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Intrpductian

Qver the last deca~e, policyrnakers, pra.ctitian~rs, ancf funders in tlae yauth development

field have becume increasingiy relian# Qn social inclicators as taals to id~ntify areas of

aeed, to target resources, to set and monitvr progxess towards measurable gvals, and to

assess ~licy ~tnd ~rogram effectiveness . These efforts ~ave enoo~raged a,nd be.en

supported by significant advances in:

• research and measux~ement ,

• data developinent,

~ dassemination ca~ i#y, and

• practic~l techniques needed ta use svcial indicatar da.ta. effectively .

The number of surveys to mvnitor youth well-bein~ at the international, national, state

and local lev~ls has exploded, as have the reports that communi~ate the ir findings (Brawn

2QQI, Brown, Smith, and Harper 20U1 ; Brackshaw and Barnes 1999). Researchers have

made great strides in refi.ning measu~res of yauth riak, and a~r~ break ing n~w ground in

understanding the eleinents of pasitive youth development and the social factors

(faanilial, peer, and commun~ty) that influence both pasitive and negat ive development

(National Research Council and Institute of Med icine 20t}2; Sta.gner and Zweig 2401 ;

Roth et al ., 20Q1 ; Eccles et al. 2p01, Ha~rris and Cavanaugh 2001 ; ~aff. Moore, Pap i llo-

Ramero, an.d Williams, forthcom ing) .

The substantial advances in eatch of these faur bmad dimensions of youth social

indicators ~ork hav~ he~ped the field as a whoie ta advanee . 'T~ey have alsa created a

gro~ving set of opportunities and needs in t~e areas af research, data callectian,

dissemination, and practice . Due ta the interlocking na.ture a£t~ese dimensions, advances

nnust co~tinue in all areas i£the field is to continue to develvp. Ad~ances in #he practical

appiication of yauth indicators have generated the need for better research and mare data ;

advances in r~sesrch have generated new insights to infc~rm more ef'fective prvgrams and

pa~icies; advances in disseminatian activities have im~roved ihe knawledge base o f
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practi.rioners, and can infarm public opiaivn in ways that create the popular w ill to

support more st~staaned and effective policies tnwa~d youth .

'~he goai of #his paper is to pravide the staff of tbe William T . Grapt foundation and other

interested reade~s with a braad and accessible overview af the yauth social i,ndicators

field, including its dimensions, accomplishments, and majax opparlunities for

development in the cvmin.g decade, with particular attentian to those apportunities that

seem to us to fit mast cl4sely with current Foundati~n goals . In arc~.er to p~raperly or~ent

the re$der, we begin with a brief ba~kground piece on the nature and uses of sociat

indic~tors. This is followed by descriptions of the current status of and key opporcunities

for #he yout~ i~dicators field in the areas of resea~,ch, data develvpment,

disseminationldata availability, and training and technical assistance . VVe finish by

ideatifying what we feel are the grea#est o~orrh .uiities for the William T. Grant

foundation given the eore interests as summarized above .

Backgroand

~Yhat is a Social Indicator ?

Sacial ind icators are qua.~titative measures of well-being that can be tracked over # .~rr~e

and compared across social, econom ic, and o#.~er relevant so~ial subgroups (Maore

1997). They differ from simple scienti~c descript ive measures in severat respects .

• First, the mea~ing of an inc~icatar is graunded botl~ in the present, as a measure o f

current well-being, and in what it indicates for future well-being (Se~-Arieh et al .

240I) . For exampte, adalescent depression is important both because of the

current unhappiness it reflects and because of what it portends for future

happiness and a successful t~sition to adultl~csod .

• Second, w~en used in a policy cantext (which, hraadly const~ed, is most often

the case}, the meaning of soci~l indicatars, and the nel~tive importance we assign



ta th~m, are grni~nded both in science and in the values of the sacial acturs who

malce use of them.

• Third, because they are preciominantly taols to inforna social action, sociat

indicators must be easily understaod by aud mean ing£ul ta ~ie non-scientific

cammunity including poticymakers, service pravid~ rrs, citizerts, anc~ t,~e yvut,h

themselves. So, for example, the 1'+~ataonal Education Gaals Panel (now defiwct)

reparts fihe percentage of yoieth wb :o score high enough to bc deemed "profic ient"

in math, rather than simply report ing tlie average score an a scale fram 0-804

(National Assessment vf Education~al Prvgress Z001}.

At a technical level, social indicatars should be operatianalized with well-designed,

psychametr~ca~ly strcjng and c~lturally appropriate ~eas~es , and fielded using high

qua.l ity, repz ~esentative survey and administra.tive data callection techniyues (Moore,

1997~ .

What is a Gaod System af Yout~ Socaal Indicatvrs ?

A compl~te system af yout~ socia~ indicato~s data would have t?~e fo~lowing pro~erties :

• It wouid be well-munded, including yvuth outcomes in every majar domain ofwefl-

being. A numb~r of similar framev►~orks have been used to identify the key domains.

Recently a National Research Gouacil committ~e tasked to study youth develapment

programs campl~ted a iharough review vf the l iteratw~e and adopted a fram~work

with four brpad categaries: physical development, intelle~te~ai development, social

develc~pm~nt, a~d psye~ological and emcrtianal de~elapment (Nat iana] Research

Council and Institute of Medic ine 2~42). ~hild Trends rec~ntly campleted a

compendium of youth develcipment outcomes that divides the o ~ut.~om~s into four

domains: physical health and safety ; educa~,ianat achievemerrt and cognitive

attain~nem; saciaemotional development ; and self-sufficienc~ (Hair, Moare, Hunter,

anci Kay 24Q1) . The autco~nes identified far each damain would be psychometrica~ly



sound, and informed by scienti~c theory and current research as well as commonly

held sociat values or pxactical wiadom.

• It would inc[nde elements of the social cont~xt affectin~ these many youth outcames,

