discussing drugs2 with children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

General attitude toward discussing drugs with children

(Ito7)
(where higher scores represent more positive attitudes)

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 630 (6.24,6.36) 630 (6.25,6.36) 6.26 (6.20,6.31) 628 (6.22,6.34) 6.34 (6.28,6.41) 0.04 (-0.04,0.12) 0.09 *(0.01,0.16)
14 to 15 622 (6.14,6.30) 625 (6.19,6.32) 629 (6.24,6.34) 622 (6.17,6.26) 6.23 (6.18,6.28) 0.01 (-0.08,0.10) -0.06 (-0.13,0.02)
16to 18 6.02 (5.94,6.09) 6.13 (6.07,6.19) 6.11 (6.05,6.18) 6.05 (598,6.11) 6.08 (6.01,6.14) 0.06 (-0.03,0.15) -0.04 (-0.12,0.05)
14to 16 621 (6.14,6.28) 625 (6.20,6.30) 627 (6.22,6.31) 6.19 (6.156.23) 6.20 (6.16,6.25) -0.01 (-0.08,0.07) -0.06 *(-0.12,0.00)
14t0 18 6.11 (6.06,6.16) 6.19 (6.14,6.23) 6.19 (6.14,623) 6.12 (6.08,6.16) 6.14 (6.10,6.18) 0.03 (-0.03,0.09) -0.05 (-0.10,0.01)
12.5t0 18 6.16 (6.11,620) 621 (6.18,6.25) 6.20 (6.16,6.25) 6.16 (6.12,6.20) 6.19 (6.15,6.23) 0.03 (-0.02,0.08) -0.02 (-0.06,0.03)
Youth aged 12.5to 18
Gender
Males 6.15 (6.09,621) 621 (6.16,6.26) 6.17 (6.12,6.22) 6.14 (6.10,6.18) 620 (6.156.24) 0.05 (-0.01,0.11) 0.03 (-0.03,0.08)
Females 6.17 (6.10,6.23) 622 (6.17.,6.28) 6.24 (6.18,630) 6.17 (6.12,6.23) 6.18 (6.13,6.23) 0.01 (-0.07,0.10) -0.06 (-0.13,0.01)
Race/ethnicity
White 6.07 (6.02,6.13) 6.11 (6.07,6.16) 6.11 (6.07,6.15) 6.05 (6.01,6.10) 6.08 (6.03,6.13) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07) -0.03 (-0.08,0.02)
African American 639 (6.29,6.50) 6.45 (6.32,6.57) 6.39 (6.28,6.49) 6.42 (6.33,6.51) 6.38 (6.29,6.48) -0.01 (-0.12,0.10) 0.00 (-0.11,0.11)
Hispanic 636 (6.25,6.48) 6.46 (6.36,6.55) 6.46 (6.34,6.58) 639 (6.27,6.50) 643 (6.35,6.51) 0.06 (-0.06,0.19) -0.03 (-0.16,0.10)
Risk score
Higher risk 6.02 (5.96,6.08) 6.11 (6.05,6.18) 6.10 (6.04,6.16) 6.03 (597,6.09) 6.07 (6.00,6.14) 0.05 (-0.04,0.14) -0.03 (-0.12,0.06)
Lower risk 626 (6.20,6.31) 6.30 (6.256.34) 629 (6.24,6.33) 626 (6.21,630) 6.27 (6.22,6.31) 0.01 (-0.06,0.08) -0.02 (-0.07,0.04)
Sensation seeking
High 6.08 (6.02,6.13) 6.15 (6.11,6.19) 6.12 (6.08,6.17) 6.09 (6.04,6.13) 6.12 (6.07,6.17) 0.04 (-0.02,0.11) 0.00 (-0.07,0.06)
Low 626 (6.19,6.33) 6.32 (6.27,6.37) 630 (6.25,6.36) 6.25 (6.20,6.30) 627 (6.22,6.32) 0.01 (-0.07,0.09) -0.03 (-0.10,0.04)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-31. Parent' perceived social expectations for talking with children about drugs’, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Reports of saying that others think parent definitely should talk with children about drugs

123500

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics %o 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 60.7 (56.6,64.7) 63.7 (60.2,67.0) 633 (59.9,66.6) 64.7 (61.4,67.9) 62.7 (58.3,669) 1.9 (-43,82) -06 (-5.5,4.3)
14to 15 67.9 (63.2,72.3) 655 (60.6,70.2) 63.0 (60.6,654) 623 (59.6,649) 61.7 (58.1,65.1) -62 *(-12.1,-0.3) -1.3 (-5.5,2.8)
16to 18 613 (57.1,654) 61.6 (57.7,653) 609 (58.0,63.7) 57.6 (54.4,60.7) 560 (52.459.6) -5.3 (-11.1,0.5) -49  *(-9.4,-0.3)
14to 16 66.9 (62.8,70.7) 64.7 (60.7,68.5) 623 (60.1,64.5) 614 (59.3,63.4) 60.6 (574,63.8) -62 *(-11.2,-12) -1.7 (-5.3,2.0)
14to 18 643 (60.9,67.7) 634 (60.3,664) 618 (59.8,63.8) 59.6 (57.5,61.7) 584 (55.6,61.2) -6.0 *(-10.6,-13) -34 *(-6.5,-0.3)
1251018 63.5 (60.4,66.5) 635 (60.7,66.1) 622 (60.3,64.0) 60.8 (59.0,62.7) 594 (56.8,62.0) -4.1 (-8.2,0.1) -2.8 (-5.6,0.1)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 64.7 (609,68.3) 64.0 (60.7,67.2) 62.0 (59.1,649) 60.7 (58.3,63.1) 59.6 (56.2,62.8) -5.1 *(-10.3,0.0) -2.5 (-6.3,1.4)
Females 622 (582,66.1) 629 (59.0,66.6) 623 (59.4,65.1) 609 (58.1,63.7) 59.3 (56.1,62.3) -2.9 (-7.9,2.1) -3.1 (-6.7,0.6)
Race/ethnicity
White 60.9 (57.5,64.1) 61.6 (58.6,64.4) 585 (56.2,60.8) 57.0 (54.3,59.6) 57.7 (54.6,60.8) -3.1 (-8.1,1.9) -0.8 (-4.1,2.5)
African American __ 71.5 (64.0,78.1) 694 (60.3,772) 69.1 (64.0,73.8) 734 (67.9,78.2) 63.7 (57.7,69.4) -78 *(-153,-03) -54 (-11.7,1.0)
Hispanic 69.7 (639,749) 65.6 (60.0,70.8) 712 (67.0,75.0) 652 (60.5,69.6) 612 (54567.5) -85 *(-159,-1.1) -10.0 *(-169,-3.1)
Risk score
Higher risk 60.9 (56.7,64.9) 60.9 (56.6,65.1) 61.1 (58.0,64.0) 57.1 (54.1,60.0) 557 (51.3,60.0) -5.2 (-11.5,1.2) -54 *(-10.4,-0.3)
Lower risk 654 (62.0,68.6) 65.7 (62.2,69.1) 63.6 (61.2,658) 63.7 (61.5658) 61.8 (58.8,64.6) -3.6 (-8.0,0.8) -1.8 (-5.0,1.4)
Sensation seeking
High 63.1 (59.5,66.5) 639 (60.5,67.1) 60.7 (58.1,63.2) 59.7 (57.2,62.1) 579 (54.3,61.3) -52 (-10.9,0.4) -2.8 (-6.8,1.1)
Low 63.6 (58.5,684) 633 (594,67.0) 638 (61.0,66.4) 622 (59.8,64.6) 6l1.1 (579,64.1) -2.5 (-8.53.4) -27 (-6.5,1.1)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-32. Youth perceptions of difficulty of talking with parents1 about drugsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Percent saying it would be very easy to talk with parents about drugs

Year 2000

Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% C1 % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 169 (14.8,19.1) 152 (12.5,18.4) 157 (13.3,184) 159 (13.4,18.9) 156 (12.9,186) -1.3 (-49,22) -0.1 (-3.7,3.4)
14 to 15 17.1 (14.1,20.7) 143 (12.0,16.9) 132 (11.6,14.9) 154 (13.3,17.7) 14.1 (12.0,16.5) -3.0 (-7.1,1.0) 0.9 (-1.9,3.8)
16to 18 21.3 (18.4,24.6) 18.0 (15.1,21.4) 21.3 (19.1,23.6) 18.0 (16.1,20.1) 199 (17.3229) -1.4 (-5426) -1.3 (-5.0,2.3)
14t0 16 183 (15.6,214) 149 (12.9,17.0) 156 (13.9,174) 14.6 (12.9,164) 149 (12.9,17.1) 34 (-74,06) -0.7 (-3.6,2.2)
14t0 18 19.5 (17.2,22.0) 163 (14.4,18.5) 17.8 (16.4,19.4) 169 (15.5,184) 175 (15.6,19.7) -1.9 (-5.0,1.2) -03 (-2.9,2.3)
12.5t0 18 18.8 (17.0,20.8) 16.1 (14.3,18.0) 17.3 (159,189) 16.7 (154,18.0) 17.1 (15.5,18.8) -1.8 (-42,06) -02 (-2.5,2.0)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 19.7 (17.1,22.5) 155 (13.5,17.7) 182 (16.1,20.5) 17.0 (15.3,189) 193 (17.1,21.8) -0.3 (-3.528) 12 (-2.0,4.4)
Females 18.0 (15.7,20.5) 16.7 (14.3,19.4) 16.5 (14.6,18.6) 163 (14.5,18.3) 147 (12.8,16.8) -3.3  *(-6.5,0.0) -1.7 (-4.4,0.9)
Race/ethnicity
White 17.7 (15.6,20.0) 142 (12.1,16.7) 156 (14.2,17.1) 144 (129,16.0) 16.7 (14.8,18.7) -1.0 (-3.7,1.7) 1.1 (-1.3,3.4)
African American__ 239 (18.5,30.2) 224 (18.227.3) 23.8 (19.3)29.1) 256 (22329.1) 234 (18928.7) -0.5 (-7.1,6.1) -04 (-7.0,6.2)
Hispanic 21.7 (17.426.8) 18.7 (14.4,23.9) 20.1 (15925.0) 184 (14.7,22.9) 143 (11.4,17.7) -74 *(-13.3,-1.6) -5.8 *(-10.3,-1.2)
Risk score
Higher risk 203 (169,24.0) 150 (12.7,17.7) 17.6 (15.6,199) 156 (13.5,17.9) 189 (16.1,22.1) -13 (-6.033) 13 (-1.9,4.5)
Lower risk 17.1 (14.8,19.7) 16.8 (14.8,18.9) 165 (14.6,18.5) 16.6 (15.0,18.4) 164 (14.3,18.6) -0.7 (-3.9,24) -0.1 (-2.9,2.8)
Sensation seeking
High 15.8 (13.3,18.6) 122 (10.2,14.5) 139 (12.2,158) 13.6 (12.2,152) 13.6 (11.6,16.0) -2.1 (-5.6,1.3) -03 (-2.82.2)
Low 22.6 (19.925.5) 21.7 (19.4,243) 21.5 (19.0,24.2) 20.1 (18.1,22.2) 213 (18.6,243) -1.3 (-5.529) -0.2 (-4.54.1)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-33. Parent' intentions to talk to child about family rules about using drugsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Reports of strong intentions to talk to child about family rules about using drugs

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% Cl % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% Cl Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 539 (49.8,57.9) 56.0 (52.5,59.3) 56.1 (52.4,59.7) 582 (54.6,61.7) 59.7 (55.8,63.5) 5.8 *(0.2,11.4) 3.5 (-2.0,9.1)
14to 15 55.1 (50.8,59.3) 54.0 (50.6,57.5) 558 (52.0,59.4) 540 (51.2,56.7) 56.5 (52.7,60.2) 14 (-4.3,7.1) 0.7 (-4.6,6.0)
16 to 18 448 (40.5,49.2) 48.7 (449,52.5) 489 (452,52.,6) 474 (44.6,50.3) 476 (44.1,512) 2.8 (-3.08.7) -12 (-5.9,3.4)
14 to 16 530 (49.4,56.7) 54.6 (514,57.8) 54.6 (509,58.2) 53.0 (50.7,554) 556 (52.5,58.6) 2.5 (-1.9,6.9) 1.0 (-34,5.3)
14 to 18 495 (46.5,52.6) 512 (48.4,539) 51.8 (48.8,549) 502 (48.1,52.3) 513 (48.7,53.9) 1.8 (-1.9,55) -0.5 (-4.0,3.0)
1251018 50.5 (47.8,53.3) 52.3 (49.8,54.8) 529 (50.0,55.7) 52.1 (50.2,54.0) 533 (51.1,55.5) 2.8 (-0.5,6.0) 0.4 (-2.8,3.7)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 524 (49.2,55.5) 522 (49.0,55.4) 529 (49.6,56.3) 53.0 (50.6,554) 556 (52.8,58.3) 3.2 (-0.9,7.3) 2.6 (-1.5,6.8)
Females 486 (44.2,53.0) 524 (489,559) 52.8 (48.9,56.7) 513 (48.5,54.0) 509 (479,539) 23 (-26,72) -19 (-6.0,2.2)
Race/ethnicity
White 46.1 (42.7,49.5) 48.0 (45.4,50.6) 47.7 (454,50.0) 47.0 (444,49.6) 493 (46.5,520) 32 (-0.8,7.2) 1.6 (-1.8,5.0)
African American__ 59.6 (53.3,65.6) 61.6 (52.7,69.7) 613 (51.5,70.2) 63.0 (57.8,68.0) 61.9 (55.7,67.8) 2.4 (-5.2,9.9) 0.7 (-9.0,10.3)
Hispanic 60.9 (543,67.1) 63.0 (57.2,68.5) 64.8 (58.8,70.3) 634 (58.3,68.2) 60.5 (553,65.5) -04 (-6.7,6.0) -43 (-109,24)
Risk score
Higher risk 48.5 (44.8,52.3) 50.8 (47.2,544) 502 (46.8,53.5) 49.0 (46.0,52.0) 48.2 (44.6,51.8) -0.4 (-534.6) 2.0 (-6.6,2.6)
Lower risk 52.1 (48.5,55.7) 540 (51.0,57.1) 549 (51.5,583) 544 (52.0,56.8) 57.0 (54.3,59.6) 4.9 *(0.5,9.2) 2.1 (-2.0,6.1)
Sensation seeking
High 51.3 (48.3,54.2) 512 (48.3,54.1) 503 (47.6,52.9) 505 (479,53.1) 505 (47.7,532) -0.8 (-4.8,3.2) 0.2 (-3.3,3.7)
Low 49.7 (45.1,54.3) 54.1 (50.6,57.6) 559 (52.0,59.8) 54.1 (51.7,56.4) 56.7 (53.4,60.0) 7.0 *(1.9,12.1) 0.8 (-4.1,5.7)

! All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-34. Parent’ intentions to talk to child about specific things their child can do to stay away from drugsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation

seeking
Reports of strong intentions to talk about
specific things their child can do to stay away from drugs
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 51.7 (47.7,55.7) 54.0 (50.9,57.1) 53.1 (49.8,56.4) 562 (52.8,59.5) 569 (53.0,60.8) 53 *(0.3,10.2) 3.9 (-1.2,8.9)
14to 15 511 (46.2,55.8) S51.1 (47.6,54.6) 529 (502,55.6) 513 (48.5,554.1) 532 (49.5,56.9) 22 (-3.8,8.2) 0.3 (-4.3,4.9)
16to 18 37.6 (342,41.2) 412 (38.0,44.5) 431 (399,464) 43.0 (40.3,45.8) 44.1 (41.047.1) 6.4 *(2.3,10.6) 1.0 (-3.2,5.1)
14to 16 47.1 (43.0,51.2) 494 (46.3,524) 50.5 (48.3,52.8) 50.0 (47.6,52.4) 522 (49.1,553) 5.1 *(0.2,10.1) 1.7 (-1.9,5.2)
14to 18 438 (40.7,46.9) 458 (43.3,482) 473 (452,494) 46.5 (44.548.6) 479 (45.5503) 4.1 *(0.5,7.6) 0.6 (-2.1,3.3)
12.5t0 18 457 (42.9,484) 478 (45.7,49.8) 48.7 (46.8,50.6) 489 (47.0,50.7) 50.0 (47.8,52.2) 4.4 *(1.3,7.4) 1.3 (-1.0,3.7)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 457 (42.4,49.1) 464 (43.6,49.1) 478 (452,504) 48.6 (46.6,50.6) 51.3 (48.4,542) 5.5 *(1.6,9.5) 35 *(0.2,6.7)
Females 45.6 (41.6,49.6) 492 (46.1,52.4) 49.6 (46.9,52.4) 49.1 (46.4,51.9) 48.7 (45.5,51.9) 3.1 (-1.6,79) -09 (-4.5,2.6)
Race/ethnicity
White 394 (359,42.9) 41.5 (39.3,43.7) 42.6 (40.6,44.7) 41.5 (39.0,44.0) 438 (40.9,46.7) 4.4 *(0.6,8.3) 1.1 (-2.0,4.3)
African American 557 (49.7,61.6) 603 (53.4,66.9) 587 (52.4,647) 625 (57.6,67.2) 608 (55.1,662) 5.1 (-1.6,11.8) 2.1 (-5.3,9.5)
Hispanic 633 (573,689) 61.4 (559,66.7) 61.6 (56.7,66.3) 63.7 (59.1,68.0) 63.6 (58.9,68.0) 03 (-6.8,7.3) 1.9 (-4.0,7.9)
Risk score
Higher risk 40.8 (37.2,44.5) 422 (39.1,453) 435 (40.6,46.5) 452 (42.548.0) 445 (41.5476) 3.7 (-1.0,8.5) 1.0 (-34,5.4)
Lower risk 493 (45.9,52.7) 520 (49.2,549) 526 (503,55.0) 51.6 (49.1,54.1) 539 (50.7,57.0) 4.6 *(0.5,8.7) 1.2 (-2.1,4.6)
Sensation seeking
High 423 (39.0,456) 449 (42.6,472) 447 (42.6,46.9) 462 (43.7,48.7) 46.0 (43.4,485) 3.7 (-0.6,7.9) 1.2 (-1.6,4.1)
Low 498 (45.5,54.0) 52.0 (48.5,554) 53.5 (50.4,56.6) S52.6 (49.9,552) 549 (51.2,585) 5.1  (-0.3,10.5) 1.4 (-3.1,5.9)

1Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-35. Parent' intentions to talk to child about drug use in movies, music, and on TVZ, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Reports of strong intentions to talk about drug use in movies, music, and on TV

Year 2000

Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% Cl Est 95% C1 Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5to 18
12.5to0 13 382 (35.0,41.5) 424 (39.2,457) 41.0 (36.545.6) 446 (40.6,48.8) 454 (41.2,49.5) 72 *(2.0,12.3) 44  (-24,11.1)
14to 15 38.7 (34.6,43.0) 358 (32.6,39.2) 386 (35.8,41.3) 374 (35.1,39.7) 40.8 (37.2,44.6) 22 (-3.0,7.4) 2.3 (-2.3,6.9)
16to 18 248 (21.6,282) 29.6 (26.3,332) 30.6 (27.7,33.8) 289 (26.2,31.8) 32.0 (28.6,35.5) 72 *(2.4,12.0) 1.3 (24,5.1)
14to 16 349 (31.5,38.5) 36.6 (33.539.8) 362 (33.7,38.8) 36.1 (34.0,38.2) 389 (35.7422) 4.0 (-0.2,8.3) 2.7 (-1.1,6.5)
14to0 18 31.1  (28.3,34.1) 32.5 (30.0,35.1) 34.0 (31.6,36.5) 32.5 (30.5,34.6) 357 (329,38.5) 45 *(0.8,8.2) 1.6 (-1.4,4.7)
125t0 18 32.8 (30.4,35.3) 349 (32.6,37.2) 357 (33.3,382) 354 (334,37.5) 38.0 (356,405 52 *(1.9,8.4) 2.3 (-0.7,5.3)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 31.6 (28.7,34.5) 344 (31.5,37.5) 342 (313,37.2) 348 (324,372) 373 (343,404) 5.7 *(1.5,9.9) 3.1 (-0.5,6.6)
Females 34.1 (30.5,38.0) 35.3 (32.5,38.2) 372 (34.1,40.5) 36.1 (33.3,39.0) 387 (35442.1) 46 (-0.6,9.7) 1.5 (-2.8,5.7)
Race/ethnicity
White 28.1 (25.1,31.4) 29.8 (27.6,32.1) 29.7 (27.4,32.1) 30.3 (27.8,329) 33.6 (30.9,364) 5.5 *(1.4,9.5) 39 *(0.6,7.2)
African American  37.4 (31.1,44.2) 46.5 (384,547) 438 (36.9,51.0) 444 (38.4,50.6) 434 (37.7493) 6.0 (-14,133) -04 (-7.9,7.0)
Hispanic 46.0 (40.1,52.1) 446 (38.4,51.0) 514 (46.1,56.7) 48.5 (43.9,53.1) 50.5 (44.6,563) 44 (-1.8,10.7) -1.0 (-8.5,6.6)
Risk score
Higher risk 26.6 (23.7,29.7) 278 (24.2,31.7) 31.1 (28.5339) 289 (26.2,31.7) 31.6 (285,35.0) 5.0 *(1.0,9.1) 0.5 (-2.9,4.0)
Lower risk 37.6 (34.1,412) 402 (372,433) 394 (36.1,42.77) 400 (374427) 424 (394,454) 438 *(0.0,9.6) 3.0 (-1.0,7.1)
Sensation seeking
High 302 (27.5,33.0) 32.0 (294,348) 329 (30.1,35.8) 319 (29.6,342) 344 (31937.0) 43 *(0.7,7.8) 1.5 (-1.6,4.6)
Low 36.5 (32.540.7) 38.9 (35.1,42.8) 39.1 (35.542.8) 40.1 (37.2,43.0) 424 (38.7,46.1) 5.8 *(0.0,11.6) 33 (-1.7,8.3)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
"These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-36. Parent’ intentions to talk to child about people they know who have gotten into trouble with drugs”, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation

T€C1d

seeking
Reports of saying they are very likely to talk about
people they know who have gotten into trouble with drugs
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves | and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Y% 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 418 (384,453) 444 (40.7482) 414 (37.1,459) 427 (39.0,46.5) 47.0 (43.450.7) 52 *(0.3,10.0) 56 (-0.5,11.7)
14to 15 457 (40.7,50.8) 41.9 (37946.1) 452 (41.6,48.9) 43.0 (40.3,45.7) 44.0 (40.8,47.2) -1.7 (-7.6,4.1) -1.2 (-6.1,3.6)
16to 18 38.3 (34.6,42.2) 422 (37.8,46.8) 425 (39.1,46.0) 42.5 (39.4,45.6) 42.6 (39.146.1) 43 (-1.2,9.7) 0.1 (-4.04.1)
14to 16 43.8 (40.0,47.7) 42.0 (38.2,46.0) 443 (41.047.7) 436 (41.1,46.0) 452 (42.5479) 1.3 (-3.4,6.0) 0.9 (-3.4,5.1)
14to 18 41.7 (38.3,45.2) 42.1 (38.6,45.6) 43.7 (40.7,46.7) 427 (40.5,45.0) 432 (40.5459) 1.4 (-2.857) -0.5 (-3.7,2.7)
125t0 18 41.7 (38.7,44.8) 42.6 (39.5458) 43.1 (403,46.0) 42.7 (40.6,448) 44.1 (41.8,464) 23 (-1.4,6.0) 0.9 (-2.0,3.9)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 414 (37.9,449) 423 (38.1,46.5) 42.0 (38.7,45.3) 429 (40.2,45.7) 450 (419,48.0) 3.6 (-0.8,8.0) 3.0 (-1.0,7.0)
Females 422 (38.3,46.1) 43.0 (39.1,47.1) 444 (40.7,48.1) 425 (39.6,45.5) 432 (40.3,46.1) 1.0 (-3.959) -1.2 (-5.0,2.6)
Race/ethnicity
White 40.6 (37.2,44.1) 424 (389,459) 41.5 (38.8,443) 40.7 (38.0,43.4) 423 (39.545.0) 1.7 (-2.4,5.7) 0.7 (-2.4,3.9)
African American _ 45.1 (38.2,52.1) 467 (37.9,557) 47.1 (39.4,55.0) 50.4 (45.3,55.5) 50.7 (459,554) 5.6 (-3.2,144) 36 (-54,12.6)
Hispanic 447 (37.7,51.9) 40.1 (342,462) 46.7 (41.6,51.8) 445 (39.8,49.3) 455 (39.1,522) 09 (-7.693) -1.1 (-9.9,7.6)
Risk score
Higher risk 422 (382,46.3) 44.0 (39.8483) 451 (41.6,48.6) 439 (41.0,46.8) 42.6 (38.746.7) 0.5 (-52,6.2) 24 (-6.8,2.0)
Lower risk 415 (38.0,45.1) 419 (384,455) 423 (38.9,45.8) 425 (40.0,45.0) 45.1 (42.647.7) 3.6 (-0.6,7.8) 2.8 (-1.1,6.7)
Sensation seeking
High 428 (39.8459) 413 (379,44.8) 423 (39.2454) 426 (39.8,455) 419 (38945.0) -09 (-5.032) -04 (-3.9,3.2)
Low 409 (36.3,45.7) 443 (39.7,489) 444 (40.7,48.1) 432 (40.6,45.8) 469 (43.6,50.2) 6.0 *(0.3,11.8) 2.5 (-1.9,7.0)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-37. Summary scale of parentl intentions to talk to child about drugsz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

c¢ecld

Summary scale of intentions to talk about drugs

Reports of saying they are very likely to talk

(-2t0 +2)
(where higher scores represent stronger intentions to talk)
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
1251013 .14 (1.08,1.20) 117 (L.11,1.23) 122 (1.15,1.28) 122 (1.16,1.28) 128 (1.23,1.34) 0.14 *(0.06,022) 0.07 (-0.03,0.16)
14 to 15 1.18 (1.11,1.25) 1.13 (1.07,1.19) 1.18 (1.12,1.23) 1.20 (1.16,1.24) 1.25 (1.20,1.30) 0.07 (-0.01,0.15) 0.07 *(0.00,0.14)
16 to 18 0.89 (0.82,0.97) 1.00 (0.94,1.06) 1.04 (0.99,1.10) 1.01 (0.96,1.07) 1.03 (0.97,1.09) 0.14 *(0.04,0.24) -0.01 (-0.09,0.06)
14to 16 1.14 (1.08,1.20) 1.12 (1.07,1.17) 1.15 (1.10,1.20) 1.16 (1.13,1.20) 1.22 (1.18,1.26) 0.08 *(0.02,0.15) 0.07 *(0.01,0.13)
14t0 18 102 (097,1.08) 1.06 (1.01,1.11) 1.10 (1.06,1.15) 1.09 (1.051.13) 1.12 (1.08,1.16) 0.10 *(0.04,0.16) 0.02 (-0.03,0.07)
12.5t0 18 1.05 (1.01,1.10) 1.09 (1.04,1.13) 1.13 (1.08,1.17) 1.12 (1.09,1.16) 1.16 (1.13,1.20) 0.11 *(0.06,0.16) 0.03 (-0.02,0.08)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 1.06 (1.00,1.11) 1.10 (1.04,1.16) 1.12 (1.07,1.17) 1.13 (1.09,1.17) 1.18 (1.13,1.22) 0.12 *(0.05,0.19) 0.05 (0.00,0.11)
Females 1.04 (097,1.12) 1.07 (1.01,1.13) 1.13 (1.08,1.19) 1.11 (1.07,1.16) 1.14 (1.10,1.19) 0.10 *(0.01,0.19) 0.01 (-0.06,0.08)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.00 (0.95,1.06) 1.06 (1.02,1.11) 1.07 (1.03,1.11) 1.08 (1.04,1.12) 1.13 (1.08,1.18) 0.12 *(0.06,0.19) 0.06 *(0.01,0.12)
African American  1.19 (1.11,1.27) 1.19 (1.04,1.34) 126 (1.13,1.38) 1.25 (1.17,1.33) 125 (1.18,1.33) 0.06 (-0.03,0.15) -0.01 (-0.14,0.12)
Hispanic 1.16 (1.03,1.28) 1.07 (0.95,1.20) 1.26 (1.16,1.35) 120 (1.11,1.28) 1.22 (1.10,1.34) 0.07 (-0.11,0.24) -0.03 (-0.17,0.10)
Risk score
Higher risk 099 (0.93,1.05) 1.03 (0.96,1.09) 1.08 (1.03,1.14) 1.07 (1.02,1.12) 1.06 (1.00,1.12) 0.07 (-0.01,0.15) -0.02 (-0.09,0.05)
Lower risk 1.09 (1.03,1.15) 1.13 (1.08,1.18) 1.17 (1.11,1.22) 1.17 (1.12,1.21) 1.23 (1.19,1.27) 0.14 *(0.07,0.21) 0.06 *(0.00,0.12)
Sensation seeking
High 1.06 (1.02,1.10) 1.05 (1.00,1.10) 1.09 (1.05,1.13) 1.10 (1.05,1.14) 1.12 (1.08,1.16) 0.06 *(0.01,0.11) 0.03 (-0.03,0.08)
Low 1.04 (0.96,1.12) 1.13 (1.07,120) 1.17 (1.11,124) 1.16 (1.11,1.21) 122 (1.16,1.27) 0.18 *(0.09,027) 0.04 (-0.04,0.12)

1e150M

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.

!All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
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Table 6-38. Specific belief that parental' monitoring® will make it more likely that their child will do well in school, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and
sensation seeking

Reports of holding strong belief that parental monitoring

will make it more likely that their child will do well in school

Year 2000

Year 2001

Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5to 13 62.6 (59.465.7) 634 (59.9,66.7) 61.8 (579,655) 68.6 (65571.6) 633 (59.5,66.9) 0.7 (-3.9,5.3) 1.5 (-4.0,7.0)
l4to 15 563 (52.2,603) 55.1 (51.6,58.5) 60.1 (57.562.7) 587 (56.3,612) 587 (555,61.8) 24 (-32,80) -14 (-5.3,2.5)
16to 18 442 (40.747.8) 459 (42.3,49.5) 48.7 (45.6,51.9) 49.6 (46.6,52.5) 477 (443,51.1) 3.5 (-12,8.2) -1.0 (-5.4,3.3)
14t0 16 549 (51.7,58.2) 534 (50.1,56.7) 57.7 (554,60.0) 579 (55.6,60.2) 56.8 (53.9,59.6) 1.8 (-3.0,6.6) -09 (-4.4,2.5)
141018 498 (46.8,52.8) 502 (47.552.8) 53.6 (51.4,559) 53.5 (51.3,55.6) 523 (49.8,54.7) 2.5  (-14,64) -14  (-4.4,1.7)
12.5t0 18 52.8 (50.3,55.3) 533 (51.1,55.6) 556 (53.7,57.5) 57.1 (55.2,59.0) 549 (53.0,56.8) 2.1 (-1.0,5.2) -0.7 (-3.1,1.7)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 519 (48.3,554) 523 (489,55.5) 53.1 (50.5,55.6) 543 (514,57.1) 528 (499,558) 1.0 (-37,56) -02 (-3.8,3.4)
Females 53.8 (50.6,57.0) 54.5 (514,57.6) 582 (55.7,60.7) 60.0 (57.3,62.7) 57.1 (544,59.7) 33 (-0.6,7.1) -1.2 (-4.5,2.1)
Race/ethnicity
White 53.1 (50.0,56.3) 53.5 (50.9,56.0) 542 (51.8,56.5) 55.5 (53.0,57.9) 53.3 (51.1,55.5) 0.2 (-3.7,4.0) -0.8 (-3.7,2.0)
African American__ 51.5 (44.4,58.6) 54.0 (49.0,59.0) 54.0 (48.2,59.7) 553 (50.4,60.0) 50.7 (44.6,56.8) -0.8 (-10.588) -33 (-1144.7)
Hispanic 53.1 (46.2,59.8) 514 (459,56.8) 62.2 (58.2,66.1) 64.8 (60.0,69.3) 64.3 (59.0,69.3) 11.3 *(2.8,19.7) 2.1 (-4.0,8.2)
Risk score
Higher risk 427 (38.5,47.0) 43.8 (40.2,475) 474 (44.750.1) 477 (44.8,50.7) 450 (41.5485) 23 (-3.0,76) -24 (-6.6,1.8)
Lower risk 602 (57.1,63.2) 60.5 (57.9,63.1) 612 (58.7,63.6) 63.8 (61.7,65.9) 61.5 (59.0,639) 13 (-2.6,5.1) 0.3 (-2.8,3.4)
Sensation seeking
High 512 (47.4,549) 51.5 (48.6,54.5) 528 (50.5,55.0) 53.9 (51.3,56.5) 506 (48.1,532) -0.5  (-554.5) 22  (-54,11)
Low 544 (50.9,57.8) 563 (53.5,59.1) 58.7 (55.6,61.8) 612 (58.4,64.0) 598 (56.6,62.9) 5.4 *(1.1,9.8) 1.1 (-2.9,5.1)

‘Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

€€

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-39. Specific belief that parental1 monitoring2 will make parent feel that they are doing their job as a parent, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and
sensation seeking

Reports of holding strong belief that parental monitoring
will make them feel they are doing their job as a parent

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves S and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 574 (542,60.6) 56.5 (53.2,59.9) 594 (55.4,632) 62.1 (59.0,652) 598 (564,632) 24 (22,770) 05 (-4.9,5.8)
14 to 15 51.5 (47.5,55.5) 535 (49.6,574) 56.0 (53.4,58.6) 56.5 (53.8,59.2) 547 (51.5578) 32 (-1.579) -1.3 (-5.0,2.4)
16 to 18 42.8 (39.3,46.2) 437 (39.7,479) 49.3 (46.6,52.0) 494 (46.7,52.1) 458 (42.1,495) 3.0 (-19,8.0) -3.6 (-7.5,0.4)
14to 16 512 (479,54.4) 51.1 (474,54.7) 54.1 (52.0,56.2) 562 (53.9,58.5) 53.5 (50.8,56.1) 2.3 (-1.5,6.2) -0.6 (-3.7,2.49)
14 to 18 46.8 (44.4,49.2) 483 (45.1,51.4) 522 (50.1,54.3) 524 (50.2,54.6) 49.5 (46.9,52.1) 2.7 (-0.6,6.0) -2.7 (-5.4,0.0)
12.5t0 18 493 (47.2,514) 503 (47.553.0) 539 (52.0,55.8) 54.8 (52.9,56.6) 519 (50.0,53.8) 2.7 *0.2,5.1) -2.0 (-4.1,0.2)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 484 (45.0,51.8) 47.7 (44.6,50.8) 514 (48.7,54.0) 52.5 (49.9,55.1) 503 (47553.0) 19 (2.1,59) -1.1 (-4.3,2.1)
Females 50.3 (47.2,53.3) 530 (48.8,57.1) 56.6 (53.8,59.3) 57.1 (54.6,59.5) 53.7 (51.0,564) 34 (-04,73) -29 (-6.4,0.7)
Race/ethnicity
White 4777 (45.3,50.1) 48.0 (449,51.1) 50.1 (47.5,52.6) 514 (49.2,53.6) 49.0 (46.3,51.6) 13 (-2.04.5) -1.1 (-3.9,1.7)
African American  52.5 (46.7,58.3) 56.6 (50.3,62.8) 583 (53.3,63.2) 56.7 (51.5,61.6) 52.7 (46.7,58.6) 0.1 (-79,82) -5.7 (-12.0,0.7)
Hispanic 53.1 (46.4,59.7) 513 (46.3,56.2) 647 (59.9,69.3) 669 (61.2,72.1) 61.6 (56.3,66.5) 85 *(1.7,152) -3.1 (-9.2,3.0)
Risk score
Higher risk 43.0 (39.4,46.5) 434 (39.4475) 478 (45.1,50.5) 49.3 (46.5,52.2) 426 (39.1,46.2) -04 (-5.0,43) -52 *(-8.8,-1.6)
Lower risk 542 (50.8,57.4) 553 (52.2,584) 582 (55.6,60.6) 58.6 (56.5,60.6) 58.0 (559,60.0) 3.8 *05,7.1) -0.2 (-3.1,2.7)
Sensation seeking
High 4777 (44.5,50.9) 484 (45.1,51.6) 50.8 (48.6,53.0) 52.3 (49.8,54.7) 472 (445499) -05 (-48,38) -3.6 *(-64,-0.8)
Low 51.3 (48.4,54.1) 52.7 (489,564) 574 (54.8,60.0) 577 (55.2,60.1) 574 (54.3,60.4) 6.1 *(2.2,10.0) -0.1 (-3.7,3.6)

1e1som

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-40. Specific belief that parental' monitoring2 will make it less likely that their child will try any drug, even once or twice, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk

score, and sensation seeking

sgc-1d

Reports of holding strong belief that parental monitoring
will make it less likely that their child will try any drug, even once or twice

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% Cl % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5to 18
12.5t0 13 48.8 (45.2,52.5) 509 (47.2,54.5) 519 (48.1,5577) 55.0 (51.5,58.5) 522 (48.7,55.7) 3.4 (-1.4,8.2) 0.3 (-4.2,4.8)
14to 15 420 (38.0,46.1) 444 (40.8,48.0) 454 (426/482) 46.6 (44.0493) 487 (458,515) 6.7 *16,11.7) 33 (-0.2,6.8)
16 to 18 33.6 (30.537.0) 352 (32.2,383) 402 (37.3,433) 386 (35641.7) 377 ((343412) 4.1 (-0.5,86) -25 (-7.0,2.0)
14to 16 419 (38.5,454) 423 (39.1,454) 447 (42547.0) 457 (43.3481) 452 (42.7477) 3.3 (-0.9,7.5) 0.5 (-2.6,3.5)
14to 18 375 (35.0,40.0) 394 (37.1,41.9) 424 (40.3,44.6) 42.0 (39.8443) 423 (399446) 438 *(1.58.1) -02 (-3.1,2.8)
12.5t0 18 40.2 (38.0,424) 422 (40.1,443) 447 (42.8,46.7) 452 (43.1472) 446 (426,46.7) 4.5 *(1.6,7.3) -0.1 (-2.6,2.4)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 384 (35.3,41.5) 403 (37.4,433) 423 (39.7,45.0) 424 (39.845.1) 422 (39.6,448) 3.8 (-0.1,7.7  -0.1 (-3.5,3.2)
Females 42.1 (38.9,453) 442 (41.2,472) 472 (443,502) 480 (45.5,50.5) 472 (44.5,50.0) 5.1 *(1.1,9.1) 0.0 (-3.83.8)
Race/ethnicity
White 40.6 (38.2,43.1) 429 (40.6,45.2) 44.1 (42.0,46.3) 448 (423,474) 444 (42246.6) 3.8 *(0.6,6.9) 03 (-2.3,2.9)
African American__ 43.0 (36.6,49.6) 39.7 (33.6,46.2) 448 (39.5,50.3) 40.6 (36.1,452) 40.7 (34.0479) -22 (-11.6,7.2) -41 (-12.3,4.1)
Hispanic 36.0 (29.7,42.8) 41.8 (36.3,475) 468 (41.6,52.1) 504 (45.5,553) 506 (455557 146 *(7.1,22.1) 3.8  (3.9,1L1.5)
Risk score
Higher risk 323 (29.3,35.5) 325 (29.6,35.5) 362 (329,39.5) 36.6 (33.6,39.6) 352 (32.0,38.6) 29 (-1.5,74y -09 (-5.0,3.2)
Lower risk 46.1 (43.0,49.2) 493 (46.2,524) 51.6 (489,54.3) 51.0 (48.6,53.5) 514 (49.0,53.7) 53 *(1.9,8.7) -0.2 (-3.1,2.7)
Sensation seeking
High 36.8 (34.0,39.7) 393 (36.8,41.8) 414 (38.7,44.1) 41.6 (39.0,44.1) 41.1 (38.6,43.7) 43 *(0.3,8.3) -03 (-3.7,3.1)
Low 446 (41.447.9) 461 (42.6,49.6) 49.1 (46.5,51.7) 493 (46.6,52.0) 49.3 (46.0,52.6) 4.7 *(0.5,9.0) 0.2 (-3.1,3.6)

VAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-41. Specific belief that parental1 monitoring2 will make it less likely their child will use any drug nearly every month, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score,
and sensation seeking

Reports of holding strong belief that parental monitoring will
make it less likely their child will use any drug nearly every month

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004>
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 52.6 (49.4,55.7) 550 (51.4,586) 56.6 (52.1,61.0) 59.0 (55.8,62.1) 58.6 (55861.4) 6.1 *(1.9,10.2) 2.1 (-2.9,7.0)
14to 15 475 (43.551.5) 492 (45.7,52.8) 51.5 (488,54.1) 509 (48.0,53.9) 51.7 (489,545) 42 (-0.6,8.9) 0.2 (-3.2,3.7)
16to 18 37.0 (33.7,404) 37.8 (349,40.8) 423 (39.4,453) 41.8 (38.7451) 407 (37.3,442) 3.7 (-0.8,8.3) -1.6 (-5.7,2.5)
14t0 16 464 (433,49.6) 464 (4334935) 492 (46.6,519) 496 (47.0,52.2) 496 (469,524) 32 (-09,7.2) 0.4 (-3.5,4.2)
14to 18 41.8 (39.4,443) 43.1 (40.8455) 46.2 (43.9,48.5) 457 (43.3,482) 453 (42.8,47.8) 3.5 *0.1,6.8) -1.0 (-4.0,2.1)
12.5t0 18 444 (42.1,46.6) 46.0 (43.9,48.1) 48.7 (46.5,51.0) 48.9 (46.8,51.0) 48.5 (46.5,504) 4.1 *(1.3,69) -03 (-3.0,2.4)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 434 (40.2,46.6) 449 (42.0,47.8) 465 (43.7492) 469 (443,49.4) 458 (43.048.7) 24 (-1.8,6.6) -0.7 (-4.3,3.0)
Females 454 (42.4484) 472 (44.150.3) 511 (48.2,540) 510 (482,53.8) 513 (487,538) 5.9 *2.1,9.7) 02 (-3.4,3.8)
Race/ethnicity
White 46.1 (43.7,48.5) 489 (46.551.2) 49.8 (47.552.1) 50.5 (479,53.0) 489 (46.9,51.0) 29 *0.1,5.7)  -09 (-3.5,1.8)
African American_ 419 (36.2,47.8) 393 (33.9,44.9) 452 (38.5,52.1) 421 (37.5,46.8) 444 (379,51.0) 25 (-6.1,11.0) -0.8 (-9.9,8.2)
Hispanic 40.1 (34.1,464) 40.7 (353,464) 486 (44.1,53.1) 49.8 (45.1,545) 51.8 (46.0,574) 11.7 *(3.3,20.1) 32 (-4.3,10.7)
Risk score
Higher risk 37.0 (33.8,404) 365 (33.539.7) 400 (36.7,434) 39.6 (36.7,42.5) 383 (34.8,42.0) 1.2 (-3.7,6.2) -1.7 (-5.9,2.5)
Lower risk 497 (46.5,52.9) 53.0 (50.2,55.7) 554 (52.7,58.1) 554 (52.8,57.8) 555 (53.2,57.8) 5.7 *(2.0,9.5) 0.0 (-3.1,3.1)
Sensation seeking
High 41.7 (39.1,44.4) 43.1 (40.4,459) 457 (42.8,48.5) 452 (42.8,47.7) 451 (42.8474) 34 (-0.1,6.9) -0.6 (-3.9,2.7)
Low 477 (44.6,50.9) 500 (46.7,53.3) 52.6 (49.7,55.5) 532 (50.6,55.8) 527 (494,56.0) 5.0 *(0.7,9.2) 0.1 (-3.8,3.9)

1Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-42. Specific belief that parental’ monitoring2 will make their child feel they are invading his/her privacy, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation

seeking
Reports of holding strong belief that parental monitoring
will make their child feel they are invading his/her privacy (disagree)
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 17.8 (15.5,20.3) 17.0 (14.6,19.8) 20.3 (17.9,23.0) 17.5 (14.9,20.5) 17.3 (143,20.8) -0.5 (-453.6) -3.0 (-6.4,0.5)
14to 15 146 (11.7,18.1) 145 (122,17.1) 16.7 (14.8,18.6) 16.0 (14.1,18.0) 162 (14.0,18.7) 1.6 (-22,53) -05 (-3.324)
16 to 18 139 (11.2,17.2) 104 (8.3,13.0) 12.7 (10.7,15.1) 13.0 (11.4,14.7) 135 (11.1,16.3) -0.4 (-4.7,4.0) 0.8 (-2.3,3.9)
14to 16 14.1 (119,16.7) 13.7 (11.6,16.0) 157 (139,17.6) 15.6 (14.1,17.2) 149 (12.8,17.2) 0.7 (-2.1,3.5) -0.8 (-3.3,1.7)
14t0 18 142 (12.3,16.4) 123 (10.7,14.1) 144 (12.8,16.1) 142 (13.1,15.5) 14.6 (12.8,16.6) 0.4 (-2.43.2) 0.2 (-1.9,2.3)
12.5t0 18 151 (13.4,169) 134 (12.0,149) 158 (14.517.3) 150 (140,16.1) 153 (137,17.0) 02 (2125 -06 (-24,1.3)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 141 (12.2,16.3) 131 (11.1,154) 14.1 (12.5,15.8) 13.8 (12.5,152) 12.8 (10.8,15.1) -1.3 (-4.4,1.8) -12 (-4.2,1.7)
Females 16.1 (14.0,18.4) 13.8 (11.8,16.1) 17.7 (15.7,199) 163 (149,17.9) 179 (156204) 1.8 (-1.4,4.9) 0.2 (-2.5,2.9)
Race/ethnicity
White 12.1 (10.7,13.5) 109 (9.2,12.7) 127 (11.2,143) 11.8 (10.5,13.2) 126 (109,145) 0.5 (-1.8,2.8) -0.1 (-2.2,2.0)
African American 194 (15.0,24.6) 21.3 (16.5,27.0) 224 (182,27.1) 21.6 (17.9,25.7) 22.3 (16.6,29.2) 29 (-4.8,10.6) -0.1 (-6.0,5.8)
Hispanic 22.1 (15.8,30.2) 169 (12.1,23.0) 20.5 (16.6,249) 19.7 (16.523.5) 17.7 (14.0,22.0) -45 (-11.52.5) -2.8 (-8.0,2.4)
Risk score
Higher risk 12.5 (10.1,15.3) 94 (7.6,11.6) 123 (10.3,14.5) 104 (9.0,12.0) 12.5 (10.0,15.6) 0.1 (-3.8,3.9) 0.3 (-2.8,3.3)
Lower risk 16.5 (14.3,19.1) 164 (142,18.7) 181 (16.5,19.9) 184 (16.9,20.0) 17.3 (15.3,19.6) 0.8 (23,39 -0.8 (-3.2,1.6)
Sensation seeking
High 12.5 (10.7,14.6) 125 (10.6,14.6) 123 (109,13.9) 11.6 (10.3,13.0) 115 (9.8,13.6) -0.9 (-3.7,1.8) -0.8 (-2.7,1.2)
Low 17.7 (15.420.3) 149 (12.8,17.3) 197 (17.4,222) 19.6 (17.9,21.3) 19.8 (17.0,22.9) 2.1 (-1.8,6.0) 0.1 (-343.5)

L€¢-1d

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
3The 2002 to0 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-43. Summary scale of specific beliefs about effectiveness of parental’ monitoring’, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Summary scale of specific beliefs about effectiveness of parental monitoring

(-2 to +2)
(where higher scores represent stronger promonitoring beliefs)
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% C1
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 1.13 (1.09,1.17) 1.13 (lL.09,1.16) 1.18 (1.13,1.23) 1.17 (1.13,1.21) 1.17 (1.12,1.21) 0.04 (-0.02,0.10) -0.01 (-0.07,0.04)
14to 15 1.03 (0.98,1.08) 1.02 (0.57,1.08) 1.08 (1.051.11) 1.06 (1.03,1.10) 1.08 (1.04,1.12) 0.05 (-0.02,0.11) 0.00 (-0.05,0.05)
16to 18 0.88 (0.83,0.94) 0.89 (0.85,094) 096 (0.92,1.01) 093 (0.89,097) 091 (0.86,097) 0.03 (-0.04,0.10) -0.05 (-0.11,0.01)
14 to 16 1.03 (0.98,1.07) 1.00 (0.95,1.05) 1.06 (1.03,1.09) 1.05 (1.02,1.08) 1.04 (1.00,1.08) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07) -0.02 (-0.07,0.02)
14to 18 095 (0.91,099) 095 (092,099) 1.01 (0.98,1.05) 0098 (0.96,1.0I) 098 (0.94,1.02) 0.03 (-0.02,0.08) -0.03  (-0.07,0.00)
12.5t0 18 0.99 (0.96,1.02) 1.00 (0.96,1.03) 1.05 (1.02,1.09) 1.03 (1.00,1.06) 1.03 (0.99,1.06) 0.03 (-0.01,0.07) -0.03  (-0.06,0.00)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 097 (0.93,1.02) 096 (0.92,1.01) 1.02 (0.98,1.06) 1.00 (0.96,1.03) 099 (0.95,1.04) 0.02 (-0.04,0.08) -0.03 (-0.07,0.02)
Females 1.01 (0.98,1.05) 1.03 (0.99,1.08) 1.09 (1.051.13) 1.06 (1.03,1.10) 1.06 (1.01,1.10) 0.04 (-0.01,0.10) -0.03  (-0.08,0.01)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.01 (0.98,1.04) 1.01 (0.97,1.05) 1.05 (1.02,1.08) 1.02 (0.99,1.05) 1.03 (1.00,1.07) 0.02 (-0.03,0.07) -0.02  (-0.05,0.02)
African American__ 1.00 (0.91,1.09) 1.03 (0.95,1.12) 1.09 (1.00,1.19) 1.02 (0.96,1.083) 099 (0.89,1.08) -0.01 (-0.14,0.12) -0.11  (-0.22,0.00)
Hispanic 090 (0.82,098) 0.88 (0.81,096) 1.02 (0.951.09) 1.07 (1.01,1.13) 1.03 (0.96,1.10) 0.13 *(0.03,0.23) 0.01 (-0.09,0.11)
Risk score
Higher risk 0.85 (0.79,090) 0.84 (0.79,0.89) 0.93 (0.89,0.97) 0.89 (0.85,093) 0.86 (0.80,092) 0.01 (-0.07,0.09) -0.07 *(-0.13,-0.01)
Lower risk 1.10 (1.06,1.14) 1.11 (1.07,1.14) 1.15 (1.11,1.18) 1.13 (1.10,1.16) 1.14 (1.11,1.17) 0.04 (0.00,0.08) 0.00 (-0.04,0.03)
Sensation seeking
High 0.95 (0.91,099) 094 (0.90,0.99) 0.99 (0.96,1.03) 0.96 (0.93,099) 095 (0.91,099) 0.00 (-0.06,0.06) -0.05 *(-0.09,-0.01)
Low 1.05 (1.00,1.10) 1.07 (1.03,1.11) 113 (1.08,1.17) 1.12 (1.08,1.15) 1.12 (1.08,1.17) 0.08 *(0.02,0.13) 0.00 (-0.05,0.04)

LAl parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.

uSiedweq eipajy Snig-nuy YINOA [eUOKEN BU3 JO UolIEN|BAT



12159M

6€c-1d

Table 6-44. Specific intention to perform parental' monitoring2 by requiring child to be home at specific time at night, by age of child

Reports of strong intentions to require child to be home at specific time at night

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child %o 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 862 (83.3,88.6) 879 (859,89.6) 90.0 (87.791.8) 894 (87491.1) 903 (875925 4.1 *(0.5,7.7) 03 (-2.9,3.5)
14to 15 843 (81.1,87.1) 86.8 (83.4,89.6) 851 (829,87.0) 86.0 (83.7,879) 859 (83.5880) 1.5 (-2.0,5.1) 0.8 (-1.8,3.4)
16t0 18 70.9 (66.9,74.6) 70.7 (66.4,74.8) 729 (69.8,75.8) 699 (67.5,722) 694 (659,72.7) -14 (-6.0,3.1) -35 (-7.7,0.8)
14to 16 84.0 (81.0,86.6) 853 (82.2,879) 845 (82.7,86.2) 85.1 (83.1,869) 845 (82.5,86.3) 0.5 (-2.4,3.4) 0.0 (-22,2.2)
14t0 18 77.1 (74.3,79.7y 782 (75.1,80.9) 78.1 (76.1,80.0) 76.7 (75.1,782) 763 (73.9,78.5) -0.8 (-3923) -19 (-4.5,0.7)
125t0 18 792 (76.8,81.5) 805 (78.1,82.7) 81.0 (79.3,82.6) 79.8 (78.4,81.1) 796 (77.7,814) 04 (-23,3.00 -14 (-3.5,0.8)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented carlier.
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Table 6-45. Specific intention to perform parental’ monitoring® by limiting the time child spends with other children without adult supervision, by age of child

Reports of strong intentions to limit the time
child spends with other children without adult supervision

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child %o 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
125t0 13 594 (55.7,63.1) 58.8 (55.8,61.8) 633 (59.7,66.7) 618 (58.8,64.8) 632 (58.8,674) 338 (-1.3,8.8) -0.1 (-5.9,5.7)
14 to 15 497 (457,536) 500 (469,53.0) 534 (50.5,56.3) 529 (50.1,55.8) 571 (54.160.1) 74 *29,120) 3.7 (-0.6,8.1)
16t0 18 247 (21.5,283) 30.0 (264,33.8) 29.7 (27.3,323) 325 (30.1,349) 336 (30.7,36.7) 8.9 *(44,134) 3.9 *0.1,7.7)
14 to 16 437 (403,47.1) 471 (443,499) 484 (46.1,50.8) 502 (47.8,52.6) 521 (49.554.7) 84 *4.4,12.5) 3.7 (0.0,7.4)
14 to 18 362 (33.6,389) 392 (36.841.7) 399 (37941.8) 412 (39.243.1) 434 (412456) 7.2 *4.1,103) 35 *(0.7,6.3)
12.5t0 18 417 (39.5,44.0) 439 (41.9,46.0) 455 (43.8,472) 462 (444479) 481 (46.2,50.0) 64 *(3.9,89) 26 (0.0,5.2)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-46. Specific intention to perform parental' monitoring” by knowing what child is doing when he or she is away from home, by age of child

Tve-1d

Reports of strong intentions to know
what child is doing when she or he is away from home

Year 2000

Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% Cl
12.5t0 13 66.4 (63.2,69.6) 69.5 (66.1,72.7) 71.3 (68.2,74.1) 709 (67.1,74.5) 733 (69.5,76.7) 6.8 *(23,11.3) 2.0 (-2.6,6.6)
14 to 15 647 (61.4,679) 652 (61.568.7) 655 (63.0,679) 662 (63.8,68.6) 644 (61.767.1) -03 (-443.8) -l.1 (-4.9,2.8)
1610 18 48.8 (452,52.4) 477 (44.1,513) 46.6 (43.1,50.1) 495 (46.8,522) 510 (474,54.6) 22  (2974) 44  (-0492)
14t0 16 622 (59.3,64.9) 61.6 (58.1,64.9) 616 (59.1,64.0) 64.6 (62.2,67.0) 63.6 (61.2,66.0) 1.5 (-22,5.1) 21 (-1.5,5.6)
14t0 18 56.1 (53.5,58.7) 55.8 (529,58.6) 547 (52.6,56.7) 56.6 (54.5,58.7) 56.6 (54.3,58.9) 0.5 (-2.7,3.6) 1.9 (-1.1,4.9)
12.5t0 18 586 (56.5,60.6) 59.1 (56.8,61.4) 587 (569,60.4) 60.1 (58.4,61.7) 60.6 (58.6,62.5) 2.0 (-0.6,4.6) 1.9 (-0.6,4.4)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.

sajqel 1ie1eq



cve-1d

jejsam

Table 6-47. Specific intention to perform parental' monitoring’ by personally knowing child's friends well, by age of child

Reports of strong intentions to personally know child's friends well

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 573 (54.1,60.4) 56.2 (52.9,59.6) 575 (543,60.6) 619 (58.9,649) 60.1 (562,639) 29 (-1.6,73) 2.6 (-2.5,1.7)
1410 15 563 (52.6,60.0) 532 (49.6,56.8) 53.7 (50.8,56.7) 532 (50.1,56.2) 514 (47.6,552) -49 (-10.2,04) -23 (-7.1,2.4)
16to 18 45.6 (41.3,49.9) 44.0 (40.1,48.0) 458 (42.1,495) 451 (42.0,48.2) 46.7 (43.0,504) 1.1 (-39,62) 09 (-4.0,5.8)
14 to 16 556 (52.3,58.9) 499 (46.7,53.0) 51.8 (49.2,54.5) 522 (49.8,54.5) 514 (483,545) -42 *(-83,-0.1) -04 (-4.2,3.3)
14 to 18 50.5 (47.5,53.6) 483 (45.5,51.0) 492 (46.9,51.5) 485 (46.1,509) 487 (458,515) -1.9 (-55,18) -05 (-4.0,2.9)
12.5t0 18 52.1 (49.7,54.5) 502 (47.8,52.6) 512 (49.2,532) 51.8 (49.7,53.8) 514 (489,53.9) -0.7 (-3.823) 02 (-2.6,3.0)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-48. Specific intention to perform parental' monitoring’ by knowing what child's plans are for the coming day, by age of child

€ve-1d

Reports of strong intentions to know what child's plans are for the coming day

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002

Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Age of child % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
12.5t0 13 60.0 (57.2,62.7) 624 (59.0,657) 63.1 (59.4,66.7) 619 (58.5,652) 639 (599,67.7) 3.9 (-0.3,8.1) 0.8 (-4.0,5.6)
14to 15 56.1 (51.9,60.2) 558 (519,59.7) 567 (53.8,59.5) 553 (52.6,579) 56.0 (53.0,58.9) -0.1 (-5452) -07 (-5.0,3.6)
16 to 18 444 (40.2,48.6) 42.6 (38.546.8) 444 (40.6,483) 422 (393,452) 435 (39.7474) -09 (-6.648) -09 (-5.5,3.6)
14 to 16 547 (50.7,58.6) 53.1 (499,56.4) 537 (51.0,56.3) 533 (509,55.8) 546 (51.8,572) -0.1 (-5.3,5.0) 0.9 (-2.8,4.6)
14to 18 497 (46.3,532) 48.7 (46.0,51.4) 497 (47.0,524) 478 (45.6,499) 487 (459,514) -1.1 (-5735) -1.0 (-43,2.3)
12.5t0 18 522 (494,55.0) 52.0 (49.8,54.3) 529 (504,55.4) 51.2 (49.3,53.1) 523 (50.1,545) 0.1 (-3639 -0.6 (-33,2.1)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*These questions were repeated separately for each sample chiid.
3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-49. Summary scale of specific intentions to perform parental1 monitoringz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Summary scale of parents reporting strong intentions to perform parental monitoring

10159M

(2 to +2)
(where higher scores represent stronger promonitoring intentions)
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics Mean  95%CI  Mean 95% CI  Mean  95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean  95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 1.52 (1.49,1.55) 1.52 (1.48,1.55) 157 (1.54,1.61) 157 (1.54,1.60) 1.58 (1.54,1.62) 0.06 *(0.02,0.11) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07)
14to 15 1.43 (1.38,1.48) 146 (1.42,1.50) 148 (1.451.51) 147 (1.44,1.50) 1.49 (1.46,1.52) 0.07 *(0.01,0.12) 0.01 (-0.03,0.06)
16to 18 1.07 (1.02,1.12) 1.11 (1.05,1.17) 1.09 (1.03,1.15) 1.11 (1.06,1.15) 1.16 (1.10,1.21) 0.08 *(0.01,0.16) 0.06 (-0.01,0.14)
14to 16 1.39 (1.35,1.43) 142 (1.38,145) 142 (1.39,1.45) 145 (1.42,147) 145 (1.42,1.48) 0.06 *(0.02,0.10) 0.03 (-0.01,0.07)
14 to 18 1.23 (1.20,1.27) 127 (1.23,1.31) 126 (1.22,1.29) 126 (1.24,1.29) 130 (1.26,1.33) 0.06 *(0.02,0.10) 0.04 (-0.01,0.09)
12.5t0 18 1.30 (1.27,1.33) 1.33 (1.30,1.36) 133 (1.30,1.36) 134 (1.32,1.36) 1.36 (1.33,1.39) 0.06 *(0.03,0.10) 0.03 (-0.01,0.07)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 1.25 (1.21,1.29) 1.30 (1.26,1.35) 1.27 (1.24,1.31) 128 (1.25,1.32) 131 (1.27,1.36) 0.06 *(0.01,0.12) 0.04 (-0.01,0.09)
Females 1.36 (1.32,1.39) 1.36 (1.32,1.40) 139 (1.36,1.43) 139 (1.36,1.43) 141 (1.38,1.45) 0.06 *(0.01,0.11) 0.02 (-0.03,0.07)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.31 (1.28,1.35) 1.34 (1.31,1.38) 130 (1.27,1.34) 1.32 (1.29,1.35) 136 (1.33,1.39) 0.05 *(0.00,0.09) 0.06 *(0.01,0.10)
African American__ 129 (1.22,1.37) 131 (1.23,1.40) 1.38 (1.31,1.45) 136 (1.30,1.41) 137 (1.30,143) 0.07 (-0.03,0.17) -0.01 (-0.11,0.08)
Hispanic 127 (1.20,1.34) 128 (1.20,1.35) 140 (1.33,147) 139 (1.32,145) 139 (1.29,148) 0.12 *(0.01,022) -0.01 (-0.12,0.10)
Risk score
Higher risk 1.08 (1.04,1.13) 1.13 (1.07,1.18) 1.10 (1.05,1.15) 1.10 (1.06,1.14) 1.14 (1.09,1.19) 0.05 (-0.01,0.12) 0.04 (-0.03,0.11)
Lower risk 146 (1.43,149) 147 (1.44,1.50) 150 (1.48,1.52) 150 (1.47,1.52) 151 (1.48,1.54) 0.05 *(0.02,0.08) 0.01 (-0.03,0.04)
Sensation seeking
High 1.23 (1.19,1.27) 127 (1.23,1.32) 124 (1.21,1.28) 126 (1.23,1.29) 129 (1.25,1.32) 0.06 *(0.02,0.11) 0.04 (0.00,0.09)
Low 1.39  (1.35,1.43) 1.40 (1.37,1.44) 144 (1.40,1.48) 143 (1.40,147) 145 (1.41,1.49) 0.06 *(0.01,0.11) 0.01 (-0.05,0.07)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this

report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-50. Summary measure of general attitudes toward parental’ monitoringz, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Summary scale of general attitude toward parental monitoring
(1to7)
(where higher score represents stronger promonitoring attitudes)

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004>
Characteristics Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI  Mean 95%CI Mean 95%CI Mean 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 634 (6.29,6.39) 641 (6.37,6.46) 6.38 (6.33,6.43) 6.42 (6.38,6.47) 6.43 (6.37,649) 0.09 *(0.01,0.17) 0.05 (-0.02,0.12)
14to 15 6.19 (6.11,6.26) 623 (6.17,6.28) 6.30 (6.26,6.33) 6.29 (6.25,6.33) 6.36 (631,641) 0.17 *(0.08,0.26) 0.06 *(0.00,0.12)
16to 18 593 (5.86,6.01) 6.02 (5.956.10) 6.02 (5.96,6.09) 6.03 (598,6.09) 6.02 (5956.09) 0.09 (-0.01,0.18) 0.00 (-0.10,0.10)
14t0 16 6.15 (6.09,6.21) 6.21 (6.15,6.26) 6.25 (6.21,6.29) 6.25 (6.21,6.29) 6.28 (6.22,6.33) 0.12 *(0.05,0.20) 0.03 (-0.04,0.09)
14t0 18 6.05 (6.00,6.10) 6.12 (6.06,6.17) 6.14 (6.10,6.18) 6.14 (6.10,6.18) 6.16 (6.11,6.21) 0.11 *(0.05,0.17) 0.02 (-0.04,0.08)
125t0 18 6.12 (6.08,6.16) 6.19 (6.15,6.23) 620 (6.16,6.24) 621 (6.17,6.24) 623 (6.18,627) 0.11 *(0.05,0.16) 0.03 (-0.02,0.08)
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
Gender
Males 6.04 (598,6.11) 6.12 (6.06,6.17) 6.16 (6.11,6.21) 6.15 (6.11,6.20) 6.17 (6.11,6.23) 0.13 *(0.05,0.20) 0.01 (-0.05,0.08)
Females 620 (6.15,6.26) 626 (6.21,6.32) 624 (6.19,6.29) 626 (6.22,6.31) 6.29 (6.24,6.34) 0.08 *(0.01,0.15) 0.04 (-0.02,0.11)
Race/ethnicity
White 6.07 (6.02,6.13) 6.13 (6.08,6.18) 6.14 (6.10,6.18) 6.13 (6.08,6.18) 6.19 (6.14,624) 0.12 *(0.06,0.18) 0.05 (-0.01,0.11)
African American_ 6.19 (6.07,6.31) 6.31 (6.22,6.40) 626 (6.17,6.36) 631 (6.23,6.39) 6.20 (6.08,6.33) 0.01 (-0.17,0.19) -0.06 (-0.21,0.09)
Hispanic 6.32 (6.20,6.44) 6.31 (6.18,6.44) 642 (631,6.53) 642 (6.33,6.52) 6.38 (6.26,6.50) 0.06 (-0.09,0.21) -0.04 (-0.18,0.10)
Risk score
Higher risk 5.85 (5.77,593) 595 (5.87,6.02) 598 (591,6.05) 599 (593,6.05) 5.96 (5.88,6.04) 0.11 *(0.01,0.21) -0.02 (-0.13,0.09)
Lower risk 631 (6.27,6.35) 6.36 (6.31,641) 636 (6.33,6.40) 6.36 (6.33,6.39) 6.40 (6.35,6.44) 0.08 *(0.02,0.14) 0.03 (-0.02,0.08)
Sensation seeking
High 6.02 (5.96,6.08) 6.09 (6.03,6.15) 6.12 (6.07,6.17) 6.10 (6.05,6.14) 6.11 (6.06,6.16) 0.09 *(0.01,0.17) -0.01 (-0.08,0.07)
Low 624 (6.17,6.31) 6.33 (6.27,6.38) 6.30 (6.25,6.35) 6.35 (6.31,6.39) 636 (6.29,6.42) 0.12 *(0.03,0.20) 0.06 (-0.02,0.13)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

Sve-1d

3The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative,

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-51. Use of marijuana among youth as reported by parents” and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Percent of youth who have never used marijuana in the past 12 months

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 97.1 (96.1,97.9) 987 (97.7,99.3) 982 (97.2,98.8) 96.8 (95.2,979) 979 (96.598.8) 08 (-0.7,2.3) 03 (-1.6,1.0)
96.1 (94.797.1) 96.5 (94.6,97.8) 96.1 (94997.0) 958 (93.997.0) 96.8 (94.9,98.0) 07 (-12,2.7) 0.7 (-14,2.8)
14t0 15 91.0 (88.2,93.2) 91.3 (88.9,93.1) 90.7 (88.6,92.4) 923 (90.6,93.6) 92.6 (90.2,94.4) 1.6 (-1.7,4.9) 19 (-1.14.9)
884 (853,91.0) 862 (83.5884) 874 (85.1,894) 864 (84.7.88.0) 86.7 (84.2,889) -18 (-582.2) -0.7  (-3.8,2.3)
16 to 18 81.0 (77.7,83.8) 825 (78.9,857) 80.6 (77.9,83.0) 83.1 (81.0,84.9) 822 (79.6,84.5) 1.2 (2954) 1.6 (-2.15.3)
70.8 (67.0,74.3) 729 (69.6,76.0) 709 (68.0,73.6) 72.5 (70.1,74.8) 73.8 (70.6,76.9) 3.0 (-1.6,7.7) 3.0 (-1.1,7.0)
1410 16 89.1 (86.9,91.0) 903 (87.9,92.3) 889 (87.2,90.5) 90.0 (88.491.4) 90.1 (88.3,91.7) 1.0 (-1.9,3.9) 1.2 (-1.3,3.6)
84.6 (82.1,86.8) 842 (81.7,863) 82.8 (809,84.5) 834 (81.6,85.0) 840 (81.8,86.0) -0.5 (-3.6,2.6) 1.3 (-1.0,3.6)
14to0 18 85.6 (83.6,87.3) 86.6 (84.3,88.6) 849 (83.2,86.5) 870 (85.7,88.2) 86.5 (84.7,88.1) 1.0 (-1.9,3.8) 1.6 (-094.1)
78.8 (76.6,80.8) 789 (76.5,81.2) 779 (759,79.8) 784 (76.8,80.0) 79.1 (769,81.1) 03 (263.2) 1.2 (-15338)
125t0 18 883 (86.8,89.7) 895 (87.791.1) 88.1 (86.8,89.4) 894 (88.3,90.4) 893 (87.9,90.5) 09 (-1.33.2) 1.1 (-0.93.1)
829 (81.1,84.5) 83.1 (81.2,84.8) 823 (80.7,83.7) 826 (81.3,83.8) 833 (81.6,84.9) 04  (-19,2.6) 1.0 (-1.1,3.1)
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Table 6-51. Use of marijuana among youth as reported by parents'* and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking (continued)

Percent of youth who have never used marijuana in the past 12 months

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% Cl % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% C1 Est 95% Cl Est 95% Cl1
Youth aged 14 to 18
Gender
Males 839 (80.5,86.9) 844 (80.9,87.3) 832 (80.7,85.6) 842 (82.1,86.1) 849 (82.1,87.3) 0.9 (-3.3,5.2) 1.6 (-1.9,5.2)
762 (72.2,799) 783 (749,814) 785 (76.2,806) 782 (76.1,80.2) 783 (75.1,81.1) 2.1 (27,68 02 (-3.53.1)
Females 87.3 (84.6,89.5) 88.9 (86.0,91.3) 86.7 (845,88.7) 89.8 (88.1,91.2) 883 (86.0,90.2) 1.0 (-2.54.5) 1.6 (-1.5,4.6)
814 (78.6,84.0) 795 (76.1,82.6) 773 (743,80.1) 78.6 (76.1,809) 799 (77.1,82.5) -1.5 (-5.5,2.5) 27 (-1.2,6.5)
Race/ethnicity
White 84.7 (82.2,86.8) 86.7 (84.0,88.9) 84.2 (82.2,86.0) 86.7 (85.2,88.0) 86.5 (84.4,88.3) 1.8 (-1.5,5.1) 2.3 (-0.5,5.0)

769 (74.0,79.5) 774 (74.1,80.4) 758 (73.5,78.0) 77.5 (75.6,793) 78.8 (76.2,81.1) 1.9 (-1.4,5.1) 29 (-0.1,6.0)

African American__ 86.6 (80.5,91.1) 83.3 (75.4,89.0) 857 (80.6,89.7) 87.1 (83.3,90.1) 87.7 (82.0,91.8) 1.1 (-6.2,8.3) 2.0 (-4.5,8.4)
82.6 (76.6,87.3) 839 (78.4,88.2) 855 (81.1,89.0) 827 (783,86.4) 812 (753,86.0) ~-1.3 (-8.9,6.2) -4.2  (-10.5,2.1)

Hispanic 87.8 (82.6,91.5) 89.0 (83.9,92.6) 87.0 (82.7,90.4) 88.0 (84.091.2) 852 (80.1,89.2) -2.5 (-8.7,3.7) -1.8 (-6.5,2.9)
83.0 (77.1,87.6) 80.6 (74.6,85.5) 78.8 (73.6,83.1) 79.1 (73.9,83.4) 76.0 (69.3,81.6) -7.0 (-14.6,0.6) -2.8 (-8.3,2.8)

Risk score
Higher risk 76.0 (72.7,79.1) 77.7 (74.1,80.9) 746 (71.8,77.3) 77.6 (74.9,80.1) 77.8 (74.8,80.5) 1.8 (-2.7,6.2) 3.2 (-0.8,7.2)
629 (59.5,66.2) 639 (60.0,67.6) 63.5 (60.4,66.5) 634 (609,658 64.1 (60.5,67.6) 1.3 (-3.7,6.2) 0.6 (-3.6,4.8)
Lower risk 96.0 (94.1,97.3) 957 (93.2,97.3) 96.1 (94.7,97.1) 96.1 (94.9,97.1) 951 (92.7,96.8) -0.8 (-3.7,2.0) -1.0 (-3.3,1.4)

964 (94.597.7) 951 (93.1,96.5) 944 (92.3,959) 93.8 (924949) 931 (90.795.0) -3.3 *(-5.7,-0.8) -1.3 (-4.2,1.6)

Sensation seeking

High 81.2 (78.8,83.5) 83.0 (80.1,855) 804 (78.0,82.6) 82.6 (80.4,84.6) 821 (79.7,84.4) 0.9 (-2.54.3) 1.7 (-1.6,5.1)
69.6 (66.5,72.6) 723 (69.0,75.4) 699 (67.1,72.6) 716 (69.2,73.8) 705 (67.7,73.2) 0.9 (-2.8,4.6) 0.6 (-2.9,4.2)

Low 91.8 (88.594.2) 928 (89.7,95.0) 91.6 (89.1,93.5) 93.1 (91.7942) 9.6 (89.7,94.8) 0.9 (-3.0,4.7) 1.1 (-2.3,4.5)
919 (89.0,94.2) 899 (86.9,923) 89.7 (87.291.8) 885 (86.3,90.5) 913 (88.6,934) -0.7 (-4.1,2.8) 1.6 (-1.6,4.8)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this report

Lve-1d

are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-52. Intentions to use marijuana once or twice among youth as reported by parentsl’2 and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Percent of youth who definitely will not use marijuana even once or twice in the next 12 months

Parent perspective

Child perspective

Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 18
12.5t0 13 86.8 (84.3,89.0) 844 (81.8,86.6) 852 (82.8,87.2) 855 (83.087.7) 873 (849:894) 0.6 (-2.3,3.4) 22 (-0.9,5.3)
86.8 (84.6,88.8) 86.5 (83.9,88.7) 87.0 (849,888) 872 (84.7,89.4) 875 (84.4,90.1) 0.7 (-2.8.4.1) 0.5 (-3.04.1)
14to 15 771  (73.7,80.1) 758 (72.5,78.9) 754 (72.3,78.2) 755 (73.3,77.7) 78.4 (75.9,80.7) 1.3 (-2.6,5.2) 3.0 (-0.6,6.6)
76.3  (72.5,79.7) 722 (68.9,75.3) 729 (704,75.1) 73.0 (709,75.1) 73.7 (70.6,76.5) -2.6  (-7.6,2.3) 0.8 (-2.7.4.3)
16to 18 71.9 (68.2,75.3) 649 (60.2,69.3) 655 (62.8,68.1) 682 (65.5,70.7) 665 (63.3,69.6) -5.4 *(-10.5,-0.3) 1.0 (-2.8,4.8)
61.8 (58.2,65.2) 605 (56.2,646) 588 (55.8,61.7) 63.8 (61.1,66.4) 64.1 (60.8,67.3) 23 (-2.5,7.1) 5.3 *(0.8,9.8)
14 to 16 76.5 (73.7,79.0) 742 (70.7,77.5) 732 (70.8,75.4) 738 (71.6,75.9) 755 (73.2,77.7) -1.0 (-4.6,2.6) 23 (-0.7,5.3)
733  (70.7,75.8) 69.6 (66.5,72.6) 699 (67.8,72.0) 70.7 (68.5729) 714 (68.9,73.8) -19 (-5.3,1.5) 1.4 (-1.3,4.2)
14t0 18 743 (71.9,76.5) 70.0 (66.8,73.0) 69.7 (67.7,71.7) 71.3 (69.4,73.1) 714 (69.2,73.6) -2.8 (-6.1,0.4) 1.7 (-0.8,4.2)
683 (66.2,70.4) 658 (62.8,68.6) 648 (62.6,66.9) 67.7 (65.7,69.7) 68.0 (656,70.3) -03 (-3.2,2.5) 3.2 *(0.3,6.2)
12.5t0 18 772 (75.4,78.9) 734 (70.7,76.0) 735 (71.8,75.1) 74.7 (73.1,76.3) 752 (73.3,77.0) -2.0 (-4.6,0.6) 1.8 (-0.3,3.8)
72.7  (709,744) 707 (68.4,729) 701 (68.2,71.9) 724 (70.6,74.1) 726 (70.6,74.5) -0.1 (-24,2.2) 25 (0.0,5.0)




g Table 6-52. Intentions to use marijuana once or twice among youth as reported by parents'” and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking
8 (continued)
Percent of youth who definitely will not use marijuana even once or twice in the next 12 months
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% ClI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 12.5 to 13
Gender
Males 86.0 (82.5,88.9) 820 (77.9,854) 823 (78.0,859) 843 (80.4,87.5) 853 (81.2,88.6) -0.7 (-5.1,3.8) 3.0 (-2.6,8.6)
84.5 (81.3,87.2) 882 (84.691.0) 877 (84.7,90.2) 883 (85.590.7) 87.0 (83.3,89.9) 24 (-19,6.8) -0.8 (-5.5,4.0)
Females 87.7 (83.191.1) 87.1 (83.8,89.8) 88.0 (85.0,90.4) 86.8 (82.6,90.2) 89.5 (86.0,92.2) 1.9 (-2.9,6.6) 15 (-2.5,5.6)
89.4 (86.591.7) 84.6 (80.4,88.0) 862 (82.8,89.0) 860 (81.9,89.3) 88.1 (81.8924) -13 (-7.3.4.7) 1.9 (-4.9,8.7)
Race/ethnicity
White 89.4 (86.591.8) 863 (82.7,89.3) 83.8 (81.2,86.2) 87.0 (83.9,89.6) 858 (82.4,88.6) -3.7 (-7.4,0.1) 1.9 (-2.0,5.9)
88.6 (86.0,90.7) 87.1 (83.9,89.7) 87.6 (85.0,809) 877 (84.1,90.6) 883 (85.590.7) -0.2 (-3.8,3.3) 0.7 (-2.7,4.1)
African American__ 77.7 (67.5,85.4) 814 (74.0,87.1) 893 (82.0,93.8) 78.6 (67.3,86.7) 90.8 (84.594.7) 13.1 *(1.8,24.5) 1.5 (-5.8,8.8)
87.4 (80.8,92.0) 89.4 (82.593.8) 87.1 (79.492.1) 864 (78.791.6) 848 (71.3926) -2.6 (-14.492) 2.2 (-154,11.0)
Hispanic 839 (76.0,89.5) 752 (66.8,82.0) 833 (75.1,89.3) 84.7 (78.5,89.3) 90.1 (83.4,94.3) 6.3 (-2.4,149) 6.8 (-0.7,14.3)
77.7  (693.84.4) 809 (72.7,87.0) 856 (80.3,89.7) 87.0 (80.9,91.4) 87.1 (79.2,922) 93 (-1.7203) 14  (-6.493)
Risk score
Higher risk 67.6 (58.3,75.8) 733 (62.6,81.8) 73.1 (64.7,80.1) 77.6 (69.883.8) 69.5 (56.9,79.7) 1.8 (-12.3,159) -3.6 (-17.1,10.0)
43.6 (35.0,52.7) 56.1 (42.2,69.1) 519 (434,60.3) 551 (459,63.9) 336 (22.746.5) -101 (-264,6.3) -183 *(-34.9,-1.7)
Lower risk 89.4 (86.8,91.5) 854 (82.6,87.8) 86.8 (84.2,89.0) 863 (83.6,88.6) 888 (86.0,91.0) -0.6 (-3.8,2.6) 1.9 (-1.7,5.6)
922 (90.1,93.8) 902 (879,92.0) 914 (89.3,93.1) 913 (88.5934) 91.6 (88.793.8) -0.6 (-3.4,2.3) 0.2 (-2.8,3.2)
Sensation seeking
High 823 (78.4,85.6) 817 (77.4,854) 824 (78.585.7) 81.5 (77.4,851) 829 (79.0862) 0.7 (4356) 05 (-3.94.9)
753  (71.2,79.0) 760 (71.2,80.3) 76.4 (73.0,79.4) 782 (73.5,824) 743 (67.8,799) -1.0 (-8.2,6.2) -2.1 (-9.2,5.0)
Low 90.3 (87.4,92.6) 86.0 (82.589.0) 87.6 (84.1,904) 88.6 (85.3,91.2) 90.2 (87.2,92.6) -0.1 -3.3,3.1) 2.6 (-1.4,6.7)
95.7 (93.7,97.0) 95.1 (92.0,97.0) 949 (92.4,96.6) 948 (92.5963) 97.1 (95.1,98.3) 1.5 (-0.6,3.6) 23 (-0.4,5.0)

6vc-1d
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Table 6-52. Intentions to use marijuana once or twice among youth as reported by parents"2 and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

(continued)
Percent of youth who definitely will not use marijuana even once or twice in the next 12 months
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% CI Est 95% C1
Youth aged 14 to 18
Gender
Males 71.5 (67.9,749) 66.8 (62.0,71.2) 663 (63.5,69.0) 673 (64.7,69.9) 685 (65.1,71.7) -3.0 (-7.3,1.3) 2.2 (-1.4,5.7)
66.9 (62.5,70.9) 649 (60.7,68.8) 639 (61.1,66.6) 677 (64.8,70.5) 672 (64.0,70.3) 0.3 (-4.6,5.3) 33 (-0.6,7.3)
Females 772 (74.0,80.0) 733 (69.9,76.5) 733 (70.3,76.2) 754 (72.8,77.8) 745 (71.7,77.1) 2.7 (-6.9,1.5) 1.2 (-2.54.9)
69.8 (66.0,73.4) 66.7 (63.6,69.7) 657 (62.4,68.8) 677 (64.8,70.4) 688 (65.8,71.7) -1.0 (-5.8,3.8) 3.1 (-1.1,7.4)
Race/ethnicity
White 745 (71.8,77.0) 69.7 (66.1,73.0) 69.3 (67.0,71.5) 70.3 (68.1,72.4) 7T1.7 (689,74.4) -2.7 (-6.5,1.0) 24 (-0.5,5.3)

66.5 (63.8,69.1) 64.5 (60.9,679) 62.7 (604,649) 664 (64.0,688) 678 (64.9,70.5) 13 (-2.0,4.6) 5.1 *(1.9,8.3)

African American__ 72.7  (66.8,77.9) 66.4 (57.1,74.7) 69.0 (63.9,73.6) 70.7 (64.2,76.4) 70.0 (63.4,75.9) 2.7 (-10.753) 10  (-6.2,8.3)
700 (64.1,75.3) 688 (61.6,75.3) 688 (63.8,733) 724 (66.6,77.6) 66.5 (59.9,72.4) -3.5 (-12.1,5.1) 23  (9.7,5.2)

Hispanic 73.7 (67.5,79.1) 72.7 (65.6,78.9) 68.8 (62.9,74.2) 73.5 (68.0,78.4) 69.0 (63.4,74.1) -4.7 (-12.6,3.2) 0.2 (-6.8,7.3)
74.6 (68.5,79.8) 689 (62.0,75.0) 67.0 (60.8,72.7) 67.0 (62.0,71.6) 697 (64.2,74.6) -49 (-12.3,2.4) 2.6 (-4.9,10.1)

Risk score
Higher risk 65.2 (61.4,68.8) 59.1 (54.8,63.3) 60.1 (56.9,63.2) 60.7 (57.7,63.7) 62.0 (58.5,65.3) -3.2 (-8.3,1.8) 1.9 (-2.5,6.3)
52.1 (48.4,55.7) 454 (41.0499) 481 (453,509) 503 (47.1,53.5) 512 (475,548) -09 (-6.3,4.5) 3.1 (-1.6,7.8)
Lower risk 839 (80.7,86.6) 813 (77.4,84.6) 805 (77.583.1) 814 (79.2,83.5) 80.8 (78.0,83.4) -3.0 (-6.9,0.8) 0.4 (-3.4,4.2)

878 (85.0,90.1) 865 (83.6,89.0) 82.9 (80.4,85.2) 84.9 (82.9,86.6) 83.6 (80.6,862) -42 *(-78-06) 0.7  (-2.84.1)

Sensation seeking

High 69.0 (65.6,72.2) 650 (61.3,68.6) 634 (60.4,66.4) 650 (62.5673) 66.2 (63.6,688) -2.8 (-6.9,1.4) 2.8 (-1.0,6.6)
56.4 (53.1,59.6) 548 (51.3,58.2) 53.6 (50.8,564) 572 (544599) 575 (54.5.60.4) 1.1 (-3.1,5.3) 39 *%0.3,7.5)

Low 81.7 (785845 788 (743,827 79.0 (75.6,82.1) 80.3 (77.8,82.6) 78.6 (75.0,81.8) -3.1 (-7.1,0.9) -0.5 (-4.8,3.9)
859 (82.2,80.0) 83.9 (80.3,86.9) 80.8 (77.6,83.7) 83.0 (80.5,853) 82.6 (79.4,854) -33 (-79,13) 18  (-2.4,59)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.
The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this report
are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-53. Intentions to use marijuana regularly among youth as reported by parentsl’2 and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

Percent of youth who definitely will not use marijuana regularly in the next 12 months

Parent perspective

Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI1 Est 95% CI Est 95% C1
Youth aged 12.5 to 18

12.5t0 13 90.8 (88.6,92.6) 90.1 (883,91.6) 894 (87.2,91.3) 89.0 (86.6,91.1) 924 (90.593.8) 1.6 (-0.8,4.0) 29  *(0.5,54)
942 (92.6,954) 94.0 (92.1,95.5) 93.6 (91.9,949) 945 (93.1,957) 944 (92.096.1) 0.2 (-2.2,2.6) 0.8 (-1.8,3.5)
14t0 15 84.4 (81.6,86.9) 843 (81.4,86.8) 83.7 (81.5,856) 82.7 (80.5,84.8) 849 (824,87.1) 0.5 (-3.0,3.9) 1.2 (-2.0,4.4)
89.2 (86.691.3) 84.7 (82.0,87.1) 86.4 (84.3,88.3) 852 (834,86.8) 864 (84.1,88.5) -2.7 (-6.1,0.6) 0.0 (-2.7,2.8)
16t0 18 773 (73.8,80.5) 72.7 (68.6,76.4) 72.6 (70.1,75.0) 76.1 (73.8,78.3) 73.8 (70.6,76.7) -3.6 (-8.1,0.9) 1.1 (-2.9,5.1)
75.6 (72.3,78.6) 74.5 (71.0,77.8) 752 (724,77.7) 77.0 (74.6,79.2) 787 (76.1,81.1) 3.1 (-1.3,7.5) 3.5 *(0.0,7.0)
14to0 16 83.0 (80.8,85.0) 833 (804,858 82.0 (80.0,83.8) 813 (79.2,83.2) 829 (80.8,84.9) -0.1 (-3.3,3.1) 0.9 (-1.7,3.6)
87.0 (84.8,889) 82.7 (80.0,85.2) 84.7 (82.9,864) 83.6 (81.9,85.2) 84.5 (82.8,86.0) -2.5 (-5.1,0.1) -03 (-2.3,1.8)
14to0 18 80.6 (78.7,82.4) 78.1 (75.4,80.6) 774 (75.6,79.1) 789 (77.2,80.6) 784 (76.3,80.3) -2.2 (-4.9,0.5) 1.0 (-1.6,3.6)
81.7 (79.8,83.5) 79.1 (76.6,81.5) 80.0 (779,819) 804 (789,819) 819 (80.0,836) 0.1 (-2.6,2.9) 19 (-054.3)
12.5t0 18 83.0 (81.4,84.5) 81.0 (78.8,82.9) 80.3 (78.8381.7) 814 (79.9.82.7) 81.7 (80.1,832) -13 (-3.4,0.8) 1.4 (-0.5,3.4)
847 (83.1,86.1) 827 (80.7,84.5) 832 (81.6,84.7) 838 (82.6,85.0) 848 (83.3,862) 0. (-2.1,2.4) 1.6 (-0.5,3.6)
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Table 6-53. Intentions to use marijuana regularly among youth as reported by parentsl’2 and their children, by youth age, gender, race/ethnicity, risk score, and sensation seeking

(continued)
Percent of youth who definitely will not use marijuana regularly in the next 12 months
Parent perspective
Child perspective
Year 2000 Year 2001 Year 2002 Year 2003 Change from Change from
(Average for (Average for (Average for (Average for Year 2004 Year 2000 Year 2002
Waves 1 and 2) Waves 3 and 4) Waves 5 and 6) Waves 7 and 8) (Wave 9 only) to Year 2004 to Year 2004°
Characteristics % 95% CI % 95% C1 % 95% CI % 95% CI % 95% CI Est 95% ClI Est 95% CI
Youth aged 14 to 18
Gender
Males 789 (75.5,82.0) 74.7 (70.5,784) 745 (71.8,77.0) 754 (73.0,77.8) 759 (72.8,78.8) -3.0 (-7.2,1.2) 1.4  (-2.1,5.0)
794 (75.8,82.6) 778 (739081.2) 803 (779,825) 79.0 (76.8,81.0) 809 (78.1,83.4) 1.5 (-2.9,5.8) 06  (-2.6,3.7)
Females 824 (79.4,85.0) 817 (78.3,84.7)  80.4 (77.8,82.8) 825 (80.1,84.7) 81.0 (78.4,83.3) -14 (-5.3,2.5) 0.6 (-2.94.1)
84.1 (80.9,86.8) 80.6 (77.5,833) 79.6 (76.4,82.5) 819 (79.7.84.0) 829 (80.5,85.0) ~-1.2 (-4.8,2.3) 33 (-0.2,6.8)
Race/ethnicity
White 82.1 (79.9,84.1) 80.0 (77.1,82.6) 78.6 (76.4,80.6) 79.7 (77.7,81.6) 80.1 (77.7,82.3) -2.0 (-5.1,1.0) 1.5 (-1.4,4.4)
814 (78.7.83.8) 78.6 (754,81.5) 79.0 (76.7,81.0) 80.6 (78.8,82.3) 826 (80.0,84.8) 1.2 (-2.5,4.8) 3.6 *09,64)
African American__ 783  (73.2,82.7) 711 (63.1,78.0) 76.0 (70.3,80.9) 76.1 (704,81.0) 73.7 (66.3,80.0) -45 (-12.73.6) -23 (-10.1,5.6)
852 (80.1,89.2) 821 (76.2,86.7) 82.0 (77.1,86.0) 827 (77.8,86.7) 80.7 (76.0,84.7) -45 (-104,1.5) ~-13 (-6.5,4.0)
Hispanic 76.0 (70.2,81.1) 759 (68.881.7) 71.6 (66.0,76.5) 772 (71.9,81.8) 73.8 (68.3,78.6) -2.2 (-9.9,5.4) 2.2 (4.2,8.7)
812 (75.7,85.7) 79.0 (73.1,83.9) 803 (75.0,84.7) 768 (72.2,80.7) 793 (74.8,83.2) -1.9 (-79,4.2) -1.0 (-6.8,4.9)
Risk score
Higher risk 714 (68.1,74.5) 704 (66.4,74.1) 672 (64.3,70.0) 70.0 (67.3,72.6) 699 (66.6,73.1) -1.5 (-6.1,3.2) 27 (-1.5,6.9)
694 (65.8,72.7) 654 (614,69.2) 68.0 (653,70.6) 67.0 (64.3,69.6) 69.7 (664,72.8) 03 (-5.1,5.7) 1.7 (-23,5.7)
Lower risk 90.1 (87.5,92.2) 86.1 (82.9,88.9) 883 (86.2,90.1) 875 (85.6,89.2) 868 (84.2,80.1) -3.2 (-6.9,04) -15 (-4.9,2.0)
96.4 (94.897.6) 934 (91.1,951) 93.1 (91.3,946) 936 (922948) 932 (91.5946) -33 *(-53,-1.2) 0.1 (-2.0,2.2)
Sensation seeking
High 76.9 (74.1,79.5) 753 (72.0,78.2) 72.6 (69.8,75.3) 743 (71.9,76.6) 75.0 (72.4,77.5) -1.8 (-5.6,2.0) 24 (-1.3,6.2)
73.8 (70.8,76.6) 723 (69.0,75.4) 73.0 (70.3,75.5) 733 (70.8,75.6) 753 (72.7,77.8) 1.5 (-2.6,5.6) 2.3 (-0.8,5.5)
Low 854 (82.0,88.2) 832 (78.9,86.9) 844 (81.6,86.8) 855 (83.2,87.6) 832 (79.6,86.2) -2.2 (-6.6,2.2) -12 (-54,2.9)
932 (91.0,95.0) 904 (87.6,92.6) 90.0 (87.592.1) 909 (88.8,92.7) 913 (885935 -19 (-5.1,1.2) 1.3 (2.2,4.8)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

These parent questions were repeated separately for each sample child.

*The 2002 to 2004 time period is used to cover the period of the Campaign from the launch of the marijuana initiative.

NOTE: Ali estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on youth and parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on youth and parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented

earlier.
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Table 6-54. Parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising, by youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Parent reports of each exposure level by child's age

Less than 12 or more
Parents of youth aged 4 times 4-11 times times per Total
12.5 to 18 by: per month per month month row percent
Youth characteristics
12.5t0 13 29.1 27.9 43.0 100.0
14to 16 27.9 29.6 42.5 100.0
14to 18 28.2 29.0 42.7 100.0
12.5t0 18 284 28.8 42.8 100.0
Gender
Males 284 30.1 41.5 100.0
Females 284 27.4 44.2 100.0
Race/ethnicity
White 30.2 31.6 38.1 100.0
African American 21.8 23.7 54.5 100.0
Hispanic 26.3 21.7 52.0 100.0
Parent characteristics
Gender
Males 29.3 31.3 394 100.0
Females 28.0 27.4 44.6 100.0
Race/ethnicity
White 30.1 31.8 38.1 100.0
African American 20.9 234 55.7 100.0
Hispanic 26.5 21.6 52.0 100.0
Education
Less than college 28.5 249 46.6 100.0
Some college + 28.4 322 395 100.0
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 279 27.8 443 100.0
2001 (3-4) 31.6 28.5 39.9 100.0
2002 (5-6) 29.1 28.5 42.4 100.0
2003 (7-8) 26.4 29.3 44.3 100.0
2004 (9) 26.3 30.7 43.0 100.0

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on
1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18.
Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-55. Parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising, by youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Parent reports of each exposure level by child's age

Less than 12 or more
Parents of youth aged 1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Total
12.5 to 18 by: per month per month per month month row percent
Youth characteristics
12.5t0 13 16.4 28.9 36.0 18.7 100.0
14 to 16 16.4 28.3 38.7 16.6 100.0
14t0 18 16.3 27.8 39.2 16.7 100.0
12.5t0 18 16.3 28.1 384 17.2 100.0
Gender
Males 17.2 27.9 38.5 16.5 100.0
Females 15.4 28.3 38.4 17.9 100.0
Race/ethnicity
White 16.5 29.7 38.9 14.9 100.0
African American 13.7 24.2 38.8 234 100.0
Hispanic 16.8 23.7 36.9 22.5 100.0
Parent characteristics
Gender
Males 16.8 29.8 394 14.0 100.0
Females 16.1 27.2 37.9 18.9 100.0
Race/ethnicity
White 16.4 29.6 39.1 15.0 100.0
African American 13.5 24.2 38.6 23.6 100.0
Hispanic 17.5 23.2 36.9 224 100.0
Education
Less than college 14.9 26.0 39.2 19.9 100.0
Some college + 17.5 29.8 37.8 14.9 100.0
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 29.2 34.6 27.8 84 100.0
2001 (3-4) 21.2 31.8 33.9 13.1 100.0
2002 (5-6) 11.0 26.1 42.3 20.5 100.0
2003 (7-8) 7.8 21.0 47.6 23.6 100.0
2004 (9) 9.9 26.5 41.2 224 100.0

' All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data.
Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may

differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-56. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about monitoring their children?, by both youth
and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 118.74 115.83 126.65 0.03
(112.81,124.66) (109.09,122.57) (122.22,131.08) *( 0.00, 0.006)
14to 16 92.69 93.22 103.02 0.04
(85.76,99.61) (87.41,99.03) (98.31,107.72) *( 0.02, 0.07)
14to 18 79.31 81.82 92.23 0.05
(73.64,84.98) (75.97,87.67) (87.79,96.67) *( 0.03, 0.08)
12.5to0 18 89.08 89.74 100.64 0.05
(84.19,93.96) (84.76,94.71) (96.89,104.40) *( 0.03,0.07)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 80.46 81.61 94 .40 0.06
(74.60,86.32) (74.71,88.51) (89.18,99.63) *( 0.03, 0.09)
Females 97.72 99.24 106.81 0.04
(91.12,104.33) (93.46,105.01) (101.17,112.45) *( 0.01, 0.06)
Race/ethnicity
White 83.88 86.69 92.96 0.04
(78.33,89.42) (81.09,92.30) (88.32,97.60) *( 0.01, 0.06)
African American 96.71 93.40 108.03 0.05
(83.91,109.50) (80.91,105.90) (98.01,118.05) (-0.01,0.11)
Hispanic 103.68 102.44 123.47 0.07
(91.45,115.91) (88.21,116.68) (114.88,132.05) *(0.02,0.13)

sajqeLlieleg



9¢¢-1d

12159/

Table 6-56. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about monitoring their children?, by both youth

and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 74.79 77.75 86.65 0.05
(65.92,83.65) (68.97,86.54) (79.31,93.99) *( 0.00, 0.09)
Females 96.52 96.86 108.01 0.05
(90.81,102.24) (90.14,103.58) (103.54,112.47) *(10.03, 0.07)
Education
Less than college 87.76 87.82 100.16 0.05
(81.41,94.10) (80.70,94.94) (95.03,105.28) *(0.02,0.08)
Some college + 90.12 91.24 101.04 0.05
(83.03,97.22) (84.84,97.64) (95.65,106.44) *( 0.01, 0.08)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 73.90 84.53 90.08 0.06
(62.51,85.28) (75.16,93.89) (82.72,97.43) *(0.02,0.11)
2001 (3-4) 85.63 92.33 97.75 0.05
(78.44,92.83) (82.33,102.32) (90.58,104.91) *( 0.01, 0.09)
2002 (5-6) 98.24 89.19 104.18 0.03
(90.82,105.66) (80.67,97.72) (97.66,110.70) (-0.01, 0.06)
2003 (7-8) 95.57 93.98 103.96 0.03
(87.05,104.09) (87.13,100.83) (98.52,109.40) (-0.01, 0.08)
2004 (9) 95.91 87.03 113.04 0.08
(86.11,105.70) (78.48,95.59) (105.83,120.25) *( 0.03,0.13)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data.
Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ

from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-57. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’, by both youth and

parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

L1G2-1a

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12510 13 117.19 115.16 124 .46 129.02 0.04
(106.43,127.96) (108.76,121.56) (119.45,129.46) (122.28,135.75) *( 0.00, 0.08)
14t0 16 96.10 93.09 97.01 110.40 0.04
(87.55,104.65) (87.97,98.20) (92.63,101.38) (101.58,119.23) *( 0.01,0.07)
14 to 18 83.22 82.24 85.47 97.46 0.04
(74.68,91.77) (77.67,86.81) (80.98,89.96) (89.01,105.91) *( 0.01, 0.06)
12.5t0 18 91.44 90.37 94.25 105.45 0.04
(84.58,98.30) (85.94,94.80) (90.21,98.28) (98.40,112.49) *( 0.01, 0.06)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 85.07 82.53 87.41 97.37 0.03
(75.60,94.55) (76.26,88.79) (81.38,93.43) (89.03,105.70) *( 0.01, 0.06)
Females 98.63 98.64 101.56 113.55 0.04
(89.12,108.14) (92.50,104.77) (95.79,107.33) (103.51,123.59) *( 0.01, 0.07)
Race/ethnicity
White 86.45 85.97 88.34 99.60 0.03
(77.07,95.84) (81.02,90.91) (84.16,92.53) (90.01,109.19) *( 0.00, 0.06)
African American 82.32 96.06 103.92 108.28 0.07
(64.91,99.73) (82.48,109.64) (92.90,114.93) (94.14,122.42) *( 0.01,0.12)
Hispanic 119.49 10545 114.24 116.52 0.01
(105.56,133.42) (93.14,117.77) (104.00,124.48) (100.71,132.33) (-0.04, 0.05)
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Table 6-57. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 79.37 75.48 80.53 101.65 0.06
(68.49,90.25) (67.72,83.24) (73.13,87.92) (89.73,113.57) *(0.02, 0.09)
Females 97.59 98.58 102.34 107.35 0.03
(89.80,105.38) (92.79,104.36) (97.40,107.28) (98.76,115.93) *( 0.00, 0.05)
Education
Less than college 96.86 88.42 92.24 99.16 0.01
(86.70,107.02) (81.41,95.44) (86.54,97.93) (89.72,108.60) (-0.03, 0.04)
Some college + 86.49 91.95 95.99 111.50 0.06
(77.52,95.46) (86.75,97.16) (90.00,101.98) (101.95,121.05) *(0.03, 0.09)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 78.11 82.06 88.65 100.11 0.06
(67.24,88.97) (73.04,91.08) (77.92,99.39) (83.84,116.38) *( 0.01, 0.10)
2001 (3-4) 86.62 92.37 9191 101.32 0.03
(73.99,99.25) (84.77,99.97) (84.87,98.94) (84.77,117.86) (-0.01, 0.08)
2002 (5-6) 108.82 93.27 95.35 104.39 -0.01
(95.90,121.75) (84.80,101.74) (88.13,102.56) (92.91,115.88) (-0.05, 0.04)
2003 (7-8) 98.03 92.83 96.23 110.67 0.03
(79.95,116.12) (84.40,101.27) (90.23,102.23) (102.54,118.80) (-0.01, 0.08)
2004 (9) 75.86 91.43 102.61 116.35 0.11
(60.55,91.18) (80.27,102.58) (95.10,110.13) (105.16,127.54) *(0.07,0.15)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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Table 6-58. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugsz, by

both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.51t013 97.66 106.72 125.04 0.11
(90.51,104.82) (101.97,111.47) (119.90,130.18) *( 0.07,0.14)
14to 16 91.32 96.50 122.36 0.13
(84.53,98.11) (91.69,101.31) (118.15,126.58) *( 0.10,0.15)
14 to 18 80.35 88.43 114.30 0.13
(73.78,86.93) (84.27,92.59) (110.25,118.35) *( 0.11,0.16)
1251018 84.64 92.69 116.92 0.13

Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males

Females

Race/ethnicity
White

African American

Hispanic

(78.92,90.36)

81.01
(73.80,88.22)

88.29
(80.99,95.60)

72.04
(65.59,78.48)

118.40
(104.35,132.45)

106.11
(91.51,120.71)

(89.25,96.13)

90.31
(85.45,95.17)

95.47
(89.84,101.10)

84.71
(80.41,89.01)

116.30
(103.62,128.97)

111.65
(100.12,123.18)

(113.28,120.56)

116.70
(112.86,120.55)

117.14
(111.50,122.78)

106.81
(102.33,111.29)

13526
(125.27,145.26)

140.55
(133.71,147.40)

*(10.10, 0.15)

0.14
*( 0.11,0.17)

0.11
*( 0.08, 0.15)

0.13
*( 0.10, 0.16)

0.07
*( 0.01,0.14)

0.16
*(0.10,0.21)
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Table 6-58. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugsz, by

both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases®
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 65.07 76.47 105.09 0.15
(54.83,75.32) (69.99,82.95) (98.55,111.64) *( 0.11,0.19)
Females 94.84 102.33 123.15 0.12
(88.14,101.53) (97.75,106.91) (118.80,127.51) *( 0.09,0.14)
Education
Less than college 90.27 99.18 123.29 0.14
(82.10,98.45) (93.41,104.94) (118.44,128.14) *( 0.10,0.17)
Some college + 79.02 88.18 110.69 0.12
(71.70,86.34) (82.66,93.71) (105.44,115.93) *( 0.09, 0.15)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 83.14 89.74 112.18 0.11
(72.03,94.26) (79.69,99.78) (103.92,120.45) *( 0.06,0.17)
2001 (3-4) 89.81 100.27 119.73 0.11
(80.82,98.79) (91.71,108.82) (113.17,126.29) *( 0.06,0.16)
2002 (5-6) 90.69 93.61 122.73 0.15
(82.65,98.73) (87.07,100.14) (116.74,128.72) *( 0.11,0.19)
2003 (7-8) 76.72 90.85 112.27 0.13
(66.31,87.12) (84.59,97.10) (107.19,117.36) *( 0.09,0.17)
2004 (9) 80.48 86.52 118.71 0.15
(67.61,93.35) (78.62,94.43) (112.71,124.71) *( 0.10,0.19)

VAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data.
Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ

from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-59. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugsz, by both

youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 102.53 104.92 112.03 125.52 0.07
(92.69,112.38) (98.49,111.35) (106.44,117.62) (116.79,134.24) *(0.04,0.11)
14to 16 99.69 96.02 108.87 122.79 0.07
(90.43,108.95) (90.41,101.63) (104.39,113.35) (115.28,130.30) *( 0.04,0.10)
14to 18 89.71 85.66 100.44 115.47 0.08
(79.85,99.57) (81.33,89.98) (95.75,105.12) (108.12,122.82) *( 0.05,0.11)
12.5t0 18 92.81 90.42 103.05 118.01 0.08
(84.98,100.65) (86.30,94.53) (98.98,107.11) (111.84,124.18) *( 0.05,0.10)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 85.34 88.88 102.63 121.50 0.10
(74.98,95.69) (82.99,94.76) (97.83,107.43) (114.75,128.26) *( 0.07,0.13)
Females 101.25 92.04 103.50 114.51 0.05
(91.71,110.78) (86.03,98.05) (97.89,109.12) (104.96,124.05) *( 0.01,0.08)
Race/ethnicity
White 76.79 78.47 95.13 110.15 0.10
(67.53,86.04) (74.16,82.78) (90.43,99.84) (102.45,117.86) *( 0.07,0.13)
African American 129.34 118.10 125.82 128.71 0.01
(115.58,143.10) (103.97,132.23) (114.93,136.72) (113.16,144.26) (-0.05,0.07)
Hispanic 121.41 115.80 121.50 131.21 0.02
(104.83,137.99) (102.58,129.01) (112.02,130.98) (116.06,146.37) (-0.04, 0.09)
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Table 6-59. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugs’, by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 77.35 73.10 89.72 108.99 0.09
(65.55,89.15) (65.32,80.87) (82.83,96.62) (97.76,120.22) *( 0.06,0.13)
Females 100.69 99.96 110.91 122.53 0.07
(91.63,109.74) (94.71,105.22) (105.86,115.96) (115.40,129.65) *( 0.04, 0.10)
Education
Less than college 102.34 97.88 107.55 119.48 0.05
(89.82,114.86) (91.79,103.98) (101.53,113.57) (110.96,128.01) *( 0.02, 0.09)
Some college + 83.94 83.93 99.05 116.15 0.10
(74.50,93.38) (78.65,89.22) (93.97,104.13) (108.57,123.73) *(0.06, 0.13)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 90.34 92.24 106.70 117.69 0.10
(82.40,98.27) (83.41,101.07) (97.97,115.43) (101.80,133.58) *( 0.05,0.14)
2001 (3-4) 93.95 94.36 111.83 115.76 0.07
(82.80,105.09) (85.85,102.87) (104.52,119.14) (103.54,127.98) *( 0.03,0.11)
2002 (5-6) 104.57 94.87 102.81 117.79 0.03
(89.61,119.52) (87.97,101.77) (95.65,109.97) (107.51,128.08) (-0.02, 0.08)
2003 (7-8) 87.17 81.68 94.10 120.45 0.08
(61.93,112.41) (74.22,89.14) (87.33,100.87) (112.78,128.12) *( 0.03,0.13)
2004 (9) 76.10 86.98 99.61 118.99 0.13
(59.22,92.98) (75.80,98.15) (92.03,107.20) (109.37,128.60) *(10.09,0.17)

!All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
IMeasurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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Table 6-60. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent monitoring behavior’, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5to0 13 1.79 1.72 1.71 -0.05
(1.73,1.86) (1.65,1.79) (1.64,1.77) *(-0.09,-0.00)
14to 16 1.41 1.44 1.48 0.04
(1.36,1.46) (1.37,1.51) (1.42,1.54) (-0.00, 0.08)
14to 18 1.29 1.31 1.36 0.04
(1.24,1.34) (1.25,1.38) (1.30,1.41) *( 0.00,0.07)
12.5t0 18 1.41 1.41 1.44 0.02
(1.37,1.46) (1.35,1.46) (1.39,1.49) (-0.01, 0.05)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 1.32 1.31 1.34 0.01
(1.26,1.38) (1.24,1.39) (1.28,1.39) (-0.03,0.05)
Females 1.51 1.51 1.55 0.02
(1.44,1.57) (1.45,1.58) (1.49,1.61) (-0.02,0.07)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.43 1.43 1.45 0.01
(1.37,1.49) (1.37,1.49) (1.39,1.51) (-0.02,0.04)
African American_____ 1.28 1.29 1.35 0.04
(1.14,1.41) (1.17,1.41) (1.27,1.44) (-0.04,0.12)
Hispanic 1.49 1.35 1.53 0.03
(1.32,1.66) (1.18,1.52) (1.41,1.64) (-0.06, 0.12)
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Table 6-60. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent monitoring behavior’, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

v9c¢-1d

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics ~ per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.34 1.29 1.38 0.03
(1.25,1.43) (1.22,1.37) (1.31,1.45) (-0.02, 0.08)
Females 1.45 1.47 1.48 0.01
(1.40,1.51) (1.41,1.54) (1.43,1.53) (-0.02,0.05)
Education
Less than college 1.33 131 1.40 0.04
(1.27,1.40) (1.24,1.38) (1.34,1.46) *( 0.00, 0.08)
Some college + 1.49 1.47 1.48 -0.01
(1.42,1.56) (1.41,1.54) (1.42,1.54) (-0.04, 0.03)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 1.34 1.39 1.41 0.03
(1.24,1.44) (1.30,1.49) (1.32,1.51) (-0.04,0.11)
2001 (3-4) 1.45 1.43 1.44 -0.01
(1.36,1.55) (1.31,1.54) (1.35,1.52) (-0.08, 0.06)
2002 (5-6) 1.40 1.45 1.42 0.01
(1.33,1.48) (1.36,1.54) (1.36,1.49) (-0.04, 0.05)
2003 (7-8) 1.41 1.39 1.47 0.03
(1.33,1.49) (1.32,1.46) (1.40,1.54) (-0.01, 0.08)
2004 (9) 1.50 1.36 1.50 0.02
(1.41,1.58) (1.26,1.45) (1.41,1.60) (-0.05, 0.08)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990

Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently,
results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-61. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent monitoring behavior’, by both youth and parent characteristics,
and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 1.66 1.71 1.74 1.77 0.04
(1.56,1.77) (1.62,1.79) (1.68,1.81) (1.66,1.89) (-0.01, 0.09)
14 to 16 1.50 1.40 1.45 1.58 0.03
(1.42,1.59) (1.33,1.46) (1.40,1.50) (1.49,1.67) (-0.00, 0.07)
1410 18 1.38 1.29 1.33 1.41 0.02
(1.29,1.46) (1.23,1.34) (1.27,1.38) (1.33,1.49) (-0.01, 0.05)
125t0 18 145 1.39 1.42 1.50 0.02
(1.38,1.52) (1.34,1.44) (1.37,1.47) (1.44,1.57) (-0.01, 0.05)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 1.33 1.30 1.30 1.44 0.03
(1.24,1.42) (1.23,1.36) (1.24,1.36) (1.35,1.52) (-0.01, 0.07)
Females 1.58 1.49 1.54 1.57 0.01
(1.48,1.68) (1.42,1.55) (1.49,1.60) (1.46,1.68) (-0.03, 0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.46 1.42 1.44 1.50 0.01
(1.38,1.54) (1.36,1.49) (1.39,1.50) (1.42,1.58) (-0.02,0.04)
African American__ 1.31 1.26 1.27 1.44 0.05
(1.10,1.51) (1.15,1.37) (1.16,1.37) (1.27,1.61) (-0.03,0.12)
Hispanic 1.52 1.38 1.48 1.55 0.03
(1.35,1.69) (1.24,1.51) (1.36,1.61) (1.39,1.71) (-0.04,0.10)

g9c¢-1d

sajqel jlee@



99¢-1d

1ejso

Table 6-61. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent monitoring behavior’, by both youth and parent characteristics,
and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.33 1.29 1.35 1.49 0.06
(1.23,1.44) (121,1.37) (1.28,1.42) (1.38,1.60) *( 0.01, 0.10)
Females 1.50 1.44 1.46 1.51 0.01
(1.42,1.59) (1.38,1.51) (1.41,1.51) (1.43,1.59) (-0.03,0.04)
Education
Less than college 1.35 1.30 1.35 1.46 0.04
(1.24,1.47) (1.24,1.37) (1.29,1.40) (1.37,1.56) (-0.00, 0.09)
Some college + 1.53 1.46 1.48 1.54 0.01
(1.44,1.62) (1.39,1.52) (1.42,1.54) (1.43,1.64) (-0.03, 0.05)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 1.33 1.40 1.39 1.46 0.04
(1.22,1.43) (1.32,1.48) (1.29,1.48) (1.30,1.62) (-0.03, 0.10)
2001 (3-4) 1.51 1.38 1.43 1.55 0.02
(1.38,1.64) (1.27,1.49) (1.35,1.51) (1.36,1.74) (-0.05,0.09)
2002 (5-6) 1.56 1.39 1.42 1.42 -0.04
(1.39,1.73) (1.31,1.48) (1.34,1.49) (1.32,1.53) (-0.09,0.02)
2003 (7-8) 1.48 1.34 1.45 1.50 0.03
(1.30,1.66) (1.24,1.44) (1.39,1.51) (1.42,1.58) (-0.03, 0.09)
2004 (9) 1.22 1.47 1.40 1.64 0.09
(1.06,1.38) (1.35,1.59) (1.31,1.48) (1.49,1.79) *( 0.03,0.16)

' All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from
those presented carlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-62. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent talking behavior’, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 2.28 2.42 2.53 0.18
(2.21,2.35) (2.36,2.47) (2.48,2.58) *( 0.12,0.23)
14to 16 2.26 2.39 2.54 0.19
(2.19,2.32) (2.33,2.45) (2.50,2.59) *( 0.14,0.23)
14to0 18 2.20 2.36 2.49 0.18
(2.14,2.26) (2.31,2.41) (2.44,2.54) *( 0.13,0.22)
12.5t0 18 2.22 2.37 2.50 0.18
(2.17,2.28) (2.33,242) (2.46,2.54) *( 0.14,0.21)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 2.28 2.39 2.51 0.16
(2.22,2.34) (2.33,2.45) (2.46,2.56) *( 0.11,0.20)
Females 2.16 2.35 2.49 0.19
(2.09,2.24) (2.30,2.41) (2.44,2.53) *( 0.15,0.24)
Race/ethnicity
White 2.14 235 2.48 0.20
(2.08,2.21) (2.30,2.39) (2.43,2.53) *( 0.16,0.24)
African American 241 2.43 2.55 0.12
(2.29,2.52) (2.30,2.56) (2.44,2.65) *(0.01,0.22)
Hispanic 2.44 2.50 2.59 0.13
(2.30,2.59) (2.35,2.64) (2.52,2.67) *(0.02,024)
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Table 6-62. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent talking behavior’, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases®
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 2.05 2.23 2.39 0.18
(1.95,2.15) (2.16,2.31) (2.33,2.45) *( 0.13,0.23)
Females 231 2.45 2.56 0.18
(2.252.37) (2.40,2.51) (2.51,2.61) *( 0.13,0.23)
Education
Less than college 2.27 2.40 2.53 0.17
(2.20,2.35) (2.34,2.47) (2.48,2.58) *(0.12,0.23)
Some college + 2.17 235 2.47 0.18
(2.09,2.24) (2.29,2.41) (2.41,2.52) *(0.14,0.22)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 2.09 2.24 2.37 0.15
(1.96,2.23) (2.12,2.36) (2.30,2.44) *( 0.08,0.22)
2001 (3-4) 2.28 2.36 247 0.11
(2.19,2.38) (2.27,2.45) (2.40,2.54) *(0.04,0.18)
2002 (5-6) 2.23 2.43 2.59 0.25
(2.142.31) (2.35,2.50) (2.53,2.65) *( 0.19,0.32)
2003 (7-8) 223 2.39 2.53 0.21
(2.15,2.30) (2.32,2.46) (2.46,2.59) *(0.14,0.27)
2004 (9) 2.32 249 2.56 0.16
(2.21,2.42) (2.42,2.56) (2.48,2.64) *( 0.09, 0.23)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990

Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently,
results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.



Table 6-63. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent talking behavior?, by both youth and parent characteristics, and
by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 2.34 2.33 243 2.59 0.14
(2.25,2.44) (2.26,2.40) (2.38,2.49) (2.51,2.67) *( 0.09, 0.19)
14to 16 233 236 2.45 2.54 0.12
(2.24,2.43) (2.29,2.42) (2.40,2.50) (2.46,2.62) *( 0.06, 0.18)
14 to 18 2.28 225 241 2.49 0.13
(2.19,2.36) (2.20,2.31) (2.36,2.45) (2.42,2.56) *( 0.08,0.17)
12.5t0 18 2.29 227 241 2.52 0.13
(2.22,2.37) (2.22,2.33) (2.37,2.45) (2.46,2.58) *( 0.09,0.17)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 2.29 2.35 2.44 2.50 0.12
(2.19,2.38) (2.29,2.40) (2.39,2.50) (2.39,2.60) *( 0.06, 0.18)
Females 2.30 220 2.38 2.54 0.14
(2.20,2.40) (2.12,2.27) (2.34,2.43) (2.46,2.62) *( 0.09,0.19)
Race/ethnicity
White 222 223 2.39 2.49 0.14
(2.14,2.30) (2.17,2.29) (2.34,2.43) (2.41,2.56) *( 0.11,0.18)
African American 2.44 2.44 2.49 2.53 0.10
(2.27,2.61) (2.28,2.60) (2.36,2.61) (2.40,2.66) (-0.03,0.22)
Hispanic 2.50 2.35 2.53 2.63 0.11
(2.31,2.68) (2.22,2.48) (2.43,2.62) (2.48,2.77) *( 0.00, 0.22)
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Table 6-63. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent talking behavior?, by both youth and parent characteristics, and
by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’®
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 2.14 2.15 2.29 2.38 0.11
(2.04,2.24) (2.06,2.24) (2.23,2.36) (2.26,2.50) *(0.05,0.17)
Females 2.37 2.34 2.48 2.58 0.15
(2.28,2.46) (2.27,2.42) (2.44,2.53) (2.52,2.65) *( 0.09, 0.20)
Education
Less than college 2.41 2.27 2.45 2.52 0.10
(2.31,2.50) (2.19,2.34) (2.41,2.50) (2.42,2.61) *( 0.04,0.16)
Some college + 2.19 2.28 2.38 251 0.16
(2.10,2.28) (2.21,2.34) (2.32,2.44) (2.43,2.60) *( 0.11,0.20)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 220 2.22 2.30 2.40 0.10
(2.11,2.29) (2.11,2.33) (2.19,2.41) (2.23,2.57) *( 0.03,0.17)
2001 (3-4) 2.30 227 248 2.44 0.12
(2.20,2.39) (2.17,2.36) (2.42,2.55) (2.27,2.60) *( 0.04,0.20)
2002 (5-6) 2.34 2.36 243 2.60 0.12
(2.17,2.51) (2.26,2.45) (2.38,2.48) (2.53,2.68) *( 0.06,0.18)
2003 (7-8) 2.33 2.21 2.39 2.59 0.17
(2.16,2.49) (2.12,2.30) (2.33,2.45) (2.52,2.66) *( 0.10, 0.23)
2004 (9) 2.34 233 2.50 2.62 0.18
(2.13,2.54) (2.24,2.43) (2.43,2.57) (2.53,2.71) *( 0.11,0.24)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from
those presented earlier.
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Table 6-64. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent reports of three or more fun activities® per week, by both

youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental reports, by age
of child
12.5t0 13 0.69 0.74 0.74 0.09
(0.66,0.72) (0.71,0.77) (0.72,0.77) *(0.02,0.15)
14to 16 0.59 0.64 0.65 0.09
(0.55,0.63) (0.61,0.66) (0.63,0.68) *(0.03,0.15)
14to 18 0.52 0.58 0.61 0.12
(0.49,0.55) (0.55,0.60) (0.59,0.63) *( 0.08,0.17)
12.5t0 18 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.11
(0.54,0.59) (0.60,0.64) (0.63,0.66) *( 0.07, 0.15)
Parental reports, by child
characteristics
Gender
Males 0.55 0.60 0.62 0.09
(0.52,0.58) (0.58,0.63) (0.59,0.64) *(0.04,0.14)
Females 0.58 0.63 0.68 0.14
(0.55,0.61) (0.61,0.65) (0.65,0.70) *( 0.08,0.19)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.59 0.62 0.67 0.11
(0.56,0.62) (0.60,0.65) (0.65,0.69) *( 0.06, 0.16)
African American 0.53 0.61 0.60 0.10
(0.47,0.59) (0.55,0.67) (0.57,0.64) *( 0.01,0.19)
Hispanic 0.51 0.54 0.60 0.14
(0.46,0.56) (0.46,0.63) (0.56,0.64) *( 0.05, 0.23)
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Table 6-64. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and parent reports of three or more fun activities’ per week, by both
p g g

youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Parental reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.57 0.63 0.65 0.11
(0.53,0.61) (0.60,0.66) (0.62,0.69) *( 0.04,0.18)
Females 0.56 0.61 0.64 0.11
(0.53,0.59) (0.59,0.63) (0.62,0.66) *(0.06,0.16)
Education
Less than college 0.53 0.56 0.60 0.10
(0.50,0.56) (0.53,0.60) (0.57,0.62) *( 0.05,0.15)
Some college + 0.60 0.65 0.69 0.13
(0.57,0.63) (0.64,0.67) (0.67,0.71) *(0.07,0.19)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 0.58 0.65 0.64 0.07
(0.53,0.63) (0.61,0.69) (0.60,0.67) (-0.02,0.17)
2001 (3-4) 0.53 0.62 0.68 0.21
(0.49,0.57) (0.57,0.67) (0.64,0.71) *( 0.12,0.29)
2002 (5-6) 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.11
(0.52,0.62) (0.58,0.66) (0.61,0.68) *(0.04,0.18)
2003 (7-8) 0.59 0.60 0.64 0.08
(0.55,0.63) (0.56,0.63) 0.61,0.67) *(0.01,0.15)
2004 (9) 0.56 0.58 0.61 0.08
(0.51,0.61) (0.54,0.63) (0.57,0.65) (-0.01,0.16)

1eI1SoM

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data.
Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ

from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-65. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent reports of three or more fun activities’ per week, by both youth

and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month _per month per month month All cases’
Parental reports, by age
of child
12.5t0 13 0.66 0.70 0.75 0.74 0.12
(0.62,0.70) (0.66,0.73) (0.72,0.77) (0.70,0.79) *(0.05,0.18)
14 to 16 0.61 0.62 0.64 0.72 0.11
(0.57,0.65) (0.59,0.65) (0.61,0.66) (0.69,0.75) *(0.06, 0.16)
14 to 18 0.54 0.55 0.59 0.66 0.12
(0.50,0.57) (0.53,0.58) (0.57,0.61) (0.63,0.69) *( 0.08,0.16)
12.5t0 18 0.57 0.59 0.63 0.68 0.12
(0.54,0.60) (0.56,0.61) (0.61,0.65) (0.65,0.70) *(0.08, 0.15)
Parental reports, by child
characteristics
Gender
Males 0.53 0.57 0.60 0.67 0.14
(0.49,0.57) (0.54,0.59) (0.57,0.62) (0.63,0.71) *( 0.09,0.19)
Females 0.61 0.61 0.65 0.68 0.09
(0.57,0.66) (0.58,0.64) (0.63,0.68) (0.65,0.72) *(0.03,0.15)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.61 0.59 0.64 0.70 0.11
(0.58,0.64) (0.57,0.62) (0.62,0.67) (0.67,0.73) *( 0.06,0.15)
African American 0.54 0.59 0.59 0.63 0.08
(0.47,0.61) (0.53,0.65) (0.55,0.64) (0.58,0.68) (-0.00,0.16)
Hispanic 045 0.56 0.56 0.66 0.19
(0.37,0.54) (0.51,0.61) (0.52,0.61) (0.59,0.73) *( 0.08,0.29)
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Table 6-65. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and parent reports of three or more fun activities” per week, by both youth
and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Parental reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.60 0.59 0.62 0.71 0.11
(0.55,0.64) (0.55,0.62) (0.58,0.65) (0.67,0.75) *(0.05,0.17)
Females 0.55 0.58 0.63 0.66 0.12
(0.51,0.59) (0.56,0.61) (0.61,0.65) (0.63,0.70) *( 0.07,0.17)
Education
Less than college 0.51 0.55 0.58 0.63 0.12
(0.47,0.55) (0.52,0.58) (0.55,0.60) (0.59,0.67) *( 0.06,0.17)
Some college + 0.62 0.62 0.67 0.72 0.12
(0.58,0.66) (0.59,0.64) (0.64,0.69) (0.69,0.75) *(0.07,0.17)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 0.60 0.58 0.68 0.68 0.13
(0.55,0.65) (0.55,0.62) (0.64,0.72) (0.60,0.75) *(0.04,0.21)
2001 (3-4) 0.55 0.61 0.62 0.74 0.17
(0.49,0.61) (0.57,0.66) (0.58,0.66) (0.68,0.80) *(0.08,0.25)
2002 (5-6) 0.55 0.58 0.63 0.66 0.13
(0.47,0.63) (0.54,0.61) (0.60,0.67) (0.61,0.71) *( 0.05,0.20)
2003 (7-8) 0.60 0.59 0.60 0.66 0.06
(0.52,0.67) (0.55,0.63) (0.57,0.63) (0.62,0.70) (-0.01,0.14)
2004 (9) 0.54 0.55 0.58 0.63 0.09
(0.46,0.61) (0.51,0.60) (0.53,0.62) (0.57,0.69) *(0.01,0.16)
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!All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-66. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier roundz) and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’®
(at later round®) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 126.24 125.13 127.09 0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.04
(119.67,132.82)  (118.87,131.40)  (119.79,134.40) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.09, 0.07) (-0.08, 0.08) (-0.04,0.12)
l4t016_ 106.10 97.47 100.31 -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.05
(99.57,112.63) (91.63,103.30) (94.41,106.21) (-0.05,0.01) (-0.06, 0.04) (-0.07,0.04) *(-0.10,-0.00)
l14t018 92.58 86.28 89.15 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.04
(85.94,99.23) (80.22,92.34) (83.95,94.36) (-0.04, 0.02) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.03, 0.06) (-0.08,0.01)
12.5t0 18 101.27 95.81 98.76 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.02
(95.92,106.62) (90.95,100.67) (93.75,103.78) (-0.03, 0.02) (-0.05,0.02) (-0.03, 0.05) (-0.06, 0.02)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 91.16 90.66 91.07 0.00 0.01 0.02 -0.02
(83.87,98.46) (84.08,97.24) (85.29,96.85) (-0.03, 0.04) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.07,0.02)
Females 111.81 101.82 106.17 -0.02 -0.03 0.00 -0.02
(104.75,118.87) (95.89,107.75) (99.13,113.22) (-0.05,0.01) (-0.08,0.01) (-0.05,0.04) (-0.08, 0.04)
Race/ethnicity
White 95.06 92.30 90.15 -0.02 -0.01 -0.03 -0.03
(89.11,101.01) (86.89,97.72) (83.96,96.34) (-0.05,0.01) (-0.05, 0.04) (-0.08, 0.03) (-0.08,0.01)
African American__ 112.05 94.76 106.21 -0.01 -0.05 0.06 -0.05
(98.06,126.05) (79.51,110.01) (94.24,118.19) (-0.06, 0.05) (-0.14, 0.04) (-0.05,0.18) (-0.18, 0.08)
Hispanic 116.06 119.41 123.03 0.02 -0.05 0.08 0.04
(103.23,128.90) (106.67,132.14)  (109.97,136.08) (-0.06, 0.09) (-0.16, 0.06) (-0.02,0.18) (-0.07,0.15)

Gld

sa|qel |le1ad



9/.¢-1d

12159}

Table 6-66. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’

(at later round®) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases® ~>Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 83.15 85.69 83.44 0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.01
(72.91,93.39) (76.34,95.04) (74.99,91.88) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.06, 0.07) (-0.08, 0.06) (-0.07, 0.06)
Females 110.44 101.58 106.66 -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.03
(104.70,116.19) (95.41,107.75)  (100.56,112.75) (-0.04, 0.02) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.03, 0.06) (-0.09, 0.02)
Education
Less than college 102.39 96.99 99.58 -0.01 0.01 -0.03 -0.01
(94.92,109.86) (90.11,103.87) (93.56,105.60) (-0.04, 0.03) (-0.04, 0.07) (-0.10, 0.04) (-0.07,0.05)
Some college +_ 100.40 95.06 98.06 -0.01 -0.03 0.04 -0.02
(93.82,106.98) (88.85,101.27) (91.10,105.02) (-0.04,0.03) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.01,0.10) (-0.08, 0.03)
Longitudinal round(s)’
Round 1-->2 96.66 95.34 94.58 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(87.93,105.40) (88.01,102.67) (88.43,100.73) (-0.05, 0.02)
Round 2-->3 101.02 9547 101.91 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(91.73,110.30) (87.03,103.90) (94.47,109.35) (-0.03,0.05)
Round 3-->4 108.53 96.73 101.25 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(102.09,114.98) (89.26,104.19) (94.58,107.92) (-0.06, 0.02)

Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8§ and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates
in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.



1I159M

L/¢-1d

Table 6-67. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round?) and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’ (at later round?)

by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
125t0 13 133.78 122.86 122.70 128.75 -0.02 0.02 -0.08 -0.01
(123.26,144.30) (114.89,130.83) (116.19,129.21) (116.93,140.57) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.05,0.08) *(-0.15,-0.01) (-0.10,0.08)
14to 16 104.32 102.82 98.14 104.29 -0.01 0.02 -0.03 -0.03
(96.41,112.24)  (96.93,108.71)  (91.45,104.84)  (93.36,115.21) (-0.04,0.02) (-0.02,0.07) (-0.08, 0.02) (-0.09,0.03)
14t0 18 89.82 88.36 88.26 90.61 0.00 0.00 -0.02 0.02
(80.79,98.85) (83.03,93.68) (81.57,94.95)  (78.60,102.62) (-0.03,0.04) (-0.05, 0.06) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.04,0.08)
12.5t0 18 100.69 96.78 96.78 100.94 0.00 0.01 -0.03 0.02
(93.20,108.19)  (92.12,101.45)  (91.13,102.44)  (91.08,110.80) (-0.03,0.03) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.07,0.01) (-0.04,0.07)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 95.21 89.71 91.14 86.50 -0.02 0.00 -0.05 -0.01
(87.09,103.32) (83.58,95.83) (84.33,97.95) (74.48,98.52) (-0.04,0.01) (-0.05, 0.06) (-0.11,0.01) (-0.07,0.05)
Females 106.84 104.16 102.81 114.17 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.04
(95.30,118.38)  (97.24,111.08)  (96.13,109.49)  (98.65,129.68) (-0.03, 0.06) (-0.06, 0.08) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.04,0.13)
Race/ethnicity
White 90.08 92.96 90.55 95.11 0.01 0.04 -0.06 0.02
(82.40,97.76) (87.58,98.33) (84.73,96.37)  (81.93,108.28) (-0.02,0.04) (-0.01,0.10)  *(-0.11,-0.01) (-0.03,0.07)
African American__ 102.43 96.72 103.93 102.49 0.01 -0.08 0.10 0.04
(80.49,124.37)  (81.84,111.59) (91.83,116.02)  (76.63,128.35) (-0.06, 0.09) (-0.19, 0.04) (-0.00, 0.20) (-0.10, 0.19)
Hispanic 130.25 117.98 116.45 115.06 -0.05 -0.07 -0.06 0.02
(112.38,148.13)  (105.69,130.27) (100.97,131.94)  (95.91,134.20) (-0.14,0.03) (-0.18,0.04) (-0.16, 0.05) (-0.11,0.14)
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Table 6-67. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier roundz) and parent cognitions about monitoring their children’ (at later round?)
by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 90.38 83.83 8221 84.34 -0.02 0.06 -0.14 0.00
(76.92,103.84) (75.14,92.51) (71.74,92.67) (69.10,99.58) (-0.06,0.03) (-0.01,0.13)  *(-0.21,-0.07) (-0.08,0.08)
Females 105.90 103.54 105.45 107.65 0.01 -0.02 0.02 0.03
(96.87,114.93)  (97.62,109.47)  (99.70,111.20)  (95.46,119.85) (-0.03,0.05) (-0.08,0.05) (-0.03,0.07) (-0.04,0.10)
Education
Less than college 108.45 102.57 90.97 98.48 -0.04 -0.03 -0.06 -0.03
(94.92,121.99)  (95.46,109.68) (82.92,99.02) (84.47,112.49) (-0.09,0.01) (-0.10,0.04) (-0.12,0.00) (-0.12,0.06)
Some college + 93.78 92.33 101.41 103.30 0.04 0.05 -0.01 0.06
(85.02,102.54) (85.70,98.96) (95.21,107.61)  (91.68,114.92) *( 0.00,0.07) (-0.02,0.11) (-0.07,0.05) *(0.01,0.12)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 95.90 94.57 91.87 103.04 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(89.07,102.72)  (87.02,102.12)  (81.18,102.57)  (84.64,121.43) (-0.04, 0.06)
Round 2-->3 114.03 95.17 100.50 94.66 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(101.93,126.13)  (87.19,103.15)  (93.67,107.33)  (81.66,107.67) (-0.07,0.01)
Round 3->4 95.29 101.47 99.56 103.92 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(76.36,114.21)  (92.79,110.14)  (93.90,105.22)  (95.01,112.82) (-0.04,0.07)
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1Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

*Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may ditfer from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-68. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent cognitions about talking to their children about

drugs3 (at later round®) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ ~>Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 107.75 107.39 112.81 0.02 0.05 -0.01 0.00
(99.12,116.38)  (100.41,114.36)  (106.54,119.08) (-0.02, 0.06) (-0.02,0.12) (-0.09,0.07) (-0.07,0.07)
14to 16 104.11 99.56 111.39 0.03 0.07 0.01 -0.01
(97.24,110.98) (94.02,105.11)  (105.68,117.09) *( 0.00, 0.06) *( 0.03,0.12) (-0.05,0.07) (-0.06, 0.05)
14to0 18 94.82 91.21 102.46 0.03 0.05 0.04 0.01
(88.74,100.90) (85.69,96.74) (96.52,108.41) *( 0.01, 0.06) *( 0.01,0.10) (-0.02, 0.09) (-0.04, 0.06)
12.5t0 18 98.16 95.18 105.08 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.01
(92.87,103.44) (90.41,99.95) (99.70,110.47) *( 0.01, 0.05) *( 0.01,0.09) (-0.02,0.07) (-0.03, 0.05)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 95.19 93.05 101.90 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
(88.61,101.76) (86.42,99.67) (95.10,108.70) (-0.00,0.07) (-0.02, 0.09) (-0.03,0.09) (-0.02, 0.08)
Females 101.27 97.67 108.15 0.02 0.06 0.02 -0.02
(94.18,108.36) (91.48,103.86)  (100.67,115.62) (-0.01, 0.06) *(0.02,0.11) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.08, 0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 84.00 86.45 94.65 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.01
(77.55,90.45) (80.98,91.93) (88.30,101.00) *( 0.01, 0.07) *( 0.02,0.12) (-0.03, 0.06) (-0.03, 0.05)
African American 127.78 120.72 125.00 0.00 0.02 0.01 -0.05
(114.34,141.23)  (109.03,132.40)  (112.83,137.17) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.08,0.12) (-0.17,0.18) (-0.17,0.07)
Hispanic 127.50 121.76 127.35 0.02 -0.04 0.10 0.03
(111.39,143.61)  (110.05,133.46)  (113.19,141.50) (-0.06, 0.10) (-0.17,0.08) (-0.01,0.21) (-0.12,0.17)
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Table 6-68. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent cognitions about talking to their children about
drugs3 (at later round”) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 78.66 78.06 88.72 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.03
(68.19,89.14) (70.46,85.65) (79.93,97.52) (-0.00, 0.08) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.04,0.11) (-0.03,0.10)
Females 108.02 104.94 113.51 0.03 0.06 0.02 -0.01
(102.46,113.58) (99.20,110.69)  (107.45,119.57) (-0.00, 0.05) *( 0.01,0.11) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.06, 0.04)
Education
Less than college 105.59 104.84 111.31 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.04
(97.76,113.41) (97.26,112.42)  (103.84,118.79) (-0.01, 0.06) (-0.02, 0.09) (-0.08, 0.06) (-0.02,0.11)
Some college + 91.64 88.99 99.72 0.03 0.06 0.05 -0.02
(85.30,97.98) (82.46,95.52) (92.48,106.95) *( 0.00,0.07) *( 0.01,0.11) (-0.00,0.11) (-0.07, 0.03)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 98.70 94.74 108.75 0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(90.90,106.51) (87.08,102.39)  (101.57,115.93) *( 0.01, 0.09)
Round 2-->3 98.11 97.10 104.56 0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(90.13,106.10) (90.05,104.15) (96.61,112.52) (-0.02,0.07)
Round 3-->4 97.36 94.11 100.73 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(88.83,105.89) (86.40,101.82) (93.87,107.60) (-0.03, 0.05)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-69. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugs®

(at later round’) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases® -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 104.43 110.78 110.21 121.69 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.04
(92.77,116.09) (103.06,118.50) (103.43,116.99) (108.50,134.88) *( 0.00, 0.08) *( 0.01,0.15) (-0.08,0.07) (-0.04,0.12)
14to 16 104.70 105.09 103.58 114.93 0.02 0.09 -0.04 -0.01
(96.63,112.78)  (98.54,111.65) (97.48,109.69) (106.89,122.96) (-0.01,0.05) *( 0.03,0.14) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.06,0.04)
14t0 18 93.10 95.46 96.41 102.46 0.02 0.04 -0.01 0.04
(83.60,102.59)  (89.52,101.41)  (89.48,103.34)  (92.09,112.83) (-0.01,0.05) (-0.02, 0.09) (-0.06, 0.04) (-0.02,0.10)
12.5t0 18 95.90 99.20 99.83 107.67 0.03 0.05 -0.01 0.04
(88.11,103.69) (94.29,104.12)  (94.03,105.63) (99.18,116.15) *( 0.00, 0.06) *(0.00, 0.09) (-0.05,0.03) (-0.01, 0.09)
Parental cognitions, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 92.29 95.83 98.38 105.34 0.03 0.05 -0.01 0.05
(83.21,101.38)  (89.59,102.06)  (90.72,106.04)  (95.97,114.70) (-0.00, 0.06) (-0.01,0.11) (-0.07,0.04) *( 0.00,0.11)
Females 99.98 102.72 101.37 109.80 0.03 0.05 -0.01 0.02
(87.82,112.13)  (95.74,109.71)  (94.03,108.71)  (95.29,124.32) (-0.01, 0.06) (-0.02,0.11) (-0.06, 0.05) (-0.05,0.10)
Race/ethnicity
White 80.75 86.20 91.40 98.60 0.05 0.08 0.00 0.06
(71.52,89.98) (79.29,93.12) (85.91,96.89) (88.99,108.21) *( 0.02,0.08) *( 0.02,0.14) (-0.05,0.04) *( 0.01,0.12)
African American 121.67 131.01 121.50 111.49 -0.01 -0.04 0.01 -0.01
(104.75,138.58) (118.48,143.55) (109.09,133.92) (77.81,145.17) (-0.08, 0.06) (-0.17,0.09) (-0.12,0.15) (-0.14,0.12)
Hispanic 125.11 130.22 117.85 127.98 -0.01 -0.04 -0.04 0.06
(110.51,139.72) (118.45,141.99) (97.34,138.36) (110.79,145.17) (-0.08,0.06) (-0.16, 0.07) (-0.14,0.06) (-0.06,0.18)
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Table 6-69. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent cognitions about talking to their children about drugs®
(at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental cognitions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 77.59 81.72 82.60 94.60 0.03 0.08 -0.06 0.06
(65.06,90.12) (72.18,91.26) (73.16,92.05)  (82.81,106.39) (-0.00, 0.06) *( 0.02,0.14) (-0.13,0.00) *( 0.00,0.12)
Females 105.15 108.32 110.06 112.95 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02
(95.85,114.45) (102.44,114.20) (103.94,116.19) (101.55,124.35) (-0.01,0.06) (-0.03,0.10) (-0.03,0.07) (-0.04,0.09)
Education
Less than college 109.37 112.05 102.06 109.88 -0.01 -0.02 -0.04 0.02
(97.48,121.27) (104.83,119.28)  (92.54,111.57)  (95.63,124.13) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.09, 0.06) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.07,0.10)
Some college + 83.90 89.11 98.06 105.54 0.06 0.10 0.02 0.07
(73.01,94.78) (82.35,95.87)  (92.04,104.07)  (95.03,116.06) *( 0.03,0.10) *(0.04,0.15) (-0.04,0.07) *( 0.01,0.13)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 97.89 99.81 102.66 113.44 0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(89.83,105.94)  (92.18,107.44)  (93.28,112.04)  (95.57,131.30) *( 0.00, 0.09)
Round 2-->3 104.84 97.58 102.41 98.80 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(94.71,114.96)  (90.33,104.82)  (95.39,109.43)  (88.02,109.57) (-0.05,0.03)
Round 3-->4 84.58 99.99 93.70 107.94 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(67.27,101.89)  (91.54,108.44) (88.04,99.37) (101.24,114.63) (-0.01,0.09)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.

ugiedwes eipaly Snig-1uy YINOA [EUOREN 3y} JO UOieN|eA]



1eIsam

November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-70. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent monitoring behavior’ (at later round?) by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 1.82 1.82 1.76 -0.03 -0.05 -0.04 -0.01
(1.73,1.91) (1.74,1.90) (1.67,1.84) (-0.09, 0.03) (-0.14, 0.03) (-0.14, 0.05) (-0.12,0.11)
14to 16 1.45 1.40 1.47 0.01 0.02 0.03 -0.02
(1.39,1.51) (1.34,1.46) (1.39,1.54) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.06,0.11) (-0.05, 0.10) (-0.10, 0.06)
14to 18 1.36 1.29 1.32 -0.02 -0.03 0.02 -0.03
(1.30,1.41) (1.23,1.35) (1.26,1.38) (-0.05,0.02) (-0.09, 0.03) (-0.03, 0.08) (-0.09, 0.03)
12.5t0 18 1.48 1.42 1.43 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.03
(1.43,1.52) (1.36,1.48) (1.38,1.48) (-0.05,0.01) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.04, 0.05) (-0.08, 0.03)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 1.35 1.34 1.32 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.02
(1.28,1.42) (1.26,1.42) (1.24,1.39) {-0.07,0.03) (-0.11,0.04) (-0.06, 0.08) (-0.10, 0.05)
Females 1.61 1.52 1.54 -0.03 -0.05 0.00 -0.03
(1.54,1.68) (1.45,1.58) (1.47,1.60) (-0.07,0.01) (-0.12,0.02) (-0.06, 0.06) (-0.11, 0.04)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.45 1.46 1.41 -0.02 -0.01 -0.05 0.00
(1.38,1.52) (1.39,1.52) (1.34,1.48) (-0.06,0.01) (-0.08, 0.05) (-0.11, 0.00) (-0.06, 0.05)
African American__ 1.46 1.21 1.33 -0.05 -0.10 0.09 -0.14
(1.32,1.59) (1.04,1.39) (1.21,1.45) (-0.14,0.04) (-0.25, 0.05) (-0.05, 0.23) (-0.33,0.05)
Hispanic 1.59 1.45 1.55 -0.01 -0.10 0.10 0.00
(1.43,1.75) (1.29,1.62) (1.42,1.67) (-0.10,0.08) (-0.24, 0.04) (-0.03, 0.22) (-0.13,0.14)
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Table 6-70. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent monitoring behavior® (at later round?) by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.40 1.31 1.32 -0.03 -0.04 -0.07 0.00
(1.30,1.50) (1.22,1.41) (1.25,1.40) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.12, 0.05) (-0.16, 0.02) (-0.09, 0.10)
Females 1.51 1.48 1.48 -0.01 -0.03 0.04 -0.05
(1.45,1.57) (1.42,1.55) (1.42,1.55) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.10, 0.04) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.12, 0.03)
Education
Less than college 1.41 1.36 1.42 0.01 0.04 0.02 -0.04
(1.34,1.48) (1.28,1.44) (1.35,1.49) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.07,0.10) (-0.13,0.04)
Some college + 1.54 1.46 1.44 -0.04 -0.10 0.00 -0.01
(1.47,1.60) (1.39,1.53) (1.36,1.51) (-0.09,0.00)  *(-0.17,-0.02) (-0.08, 0.07) (-0.09, 0.06)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 1.51 1.41 1.43 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(1.44,1.58) (1.33,1.50) (1.36,1.51) (-0.09, 0.02)
Round 2-->3 1.42 1.41 1.43 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(1.33,1.51) (1.31,1.50) (1.36,1.51) (-0.04, 0.05)
Round 3-->4 1.48 1.44 1.42 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(1.38,1.58) (1.37,1.52) (1.34,1.51) (-0.08, 0.03)
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'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4

includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-71. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent monitoring behavior’ (at later round®) by both youth and

parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month __per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 1.84 1.71 1.80 1.86 0.02 0.06 -0.04 0.02
(1.72,1.96) (1.61,1.82) (1.71,1.89) (1.73,1.98) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.03,0.15) (-0.12,0.05) (-0.08,0.12)
14to 16 1.44 1.44 1.42 1.61 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.02
(1.36,1.53) (1.38,1.50) (1.35,1.50) (1.49,1.73) (-0.01, 0.09) (-0.01,0.16) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.05,0.10)
14to 18 1.33 1.31 1.29 1.45 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.02
(1.24,1.43) (1.25,1.37) (1.22,1.36) (1.34,1.56) (-0.02, 0.06) (-0.04,0.10) (-0.06,0.07) (-0.06,0.10)
125t0 18 1.46 1.41 1.42 1.56 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.03
(1.38,1.54) (1.36,1.47) (1.35,1.48) (1.47,1.65) (-0.01, 0.06) (-0.01,0.10) (-0.05,0.05) (-0.04,0.09)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 1.35 1.33 1.30 142 0.01 0.03 -0.04 0.03
(1.25,1.44) (1.26,1.40) (1.22,1.38) (1.32,1.52) (-0.03, 0.05) (-0.05,0.11) (-0.11,0.03) (-0.04,0.10)
Females 1.59 1.49 1.53 1.69 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.02
(1.47,1.70) (1.43,1.56) (1.46,1.61) (1.54,1.84) (-0.01,0.09) (-0.03,0.13) (-0.04,0.10) (-0.08,0.13)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.47 1.45 1.39 1.55 0.00 0.04 -0.07 0.03
(1.37,1.57) (1.39,1.52) (1.32,1.47) (1.46,1.65) (-0.03,0.04) (-0.03,0.10) (-0.13, 0.00) (-0.04,0.10)
African American__ 1.23 1.28 134 1.41 0.06 0.03 0.20 -0.02
(1.04,1.42) (1.14,1.41) (1.23,1.44) (1.18,1.64) (-0.02,0.15) (-0.13,0.19) *(10.05,0.34) (-0.17,0.12)
Hispanic 1.59 1.40 1.56 1.63 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.06
(1.41,1.77) (1.26,1.55) (1.43,1.70) (1.38,1.87) (-0.07,0.14) (-0.14,0.19) (-0.12,0.13) (-0.09,0.21)
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Table 6-71. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent monitoring behavior® (at later round?) by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.39 1.31 1.34 1.41 0.01 0.03 -0.07 0.05
(1.29,1.48) (1.21,1.41) (1.24,1.43) (1.28,1.54) (-0.04,0.05) (-0.05,0.12) (-0.15,0.01) (-0.04,0.13)
Females 1.50 1.46 1.46 1.62 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.01
(1.40,1.60) (1.40,1.53) (1.40,1.53) (1.51,1.73) (-0.01, 0.08) (-0.03,0.12) (-0.03,0.09) (-0.07,0.10)
Education
Less than college_ 1.46 1.36 1.35 1.52 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.00
(1.32,1.60) (1.29,1.43) (1.28,1.42) (1.39,1.65) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.07,0.11) (-0.07,0.09) (-0.10,0.11)
Some college + 1.46 1.45 1.46 1.59 0.04 0.07 -0.02 0.05
(1.37,1.55) (1.38,1.52) (1.39,1.54) (1.47,1.72) (-0.01, 0.08) (-0.01,0.15) (-0.09, 0.04) (-0.03,0.13)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 1.49 1.41 1.43 1.65 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(1.42,1.56) (1.34,1.48) (1.34,1.52) (1.48,1.82) (-0.01, 0.10)
Round 2-->3 1.50 1.40 1.38 1.53 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
(1.39,1.61) (1.31,1.49) (1.29,1.47) (1.42,1.63) (-0.05, 0.05)
Round 3->4 1.37 1.42 1.43 1.46 0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(1.19,1.55) (1.33,1.52) (1.35,1.51) (1.36,1.56) (-0.04,0.09)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

Round | consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-72. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent talking behavior” (at later round?) by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

/8¢-1d

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 241 2.46 2.52 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.08
(2.34,2.48) (2.40,2.52) (2.45,2.58) *( 0.02,0.15) (-0.02,0.19) (-0.02,0.18) (-0.05,0.21)
14t0 16 240 . 2.42 2.53 0.10 0.09 0.13 0.07
(2.34,2.46) (2.36,2.48) (2.48,2.58) *( 0.05,0.14) *( 0.01, 0.18) *( 0.05,0.21) (-0.01,0.15)
14 to 18 2.33 2.39 2.46 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.05
(2.27,2.40) (2.34,2.45) (2.40,2.52) *( 0.03,0.14) *( 0.00, 0.18) *( 0.03, 0.18) (-0.02,0.13)
12.5t0 18 2.35 2.41 2.47 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.06
(2.30,2.41) (2.36,2.46) (2.42,2.52) *( 0.04,0.13) *( 0.02,0.16) *( 0.03,0.16) (-0.01,0.13)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 2.39 2.44 2.48 0.07 0.10 0.08 0.03
(2.33,2.46) (2.38,2.50) (2.41,2.55) *( 0.01,0.14) (-0.02,0.21) (-0.02,0.18) (-0.07,0.12)
Females 2.32 2.37 2.47 0.09 0.08 0.12 0.09
(2.24,2.39) (2.30,2.45) (2.41,2.53) *( 0.05,0.14) *( 0.01,0.15) *( 0.03, 0.20) (-0.01,0.19)
Race/ethnicity
White 2.25 2.37 2.44 0.11 0.13 0.11 0.07
(2.19,2.32) (2.31,2.43) (2.38,2.51) *(0.06,0.17) *( 0.05,0.22) *( 0.04,0.19) (-0.01, 0.15)
African American 2.55 2.56 2.53 0.02 -0.03 0.09 0.00
(2.44,2.65) (2.44,2.68) (2.43,2.64) (-0.12,0.15) (-0.21,0.14) (-0.13,031) (-0.19,0.19)
Hispanic 2.60 2.54 2.61 0.03 0.02 0.06 0.02
(2.48,2.73) (2.42,2.66) (2.51,2.71) (-0.07,0.13) (-0.16,0.21) (-0.09,0.22) (-0.24,0.27)
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Table 6-72. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round’) and parent talking behavior’ (at later round?) by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2’ -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 2.24 2.25 2.36 0.07 0.10 0.09 0.01
(2.15,2.33) (2.17,2.33) (2.28,2.44) *(0.01,0.13) (-0.00, 0.20) (-0.01,0.20) (-0.10,0.11)
Females 2.41 2.50 2.53 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.09
(2.36,2.47) (2.44,2.55) (2.48,2.59) *(0.04, 0.15) *( 0.00, 0.18) *( 0.01,0.19) *( 0.01,0.18)
Education
Less than college 242 2.50 2.55 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.09
(2.34,2.50) (2.44,2.56) (2.49,2.61) *( 0.01,0.17) (-0.03, 0.20) (-0.01,0.21) (-0.03,0.21)
Some college + 2.30 2.35 241 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.04
(2.24,2.36) (2.28,2.42) (2.34,2.48) *( 0.03,0.13) *(0.01,0.17) *(0.02,0.17) (-0.04,0.12)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 2.33 2.40 245 0.09 N/A N/A N/A
(2.24,2.42) (2.33,2.48) (2.38,2.52) *( 0.02,0.16)
Round 2-->3 2.36 2.40 2.48 0.10 N/A N/A N/A
(2.29,2.43) (2.32,2.47) (2.42,2.55) *( 0.03,0.16)
Round 3-->4 2.39 242 2.50 0.06 N/A N/A N/A
(2.30,2.48) (2.35,2.49) (2.42,2.57) (-0.01,0.13)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

ZRound | consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-73. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and parent talking behavior® (at later round?) by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 4 or more 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times times per times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month month All cases® -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 243 242 2,51 2.54 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.09
(2.33,2.53) (2.34,2.50) (2.45,2.56) (2.42,2.66) (-0.01,0.14) (-0.04,0.19) (-0.08,0.15) (-0.06, 0.25)
14to 16 2.43 242 2.49 2.54 0.07 0.11 0.03 0.06
(2.36,2.50) (2.36,2.49) (2.44,2.53) (2.46,2.61) *( 0.03,0.12) *(0.03,0.19) (-0.05,0.11) (-0.02,0.14)
141018 2.38 2.35 243 2.45 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.04
(2.31,2.45) (2.29,2.41) (2.38,2.48) (2.36,2.53) *( 0.01,0.09) (-0.00,0.14) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.03,0.11)
12.5t0 18 2.39 2.37 2.45 247 0.06 0.07 0.04 0.05
(2.34,2.45) (2.31,2.42) (2.41,2.50) (2.40,2.54) *(0.02,0.09) *(0.00,0.13) (-0.03,0.10) (-0.01,0.12)
Parental behaviors, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 2.38 2.39 2.50 240 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.10
(2.30,2.46) (2.32,2.46) (2.44,2.56) (2.30,2.51) (-0.00,0.11) (-0.07,0.13) (-0.07,0.13) *( 0.00,0.19)
Females 241 2.34 2.40 254 0.06 0.11 0.04 0.01
(2.33,2.48) (2.26,2.42) (2.34,2.45) (2.46,2.62) *( 0.01,0.11) *( 0.03,0.19) (-0.04,0.12) (-0.07, 0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 2.35 231 2.39 2.45 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.08
(2.29,2.42) (2.24,2.38) (2.34,2.45) (2.36,2.55) *( 0.02,0.10) (-0.00,0.12) (-0.02,0.12) *( 0.00,0.15)
African American 242 2.49 2.64 2.46 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.08
(2.22,2.62) (2.33,2.66) (2.57,2.71) (2.27,2.65) (-0.10,0.21) (-0.21,0.32) (-0.20,0.28) (-0.13,0.29)
Hispanic 2.53 2.61 2.57 2.60 0.01 0.04 0.04 -0.06
(2.36,2.70) (2.48,2.74) (2.44,2.69) (2.42,2.77) (-0.14,0.16) (-0.23,0.31) (-0.16,0.24) (-0.27,0.15)

68¢-1d

sajqel jlerq



06c-1d

10189,

Table 6-73. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent talking behavior® (at later round?) by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental behaviors, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 2.25 227 2.32 2.38 0.05 0.08 -0.01 0.07
(2.15,2.35) (2.19,2.35) (2.24,2.40) (2.25,2.51) (-0.00,0.10) (-0.01, 0.18) (-0.12,0.09) (-0.03,0.17)
Females 2.47 242 2.53 2.51 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.04
(2.39,2.54) (2.35,2.48) (2.48,2.57) (2.42,2.60) *( 0.00,0.11) (-0.03, 0.15) (-0.01,0.15) (-0.05,0.13)
Education
Less than college 2.51 2.46 2.51 2.49 0.00 0.00 -0.04 0.04
(2.42,2.59) (2.38,2.53) (2.44,2.57) (2.37,2.61) (-0.06, 0.06) (-0.11,0.12) (-0.15,0.06) (-0.05,0.13)
Some college + 2.29 2.30 241 2.46 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.07
(2.21,2.37) (2.22,2.37) (2.35,2.47) (2.37,2.55) *( 0.04,0.14) *( 0.02,0.19) *( 0.02,0.19) (-0.01,0.16)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 2.36 2.35 247 2.42 0.07 N/A N/A N/A
(2.29,2.43) (2.27,2.43) (2.40,2.54) (2.28,2.56) *( 0.00,0.13)
Round 2-->3 2.42 2.38 243 2.50 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(2.31,2.52) (2.28,2.47) (2.37,2.49) (2.38,2.62) (-0.03,0.10)
Round 3-->4 242 2.38 2.45 2.52 0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(2.32,2.52) (2.29,2.46) (2.39,2.51) (2.44,2.61) (-0.01,0.12)

‘All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

’Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

’Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusied to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-74. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier roundz) and parent reports of fun activities’ (at later roundz) by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental reports, by
age of child
12.5t0 13 0.71 0.74 0.74 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.04
(0.66,0.76) (0.70,0.77) (0.71,0.78) (-0.04,0.14) (-0.11,0.19) (-0.07,0.21) (-0.12,0.20)
14to 16 0.58 0.62 0.64 0.09 0.12 0.09 0.03
(0.54,0.62) (0.58,0.65) (0.61,0.67) *(10.03,0.14) *(0.03,0.22) (-0.02,0.19) (-0.06, 0.12)
14to 18 0.53 0.57 0.58 0.07 0.11 0.07 0.03
(0.49,0.56) (0.54,0.59) (0.56,0.61) *( 0.03,0.12) *(0.02,0.19) (-0.03,0.17) (-0.04,0.10)
12.5t0 18 0.58 0.61 0.62 0.07 0.09 0.07 0.03
(0.54,0.61) (0.58,0.63) (0.60,0.65) *(10.02,0.11) *( 0.02,0.17) (-0.02, 0.15) (-0.04,0.10)
Parental reports, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 0.57 0.59 0.60 0.04 0.06 0.02 0.02
(0.53,0.60) (0.56,0.62) (0.56,0.63) (-0.02, 0.10) (-0.04,0.17) (-0.09,0.13) (-0.07,0.11)
Females 0.59 0.63 0.65 0.09 0.12 0.12 0.04
(0.54,0.63) (0.60,0.66) (0.62,0.68) *( 0.03,0.16) *( 0.02,0.22) *( 0.01, 0.23) (-0.07,0.14)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.60 0.63 0.63 0.04 0.08 0.04 -0.01
(0.57,0.63) (0.60,0.66) (0.60,0.67) (-0.01,0.10) *( 0.00,0.17) (-0.08,0.15) (-0.09, 0.06)
African American 0.55 0.55 0.59 0.07 0.02 0.13 0.07
(0.45,0.64) (0.50,0.60) (0.54,0.64) (-0.05,0.19) (-0.18,0.21) (-0.06, 0.32) (-0.11, 0.25)
Hispanic 0.53 0.53 0.61 0.14 0.20 0.12 0.09
(0.46,0.59) (0.45,0.60) (0.56,0.67) *( 0.04,0.24) *( 0.02,0.38) (-0.10,0.34) (-0.13,0.30)
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Table 6-74. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and parent reports of fun activities® (at later round®) by both

youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.58 0.63 0.61 0.03 0.07 -0.01 0.01
(0.53,0.64) (0.58,0.68) (0.57,0.65) (-0.06,0.11) (-0.07,0.21) (-0.18,0.15) (-0.12,0.14)
Females 0.57 0.60 0.63 0.09 0.11 0.11 0.04
(0.54,0.61) (0.57,0.62) (0.61,0.66) *( 0.04,0.14) *( 0.02,0.19) *( 0.00,0.21) (-0.04,0.12)
Education
Less than college 0.53 0.57 0.59 0.09 0.13 0.11 0.02
(0.48,0.58) (0.52,0.61) (0.56,0.62) *( 0.03,0.15) *(0.03, 0.23) (-0.03,0.24) (-0.08, 0.13)
Some college + 0.62 0.64 0.65 0.05 0.07 0.03 0.03
(0.58,0.65) (0.61,0.66) (0.62,0.68) (-0.01,0.11) (-0.03,0.16) (-0.07,0.13) (-0.06,0.12)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 0.56 0.59 0.62 0.09 N/A N/A N/A
(0.52,0.60) (0.54,0.63) (0.59,0.66) *(0.02,0.17)
Round 2-->3 0.59 0.62 0.64 0.07 N/A N/A N/A
(0.54,0.64) {0.59,0.66) (0.60,0.68) (-0.02,0.15)
Round 3-->4 0.58 0.62 0.61 0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(0.54,0.63) (0.59,0.66) (0.57,0.65) (-0.04, 0.10)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-75. The relationship between parentI exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round’) and parent reports of fun activities® (at later roundz) by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental reports, by
age of child
12.5t013 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.75 0.02 -0.02 0.13 -0.03
(0.68,0.79) (0.68,0.78) (0.69,0.77) (0.70,0.80) (-0.07,0.11) (-0.15,0.10) (-0.02,0.28) (-0.21,0.14)
14to 16 0.61 0.62 0.62 0.64 0.02 0.03 0.05 -0.04
(0.57,0.66) (0.58,0.66) (0.59,0.64) (0.58,0.69) (-0.05, 0.08) (-0.09, 0.15) (-0.05,0.15) (-0.15,0.07)
14to 18 0.53 0.56 0.57 0.63 0.08 0.13 0.10 -0.02
(0.49,0.57) (0.53,0.60) (0.54,0.60) (0.58,0.68) *(10.03,0.13) *( 0.05,0.22) *( 0.02,0.18) (-0.11,0.07)
12.5t0 18 0.58 0.60 0.61 0.66 0.07 0.10 0.10 -0.02
(0.54,0.62) (0.57,0.64) (0.58,0.64) (0.62,0.70) *(0.02,0.12) *(0.02,0.18) *( 0.03,0.18) (-0.10, 0.06)
Parental reports, by
child characteristics
Gender
Males 0.54 0.60 0.58 0.63 0.07 0.12 0.11 -0.03
(0.49,0.59) (0.56,0.63) (0.55,0.62) (0.59,0.68) *( 0.01,0.14) *( 0.01,0.23) *( 0.01,0.21) (-0.14,0.07)
Females 0.63 0.62 0.63 0.68 0.06 0.08 0.09 0.00
(0.58,0.68) (0.58,0.66) (0.60,0.66) (0.64,0.73) (-0.00,0.12) (-0.01,0.16) (-0.00,0.19) (-0.12,0.12)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.63 0.61 0.62 0.67 0.03 0.05 0.06 -0.02
(0.59,0.67) (0.58,0.65) (0.59,0.65) (0.62,0.72) (-0.03, 0.09) (-0.04,0.14) (-0.02,0.15) (-0.11,0.08)
African American__ 0.52 0.58 0.58 0.64 0.10 0.17 0.09 0.00
(0.44,0.60) (0.50,0.66) (0.52,0.63) (0.56,0.72) (-0.01,0.21) *(0.01,0.33) (-0.16,0.34) (-0.19,0.19)
Hispanic 0.52 0.56 0.59 0.63 0.12 0.19 0.24 -0.07
(0.40,0.63) (0.50,0.63) (0.50,0.69) (0.55,0.71) (-0.02,0.26) *(10.00,0.37) *( 0.03,0.45) (-0.32,0.18)
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Table 6-75. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier roundz) and parent reports of fun activities’ (at later roundz) by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Parental reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.59 0.63 0.59 0.65 0.03 0.04 0.08 -0.03
(0.52,0.65) (0.58,0.67) (0.54,0.64) (0.57,0.73) (-0.06,0.13) (-0.09,0.17) (-0.06, 0.22) (-0.16,0.10)
Females 0.58 0.59 0.61 0.66 0.08 0.13 0.12 -0.01
(0.53,0.62) (0.56,0.63) (0.59,0.64) (0.62,0.70) *( 0.03,0.14) *( 0.04,0.22) *( 0.03,0.20) (-0.11, 0.08)
Education
Less than college 0.53 0.56 0.57 0.64 0.09 0.09 0.17 0.03
(0.47,0.60) (0.52,0.61) (0.53,0.61) (0.59,0.70) *(0.02,0.17) (-0.02,0.20) *( 0.05,0.29) (-0.10, 0.15)
Some college + 0.62 0.64 0.64 0.67 0.04 0.12 0.03 -0.07
(0.58,0.66) (0.60,0.67) (0.61,0.67) (0.62,0.72) (-0.02,0.10) *(0.02,0.23) (-0.07,0.13) (-0.17, 0.03)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 0.59 0.59 0.60 0.70 0.10 N/A N/A N/A
(0.55,0.62) (0.54,0.63) (0.55,0.65) (0.63,0.76) *(0.02,0.18)
Round 2-->3 0.54 0.62 0.63 0.66 0.10 N/A N/A N/A
(0.48,0.60) (0.58,0.67) (0.60,0.66) (0.61,0.71) *( 0.03,0.18)
Round 3-->4 0.61 0.61 0.59 0.60 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(0.53,0.70) (0.57,0.65) (0.56,0.62) (0.56,0.65) (-0.10, 0.06)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*Round | consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3. Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5. Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7. Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9. Rounds 2, 3 and 4 are followups to Round 1.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round | to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.
Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in this
report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-76. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and youth use of marijuana in the past 12 months by both youth and parent

characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth marijuana use, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 3.8 2.7 4.9 0.12
2.7,5.4) (1.9,3.8) (3.8,6.3) (-0.04,0.29)
14to 16 15.6 15.2 16.8 0.04
(13.3,18.2) (13.4,17.3) (15.2,18.6) (-0.04,0.11)
14to 18 21.0 21.2 21.0 0.00
(19.1,23.0) (19.2,23.3) (19.2,23.0) (-0.06, 0.06)
12.5t0 18 16.7 16.9 17.1 0.01
(15.2,18.3) (15.3,18.5) (15.5,18.7) (-0.05, 0.06)
Youth marijuana use, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 16.4 16.8 17.9 0.04
(14.7,18.4) (14.8,19.0) (15.8,20.3) (-0.04,0.11)
Females 17.0 17.0 16.2 -0.02
(14.9,19.4) (14.7,19.5) (14.2,18.4) (-0.09, 0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 18.4 18.0 18.3 0.00
(16.2,20.8) (16.1,19.9) (16.1,20.7) (-0.08, 0.07)
African American 13.1 12.5 13.5 0.02
(9.6,17.5) (9.4,16.5) (10.9,16.6) (-0.13, 0.16)
Hispanic 14.1 16.4 16.4 0.06
(10.1,19.3) (11.5,22.8) (13.0,20.3) (-0.08, 0.20)
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Table 6-76. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and youth use of marijuana in the past 12 months by both youth and parent

characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases”
Youth marijuana use, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 15.5 16.3 16.0 0.01
(12.9,18.6) (14.0,18.9) (13.8,18.5) (-0.08,0.10)
Females 17.4 17.2 17.6 0.01
(15.5,19.4) (15.3,19.3) (15.6,19.8) (-0.06, 0.07)
Education
Less than college 17.4 17.9 17.8 0.01
(14.7,20.5) (15.3,20.9) (15.7,20.2) (-0.07,0.08)
Some college + 16.0 16.1 16.5 0.01
(14.1,18.2) (14.3,18.1) (14.6,18.5) (-0.07,0.09)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 14.5 16.4 19.0 0.11
(11.3,18.3) (13.6,19.7) (16.1,22.2) (-0.02,0.24)
2001 (3-4) 18.7 15.3 16.1 -0.06
(15.7,22.2) (12.1,19.2) (13.2,19.5) (-0.18, 0.06)
2002 (5-6) 16.4 17.7 16.5 0.00
(14.0,19.0) (14.9,21.0) (13.9,19.7) (-0.09, 0.09)
2003 (7-8) 16.9 17.8 17.1 0.00
(13.7,20.7) (15.6,20.3) (14.9,19.5) (-0.10, 0.10)
2004 (9) 17.4 16.9 16.2 -0.03
(14.4,21.0) (13.7,20.7) (13.9,18.8) (-0.14, 0.08)

1e159M

TAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-77. The relationship between par::nt1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and youth use of marijuana in past 12 months by both youth and parent characteristics,

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth marijuana use, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 3.7 3.7 4.0 4.2 0.04
(2.1,6.5) 2.7,5.1) (3.1,5.2) (2.6,6.9) (-0.13, 0.20)
14to 16 15.5 15.6 16.9 15.8 0.02
(12.6,19.0) (13.6,17.9) (15.2,18.7) (13.1,18.9) (-0.05,0.09)
14to 18 20.5 20.2 21.7 21.9 0.03
(17.1,24.4) (18.4,22.2) (19.9,23.7) (19.0,25.1) (-0.03, 0.09)
12.5t0 18 16.4 16.1 17.7 17.5 0.03
(13.7,19.5) (14.7,17.7) (16.2,19.4) (15.2,20.0) (-0.03, 0.09)
Youth marijuana use, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 15.6 17.3 17.3 18.9 0.04
(12.5,19.3) (15.2,19.7) (15.6,19.1) (15.7,22.5) (-0.03,0.12)
Females 17.4 14.9 18.2 16.1 0.02
(13.6,21.9) (13.1,17.0) (16.0,20.7) (13.0,19.7) (-0.06, 0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 16.7 17.0 18.5 21.0 0.07
(13.9,19.9) (15.2,19.0) (16.6,20.5) (17.5,24.9) (-0.00, 0.14)
African American 14.2 13.2 14.5 10.2 -0.06
(9.1,21.6) (10.7,16.2) (11.3,18.6) (7.7,13.4) (-0.16, 0.05)
Hispanic 17.9 15.6 17.2 14.3 -0.05
(11.7,26.5) (11.8,20.3) (13.4,21.8) (10.7,18.8) (-0.17,0.08)
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Table 6-77. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and youth use of marijuana in past 12 months by both youth and parent characteristics,
and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases
Youth marijuana use, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 14.1 15.5 16.7 16.4 0.05
(11.1,17.9) (13.1,18.3) (14.7,19.0) (12.4,21.5) (-0.04,0.13)
Females 17.6 16.5 18.3 18.0 0.02
(14.0,21.9) (14.6,18.6) (16.4,20.4) (14.8,21.7) (-0.06,0.11)
Education
Less than college 18.2 17.4 18.5 16.6 -0.01
(13.8,23.6) (15.0,20.1) (16.4,20.7) (13.5,20.1) (-0.10,0.07)
Some college + 14.9 15.1 17.1 18.4 0.07
(12.7,17.3) (13.5,16.9) (15.0,19.4) (14.8,22.8) *( 0.00,0.14)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 16.4 17.4 16.5 18.9 0.03
(13.2,20.2) (13.9,21.4) (13.5,20.1) (12.5,27.5) (-0.10, 0.15)
2001 (3-4) 15.7 15.6 17.8 18.1 0.06
(13.0,19.0) (12.4,19.5) (14.6,21.5) (12.5,25.5) (-0.05,0.16)
2002 (5-6) 16.7 16.1 18.6 16.2 0.02
(11.1,24.4) (13.4,19.2) (16.2,21.3) (12.6,20.6) (-0.09,0.13)
2003 (7-8) 14.4 15.9 18.0 16.9 0.05
(10.6,19.3) (13.4,18.9) (16.0,20.2) (13.7,20.6) (-0.03,0.14)
2004 (9) 213 15.5 17.7 16.9 -0.03
(14.4,30.3) (12.5,19.0) (15.1,20.6) (13.6,20.7) (-0.14, 0.09)

1Al parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
ZSummary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-78. The relationship between paren’call exposure to general anti-drug advertising and intentions to not use marijuana among nonusing youth,

by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth intentions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 90.2 89.8 90.6 0.02
(88.1,91.9) (87.7,91.5) (88.9,92.0) (-0.07,0.11)
14to 16 83.3 82.6 84.7 0.04
(80.5,85.7) (80.3,84.7) (82.9,86.4) (-0.03,0.11)
14t0 18 83.4 82.9 84.6 0.04
(81.0,85.5) (80.6,85.1) (83.0,86.1) (-0.03,0.10)
12.5t0 18 855 84.9 86.4 0.03
(83.6,87.2) (83.0,86.6) (85.3,87.5) (-0.02, 0.09)
Youth intentions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 85.0 84.8 86.0 0.03
(82.4,87.3) (82.5,86.9) (84.5,87.4) (-0.04,0.10)
Females 86.0 85.0 86.8 0.03
(83.5,88.1) (82.6,87.1) (84.8,88.5) (-0.05,0.11)
Race/ethnicity
White 86.3 85.0 86.4 0.01
(83.9,88.4) (82.7,87.0) (84.7,87.9) (-0.06, 0.08)
African American 81.8 86.7 85.9 0.10
(76.3,86.3) (81.8,90.5) (83.2,88.2) (-0.04,0.24)
Hispanic 86.5 82.6 87.1 0.04
(83.2,89.2) (77.5,86.8) (83.8,89.8) (-0.08,0.16)
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Table 6-78. The relationship between parental1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and intentions to not use marijuana among nonusing youth,

by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth intentions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 85.2 85.5 86.1 0.03
(82.6,87.4) (83.1,87.6) (84.0,87.9) (-0.06,0.11)
Females 85.7 84.5 86.6 0.03
(83.2,87.8) (81.9,86.8) (85.0,88.0) (-0.03,0.10)
Education
Less than college 86.4 86.3 87.0 0.02
(84.2,88.3) (83.7,88.5) (85.3,88.6) (-0.05, 0.09)
Some college + 84.6 84.0 85.8 0.04
(81.5,87.2) (81.7,86.1) (83.9,87.5) (-0.04, 0.12)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 85.1 85.7 87.3 0.06
(79.9,89.2) (82.2,88.6) (84.6,89.5) (-0.08,0.21)
2001 (3-4) 85.5 83.7 85.6 0.01
(81.0,89.0) (79.4,87.2) (82.4,88.3) (-0.12,0.15)
2002 (5-6) 85.8 83.5 85.4 0.00
(82.9,88.3) (80.7,86.0) (82.8,87.6) (-0.11, 0.10)
2003 (7-8) 84.5 86.3 86.0 0.03
(81.2,87.4) (83.6,88.7) (83.9,87.9) (-0.05,0.12)
2004 (9) 87.4 85.2 89.0 0.07
(84.4,89.9) (82.1,87.9) (86.7,91.0) (-0.03,0.17)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990
Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results

in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-79. The relationship between pare:nt1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and intentions to not use marijuana among nonusing youth, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases
Youth intentions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 92.0 89.8 89.2 914 -0.02
(88.7,94.4) (87.5,91.7) (87.4,90.9) (88.3,93.7) (-0.11, 0.07)
14 to 16 83.8 83.9 83.4 86.2 0.03
(79.9,87.1) (81.7,86.0) (81.5,85.2) (82.5,89.2) (-0.04,0.10)
14 to 18 84.7 84.0 83.4 86.4 0.02
(81.7,87.3) (82.0,85.7) (81.5,85.1) (83.2,89.1) (-0.05, 0.08)
12.5t0 18 86.9 85.7 85.0 88.0 0.01
(84.9,88.7) (84.2,87.1) (83.5,86.4) (85.4,90.1) (-0.04, 0.06)
Youth intentions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 85.8 85.4 84.6 88.5 0.03
(82.7,88.4) (83.2,87.3) (81.9,86.8) (85.7,90.8) (-0.04,0.10)
Females 88.1 86.1 85.5 87.5 -0.01
(84.9,90.7) (83.9,88.0) (83.5,87.4) (83.3,90.7) (-0.09, 0.06)
Race/ethnicity
White 87.0 86.0 85.2 88.3 0.01
(84.6,89.1) (84.1,87.7) (83.3,86.9) (84.7,91.1) (-0.06,0.07)
African American 87.0 85.4 83.3 90.1 0.04
(80.3,91.7) (81.3,88.6) (79.3,86.6) (86.1,93.0) (-0.10,0.17)
Hispanic 87.6 84.3 86.2 85.3 -0.02
(83.4,90.9) (79.4,88.2) (82.3,89.4) (76.9,91.0) (-0.16,0.11)
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Table 6-79. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and intentions to not use marijuana among nonusing youth, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month _per month month All cases’
Youth intentions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 86.1 85.5 85.0 89.7 0.05
(82.8,88.9) (83.4,87.4) (82.5,87.3) (85.5,92.7) (-0.04,0.14)
Females 87.3 85.8 85.0 87.1 -0.01
(84.5,89.7) (83.8,87.6) (82.9,86.9) (83.9,89.7) (-0.08, 0.06)
Education
Less than college 873 86.1 85.9 88.7 0.02
(84.1,90.0) (83.8,88.0) (84.0,87.6) (85.0,91.6) (-0.06,0.11)
Some college + 86.5 854 844 87.2 0.00
(83.7,88.9) (83.3,87.2) (82.2,86.3) (83.6,90.1) (-0.08,0.07)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 859 86.8 85.6 91.5 0.08
(82.0,89.1) (83.7,89.4) (81.2,89.2) (83.3,95.9) (-0.07,0.24)
2001 (3-4) 86.6 84.6 83.2 88.6 0.02
(82.4,89.9) (80.7,87.8) (79.7,86.1) (82.1,93.0) (-0.10,0.14)
2002 (5-6) 86.5 854 84.5 83.5 -0.06
(81.5,90.3) (82.6,87.7) (82.2,86.6) (78.6,87.4) (-0.16, 0.05)
2003 (7-8) 89.0 852 86.6 86.9 -0.01
(84.0,92.6) (81.4,88.3) (84.4,88.6) (83.6,89.5) (-0.11, 0.09)
2004 (9) 86.6 87.3 84.8 90.2 0.03
(79.5,91.6) (84.0,90.0) (82.3,87.0) (87.2,92.6) (-0.09, 0.15)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-80. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and personal anti-marijuana beliefs and attitudes’ among
nonusing youth, by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 124.13 127.38 125.53 0.00
(118.18,130.08) (121.59,133.17) (119.74,131.33) (-0.03, 0.03)
1410 16 99.44 99.67 101.79 0.00
(91.37,107.50) (92.84,106.50) (95.59,107.99) (-0.03,0.04)
14 to0 18 95.64 95.44 102.87 0.02
(88.95,102.33) (89.27,101.60) (97.21,108.52) (-0.01, 0.05)
125t0 18 104.48 104.60 109.68 0.02
(99.17,109.79) (99.70,109.50) (105.00,114.37) (-0.01, 0.04)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 99.76 99.43 106.54 0.02
(92.72,106.81) (92.50,106.36) (100.36,112.72) (-0.01, 0.05)
Females 109.22 110.61 112.72 0.01
(101.72,116.72) (104.44,116.79) (106.99,118.44) (-0.03, 0.04)
Race/ethnicity
White 107.27 108.37 114.64 0.02
(101.51,113.04) (102.27,114.47) (108.28,120.99) (-0.01, 0.05)
African American 95.64 92.54 95.24 -0.01
(80.87,110.41) (81.48,103.60) (87.84,102.64) (-0.07, 0.06)
Hispanic 103.98 100.52 106.76 0.02
(92.00,115.95) (86.72,114.31) (96.43,117.10) (-0.04,0.08)
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Table 6-80. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and personal anti-marijuana beliefs and attitudes’ among
nonusing youth, by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 101.88 104.71 115.91 0.05
(94.31,109.45) (97.44,111.98) (108.21,123.62) *( 0.01,0.10)
Females 105.93 104.54 106.41 0.00
(98.98,112.88) (97.67,111.41) (101.56,111.26) (-0.03,0.02)
Education
Less than college 109.03 107.70 113.19 0.02
(102.91,115.16) (101.36,114.04) (107.04,119.34) (-0.02, 0.05)
Some college + 100.36 102.47 106.48 0.02
(92.46,108.26) (96.62,108.33) (99.86,113.10) (-0.02, 0.05)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 102.93 99.02 112.67 0.04
(89.49,116.36) (90.83,107.20) (102.64,122.71) (-0.03,0.10)
2001 (3-4) 100.00 102.54 103.55 0.01
(89.02,110.98) (91.62,113.46) (95.27,111.83) (-0.04, 0.06)
2002 (5-6) 108.76 105.74 109.95 0.00
(99.87,117.65) (98.90,112.58) (103.19,116.72) (-0.04, 0.04)
2003 (7-8) 100.81 111.22 109.03 0.02
(90.96,110.65) (103.68,118.75) (103.19,114.87) (-0.02, 0.06)
2004 (9) 116.07 103.43 116.27 0.01
(107.52,124.63) (96.01,110.86) (108.02,124.52) (-0.04, 0.06)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2See Table 5-2 for a full distribution. It is based on a combined index of beliefs and attitudes toward trial and regular marijuana use as described in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990

Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results

in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-81. The relationship between parentl exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and personal anti-marijuana beliefs and attitudes among nonusing youth, by both

youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
I time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12510 13 128.73 125.81 123.46 127.10 0.00
(120.95,136.52) (119.49,132.14) (117.90,129.01) (118.54,135.66) (-0.03, 0.03)
14 to 16 98.39 98.77 100.68 106.64 0.03
(89.97,106.81) (92.85,104.69) (94.87,106.48) (96.79,116.49) (-0.00, 0.06)
14to 18 97.85 97.32 97.40 106.10 0.02
(89.47,106.23) (92.25,102.40) (92.15,102.65) (95.97,116.23) (-0.01, 0.05)
125t0 18 107.09 105.97 104.72 112.73 0.01
(100.80,113.37) (101.82,110.12) (100.41,109.03) (104.95,120.51) (-0.01, 0.04)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 104.86 99.92 98.50 110.97 0.01
(95.73,113.99) (93.87,105.97) (92.23,104.76) (102.41,119.53) (-0.02,0.04)
Females. 109.59 112.21 111.39 114.38 0.02
(98.26,120.91) (106.47,117.94) (105.96,116.82) (103.37,125.39) (-0.02, 0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 113.66 108.07 108.38 118.71 0.02
(106.38,120.94) (102.56,113.58) (103.34,113.41) (108.21,129.21) (-0.01, 0.04)
African American 82.51 101.66 90.58 100.01 0.02
(64.21,100.81) (90.91,112.41) (80.84,100.33) (88.20,111.82) (-0.03, 0.08)
Hispanic 109.94 102.03 102.83 107.71 0.00
(95.71,124.17) (91.67,112.39) (93.82,111.83) (87.74,127.67) (-0.05,0.06)
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Table 6-81. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and personal anti-marijuana beliefs and attitudes” among nonusing youth, by both
youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 109.34 105.51 108.00 121.25 0.03
(96.91,121.77) (98.43,112.59) (101.82,114.18) (109.96,132.54) (-0.01,0.07)
Females 105.87 106.23 102.71 108.29 0.00
(98.46,113.27) (101.15,111.31) (96.57,108.85) (99.51,117.06) (-0.02,0.03)
Education
Less than college 108.70 110.80 107.85 110.73 0.01
(100.30,117.10) (104.56,117.05) (102.26,113.43) (99.75,121.71) (-0.03, 0.05)
Some college + 105.78 102.07 102.30 114.37 0.02
(94.65,116.91) (96.62,107.51) (96.40,108.21) (104.54,124.20) (-0.01, 0.05)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 102.42 105.39 102.75 119.32 0.03
(92.66,112.19) (97.47,113.32) (92.86,112.63) (99.84,138.81) (-0.02, 0.09)
2001 (3-4) 109.86 98.91 92.47 117.31 0.01
(100.71,119.01) (89.24,108.57) (84.38,100.55) (102.01,132.61) (-0.05,0.06)
2002 (5-6) 111.95 106.35 110.84 104.96 0.00
(100.94,122.96) (99.08,113.63) (105.06,116.63) (93.63,116.29) (-0.04, 0.05)
2003 (7-8) 98.44 109.22 110.01 111.18 0.02
(75.27,121.61) (100.53,117.90) (104.70,115.32) (100.73,121.63) (-0.03, 0.08)
2004 (9) 116.95 112.98 108.40 108.57 -0.01
(98.58,135.32) (105.50,120.46) (100.16,116.64) (96.16,120.97) (-0.06, 0.04)

A1l parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2See Table 5-2 for a full distribution. It is based on a combined index of beliefs and attitudes toward trial and regular marijuana use as described in Section 6.1.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-82. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and perceived anti-marijuana social norms> among nonusing
youth, by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

L0€-1d

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth perceptions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 130.16 133.17 133.35 0.02
(125.06,135.26) (127.13,139.20) (127.93,138.76) (-0.02, 0.06)
14to 16 93.25 90.09 90.56 -0.01
(85.60,100.90) (83.60,96.57) (84.74,96.39) (-0.05, 0.02)
14t0 18 88.34 87.61 89.36 0.00
(82.00,94.68) (81.78,93.44) (83.90,94.82) (-0.03, 0.03)
12.5t0 18 101.32 100.68 102.59 0.00
(96.70,105.95) (95.70,105.66) (98.00,107.18) (-0.02,0.03)
Youth perceptions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 93.68 90.87 100.22 0.03
(87.29,100.07) (84.21,97.52) (95.02,105.43) *( 0.00, 0.06)
Females 108.99 112.08 104.87 -0.03
(102.85,115.12) (105.45,118.71) (98.79,110.95) (-0.07, 0.00)
Race/ethnicity
White 105.26 107.36 108.26 0.00
(99.51,111.01) (101.38,113.34) (102.85,113.67) (-0.03,0.03)
African American 90.42 71.85 76.10 -0.04
(79.11,101.74) (60.01,83.69) (67.11,85.09) (-0.10, 0.02)
Hispanic 94.56 98.15 104.37 0.04
(82.12,107.00) (85.40,110.89) (96.33,112.40) (-0.03,0.11)
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Table 6-82. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and perceived anti-marijuana social norms’ among nonusing
youth, by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth perceptions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 100.50 106.74 110.73 0.04
(93.69,107.30) (100.34,113.13) (104.30,117.16) *( 0.01, 0.08)
Females 101.78 97.01 98.31 -0.02
(94.74,108.82) (90.12,103.90) (92.98,103.64) (-0.06, 0.02)
Education
Less than college 104.42 100.98 101.11 -0.01
(97.98,110.86) (93.52,108.44) (95.14,107.09) (-0.05,0.03)
Some college + 98.46 100.38 103.68 0.01
(90.81,106.12) (93.57,107.20) (97.90,109.46) (-0.02, 0.05)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 98.55 101.90 106.09 0.02
(86.67,110.44) (92.01,111.79) (97.98,114.20) (-0.04,0.08)
2001 (3-4) 101.05 95.36 100.93 -0.01
(89.64,112.45) (84.87,105.84) (93.21,108.64) (-0.06, 0.05)
2002 (5-6) 107.70 99.83 102.96 -0.01
(99.72,115.68) (91.58,108.09) (95.42,110.49) (-0.06, 0.04)
2003 (7-8) 98.28 104.41 97.18 -0.02
(89.63,106.92) (97.23,111.58) (89.93,104.42) (-0.06, 0.02)
2004 (9) 101.31 102.15 109.39 0.05
(91.01,111.61) (92.77,111.54) (101.67,117.11) (-0.00, 0.10)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

"Based on a combined index of perceived social expectations and perceived social network behavior as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-3 for distribution.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990

Census data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results

in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-83. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and perceived anti-marijuana social norms” among nonusing youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month _per month month All cases’
Youth perceptions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 132.08 132.72 126.94 136.42 0.01
(122.64,141.51) (125.92,139.53) (121.27,132.61) (127.75,145.08) (-0.03, 0.05)
14 to 16 81.65 92.45 94.18 89.90 0.03
(73.70,89.60) (86.06,98.83) (88.51,99.85) (77.97,101.82) (-0.01, 0.06)
14 to 18 80.73 89.99 87.68 90.26 0.02
(72.12,89.33) (84.34,95.64) (82.28,93.09) (80.10,100.41) (-0.01, 0.05)
125t018 96.08 102.96 98.72 104.83 0.02
(89.77,102.39) (98.33,107.58) (93.95,103.48) (96.49,113.17) (-0.01, 0.04)
Youth perceptions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 90.91 93.41 93.67 102.01 0.03
(82.99,98.84) (87.37,99.45) (87.74,99.60) (92.76,111.26) (-0.00, 0.06)
Females 101.88 112.80 104.12 107.49 0.00
(90.75,113.02) (106.54,119.06) (98.20,110.04) (96.28,118.69) (-0.04,0.04)
Race/Ethnicity
White 105.85 106.43 105.29 113.80 0.02
(99.58,112.13) (100.79,112.07) (100.15,110.44) (103.85,123.76) (-0.01, 0.05)
African American 61.80 82.59 68.94 8293 0.03
(39.73,83.87) (70.98,94.21) (59.16,78.71) (65.42,100.44) (-0.04, 0.10)
Hispanic 90.66 104.12 100.90 97.36 0.02
(75.27,106.04) (93.59,114.65) (91.85,109.94) (77.24,117.49) (-0.05,0.08)
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Table 6-83. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and perceived anti-marijuana social norms’ among nonusing youth, by both youth and

parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth perceptions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 104.37 108.20 104.82 113.85 0.03
(93.78,114.96) (101.66,114.73) (98.77,110.87) (99.81,127.89) (-0.02, 0.08)
Females 91.59 100.03 94.97 100.13 0.01
(82.52,100.66) (94.28,105.79) (88.31,101.62) (91.56,108.70) (-0.02, 0.04)
Education
Less than college 100.10 103.27 97.99 103.70 0.00
(91.10,109.11) (95.94,110.60) (91.71,104.26) (92.38,115.02) (-0.04, 0.04)
Some college + 92.60 102.52 99.39 105.73 0.03
(83.30,101.90) (96.33,108.70) (92.86,105.93) (93.89,117.58) (-0.00, 0.06)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 97.36 106.96 99.90 100.92 0.00
(87.05,107.67) (98.56,115.37) (90.02,109.78) (79.43,122.42) (-0.06, 0.06)
2001 (3-4) 101.53 98.23 89.85 110.16 0.01
(88.56,114.50) (88.83,107.64) (80.56,99.13) (91.03,129.29) (-0.04, 0.07)
2002 (5-6) 97.29 104.97 103.91 100.58 0.01
(82.55,112.02) (95.93,114.01) (97.52,110.31) (90.01,111.15) (-0.03, 0.06)
2003 (7-8) 84.86 100.92 98.83 106.57 0.05
(63.39,106.32) (89.94,111.90) (92.43,105.24) (97.45,115.69) (-0.01, 0.10)
2004 (9) 99.90 104.07 103.38 106.29 0.02
(81.30,118.50) (94.27,113.88) (93.26,113.49) (94.83,117.74) (-0.04, 0.07)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Based on a combined index of perceived social expectations and perceived social network behavior as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-3 for distribution.

*Summary estimate for data to left.

uiedwe) eipajy Snig-nuy YINOA |BUOREN S} JO UonEN|eA]

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in
this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-84. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and self-efficacy to refuse marijuana2 among nonusing youth,
by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004
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Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month __per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 100.48 101.67 99.60 -0.02
(94.83,106.14) (95.59,107.76) (93.68,105.52) (-0.06, 0.03)
14to0 16 104.22 104.01 100.57 -0.03
(97.65,110.78) (98.69,109.33) (95.48,105.66) (-0.07, 0.02)
14t0 18 106.71 106.44 103.47 -0.02
(101.22,112.20) (101.83,111.05) (99.01,107.94) (-0.06,0.01)
12.5t0 18 104.78 105.07 102.31 -0.02
(100.70,108.85) (101.14,109.00) (98.52,106.10) (-0.05,0.01)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 101.75 100.98 99.55 -0.01
(95.68,107.81) (94.90,107.06) (94.04,105.06) (-0.06, 0.03)
Females 107.81 109.82 104.97 -0.03
(101.92,113.71) (104.38,115.27) (99.72,110.23) (-0.08,0.02)
Race/ethnicity
White 109.85 107.60 108.26 -0.02
(105.20,114.51) (103.20,111.99) (104.12,112.40) (-0.06,0.01)
African American 95.23 104.37 98.39 0.01
(82.08,108.39) (92.95,115.79) (89.12,107.65) (-0.07, 0.09)
Hispanic 95.38 94.13 86.08 -0.04
(85.34,105.42) (81.08,107.18) (74.82,97.34) (-0.11, 0.03)
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Table 6-84. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising and self-efficacy to refuse marijuana’ among nonusing youth,
by both youth and parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics _per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 99.43 104.88 106.85 0.03
(92.34,106.51) (98.39,111.37) (100.82,112.89) (-0.02,0.08)
Females 107.74 105.19 99.92 -0.05
(102.51,112.97) (99.73,110.65) (95.51,104.34) *(-0.08,-0.01)
Education
Less than college 103.45 104.71 101.58 -0.01
(97.21,109.69) (98.89,110.52) (95.56,107.60) (-0.05, 0.04)
Some college + 106.03 105.34 103.21 -0.03
(100.67,111.38) (100.41,110.27) (97.59,108.83) (-0.07, 0.01)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 103.53 102.57 100.66 -0.03
(94.12,112.94) (92.17,112.98) (91.35,109.96) (-0.09, 0.04)
2001 (3-4) 101.49 103.01 102.04 0.01
(91.93,111.05) (95.08,110.95) (95.01,109.07) (-0.06,0.07)
2002 (5-6) 108.08 102.74 103.97 -0.01
(101.07,115.08) (94.52,110.96) (96.87,111.07) (-0.07,0.05)
2003 (7-8) 104.76 112.42 102.01 -0.05
(96.23,113.29) (105.92,118.92) (95.54,108.48) (-0.11, 0.01)
2004 (9) 107.75 103.06 103.39 -0.02
(99.03,116.48) (94.15,111.97) (95.17,111.61) (-0.09, 0.05)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Sclf-cfﬁcacy scale based on 4 questions asking how sure youth are that they can say no to marijuana if they really wanted to: while at a party where most others are using it (C9a); when a

very close friend suggests they use it (C9b); when at home alone and feeling sad or bored (C9c); when hanging out at a friend's house whose parents aren't home (C9d). Measurement of this
construct is detailed in Section 6.1. See Table 5-26 for distribution.

3Summelry estimate for data to left.

101500

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census

data. Also, estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this
report may differ from those presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-85. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and self-efficacy to refuse marijuana* among nonusing youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by year of interview

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month _per month per month month All cases®
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 101.21 97.92 98.72 109.11 0.04
(90.15,112.27) (91.71,104.14) (93.02,104.42) (99.05,119.17) (-0.02,0.10)
14to 16 101.76 102.23 103.05 106.31 0.00
(91.79,111.74) (96.39,108.07) (97.37,108.74) (95.65,116.97) (-0.05, 0.04)
14to 18 105.05 106.92 106.74 109.93 0.00
(96.53,113.57) (101.94,111.89) (102.26,111.21) (100.97,118.88) (-0.05, 0.04)
12.5t0 18 103.90 104.19 104.48 109.67 0.01
(96.82,110.98) (100.05,108.33) (100.78,108.19) (102.55,116.79) (-0.03, 0.05)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 97.30 99.48 102.37 111.60 0.04
(88.06,106.54) (93.37,105.59) (96.94,107.80) (103.61,119.59) (-0.01,0.09)
Females 111.31 109.04 106.75 107.84 -0.02
(102.49,120.12) (102.97,115.11) (101.28,112.22) (97.72,1117.96) (-0.08,0.04)
Race/ethnicity
White 108.44 108.87 108.41 117.08 0.02
(101.72,115.17) (104.54,113.19) (104.40,112.43) (109.75,124.42) (-0.02, 0.05)
African American 97.92 100.48 95.51 112.37 0.01
(71.58,124.25) (88.72,112.23) (83.61,107.41) (101.05,123.68) (-0.11,0.13)
Hispanic 94.36 91.02 94.89 90.04 -0.01
(79.98,108.75) (78.53,103.50) (83.03,106.74) (70.56,109.53) (-0.09, 0.08)
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Table 6-85. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and self-efficacy to refuse marijuana2 among nonusing youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and by year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 99.00 103.31 105.34 113.39 0.05
(87.59,110.42) (96.62,110.00) (99.85,110.83) (103.89,122.90) (-0.00, 0.10)
Females 106.55 104.68 103.96 107.73 -0.01
(98.00,115.10) (99.82,109.53) (98.64,109.27) (98.78,116.67) (-0.06, 0.04)
Education
Less than college 99.75 104.69 101.57 112.22 0.03
(88.73,110.76) (98.73,110.64) (95.73,107.40) (102.98,121.46) (-0.03, 0.08)
Some college + 107.35 103.79 107.11 107.25 0.00
(98.87,115.83) (98.99,108.59) (101.83,112.39) (96.64,117.85) (-0.05,0.05)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 98.17 101.66 101.81 113.34 0.05
(87.69,108.66) (91.29,112.02) (90.93,112.68) (98.35,128.33) (-0.03,0.13)
2001 (3-4) 101.16 97.99 101.29 118.21 0.04
(86.95,115.38) (89.21,106.76) (93.65,108.92) (105.94,130.48) (-0.02,0.11)
2002 (5-6) 107.39 104.99 105.48 107.07 -0.01
(94.22,120.56) (97.06,112.92) (99.63,111.34) (95.55,118.60) (-0.07,0.05)
2003 (7-8) 107.77 109.09 108.73 105.08 -0.03
(86.18,129.35) (101.62,116.56) (103.14,114.33) (96.73,113.43) (-0.12,0.07)
2004 (9) 107.32 109.47 104.18 99.97 -0.04
(90.73,123.91) (99.42,119.52) (97.86,110.51) (88.31,111.64) (-0.11, 0.03)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

“Self-efficacy scale based on 4 questions asking how sure youth are that they can say no to marijuana if they really wanted to: while at a party where most others are using it (C9a); when a very close friend suggests they

use it (C9b); when at home alone and feeling sad or bored (C9¢); when hanging out at a friend's house whose parents aren't home (C9d). Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1. See Table 5-26 for

distribution.

3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates in

this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-86. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and subsequent youth initiation of marijuana use

November 1999 through June 2004

(at later round®) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

gT€e-1d

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth marijuana use, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 54 3.8 3.6 -0.14 0.02 -0.29 -0.23
(3.6,7.9) (2.6,5.6) 2.5,5.1) (-0.36,0.08) (-0.33,0.36) (-0.59,0.02) (-0.59,0.13)
14to 16 13.7 13.5 14.5 0.03 0.05 -0.01 0.03
(11.1,16.8) (11.2,16.2) (12.5,16.8) (-0.08,0.13) (-0.12,0.22) (-0.18, 0.15) (-0.09, 0.15)
14to 18 14.6 15.1 15.1 0.01 0.04 -0.05 0.05
(12.1,17.6) (13.1,17.4) (13.3,17.2) (-0.08,0.11) (-0.13, 0.20) (-0.17,0.07) (-0.06,0.17)
125t0 18 11.8 11.9 11.7 0.00 0.03 -0.08 0.02
(9.9,14.1) (10.3,13.8) (10.4,13.3) (-0.09, 0.08) (-0.12,0.18) (-0.19, 0.04) (-0.09,0.14)
Youth marijuana use, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 12.1 11.8 12.3 0.01 0.07 -0.10 0.02
(10.1,14.5) (9.3,14.9) (10.4,14.5) (-0.10,0.12) (-0.11, 0.25) (-0.24,0.04) (-0.13,0.17)
Females 11.5 12.1 11.2 -0.01 -0.01 -0.05 0.02
(9.0,14.7) (10.0,14.5) (9.2,13.7) (-0.12, 0.09) (-0.19,0.17) (-0.24,0.14) (-0.17,0.21)
Race/ethnicity
White 10.3 124 12.3 0.06 0.14 -0.02 -0.01
(8.5,12.5) (10.5,14.5) (10.5,14.4) (-0.04,0.15) (-0.02, 0.30) (-0.15,0.10) (-0.14,0.11)
African American 14.6 13.7 8.7 -0.20 -0.36 -0.06 0.06
(9.0,22.8) (7.7,23.1) (7.1,10.5) *(-0.39,-0.02)  *(-0.66,-0.06) (-0.35,0.22) (-0.19, 0.30)
Hispanic 15.4 7.8 13.1 -0.04 0.02 -0.27 0.10
(10.8,21.5) (5.3,11.4) (9.5,17.8) (-0.25,0.17) (-0.28,0.32) (-0.56,0.01) (-0.38, 0.58)

sa|qey jielad



9T1€-1d

18159/

Table 6-86. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round?) and subsequent youth initiation of marijuana use
(at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases® -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth marijuana use, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 9.7 93 11.6 0.08 0.16 0.03 -0.01
(7.6,12.2) (7.7,11.1) (9.6,14.0) (-0.04,0.21) (-0.05,0.37) (-0.17,0.24) (-0.28,0.26)
Females 13.0 13.5 11.8 -0.04 -0.02 -0.13 0.04
(10.4,16.0) (11.2,16.2) (10.1,13.7) (-0.13, 0.05) (-0.17,0.13) (-0.26, 0.00) (-0.09,0.16)
Education
Less than college 12.8 11.8 12.3 -0.01 0.00 -0.04 0.00
(10.1,16.0) (9.7,14.2) (10.6,14.3) (-0.12, 0.09) (-0.19,0.19) (-0.21, 0.13) (-0.16,0.16)
Some college + 11.0 12.0 11.3 0.00 0.06 -0.11 0.04
(8.6,14.1) (9.7,14.9) (9.5,13.4) (-0.11,0.11) (-0.12,0.23) (-0.28,0.06) (-0.13,0.21)
Longitudinal r()und(s)4
Round 1-->2 14.0 12.9 14.8 0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(10.3,18.7) (10.3,16.0) (12.1,18.1) (-0.12,0.18)
Round 2-->3 11.7 133 99 -0.08 N/A N/A N/A
(9.1,15.0) (10.3,17.0) (8.0,12.3) (-0.19, 0.04)
Round 3-->4 8.5 9.5 9.2 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(6.8,10.7) (7.6,11.8) (7.2,11.9) (-0.09,0.14)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

*Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4

includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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Table 6-87. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and subsequent youth initiation of marijuana use (at later round?)
by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth marijuana use, by
youth age 8
12.5t0 13 34 4.5 4.6 5.4 0.10 0.27 -0.11 0.03
(2.1,5.4) (3.0,6.6) (3.3,6.3) (2.3,12.1) (-0.12,0.32)  (-0.06,0.60) (-0.43,020) (-0.27,0.33)
14to 16 12.9 11.9 17.1 10.8 0.04 0.06 -0.04 0.11
(10.5,15.7) (10.2,14.0) (14.7,19.9) (8.3,14.0) (-0.03,0.11)  (-0.05,0.18) (-0.18,0.09) (-0.02,0.23)
14 to 18 13.4 15.1 16.1 11.3 -0.01 -0.04 -0.01 0.06
(11.2,15.9) (13.2,17.2) (14.0,18.6) (8.8,14.3) (-0.08,0.06) (-0.14,0.07) (-0.12,0.10)  (-0.05,0.17)
12.5t0 18 10.5 12.1 12.8 94 0.00 -0.01 -0.02 0.04
(8.8,12.4) (10.6,13.8) (11.1,14.7) (7.4,11.8) (-0.07,0.06) (-0.12,0.10) (-0.12,0.09) (-0.05,0.14)
Youth marijuana use, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 10.3 12.3 13.5 92 0.01 -0.01 0.03 0.04
(7.8,13.5) (10.1,14.8) (11.5,15.7) (6.9,12.3) (-0.09,0.12)  (-0.15,0.13) (-0.15,0.21)  (-0.10,0.19)
Females 10.6 11.9 12.1 9.5 -0.02 0.00 -0.07 0.05
(8.1,13.7) (9.6,14.7) (10.0,14.7) (6.4,13.8) (-0.12,0.09) (-0.18,0.17)  (-0.25,0.10) (-0.11,0.21)
Race/ethnicity
White 10.7 12.0 12.7 10.0 0.00 -0.01 0.03 0.04
(8.6,13.2) (10.3,14.0) (10.7,14.9) (7.1,14.0) (-0.09,0.10) (-0.18,0.15)  (-0.09,0.16)  (-0.09,0.16)
African American 9.8 11.9 13.6 7.9 -0.01 0.04 -0.09 0.02
(6.0,15.7) (8.8,15.8) (9.2,19.5) 4.9,12.7) (-0.17,0.16)  (-0.21,0.30)  (-0.40,0.22)  (-0.25,0.29)
Hispanic 10.6 13.4 13.1 93 -0.03 -0.08 -0.16 0.18
(6.9,16.1) (8.6,20.2) (8.4,19.9) (5.0,16.5) (-0.18,0.12)  (-0.30,0.14) (-0.38,0.07)  (-0.08,0.43)
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Table 6-87. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round’) and subsequent youth initiation of marijuana use (at later round®)

by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth marijuana use, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 9.8 8.8 11.8 7.7 0.02 -0.10 0.22 0.01
(7.2,13.2) (7.0,10.9) (9.6,14.4) (4.7,12.3) (-0.12,0.15)  (-0.28,0.09) *( 0.02,0.43) (-0.18,0.19)
Females 10.8 13.9 13.5 10.1 -0.01 0.03 -0.12 0.06
(8.9,13.1) (11.7,16.4) (11.2,16.1) (7.6,13.3) (-0.09,0.06) (-0.09,0.15) (-0.25,0.02) (-0.08,0.19)
Education
Less than college 9.7 13.4 14.2 92 0.01 0.02 -0.05 0.05
(7.2,12.8) (10.9,16.4) (11.8,17.0) (6.6,12.8) (-0.07,0.10)  (-0.10,0.15) (-0.18,0.09) (-0.10,0.19)
Some college + 11.1 11.1 11.8 9.5 -0.02 -0.05 0.01 0.05
(8.7,14.1) (9.3,13.1) (9.8,14.1) (6.8,13.1) (-0.12,0.08) (-0.22,0.13) (-0.14,0.16) (-0.11,0.21)
Longitudinal round(s)4
Round 1-->2 12.2 13.6 16.3 8.8 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(9.6,15.3) (11.2,16.3) (13.0,20.4) (5.2,14.6) (-0.12,0.10)
Round2->3 11.2 12.3 12.2 10.1 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(7.5,16.4) (9.4,16.0) (10.3,14.5) (7.5,13.5) (-0.12,0.09)
Round 3-->4 6.9 9.8 8.8 9.5 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(4.4,10.9) (7.5,12.7) (7.0,10.9) (7.7,11.6) (-0.05,0.14)
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! imited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

‘Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates
in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-88. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth intentions to not use

marijuana (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth intentions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 87.4 87.1 88.8 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.00
(84.2,90.1) (84.4,89.5) (86.5,90.8) (-0.06, 0.16) (-0.13,0.24) (-0.14, 0.33) (-0.17,0.16)
14to 16 77.6 75.8 74.8 -0.05 -0.09 0.01 -0.04
(74.1,80.7) (73.1,78.3) (72.2,77.2) (-0.12,0.02) (-0.22,0.03) (-0.11,0.12) (-0.17,0.08)
14 to 18 76.5 75.3 74.8 -0.03 -0.08 0.03 -0.01
(73.2,79.5) (72.6,77.9) (72.4,77.1) (-0.10, 0.04) (-0.19, 0.03) (-0.09,0.14) (-0.12,0.09)
12.5t0 18 79.8 78.6 78.9 -0.02 -0.05 0.04 -0.02
(77.3,82.1) (76.4,80.8) (77.0,80.7) (-0.07, 0.04) (-0.15,0.04) (-0.06, 0.15) (-0.11, 0.08)
Youth intentions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 79.5 77.8 79.7 0.01 -0.04 0.08 0.02
(76.5,82.2) (74.1,81.0) (76.9,82.3) (-0.08, 0.10) (-0.17,0.09) (-0.08,0.24) (-0.10, 0.13)
Females 80.2 79.7 78.2 -0.04 -0.07 0.00 -0.05
(76.8,83.1) (77.2,82.0) (74.9,81.1) (-0.13, 0.04) (-0.20, 0.06) (-0.13,0.12) (-0.19, 0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 80.8 71.5 77.8 -0.05 -0.09 0.00 -0.04
(77.9,83.5) (74.5,80.2) (75.5,80.0) (-0.13, 0.02) (-0.19, 0.00) (-0.12,0.11) (-0.14, 0.07)
African American 78.4 82.8 80.6 0.04 0.00 0.16 -0.05
(69.8,85.0) (78.0,86.6) (77.1,83.8) (-0.12, 0.20) (-0.29, 0.29) (-0.18, 0.50) (-0.35, 0.25)
Hispanic 76.9 80.2 82.1 0.11 0.09 0.14 0.13
(70.7,82.2) (73.0,85.8) (77.6,85.9) (-0.04, 0.27) (-0.17,0.35) (-0.06, 0.34) (-0.18, 0.44)
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Table 6-88. The relationship between parentI exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round®) and youth intentions to not use
marijuana (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth intentions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 81.2 81.2 77.9 -0.08 -0.10 -0.11 0.00
(78.0,84.0) (78.7,83.4) (74.5,81.0) (-0.16, 0.01) (-0.22, 0.02) (-0.27, 0.05) (-0.19, 0.18)
Females 79.1 77.2 79.5 0.02 -0.03 0.11 -0.02
(75.7,82.1) (74.0,80.1) (77.1,81.6) (-0.05,0.08) (-0.15, 0.08) *( 0.01,0.22) (-0.15,0.10)
Education
Less than college 79.7 79.6 80.1 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02
(76.2,82.9) (76.1,82.7) (77.7,82.4) (-0.07,0.09) (-0.12,0.14) (-0.13,0.18) (-0.17,0.14)
Some college + 79.9 78.1 77.9 -0.04 -0.11 0.05 -0.01
(76.7,82.8) (75.6,80.4) (75.1,80.5) (-0.11, 0.04) (-0.23, 0.02) (-0.09, 0.20) (-0.11, 0.09)
Longitudinal round(s)4
Round 1-->2 76.9 78.1 74.5 -0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(72.9,80.6) (74.2,81.6) (71.5,77.3) (-0.15, 0.04)
Round 2-->3 79.4 77.1 80.8 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(75.3,83.0) (73.0,80.7) (77.4,83.8) (-0.06, 0.15)
Round 3-->4 84.7 80.7 83.2 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(81.7,87.3) (78.1,83.1) (80.1,85.9) (-0.11, 0.08)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

“Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from
those presented earlier.
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Table 6-89. The relationship between paren’t1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth intentions to not use marijuana
(at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth intentions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 87.4 87.2 88.1 86.4 0.00 -0.09 0.11 0.00
(83.5,90.4) (83.6,90.0) (86.4,89.6) (80.1,91.0) (-0.13,0.12)  (-0.30,0.12)  (-0.09,0.31) (-0.20,0.20)
14 to 16 73.7 78.3 74.6 78.4 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.01
69.3,77.7) (76.0,80.5) (71.9,71.0) (72.8,83.1) (-0.06,0.10) (-0.12,0.17) (-0.12,0.14)  (-0.11,0.14)
14to 18 72.3 76.5 75.6 79.6 0.07 0.11 0.00 0.07
(68.7,75.7) (74.0,78.9) (73.2,77.9) (75.0,83.6) *( 0.01,0.14)  (-0.00,0.23) (-0.11,0.10)  (-0.04,0.18)
12.5t0 18 76.7 79.5 79.2 81.8 0.06 0.08 0.02 0.06
(73.7,79.5) (77.5,81.4) (77.3,81.0) (77.9,85.2) (-0.00,0.12)  (-0.03,0.18) (-0.09,0.12) (-0.04,0.16)
Youth intentions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 74.7 79.3 79.1 82.6 0.09 0.15 0.01 0.08
(69.1,79.6) (76.8,81.7) (76.4,81.5) (77.8,86.6) *( 0.01,0.18) *( 0.06,0.25) (-0.16,0.18)  (-0.08,0.25)
Females 79.0 79.7 79.3 81.1 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04
(74.9,82.6) (76.6,82.5) (76.5,81.9) (75.3,85.8) (-0.08,0.12) (-0.16,0.17)  (-0.09,0.14)  (-0.12,0.20)
Race/ethnicity
White 77.6 79.6 77.8 82.5 0.04 0.11 -0.08 0.01
(74.1,80.7) (77.2,81.7) (75.4,80.1) (77.3,86.8) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.01,0.23) (-0.21,0.05) (-0.11,0.12)
African American 75.0 80.7 81.7 80.3 0.08 0.05 0.11 0.08
(65.1,82.8) (75.9,84.8) (76.9,85.6) (73.5,85.7) (-0.07,0.22)  (-0.19,030) (-0.10,0.32) (-0.13,0.28)
Hispanic 75.7 77.2 82.7 81.4 0.12 -0.02 0.20 0.26
(66.9,82.7) (70.1,83.0) (78.5,86.2) (70.7,88.8) (-0.05,0.29)  (-0.33,0.28) *( 0.01,0.39) (-0.02,0.55)
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Table 6-89. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth intentions to not use marijuana
(at later round?), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2* -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth intentions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 73.9 823 79.4 83.4 0.09 0.16 -0.14 0.21
(69.0,78.4) (79.2,85.0) (76.1,82.4) (76.5,88.6) (-0.01,0.18) *( 0.04,0.29) (-0.33,0.06) *( 0.05,0.38)
Females 78.2 78.0 79.1 81.2 0.04 0.04 0.09 -0.02
(74.1,81.7) (75.3,80.6) (76.5,81.4) (76.6,85.0) (-0.03,0.12)  (-0.09,0.16) (-0.02,0.21) (-0.15,0.12)
Education
Less than college 76.4 81.4 80.0 82.6 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.08
(71.9,80.3) (78.0,84.5) (78.0,82.0) (77.0,87.1) (-0.02,0.16) (-0.08,0.25) (-0.10,0.20) (-0.06,0.23)
Some college + 77.0 78.1 78.6 81.1 0.05 0.07 -0.01 0.06
(72.8,80.6) (75.8,80.3) (75.8,81.1) (76.3,85.2) (-0.03,0.13)  (-0.07,0.21) (-0.16,0.14) (-0.07,0.19)
Longitudinal round(s)4
Round 1-->2 75.8 76.9 76.3 83.6 0.08 N/A N/A N/A
(72.1,79.2) (73.7,79.8) (72.9,79.4) (75.1,89.6) (-0.03,0.18)
Round 2-->3 75.6 79.9 79.0 774 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(69.0,81.2) (76.1,83.2) (76.6,81.3) (70.8,82.9) (-0.09,0.12)
Round 3-->4 79.1 83.0 83.2 83.6 0.06 N/A N/A N/A
(72.2,84.7) (79.7,85.8) (80.3,85.7) (80.4,86.4) (-0.04,0.16)

1eISoM

"Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

*Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates
in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.



Table 6-90. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth personal anti-marijuana
beliefs and attitudes® (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

1e150M

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases —->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 121.74 129.08 127.19 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.02
(113.11,130.36) (121.85,136.31) (121.08,133.29) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.05,0.10) (-0.06, 0.10)
14to0 16 88.76 80.65 83.00 -0.02 -0.03 -0.01 0.00
(80.67,96.84) (71.37,89.93) (76.37,89.63) (-0.05,0.02) (-0.09, 0.03) (-0.07, 0.06) (-0.06, 0.05)
14 to 18 82.49 80.51 82.04 0.00 -0.02 0.02 0.01
(74.64,90.33) (72.18,88.84) (75.90,88.18) (-0.03, 0.03) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.04, 0.05)
12.5t0 18 94.35 94.11 95.30 0.00 -0.01 0.02 0.01
(88.11,100.60)  (87.00,101.22)  (90.37,100.23) (-0.02, 0.03) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.03,0.07) (-0.03, 0.05)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 88.04 87.37 91.75 0.02 0.00 0.05 0.01
(80.74,95.33) (76.83,97.92) (84.78,98.72) (-0.02, 0.06) (-0.07,0.06) (-0.02,0.12) (-0.04, 0.06)
Females 101.03 101.95 98.69 -0.01 -0.03 -0.02 0.00
(92.16,109.89)  (95.38,108.53)  (91.73,105.65) (-0.05, 0.02) (-0.09, 0.04) (-0.08,0.04) (-0.05, 0.06)
Race/ethnicity
White 98.28 97.46 97.57 0.00 -0.02 0.00 0.03
(90.90,105.66)  (89.17,105.74)  (91.52,103.62) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.08,0.03) (-0.05, 0.06) (-0.02, 0.07)
African American 90.62 78.37 88.51 0.00 -0.02 0.07 -0.06
(73.18,108.06) (58.36,98.38) (79.76,97.27) (-0.07, 0.06) (-0.13,0.08) (-0.04,0.17) (-0.15, 0.03)
Hispanic 83.64 90.87 92.75 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.01
(68.58,98.70)  (74.16,107.57)  (82.28,103.23) (-0.04, 0.10) (-0.07,0.14) (-0.04,0.17) (-0.13,0.14)
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Table 6-90. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth personal anti-marijuana
beliefs and attitudes® (at later round?), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month __per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 96.41 104.60 97.87 0.01 -0.01 0.03 0.01
(86.18,106.65)  (97.60,111.60)  (88.42,107.33) (-0.04, 0.06) (-0.08, 0.06) (-0.05,0.11) (-0.05,0.08)
Females 93.28 88.13 93.98 0.00 -0.01 0.02 0.01
(85.01,101.55) (78.03,98.23) (88.78,99.19) (-0.03,0.03) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.04, 0.06)
Education
Less than college 100.45 95.40 99.11 0.00 -0.02 0.01 0.02
(92.63,108.26)  (86.76,104.04)  (91.75,106.46) (-0.04, 0.05) (-0.08, 0.04) (-0.07,0.09) (-0.04, 0.09)
Some college + 89.33 93.33 92.11 0.00 -0.01 0.03 0.00
(80.99,97.66)  (84.79,101.87) (85.91,98.31) (-0.03, 0.04) (-0.07, 0.05) (-0.04, 0.09) (-0.05, 0.04)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 89.01 94.98 86.50 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(78.79,99.22)  (82.79,107.17) (79.85,93.16) (-0.06, 0.03)
Round 2-->3 92.72 88.72 97.44 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(81.99,103.46) (78.86,98.57)  (89.32,105.55) (-0.03, 0.07)
Round 3-->4 104.49 97.54 105.32 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(96.41,112.56)  (89.62,105.45)  (98.52,112.11) (-0.03, 0.05)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, sec Section 2.3.
2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
3Based on a combined index of beliefs and attitudes towards trial and regular marijuana use, as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-2 for distribution.
“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

*Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-91. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth personal anti-marijuana
beliefs and attitudes® (at later round2), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents

Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 119.61 123.87 127.56 126.33 0.02 0.00
(108.56,130.65) 113.68,134.06) 121.72,133.40) 114.12,138.53) (-0.03,0.06) (-0.09,0.08) (-0.03,0.14) (-0.08,0.08)
14to 16 79.75 88.06 81.45 88.68 0.01 0.01
(70.38,89.12)  (81.26,94.86) (74.02,88.88) (76.96,100.39) (-0.03,0.04) (-0.05,0.06) (-0.07,0.06) (-0.05,0.07)
14to 18 78.67 83.27 81.73 88.57 0.02 0.02
(69.97,87.36) (77.12,89.42)  (75.11,88.35)  (77.95,99.18) (-0.02,0.05) (-0.03,0.08) (-0.06,0.04) (-0.03,0.07)
125t0 18 90.56 94.74 94.80 100.74 0.02 0.02
(82.83,98.30) (89.07,100.42) (89.52,100.08) (91.86,109.63) (-0.01,0.05) (-0.02,0.07) (-0.04,0.05) (-0.03,0.07)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 84.61 88.12 88.45 97.11 0.02 0.04
(73.06,96.17)  (81.85,94.39)  (80.39,96.51) (84.85,109.38) (-0.02,0.07)  (-0.04,0.06) (-0.04,0.09) (-0.03,0.11)
Females 97.46 101.61 101.58 104.02 0.01 0.00
(87.95,106.97) (92.56,110.67) (94.43,108.73) (92.06,115.97) (-0.03,0.05) (-0.04,0.11) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.06,0.06)
Race/ethnicity
White 97.36 98.14 96.11 106.95 0.01 0.00
(87.30,107.42) (91.12,105.16) (89.86,102.35) (95.31,118.59) (-0.02,0.05) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.08,0.02) (-0.06,0.06)
African American__ 78.47 89.03 88.91 74.57 0.00 0.07
(58.28,98.66) (76.16,101.91) (76.24,101.58)  (59.33,89.81) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.14,0.04) (-0.14,0.12)  (-0.03,0.17)
Hispanic 78.63 84.90 94.52 104.43 0.07 0.01
(64.12,93.15)  (71.37,98.44) (83.31,105.73) (82.33,126.52) *( 0.00,0.13)  (-0.06,0.16) *( 0.03,024) (-0.09,0.11)
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Table 6-91. The relationship between parentl exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth personal anti-marijuana

beliefs and attitudes’ (at later round?), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases® -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 95.29 100.11 101.35 107.16 0.03 0.07 -0.01 0.01
(82.41,108.18) (91.73,108.50) (93.11,109.59) (89.04,125.28) (-0.02,0.08) (-0.01,0.14) (-0.09,0.08) (-0.08,0.10)
Females 88.03 91.88 90.89 97.98 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.03
(78.40,97.66)  (85.18,98.57)  (83.61,98.18) (88.60,107.37) (-0.02,0.05) (-0.05,0.07) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.02,0.08)
Education
Less than college 91.03 99.82 101.00 101.74 0.03 0.00 0.05 0.05
(80.62,101.44) (91.25,108.39) (93.11,108.90) (88.83,114.65) (-0.01,0.07)  (-0.06,0.07) (-0.02,0.12) (-0.01,0.11)
Some college + 90.16 90.93 90.11 99.83 0.01 0.03 -0.03 0.00
(78.68,101.64) (84.81,97.06) (82.71,97.51) (88.06,111.60) (-0.03,0.05) (-0.03,0.10) (-0.09,0.04) (-0.07,0.07)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 89.46 92.81 86.44 109.99 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(79.00,99.92)  (85.74,99.88) (76.69,96.19) (94.41,125.57) (-0.02,0.07)
Round 2-->3 89.37 91.99 97.07 86.17 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(76.29,102.45) (82.75,101.23) (90.07,104.06) (71.90,100.44) (-0.04, 0.05)
Round 3-->4 93.49 100.18 103.70 101.79 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(76.21,110.78) (92.02,108.35) (97.57,109.83) (92.92,110.66) (-0.03,0.07)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Based on a combined index of beliefs and attitudes towards trial and regular marijuana use, as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-2 for distribution.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-92. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round’) and youth perceived
anti-marijuana social norms’ (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth perceptions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 124.68 133.02 133.58 0.05 0.01 0.07 0.09
(115.99,133.38) (126.15,139.90) (126.14,141.01) (-0.01,0.11) (-0.08,0.11) (-0.01,0.16) (-0.01,0.18)
14t0 16 81.82 7547 71.75 -0.04 -0.08 0.02 -0.03
(73.60,90.04) (66.90,84.04) (65.43,78.07) *(-0.07,-0.00)  *(-0.13,-0.03) (-0.03,0.07) (-0.10, 0.03)
14t0 18 75.78 71.49 69.43 -0.03 -0.05 0.02 -0.05
(68.14,83.42) (62.47,80.50) (63.41,75.45) (-0.06, 0.01) (-0.10,0.01) (-0.03,0.07) (-0.10, 0.01)
12.5t0 18 90.57 88.72 88.27 -0.01 -0.04 0.02 -0.02
(84.52,96.62) (81.33,96.11) (82.83,93.72) (-0.04, 0.02) (-0.08,0.01) (-0.01, 0.06) (-0.06, 0.03)
Youth perceptions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 8423 79.90 87.37 0.01 -0.01 0.07 0.00
(76.40,92.06) (69.81,89.99) (81.34,93.41) (-0.02, 0.05) (-0.07, 0.05) *( 0.00,0.13) (-0.06, 0.05)
Females 97.24 98.99 89.14 -0.04 -0.06 -0.02 -0.03
(89.34,105.15)  (92.03,105.94) (81.32,96.95) *(-0.08,-0.01)  *(-0.13,-0.00) (-0.08, 0.03) (-0.10, 0.03)
Race/ethnicity
White 95.14 94.05 91.36 -0.01 -0.06 0.03 0.01
(87.80,102.48)  (85.55,102.55) (84.38,98.35) (-0.05,0.02)  *(-0.11,-0.00) (-0.03, 0.08) (-0.04,0.07)
African American 83.35 62.75 67.12 -0.06 -0.09 0.00 -0.10
(60.34,106.37) (47.92,77.58) (55.91,78.33) (-0.13,0.02) (-0.21, 0.03) (-0.10, 0.10) (-0.23,0.04)
Hispanic 74.57 86.07 92.80 0.06 0.11 0.06 -0.01
(59.19,89.95)  (69.92,102.22)  (84.81,100.79) (-0.01,0.13) *(0.02,021) (-0.04,0.17) (-0.15,0.12)
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Table 6-92. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round®) and youth perceived
anti-marijuana social norms’ (at later round”), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth perceptions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 92.45 100.73 9221 0.00 -0.03 0.02 0.02
(82.65,102.25)  (92.98,108.47)  (83.08,101.34) (-0.05, 0.05) (-0.10, 0.04) (-0.06, 0.10) (-0.07,0.11)
Females 89.59 81.87 86.25 -0.02 -0.04 0.03 -0.03
(81.00,98.18) (72.14,91.60) (80.12,92.39) (-0.06, 0.02) (-0.10, 0.02) (-0.02, 0.08) (-0.09, 0.02)
Education
Less than college 91.48 87.18 86.39 -0.02 -0.03 0.00 -0.02
(82.00,100.96) (77.71,96.66) (78.71,94.08) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.10,0.04) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.09, 0.04)
Some college + 89.78 89.65 89.86 -0.01 -0.04 0.04 -0.01
(81.77,97.79) (80.57,98.73) (83.17,96.54) (-0.04, 0.03) (-0.10,0.01) (-0.02,0.11) (-0.06, 0.04)
Longitudinal round(s)’
Round 1-->2 86.59 89.05 78.98 -0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(76.00,97.18)  (77.30,100.80) (72.33,85.62) (-0.08, 0.01)
Round 2-->3 86.50 85.85 94.02 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(78.40,94.60) (76.55,95.14)  (86.56,101.48) (-0.01, 0.06)
Round 3-->4 101.19 90.72 95.49 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(93.69,108.69) (82.41,99.04)  (86.92,104.07) (-0.06, 0.03)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Based on a combined index of perceived social expectations and perceived social network behavior as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-3 for distribution.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-93. The relationship between parentl exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round”) and youth perceived anti-marijuana
social norms’ (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than , 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth perceptions, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 121.22 128.54 131.77 120.75 0.01 -0.03 0.04 0.03
(111.07,131.37) 119.40,137.67) 125.84,137.71) 104.31,137.20) (-0.04,0.06) (-0.12,0.07) (-0.05,0.13)  (-0.06,0.13)
14to 16 74.84 77.06 72.13 81.35 0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.01
(65.73,83.96)  (69.69,84.43)  (66.03,78.23) (67.25,95.44) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.08,0.05) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.05,0.07)
14to 18 74.38 71.97 68.78 79.68 0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.01
(65.63,83.13)  (65.50,78.44)  (62.74,74.81)  (66.89,92.48) (-0.03,0.03)  (-0.05,0.06) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.06,0.04)
12.5t0 18 87.99 87.96 86.75 92.93 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
(80.94,95.03)  (82.44,93.48)  (81.46,92.03) (82.07,103.79) (-0.02,0.03) (-0.04,0.05) (-0.05,0.05) (-0.04,0.05)
Youth perceptions, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 82.78 83.46 80.83 94.05 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.01
(72.79,92.78)  (76.35,90.57)  (73.47,88.20) (81.55,106.55) (-0.02,0.05) (-0.02,0.09) (-0.08,0.07) (-0.06,0.07)
Females 94.00 92.62 93.05 91.92 -0.01 -0.03 0.01 0.01
(84.58,103.42) (84.84,100.41) (85.90,100.21) (77.50,106.33) (-0.05,0.03) (-0.10,0.03) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.06,0.08)
Race/ethnicity
White 100.52 90.69 88.73 102.93 0.00 0.00 -0.02 0.00
(91.61,109.44)  (84.66,96.72)  (82.39,95.07) (90.46,115.41) (-0.04,0.03) (-0.06,0.06) (-0.08,0.03) (-0.06,0.07)
African American 66.35 79.26 64.85 67.36 -0.02 -0.03 0.00 -0.04
(49.85,82.85)  (63.59,94.93) (50.87,78.83)  (44.48,90.24) (-0.09,0.05) (-0.14,0.08) (-0.15,0.14) (-0.15,0.07)
Hispanic 64.30 77.60 97.50 87.85 0.08 0.07 0.10 0.07
(50.53,78.07)  (63.74,91.46) (87.02,107.99) (62.98,112.71) *( 0.01,0.15)  (-0.06,0.20) (-0.01,0.21) (-0.04,0.17)

6ce-1d
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Table 6-93. The relationship between parentl exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth perceived anti-marijuana
social norms® (at later round?), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth perceptions, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 87.98 94.61 94.48 112.51 0.05 0.06 0.00 0.07
(76.05,99.91) (86.64,102.57) (87.33,101.62) (97.55,127.47) *( 0.01,0.09) (-0.00,0.12) (-0.09,0.09) (-0.01,0.16)
Females 87.99 84.41 82.13 84.50 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.03
(78.73,9725)  (77.0491.78) (74.91,89.35) (72.22,96.78) (-0.05,0.02) (-0.09,0.03) (-0.050.06) (-0.08,0.03)
Education
Less than coltege 84.47 87.55 86.65 90.01 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.00
(73.72,9522)  (79.22,95.88) (78.44,94.86) (75.81,104.21) (-0.03,0.05) (-0.06,0.07) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.07,0.07)
Some college + 91.00 88.25 86.82 95.59 0.00 0.00 -0.03 0.02
(80.06,101.93)  (81.76,94.73)  (80.40,93.25) (80.81,110.37) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.06,0.06) (-0.09,0.04) (-0.05,0.08)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 83.52 89.04 76.32 95.23 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
(73.89,93.15) (81.41,96.67) (67.79,84.84) (75.58,114.88) (-0.04, 0.05)
Round 2-->3 88.23 84.48 89.53 84.50 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
(76.76,99.71) ~ (75.83,93.13)  (81.80,97.27) (71.63,97.37) (-0.05,0.05)
Round 3-->4 94.87 89.77 97.88 97.64 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(80.57,109.18)  (81.40,98.14) (91.42,104.35) (87.29,107.99) (-0.04, 0.05)

°159M

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

TRound 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Based on a combined index of perceived social expectations and perceived social network behavior as described in Section 6.1. See Table 5-3 for distribution.

Includes cases for Round I to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

*Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-94. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round’) and youth self-efficacy to refuse
marijuana3 (at later round?), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

T€€-1d

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ ->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12510 13 101.47 96.58 102.13 0.00 -0.02 0.01 0.02
(92.90,110.04)  (88.72,104.44)  (94.71,109.55) (-0.05, 0.06) (-0.11, 0.06) (-0.09,0.12) (-0.09,0.13)
14 to 16 97.57 93.80 88.31 -0.04 -0.08 0.00 -0.03
(91.36,103.79)  (86.96,100.65) (81.44,95.17) (-0.09,0.01) (-0.17,0.01) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.10,0.04)
14t0 18 100.15 98.61 92.45 -0.03 -0.08 0.02 -0.02
(94.64,105.67)  (92.47,104.74) (85.75,99.14) {-0.08, 0.02) (-0.16, 0.01) (-0.05,0.10) (-0.09, 0.05)
12.5t0 18 100.55 98.04 95.29 -0.02 -0.06 0.02 -0.01
(96.49,104.61)  (92.68,103.39)  (89.62,100.96) (-0.06, 0.02) (-0.13, 0.00) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.07,0.05)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 96.65 95.42 93.60 -0.02 -0.08 0.06 -0.02
(89.31,103.98)  (87.28,103.57) (85.97,101.24) (-0.08, 0.04) (-0.16,0.01) (-0.03,0.14) (-0.10, 0.06)
Females 104.71 101.08 96.90 -0.02 -0.05 -0.01 0.00
(97.20,112.23)  (93.65,108.52)  (89.44,104.36) (-0.08,0.04) (-0.15, 0.05) (-0.10,0.07) (-0.08, 0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 103.38 98.45 99.76 -0.01 -0.05 0.00 0.02
(98.82,107.94)  (91.93,104.96)  (93.58,105.93) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.13, 0.03) (-0.05,0.05) (-0.05, 0.08)
African American 100.51 113.73 94.33 -0.04 -0.07 0.08 -0.16
(85.01,116.02) (101.09,126.37)  (84.52,104.13) (-0.15,0.07) (-0.23,0.10) (-0.08,0.24)  *(-0.28,-0.04)
Hispanic 92.14 77.91 81.06 -0.02 -0.14 0.06 0.03
(80.38,103.91) (63.04,92.79) (66.83,95.30) (-0.12,0.07) (-0.29,0.02) (-0.08,0.21) (-0.12,0.19)
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Table 6-94. The relationship between parentl exposure to general anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth self-efficacy to refuse
marijuana3 (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases* -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 97.40 97.32 93.92 -0.02 -0.05 -0.02 0.03
(88.98,105.83)  (89.23,105.41)  (84.31,103.52) (-0.08, 0.05) (-0.15,0.05) (-0.11,0.07) (-0.09, 0.14)
Females 102.19 98.45 96.00 -0.02 -0.07 0.04 -0.03
(96.97,107.41)  (91.45,105.44)  (89.35,102.64) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.15,0.01) (-0.04,0.13) (-0.10, 0.05)
Education
Less than college 99.43 91.35 95.72 -0.01 -0.06 0.05 -0.01
(91.76,107.09) (82.97,99.73)  (88.74,102.70) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.14, 0.02) (-0.05,0.14) (-0.10, 0.08)
Some college + 101.58 102.09 94.93 -0.03 -0.07 0.00 0.00
(95.87,107.29)  (95.70,108.48)  (87.19,102.67) (-0.08, 0.03) (-0.16, 0.02) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.10, 0.09)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 105.40 99.97 90.26 -0.06 N/A N/A N/A
(99.52,111.28)  (91.61,108.33) (81.36,99.17) *(-0.13,0.00)
Round 2-->3 94.36 95.26 98.17 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(85.11,103.60)  (86.93,103.58)  (90.08,106.27) (-0.04, 0.08)
Round 3-->4 99.63 97.82 99.41 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(91.34,107.93)  (90.09,105.54)  (91.89,106.92) (-0.07,0.05)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1,2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Self-efficacy scale based on 4 questions asking how sure youth are that they can say no to marijuana if they really wanted to: while at a party where most others are using it (C9a); when a very close

friend suggests they use it (C9b); when at home alone and feeling sad or bored (C9c); when hanging out at a friend's house whose parents aren't home (C9d). Measurement of this construct is detailed in

Section 6.1. See Table 5-26 for distribution.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4

includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from

those presented earlier.
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November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-95. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth self-efficacy to refuse
marijuana3 (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 97.13 97.41 97.31 91.86 -0.02 -0.09 0.08 -0.02
(85.89,108.37) (88.72,106.09) (88.89,105.73) (72.21,111.51) (-0.09,0.05) (-0.21,0.02) (-0.00,0.17) (-0.15,0.10)
14 to 16 89.33 97.26 86.34 91.46 -0.01 0.00 -0.06 0.03
(77.90,100.75) (92.14,102.38)  (80.26,92.42) (73.21,109.71) (-0.06,0.04) (-0.11,0.10) (-0.16,0.03) (-0.04,0.11)
14t0 18 92.52 98.09 95.38 96.32 0.01 0.03 -0.06 0.04
(82.04,103.01) (93.17,103.00) (90.29,100.46) (81.68,110.96) (-0.04,0.06) (-0.06,0.12)  (-0.15,0.02) (-0.04,0.12)
12.5t0 18 93.86 97.89 95.93 94.88 0.00 -0.01 -0.02 0.02
(85.68,102.04) (93.57,102.21) (91.65,100.21) (82.60,107.16) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.08,0.07) (-0.08,0.05) (-0.04,0.09)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 90.53 93.24 92.60 97.17 0.01 0.00 -0.02 0.05
(78.27,102.80) (86.35,100.13)  (86.14,99.07) (84.74,109.60) (-0.04,0.06) (-0.08,0.08) (-0.12,0.09) (-0.05,0.14)
Females 97.80 102.72 99.47 92.82 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.01
(88.24,107.37) (96.73,108.71) (92.71,106.23) (73.58,112.06) (-0.07,0.04) (-0.14,0.10)  (-0.09,0.05) (-0.09,0.08)
Race/ethnicity
White 101.07 102.16 96.59 101.51 -0.01 0.03 -0.08 0.01
(91.68,110.46) (97.29,107.03) (91.71,101.47) (87.68,115.34) (-0.05,0.04) (-0.05,0.11) *(-0.16,-0.00)  (-0.07,0.10)
African American 92.06 105.39 101.03 84.81 -0.04 -0.13 -0.01 0.03
(58.67,125.44) (93.30,117.48) (90.81,111.25) (65.25,104.38) (-0.17,0.08)  (-0.27,0.02) (-0.26,0.23) (-0.19,0.24)
Hispanic 78.09 70.68 89.36 84.54 0.04 0.00 0.12 0.00
(52.01,104.17)  (55.21,86.14) (76.53,102.19) (49.69,119.40) (-0.08,0.15) (-0.21,0.22) (-0.01,0.24) (-0.22,0.23)
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marijuana3 (at later roundz), by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Table 6-95. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising among nonusing youth (at earlier round?) and youth self-efficacy to refuse

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases* -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 83.74 99.99 95.50 87.47 0.01 0.03 -0.03 0.04
(69.42,98.05) (93.09,106.89) (86.72,104.29) (68.95,105.98) (-0.05,0.07) (-0.07,0.12) (-0.15,0.09) (-0.08,0.15)
Females 99.27 96.77 96.18 98.07 -0.01 -0.02 -0.01 0.01
(88.92,109.63) (91.67,101.87) (91.50,100.87) (83.51,112.64) (-0.05,0.04) (-0.11,0.07) (-0.09,0.07) (-0.07,0.10)
Education
Less than college 88.94 93.91 96.45 94.27 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04
(75.46,102.43) (86.86,100.97) (89.75,103.15) (77.43,111.11) (-0.02,0.09) (-0.08,0.14) (-0.05,0.12) (-0.06,0.13)
Some college + 98.06 101.01 95.53 95.44 -0.03 -0.04 -0.06 0.01
(88.11,108.01) (95.88,106.15) (89.89,101.18) (79.97,110.90) (-0.08,0.02) (-0.13,0.05) (-0.17,0.05) (-0.07,0.10)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 96.90 100.69 89.83 97.12 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(87.49,106.31) (94.74,106.65)  (81.34,98.31) (72.43,121.80) (-0.08, 0.07)
Round 2-->3 88.81 95.11 98.87 87.32 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(74.32,103.30) (86.40,103.82) (93.17,104.58) (70.83,103.81) (-0.08, 0.05)
Round 3-->4 93.97 96.57 101.18 98.88 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(75.71,112.24) (86.79,106.36) (95.52,106.83) (88.34,109.42) (-0.04, 0.09)

1eISoM

*Includes cases for Round I to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

Round | consists of Waves 1,2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 conists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.

3Sf:lf-efﬁcacy scale based on 4 questions asking how sure youth are that they can say no to marijuana if they really wanted to: while at a party where most others are using it (C9a); when a very close friend suggests

they use it (C9b); when at home alone and feeling sad or bored (C9¢); when hanging out at a friend's house whose parents aren't home (C9d). Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1. See Table 5-
26 for distribution.

*Round I-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates

in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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Table 6-96. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of parent monitoring behavior” among youth, by both youth
and parent characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

gee-1d

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month Al cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.07 1.07 1.09 0.01
(1.01,1.14) (1.02,1.13) (1.03,1.14) (-0.03, 0.05)
14 to 16 0.88 0.89 0.87 0.00
(0.83,0.93) (0.83,0.95) (0.83,0.92) (-0.04, 0.04)
14 to 18 0.83 0.82 0.82 0.00
(0.79,0.87) (0.78,0.87) (0.78,0.87) (-0.03, 0.03)
12.5t0 18 0.89 0.88 0.89 0.00
(0.86,0.92) (0.84,0.92) (0.85,0.93) (-0.02, 0.03)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.72 0.74 0.75 0.01
(0.67,0.77) (0.68,0.79) (0.71,0.80) (-0.03, 0.05)
Females 1.06 1.05 1.02 -0.02
(1.01,1.10) (1.00,1.10) (0.97,1.07) (-0.05, 0.02)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.94 0.92 0.92 -0.01
(0.90,0.99) (0.87,0.97) (0.87,0.96) (-0.04, 0.02)
African American 0.67 0.76 0.82 0.09
(0.57,0.76) (0.65,0.87) (0.73,0.91) *( 0.01, 0.17)
Hispanic 0.93 0.78 0.86 -0.03
(0.82,1.03) (0.68,0.88) (0.78,0.94) (-0.11,0.04)
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Table 6-96. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of parent monitoring behavior’ among youth, by both youth
and parent characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases®
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.88 0.90 0.89 0.00
(0.82,0.94) (0.84,0.97) (0.83,0.94) (-0.04, 0.05)
Females , 0.89 0.87 0.89 0.00
(0.85,0.93) (0.82,0.92) (0.84,0.94) (-0.03,0.04)
Education
Less than college 0.88 0.86 0.87 -0.01
(0.83,0.94) (0.79,0.93) (0.81,0.92) (-0.04, 0.03)
Some college + 0.90 0.89 0.90 0.01
(0.85,0.95) (0.84,0.95) (0.86,0.95) (-0.03, 0.04)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 0.87 0.87 0.85 -0.01
(0.78,0.96) (0.79,0.94) (0.78,0.93) (-0.08, 0.06)
2001 (3-4) 0.84 0.85 0.86 0.02
(0.77,0.91) (0.77,0.94) (0.80,0.93) (-0.04, 0.07)
2002 (5-6) 0.94 0.89 0.89 -0.03
(0.88,1.01) (0.82,0.97) (0.82,0.95) (-0.08, 0.02)
2003 (7-8) 0.89 091 0.90 0.01
(0.83,0.96) (0.84,0.97) (0.85,0.95) (-0.04, 0.06)
2004 (9) 0.91 0.87 0.98 0.05
(0.83,0.99) (0.80,0.94) (0.91,1.05) (-0.02,0.11)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
2Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from
those presented earlier.
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Table 6-97. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of parent monitoring behavior® among youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month ~_per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5to 13 1.02 1.12 1.09 1.10 0.01
(0.92,1.12) (1.04,1.20) (1.03,1.15) (1.00,1.20) (-0.04,0.07)
14 10 16 0.87 0.91 0.85 0.93 0.00
(0.81,0.94) (0.86,0.97) (0.80,0.90) (0.84,1.01) (-0.04, 0.05)
14t0 18 0.81 0.85 0.80 0.85 0.00
(0.75,0.88) (0.80,0.90) (0.76,0.84) (0.78,0.92) (-0.04,0.03)
12.5t0 18 0.86 0.92 0.87 0.91 0.00
(0.81,0.92) (0.87,0.97) (0.83,0.90) (0.86,0.97) (-0.03, 0.03)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.72 0.77 0.72 0.80 0.02
(0.65,0.78) (0.70,0.84) (0.67,0.76) (0.73,0.88) (-0.03, 0.07)
Females 1.03 1.08 1.03 1.02 -0.02
(0.95,1.11) (1.02,1.13) (0.98,1.07) (0.95,1.09) (-0.06, 0.02)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.93 0.96 0.89 0.97 -0.01
(0.87,0.99) (0.90,1.02) (0.85,0.94) (0.90,1.03) (-0.04, 0.03)
African American 0.75 0.83 0.76 0.78 0.00
(0.62,0.88) (0.68,0.97) (0.66,0.85) (0.65,0.91) (-0.07,0.07)
Hispanic 0.75 0.88 0.86 0.87 0.04
(0.62,0.89) (0.78,0.97) (0.78,0.93) (0.74,1.01) (-0.05,0.13)
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Table 6-97. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of parent monitoring behavior® among youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.88 0.93 0.88 0.94 0.00
(0.79,0.98) (0.87,1.00) (0.82,0.93) (0.83,1.04) (-0.05, 0.06)
Females 0.85 0.91 0.86 0.90 0.00
(0.80,0.91) (0.85,0.98) (0.82,0.90) (0.83,0.97) (-0.03, 0.04)
Education
Less than college 0.80 0.91 0.85 0.93 0.03
(0.72,0.88) (0.83,0.98) (0.80,0.90) (0.85,1.02) (-0.01, 0.07)
Some college + 0.93 0.93 0.88 0.88 -0.03
(0.85,1.01) (0.88,0.98) (0.83,0.93) (0.80,0.96) (-0.06, 0.01)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 0.84 0.91 0.83 0.88 0.00
(0.75,0.92) (0.83,0.99) (0.74,0.92) (0.74,1.02) (-0.07, 0.06)
2001 (3-4) 0.83 0.92 0.79 0.98 0.02
(0.72,0.94) (0.83,1.01) (0.73,0.85) (0.81,1.14) (-0.03, 0.08)
2002 (5-6) 0.93 0.91 0.87 091 -0.02
(0.81,1.006) (0.83,0.99) (0.83,0.92) (0.82,1.01) (-0.07,0.04)
2003(7-8 0.85 0.93 0.93 0.87 0.00
(0.70,1.00) (0.85,1.01) (0.88,0.98) (0.79,0.94) (-0.05, 0.006)
2004 (9) 0.86 0.94 0.93 0.92 0.01
(0.74,0.99) (0.83,1.05) (0.88,0.98) (0.83,1.02) (-0.05,0.07)

TAll parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-98. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

6€€-1d

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.56 1.56 1.60 0.02
(1.47,1.64) (1.47,1.65) (1.54,1.66) (-0.03,0.07)
1410 16 1.37 1.40 1.42 0.02
(1.29,1.45) (1.33,1.48) (1.36,1.48) (-0.02,0.05)
14t0 18 1.33 1.35 1.36 0.02
(1.26,1.39) (1.29,1.41) (1.31,1.42) (-0.02, 0.05)
12.5t0 18 1.38 1.40 1.42 0.02
(1.32,1.44) (1.34,1.45) (1.37,1.47) (-0.01, 0.05)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 1.37 1.34 1.39 0.01
(1.29,1.45) (1.27,1.42) (1.33,1.45) (-0.03, 0.05)
Females 1.39 1.46 1.46 0.02
(1.31,1.48) (1.39,1.53) (1.39,1.52) (-0.02, 0.06)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.30 1.35 1.36 0.02
(1.24,1.37) (1.29,1.42) (1.30,1.42) (-0.01, 0.06)
African American 1.59 1.46 1.60 0.02
(1.43,1.75) (1.31,1.61) (1.52,1.69) (-0.05, 0.09)
Hispanic 1.54 1.64 1.56 0.00
(1.40,1.68) (1.49,1.79) (1.44,1.68) (-0.08, 0.08)
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Table 6-98. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of parent talking behavior* among youth, by both youth and
parent characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.37 1.39 1.36 -0.01
(1.27,1.47) (1.30,1.47) (1.27,1.45) (-0.06, 0.04)
Females 1.39 1.40 1.46 0.03
(1.32,1.46) (1.35,1.46) (1.41,1.51) (-0.00, 0.06)
Education ‘
Less than college 1.50 1.49 1.52 0.01
(1.41,1.59) (1.42,1.57) (1.45,1.58) (-0.04, 0.06)
Some college + 1.27 1.33 1.33 0.02
(1.19,1.35) (1.26,1.39) (1.26,1.39) (-0.02, 0.06)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 1.49 1.45 1.59 0.05
(1.36,1.62) (1.33,1.56) (1.51,1.67) (-0.01, 0.10)
2001 (3-4) 1.39 1.55 1.37 -0.02
(1.28,1.49) (1.44,1.66) (1.28,1.45) (-0.08,0.03)
2002556y 1.39 1.34 1.38 0.00
(1.30,1.48) (1.26,1.43) (1.31,1.46) (-0.05, 0.05)
2003(7-8) 1.26 1.33 1.38 0.05
(1.17,1.36) (1.25,1.41) (1.31,1.45) (-0.00, 0.10)
2004 (9) 1.37 1.28 1.38 0.01
(1.26,1.49) (1.19,1.37) (1.29,1.47) (-0.05,0.07)

18359/

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
"Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from
those presented earlier.
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Table 6-99. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth, by both youth and parent

characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.56 1.54 1.50 1.72 0.03
(1.41,1.70) (1.47,1.61) (1.44,1.57) (1.59,1.85) (-0.02, 0.09)
14 to 16 1.35 1.42 1.39 1.50 0.03
(1.24,1.46) (1.35,1.50) (1.33,1.44) (1.38,1.63) (-0.01,0.07)
14to 18 1.30 1.35 1.36 1.42 0.03
(1.20,1.40) (1.28,1.41) (1.30,1.41) (1.31,1.52) (-0.00, 0.07)
12.5t0 18 1.36 1.40 1.39 1.49 0.03
(1.29,1.43) (1.34,1.45) (1.34,1.44) (1.40,1.59) *( 0.00, 0.06)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 1.34 1.37 1.36 1.45 0.02
(1.24,1.44) (1.30,1.44) (1.30,1.42) (1.31,1.58) (-0.02,0.07)
Females 1.38 1.42 1.42 1.54 0.04
(1.27,1.48) (1.34,1.51) (1.36,1.48) (1.43,1.66) (-0.00, 0.08)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.29 1.33 1.35 1.40 0.03
(1.20,1.38) (1.26,1.39) (1.29,1.40) (1.28,1.52) (-0.01,0.07)
African American 1.48 1.56 1.54 1.59 0.02
(1.28,1.68) (1.40,1.73) (1.42,1.65) (1.43,1.75) (-0.05, 0.09)
Hispanic 1.48 1.62 1.50 1.71 0.05
(1.31,1.64) (1.47,1.76) (1.37,1.62) (1.48,1.93) (-0.03,0.14)
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Table 6-99. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of parent talking behavior® among youth, by both youth and parent
characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.27 1.38 1.35 1.42 0.03
(1.16,1.39) (1.29,1.47) (1.26,1.44) (1.25,1.59) (-0.02, 0.08)
Females 1.40 1.40 1.41 1.53 0.03
(1.31,1.50) (1.34,1.47) (1.36,1.46) (1.44,1.63) (-0.00, 0.07)
Education
Less than college 1.47 1.52 1.46 1.61 0.03
(1.37,1.57) (1.43,1.60) (1.40,1.52) (1.48,1.73) (-0.02,0.07)
Some college + 1.26 1.29 1.32 1.37 0.03
(1.16,1.36) (1.22,1.36) (1.25,1.39) (1.25,1.49) (-0.00, 0.07)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) 1.49 1.51 1.51 1.74 0.06
(1.38,1.60) (1.40,1.63) (1.39,1.63) (1.54,1.94) (-0.00, 0.13)
2001 (3-4) 1.33 1.42 1.43 1.44 0.03
(1.21,1.46) (1.32,1.51) (1.33,1.53) (1.23,1.65) (-0.03, 0.10)
2002(5-6) 1.35 1.39 1.35 1.44 0.01
(1.18,1.52) (1.29,1.49) (1.27,1.42) (1.30,1.57) (-0.05,0.07)
2003 (7-8) 1.32 1.31 1.33 1.37 0.02
(1.16,1.48) (1.21,1.40) (1.26,1.39) (1.27,1.48) (-0.03,0.006)
20049 1.21 1.32 1.30 1.44 0.05
(1.03,1.38) (1.19,1.45) (1.21,1.40) (1.31,1.57) (-0.02,0.12)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
3Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-100. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of three or more fun activities” per week among youth, by
both youth and parent characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 limes itmes per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 0.66 0.66 0.67 0.02
(0.63,0.69) (0.62,0.69) (0.65,0.70) (-0.04, 0.08)
14to 16 0.53 0.56 0.55 0.03
(0.50,0.55) (0.54,0.58) (0.53,0.58) (-0.02,0.08)
14to0 18 0.49 0.51 0.53 0.05
(0.46,0.52) (0.49,0.54) (0.51,0.55) *( 0.00,0.10)
12.5t0 18 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.04
(0.51,0.55) (0.53,0.57) (0.55,0.58) *( 0.00, 0.08)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.52 0.53 0.55 0.05
(0.49,0.55) (0.50,0.56) (0.53,0.58) (-0.00,0.11)
Females 0.55 0.57 0.57 0.03
(0.52,0.58) (0.55,0.59) (0.55,0.60) (-0.03, 0.09)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.05
(0.51,0.56) (0.52,0.57) (0.54,0.59) (-0.01,0.10)
African American 0.50 0.55 0.57 0.10
(0.43,0.58) (0.49,0.61) (0.53,0.61) (-0.01,0.20)
Hispanic 0.58 0.55 0.56 -0.03
(0.52,0.64) (0.50,0.60) (0.51,0.60) (-0.14, 0.09)
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Table 6-100. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising and reports of three or more fun activities” per week among youth, by
both youth and parent characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.54 0.55 0.56 0.02
(0.51,0.57) (0.52,0.59) (0.52,0.59) (-0.05,0.09)
Females 0.53 0.54 0.57 0.05
(0.50,0.56) (0.52,0.56) (0.55,0.59) *( 0.01, 0.10)
Education
Less than college 0.54 0.53 0.55 0.02
(0.51,0.57) (0.50,0.56) (0.53,0.58) (-0.04, 0.08)
Some college + 0.52 0.56 0.57 0.06
(0.49,0.56) (0.53,0.58) (0.55,0.60) *( 0.01,0.12)
Year of interview (waves)
2000(1-2) S S S NA
) ) ®)
2001 (3-4) 0.52 0.58 0.59 0.09
(0.48,0.56) (0.54,0.62) (0.55,0.62) *( 0.01,0.17)
2002 (5-6) 0.55 0.55 0.58 0.05
(0.51,0.58) (0.51,0.59) (0.55,0.61) (-0.02,0.12)
2003 (7-8) 0.53 0.52 0.54 0.01
(0.49,0.57) (0.50,0.55) (0.51,0.56) (-0.05, 0.07)
2004 (9) 0.53 0.53 0.54 0.01
(0.49,0.57) (0.50,0.57) (0.50,0.57) (-0.06, 0.08)
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'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-101. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of three or more fun activities” per week among youth, by both
youth and parent characteristics, and year of interview

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
| time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 0.64 0.66 0.66 0.67 0.02
(0.59,0.70) (0.62,0.70) (0.63,0.69) (0.62,0.71) (-0.05, 0.09)
14to 16 0.55 0.52 0.56 0.57 0.04
(0.50,0.59) (0.50,0.55) (0.54,0.58) (0.52,0.61) (-0.02,0.09)
14t0 18 0.50 0.49 0.52 0.52 0.04
(0.46,0.55) (0.46,0.51) (0.50,0.55) (0.49,0.56) (-0.01, 0.09)
125t018 0.54 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.04
(0.50,0.57) (0.51,0.55) (0.53,0.57) (0.53,0.59) (-0.00,0.07)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.50 0.51 0.54 0.57 0.07
(0.44,0.55) (0.48,0.54) (0.51,0.57) (0.53,0.61) *( 0.02,0.13)
Females 0.58 0.55 0.57 0.56 -0.01
(0.54,0.63) (0.52,0.58) (0.54,0.59) (0.51,0.60) (-0.06, 0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.54 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.03
(0.49,0.59) (0.51,0.56) (0.53,0.57) (0.52,0.60) (-0.02,0.08)
African American 0.53 0.49 0.54 0.62 0.12
(0.39,0.66) (0.42,0.56) (0.50,0.59) (0.54,0.69) *( 0.03,0.20)
Hispanic 0.55 0.55 0.58 0.52 -0.01
(0.47,0.63) (0.49,0.60) (0.53,0.62) (0.45,0.60) (-0.12,0.10)
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Table 6-101. The relationship between parent’ exposure to specific anti-drug advertising and reports of three or more fun activities® per week among youth, by both
youth and parent characteristics, and year of interview (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.53 0.56 0.55 0.58 0.03
(0.47,0.59) (0.53,0.60) (0.52,0.58) (0.51,0.64) (-0.04,0.10)
Females 0.54 0.51 0.55 0.55 0.04
(0.49,0.59) (0.48,0.54) (0.53,0.58) (0.52,0.59) (-0.01, 0.08)
Education
Less than college 0.53 0.52 0.55 0.58 0.06
(0.47,0.59) (0.49,0.55) (0.52,0.57) (0.54,0.62) (-0.01,0.12)
Some college + 0.54 0.54 0.56 0.54 0.02
(0.50,0.58) (0.51,0.56) (0.53,0.58) (0.50,0.59) (-0.04,0.07)
Year of interview (waves)
2000 (1-2) S S S S NA
(S ®) (S) )
2001 (3-4) 0.54 0.54 0.57 0.61 0.07
(0.48,0.60) (0.50,0.58) (0.52,0.61) (0.53,0.68) (-0.01,0.15)
2002 (5-6) 0.54 0.52 0.58 0.58 0.07
(0.46,0.61) (0.49,0.56) (0.55,0.61) (0.54,0.63) (-0.01,0.14)
2003(7-8 0.56 0.52 0.54 0.50 -0.03
(0.47,0.65) (0.47,0.56) (0.52,0.56) (0.46,0.54) (-0.09, 0.03)
2004 (9) - 0.49 0.54 0.51 0.55 0.04
(0.40,0.57) (0.49,0.58) (0.48,0.55) (0.52,0.59) (-0.03,0.10)
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'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

“Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Summary estimate for data to left.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-102. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round?) and reports of parent monitoring behavior® among
youth (at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
125t 13 1.15 1.16 1.10 -0.03 -0.06 0.01 -0.02
(1.06,1.23) (1.09,1.23) (1.04,1.16) (-0.08, 0.02) (-0.15, 0.03) (-0.10,0.11) (-0.11, 0.07)
14to 16 091 0.85 0.89 -0.01 0.02 -0.01 -0.04
(0.85,0.98) (0.78,0.91) (0.83,0.94) (-0.05,0.04) (-0.08,0.11) (-0.09, 0.06) (-0.11,0.02)
14to 18 0.85 0.79 0.82 -0.02 -0.01 0.00 -0.05
(0.80,0.91) (0.73,0.84) (0.77,0.86) (-0.06, 0.02) (-0.07, 0.06) (-0.06, 0.06) (-0.11,0.01)
12.5t0 18 0.93 0.88 0.89 -0.02 -0.02 0.00 -0.05
(0.88,0.97) (0.83,0.92) (0.85,0.93) (-0.05,0.01) (-0.06, 0.03) (-0.05, 0.05) (-0.09, 0.00)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.74 0.75 0.73 -0.01 -0.05 0.02 0.00
(0.68,0.81) (0.70,0.80) (0.68,0.79) (-0.06, 0.04) (-0.12,0.03) (-0.06,0.10) (-0.07,0.07)
Females 1.12 1.02 1.04 -0.04 -0.01 -0.03 -0.10
(1.05,1.19) (0.96,1.09) (0.99,1.08) (-0.08, 0.00) (-0.08, 0.06) (-0.10,0.05)  *(-0.16,-0.03)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.96 0.91 0.92 -0.02 -0.04 0.01 -0.02
(0.90,1.02) (0.86,0.97) (0.87,0.98) (-0.05, 0.02) (-0.09, 0.02) (-0.05, 0.08) (-0.08, 0.03)
African American 0.80 0.74 0.77 -0.02 -0.05 0.03 -0.03
(0.71,0.90) (0.58,0.89) (0.69,0.85) (-0.09, 0.06) (-0.16,0.07) (-0.11,0.17) (-0.18,0.12)
Hispanic 0.92 0.83 0.87 -0.03 0.11 -0.04 -0.17
(0.79,1.04) (0.72,0.94) (0.79,0.95) (-0.12, 0.06) (-0.04,0.26) (-0.17,0.09)  *(-0.31,-0.03)
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Table 6-102. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and reports of parent monitoring behavior’ among
youth (at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.91 0.90 0.88 -0.02 0.01 -0.01 -0.07
(0.83,0.99) (0.84,0.96) (0.82,0.94) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.07,0.08) (-0.11, 0.09) (-0.15, 0.02)
Females 0.94 0.86 0.89 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.03
(0.88,0.99) (0.81,0.92) (0.84,0.94) (-0.06, 0.02) (-0.09, 0.03) (-0.07,0.08) (-0.09, 0.02)
Education
Less than college 0.92 0.83 0.86 -0.04 -0.02 -0.03 -0.07
(0.85,1.00) (0.76,0.90) (0.81,0.91) (-0.08,0.01) (-0.10, 0.06) (-0.11,0.05)  *(-0.14,-0.00)
Some college + 0.93 0.91 0.91 -0.01 -0.02 0.03 -0.02
(0.87,0.99) (0.85,0.96) (0.86,0.97) (-0.05,0.04) (-0.08, 0.04) (-0.04,0.10) (-0.09,0.04)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 0.89 0.84 0.86 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(0.83,0.95) (0.76,0.91) (0.80,0.92) (-0.06, 0.03)
Round2->3 091 091 0.91 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
(0.83,1.00) (0.84,0.98) (0.85,0.96) (-0.05, 0.05)
Round 3-->4 1.00 0.90 0.91 -0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(0.93,1.06) (0.84,0.95) (0.85,0.96) (-0.09, 0.00)

18359

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round I.

3Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

“Includes cases for Round | to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,
estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-103. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of parent monitoring behavior’ among youth

(at later round®) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.13 1.12 1.09 1.21 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.02
(1.00,1.26) (1.03,1.21) (1.03,1.15) (1.07,1.35) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.11,0.10) (-0.07,0.12) (-0.10,0.15)
14 to 16 0.85 0.91 0.86 1.02 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.03
(0.77,0.93) (0.85,0.97) (0.80,0.92) (0.92,1.11) (-0.01,0.08) (-0.04,0.10) (-0.02,0.13) (-0.05,0.11)
14 to 18 0.77 0.84 0.81 0.89 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.05
(0.70,0.84) (0.78,0.89) (0.76,0.86) (0.82,0.97) (-0.00,0.08) (-0.05,0.10) (-0.02,0.12) (-0.03,0.12)
12.5t0 18 0.86 0.91 0.88 0.98 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.05
(0.79,0.92) (0.85,0.96) (0.84,0.92) (0.90,1.05) (-0.00,0.07) (-0.04,0.08) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.01,0.10)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.70 0.76 0.71 0.79 0.02 -0.03 0.06 0.03
(0.61,0.79) (0.69,0.83) (0.66,0.76) (0.68,0.89) (-0.04,0.08) (-0.12,0.07) (-0.03,0.15) (-0.05,0.12)
Females 1.04 1.06 1.05 1.15 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.05
(0.94,1.14) (0.99,1.13) (1.00,1.10) (1.04,1.26) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.05,0.13) (-0.05,0.09) (-0.04,0.15)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.89 0.96 0.91 1.07 0.04 0.06 -0.01 0.05
(0.80,0.98) (0.90,1.03) (0.85,0.96) (0.98,1.16) (-0.00,0.09) (-0.01,0.13) (-0.07,0.06) (-0.02,0.13)
African American 0.86 0.76 0.72 0.82 -0.03 -0.13 0.15 -0.05
(0.68,1.05) (0.59,0.92) (0.64,0.80) (0.69,0.95) (-0.13,0.08) (-0.30,0.03) (-0.03,0.32) (-0.20,0.09)
Hispanic 0.79 0.81 0.91 0.89 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.07
(0.66,0.93) (0.70,0.92) (0.84,0.98) (0.67,1.11) (-0.04,0.17) (-0.11,0.23) (-0.06,0.23) (-0.06,0.21)
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Table 6-103. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of parent monitoring behavior’ among youth
(at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases® -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.87 0.96 0.84 1.03 0.02 0.04 -0.05 0.05
(0.76,0.97) (0.87,1.05) (0.79,0.89) (0.90,1.16) (-0.03,0.08) (-0.05,0.13) (-0.13,0.03) (-0.04,0.15)
Females 0.85 0.88 0.90 0.95 0.04 0.01 0.08 0.04
(0.77,0.94) (0.82,0.94) (0.85,0.95) (0.86,1.05) (-0.01,0.08) (-0.08,0.09) *( 0.01,0.16) (-0.04,0.12)
Education
Less than college 0.86 0.87 0.86 0.96 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.06
(0.75,0.97) (0.79,0.94) (0.81,0.91) (0.83,1.08) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.07,0.13) (-0.05,0.13) (-0.03,0.15)
Some college + 0.86 0.94 0.89 0.99 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.04
(0.78,0.93) (0.87,1.01) (0.83,0.95) (0.88,1.11) (-0.02,0.08) (-0.06,0.10) (-0.03,0.12) (-0.05,0.12)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 0.87 0.89 0.84 097 0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(0.78,0.95) (0.82,0.95) (0.76,0.91) (0.81,1.12) (-0.04, 0.08)
Round 2-->3 0.90 0.88 0.89 1.02 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(0.78,1.02) (0.80,0.96) (0.84,0.93) (0.92,1.12) (-0.02,0.10)
Round 3-->4 0.81 0.96 0.92 0.94 0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(0.68,0.94) (0.87,1.04) (0.87,0.96) (0.87,1.02) (-0.01, 0.10)

ILimited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7, Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7, Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-104. The relationship between parent’ exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round®) and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth
(at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.49 1.42 1.56 0.03 0.09 -0.07 0.06
(1.39,1.59) (1.33,1.52) (1.46,1.66) (-0.03,0.10) *(0.01,0.17) (-0.19, 0.04) (-0.08, 0.19)
14t0 16 1.33 1.29 1.34 0.01 0.02 0.01 -0.01
(1.24,1.43) (1.22,1.36) (1.27,1.42) (-0.04, 0.05) (-0.05, 0.09) (-0.07, 0.08) (-0.07, 0.06)
14t0 18 1.28 1.30 1.27 0.00 0.02 -0.02 -0.03
(1.20,1.35) (1.23,1.36) (1.21,1.34) (-0.04, 0.03) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.08, 0.05) (-0.08, 0.03)
12.5t0 18 1.33 1.33 1.35 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.00
(1.28,1.39) (1.27,1.38) (1.29,1.40) (-0.03,0.04) (-0.01, 0.09) (-0.09, 0.03) (-0.06, 0.05)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 1.31 1.28 1.31 0.00 0.03 -0.06 0.01
(1.23,1.39) (1.20,1.36) (1.23,1.38) (-0.04,0.04) (-0.04, 0.09) (-0.15, 0.02) (-0.06, 0.08)
Females 1.35 1.38 1.39 0.01 0.05 0.00 -0.02
(1.26,1.45) (1.31,1.46) (1.30,1.47) (-0.04,0.0Mm (-0.04,0.13) (-0.09,0.10) (-0.10,0.05)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.22 1.27 1.29 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.00
(1.15,1.29) (1.21,1.34) (1.22,1.36) (-0.01, 0.07) (-0.01,0.12) (-0.05, 0.10) (-0.06, 0.06)
African American 1.54 1.48 1.54 0.00 0.02 -0.02 0.01
(1.36,1.72) (1.29,1.67) (1.44,1.64) (-0.08, 0.08) (-0.13,0.17) (-0.17,0.13) (-0.13,0.15)
Hispanic 1.56 1.55 1.47 -0.04 0.03 -0.17 -0.02
(1.40,1.72) (1.39,1.72) (1.30,1.63) (-0.13,0.05) (-0.12,0.18)  *(-0.28,-0.05) (-0.17,0.13)
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Table 6-104. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth

(at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.33 1.26 1.31 0.00 0.03 -0.03 -0.01
(1.23,1.42) (1.17,1.34) (1.21,1.41) (-0.06, 0.06) (-0.06, 0.13) (-0.14, 0.07) (-0.11, 0.10)
Females 1.34 1.37 1.36 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.00
(1.26,1.41) (1.30,1.43) (1.30,1.43) (-0.03, 0.05) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.10, 0.05) (-0.06, 0.06)
Education
Less than college 1.42 1.39 1.48 0.02 0.05 -0.04 0.06
(1.33,1.51) (1.30,1.47) (1.39,1.56) (-0.02,0.07) (-0.03,0.12) (-0.13, 0.05) (-0.01, 0.13)
Some college + 1.25 1.29 1.24 -0.01 0.03 -0.02 -0.06
(1.17,1.33) (1.21,1.36) (1.16,1.31) (-0.05,0.03) (-0.04, 0.09) (-0.09, 0.05) (-0.13, 0.02)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 1.32 1.28 1.40 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(1.23,1.41) (1.19,1.37) (1.31,1.48) (-0.01, 0.09)
Round 2-->3 1.34 1.36 1.28 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(1.24,1.45) (1.29,1.44) (1.19,1.37) (-0.09, 0.03)
Round 3-->4 1.34 1.36 1.34 0.00 N/A N/A N/A
(1.24,1.45) (1.27,1.44) (1.27,1.42) (-0.06, 0.05)

'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-105. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round’) and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth

(at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitundal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents

Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases® -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 1.30 1.50 1.54 1.60 0.08 0.10 0.06 0.08
(1.13,1.47) (1.40,1.59) (1.44,1.63) (1.40,1.81) *( 0.02,0.15) (-0.01,0.20) (-0.05,0.18) (-0.08,0.23)
14to 16 1.35 1.34 1.32 1.40 0.00 0.03 -0.02 0.00
(1.23,1.48) (1.27,1.42) (1.25,1.39) (1.27,1.52) (-0.05,0.05) (-0.04,0.09) (-0.09,0.04) (-0.11,0.10)
14 to 18 1.29 1.31 1.29 1.34 0.01 0.04 -0.05 0.02
(1.18,1.40) (1.25,1.37) (1.23,1.35) (1.24,1.44) (-0.03,0.05) (-0.02,0.09) (-0.11,0.01) (-0.05,0.10)
12.5t0 18 1.30 1.36 1.35 1.41 0.03 0.05 -0.02 0.04
(1.21,1.38) (1.30,1.41) (1.30,1.40) (1.31,1.52) (-0.01,0.06) (-0.00,0.11) (-0.07,0.03) (-0.02,0.10)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 1.22 1.37 1.32 1.30 0.01 0.03 -0.03 0.03
(1.12,1.33) (1.29,1.45) (1.25,1.39) (1.16,1.44) (-0.03,0.06) (-0.04,0.09) (-0.10,0.05) (-0.05,0.12)
Females 1.37 1.34 1.38 1.51 0.04 0.07 -0.01 0.05
(1.23,1.52) (1.26,1.43) (1.32,1.45) (1.36,1.67) (-0.01,0.10) (-0.02,0.16) (-0.09,0.06) (-0.05,0.15)
Race/ethnicity
White 1.23 1.27 1.26 1.39 0.03 0.05 0.00 0.04
(1.12,1.34) (1.21,1.33) (1.19,1.32) (1.24,1.53) (-0.01,0.08) (-0.01,0.12) (-0.07,0.07) (-0.05,0.12)
African American 1.47 1.60 1.60 1.39 -0.02 -0.05 -0.08 0.09
(1.27,1.68) (1.38,1.81) (1.50,1.70) (1.17,1.61) (-0.11,0.07) (-0.21,0.11) (-0.25,0.08) (-0.04,0.21)
Hispanic 1.38 1.63 1.56 1.54 0.04 0.08 -0.03 0.04
(1.17,1.60) (1.46,1.80) (1.39,1.74) (1.28,1.80) (-0.05,0.13) (-0.09,0.26) (-0.12,0.07) (-0.15,0.22)
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Table 6-105. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of parent talking behavior’ among youth
(at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitundal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 1.23 1.32 1.28 1.48 0.05 0.09 0.01 0.02
(1.11,1.35) (1.22,1.43) (1.19,1.36) (1.29,1.67) (-0.01,0.10) (-0.00,0.19) (-0.08,0.10) (-0.07,0.11)
Females 1.33 1.38 1.39 1.39 0.02 0.03 -0.03 0.05
(1.21,1.44) (1.31,1.44) (1.33,1.45) (1.27,1.50) (-0.03,0.06) (-0.03,0.10) (-0.10,0.03) (-0.03,0.13)
Education
Less than college 1.43 1.44 1.46 1.48 0.01 0.04 -0.05 0.04
(1.30,1.56) (1.34,1.54) (1.39,1.53) (1.32,1.63) (-0.04,0.07) (-0.04,0.12) (-0.13,0.03) (-0.07,0.14)
Some college + 1.17 1.29 1.26 1.35 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.05
(1.08,1.27) (1.21,1.37) (1.19,1.34) (1.21,1.49) (-0.00,0.08) (-0.01,0.12) (-0.05,0.08) (-0.03,0.12)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 1.28 1.37 1.39 1.48 0.05 N/A N/A N/A
(1.19,1.38) (1.29,1.46) (1.29,1.49) (1.29,1.68) (-0.00,0.11)
Round2-->3 1.37 1.41 1.27 1.39 -0.02 N/A N/A N/A
(1.24,1.49) (1.32,1.49) (1.20,1.34) (1.23,1.56) (-0.07,0.03)
Round3->4 1.24 1.29 1.37 1.33 0.04 N/A N/A N/A
(1.05,1.44) (1.19,1.38) (1.32,1.43) (1.22,1.44) (-0.02,0.10)
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'Limited to parents of youth who had never used marijuana at earlier round and who were aged 12.5 to 18 at later round. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

Round 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those
presented earlier.
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Table 6-106. The relationship between parent' exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier round’) and reports of three or more fun activities® per week among

youth (at later roun y both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s
h (at 1 d*) by both h and hi isti d by longitudinal d(

November 1999 through June 2004

gGe-1d

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ —->Round 2’ -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 0.68 0.65 0.66 -0.02 0.04 -0.07 -0.05
(0.64,0.72) (0.61,0.69) (0.63,0.69) (-0.09, 0.05) (-0.07,0.16) (-0.20, 0.06) (-0.19, 0.09)
14 to 16 0.51 0.54 0.55 0.04 0.07 0.05 -0.01
(0.48,0.55) (0.51,0.57) (0.52,0.57) (-0.02,0.10) (-0.03,0.17) (-0.04,0.14) (-0.08, 0.07)
14 to 18 0.48 0.51 0.51 0.03 0.08 0.01 -0.02
(0.45,0.51) (0.48,0.54) (0.49,0.53) (-0.02, 0.08) *(0.00,0.17) (-0.06, 0.09) (-0.09, 0.04)
12.5t0 18 0.53 0.55 0.55 0.02 0.07 -0.01 -0.03
(0.51,0.56) (0.52,0.57) (0.53,0.57) (-0.02, 0.06) *( 0.00, 0.15) (-0.07,0.06) (-0.09, 0.02)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.51 0.54 0.53 0.02 0.05 0.02 -0.02
(0.48,0.55) (0.50,0.57) (0.51,0.56) (-0.04, 0.08) (-0.05,0.14) (-0.07,0.12) (-0.12, 0.08)
Females 0.56 0.56 0.57 0.02 0.10 -0.04 -0.04
(0.52,0.59) (0.53,0.58) (0.53,0.60) (-0.05,0.09) (-0.01,0.21) (-0.14,0.07) (-0.12,0.04)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.53 0.55 0.54 0.01 0.05 0.00 -0.06
(0.50,0.56) (0.52,0.57) (0.51,0.57) (-0.05, 0.06) (-0.05,0.16) (-0.08,0.08) (-0.12,0.01)
African American_ 0.53 0.56 0.57 0.05 0.11 0.02 0.00
(0.45,0.62) (0.47,0.65) (0.53,0.61) (-0.09,0.18) (-0.11,0.32) (-0.17,0.22) (-0.17,0.17)
Hispanic 0.55 0.53 0.57 0.04 0.13 -0.01 -0.03
(0.49,0.62) (0.47,0.60) (0.52,0.63) (-0.07,0.15) (-0.06, 0.32) (-0.19,0.16) (-0.21,0.14)
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Table 6-106. The relationship between parent1 exposure to general anti-drug advertising (at earlier roundz) and reports of three or more fun activities® per week among

youth (at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
4 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month month All cases’ -->Round 2’ -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.56 0.54 0.55 -0.02 0.01 -0.04 -0.04
(0.53,0.60) (0.49,0.58) (0.51,0.59) (-0.10, 0.06) (-0.11,0.13) (-0.17,0.09) (-0.16, 0.07)
Females 0.52 0.55 0.55 0.04 0.11 0.01 -0.03
(0.48,0.55) (0.52,0.58) (0.53,0.57) (-0.01,0.09) *( 0.02,0.19) (-0.08,0.10) (-0.11, 0.05)
Education
Less than college 0.55 0.52 0.55 0.00 0.04 -0.06 0.02
(0.51,0.59) (0.48,0.56) (0.52,0.57) (-0.06, 0.06) (-0.07,0.14) (-0.16, 0.04) (-0.08,0.11)
Some college + 0.52 0.56 0.55 0.03 0.10 0.04 -0.07
(0.49,0.55) (0.53,0.59) (0.52,0.58) (-0.02,0.09) *( 0.01, 0.20) (-0.04,0.12)  *(-0.14,-0.00)
Longitudinal round(s)5
Round 1-->2 0.52 0.54 0.58 0.07 N/A N/A N/A
(0.48,0.57) (0.50,0.58) (0.54,0.61) *( 0.00,0.15)
Round 2-->3 0.54 0.54 0.54 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(0.50,0.58) (0.50,0.58) (0.51,0.56) (-0.07, 0.06)
Round 3-->4 0.54 0.56 0.52 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(0.51,0.58) (0.53,0.59) (0.50,0.55) (-0.09, 0.02)

JeIsom

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.
Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.

*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.
“Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.
SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4
includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.
NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also,

estimates in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those

presented earlier.
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Table 6-107. The relationship between parent1 exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of three or more fun activities® per week among

youth (at later round?) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ ~->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
youth age
12.5t0 13 0.60 0.68 0.65 0.62 0.01 -0.10 0.02 0.13
(0.53,0.66) (0.64,0.72) (0.62,0.68) (0.56,0.68) (-0.08,0.09) (-021,0.01) (-0.13,0.16) (-0.07,0.33)
14 to 16 0.54 0.53 0.52 0.57 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.05
(0.49,0.58) (0.50,0.56) (0.50,0.54) (0.51,0.63) (-0.05,0.08) (-0.11,0.12) (-0.10,0.10)  (-0.07,0.17)
14 to 18 0.49 0.49 0.51 0.54 0.04 0.06 0.01 0.05
(0.46,0.53) (0.46,0.52) (0.49,0.54) (0.49,0.58) (-0.01,0.10)  (-0.02,0.15) (-0.07,0.10)  (-0.04,0.14)
12.5t0 18 0.52 0.54 0.55 0.56 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.07
(0.49,0.55) (0.51,0.56) (0.52,0.57) (0.52,0.59) (-0.01,0.08) (-0.05,0.10) (-0.06,0.09y (-0.02,0.15)
Youth reports, by
youth characteristics
Gender
Males 0.51 0.52 0.54 0.53 0.03 0.01 0.05 0.04
(0.46,0.56) (0.49,0.55) (0.51,0.57) (0.48,0.58) (-0.03,0.09) (-0.09,0.11) (-0.07,0.16) (-0.08,0.16)
Females 0.53 0.56 0.55 0.58 0.04 0.04 -0.02 0.10
(0.48,0.58) (0.52,0.60) (0.52,0.59) (0.52,0.64) (-0.03,0.11) (-0.08,0.16) (-0.13,0.09) (-0.01,0.21)
Race/ethnicity
White 0.52 0.53 0.53 0.56 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.05
(0.48,0.56) (0.51,0.56) (0.51,0.56) (0.51,0.61) (-0.03,0.08) (-0.06,0.12)  (-0.09,0.09) (-0.05,0.14)
African American 0.50 0.55 0.56 0.57 0.06 0.00 0.10 0.12
(0.42,0.59) (0.49,0.62) (0.50,0.63) (0.50,0.64) (-0.04,0.16) (-0.15,0.16) (-0.10,0.29)  (-0.04, 0.28)
Hispanic 0.54 0.54 0.58 0.57 0.05 0.04 -0.02 0.12
(0.44,0.63) (0.47,0.61) (0.53,0.64) (0.49,0.66) (-0.06,0.16)  (-0.15,022) (-0.20,0.16) (-0.15,0.38)
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Table 6-107. The relationship between parent' exposure to specific anti-drug advertising (at earlier round”) and reports of three or more fun activities® per week among

youth (at later roundz) by both youth and parent characteristics, and by longitudinal round(s) (continued)

November 1999 through June 2004

Exposure level of parents Gamma
Less than 12 or more
1 time 1-3 times 4-11 times times per Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
Characteristics per month per month per month month All cases’ —->Round 2° -->Round 3 -->Round 4
Youth reports, by
parent characteristics
Gender
Males 0.53 0.56 0.55 0.56 0.02 0.05 0.04 -0.02
(0.47,0.59) (0.53,0.59) (0.52,0.59) (0.49,0.64) (-0.05,0.10)  (-0.08,0.17)  (-0.09,0.16) (-0.18,0.13)
Females 0.52 0.53 0.54 0.56 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.12
(0.48,0.55) (0.49,0.56) (0.51,0.57) (0.52,0.59) (-0.01,0.09) (-0.07,0.09) (-0.09,0.10) *( 0.03,0.20)
Education
Less than college 0.52 0.54 0.54 0.59 0.05 0.08 -0.02 0.07
(0.47,0.58) (0.51,0.58) (0.51,0.57) (0.53,0.64) (-0.02,0.11)  (-0.03,0.19) (-0.15,0.12)  (-0.07,0.20)
Some college + 0.52 0.54 0.55 0.53 0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.07
(0.48,0.55) (0.51,0.57) (0.52,0.58) (0.48,0.59) (-0.03,0.08) (-0.11,0.08) (-0.04,0.13) (-0.01,0.16)
Longitudinal round(s)’
Round 1-->2 0.53 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.03 N/A N/A N/A
(0.49,0.56) (0.52,0.59) (0.51,0.60) (0.48,0.63) (-0.05,0.10)
Round 2-->3 0.56 0.53 0.53 0.58 0.01 N/A N/A N/A
(0.49,0.62) (0.49,0.57) (0.50,0.56) (0.52,0.63) (-0.06, 0.09)
Round 3-->4 0.47 0.52 0.55 0.54 0.07 N/A N/A N/A
(0.39,0.56) (0.48,0.56) (0.52,0.58) (0.51,0.58) (-0.02,0.15)

'All parents and caregivers of youth aged 12.5 to 18 who live with their children. Based on a dyad analysis, see Section 2.3.

2Round 1 consists of Waves 1, 2, and 3; Round 2 consists of Waves 4 and 5; Round 3 consists of Waves 6 and 7; Round 4 consists of Waves 8 and 9; and Rounds 2, 3, and 4 are followups to Round 1.
*Measurement of this construct is detailed in Section 6.1.

*Includes cases for Round 1 to Round 2, Round 2 to Round 3, and Round 3 to Round 4; summary estimate for data to left.

SRound 1-->2 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 1, 2, or 3 and Waves 4 or 5; Round 2-->3 includes respondents who were interviewed in Waves 4 or 5 and Waves 6 or 7; Round 3-->4 includes
respondents who were interviewed in Waves 6 or 7 and Waves 8 or 9.

NOTE: All estimates presented in this report were calculated using weights that have been adjusted to reflect 2000 Census data, while weights used in prior reports were based on 1990 Census data. Also, estimates

in this report are based on parents of youth aged 12.5 to 18, while estimates in prior reports were based on parents of youth aged 12 to 18. Consequently, results in this report may differ from those presented earlier.
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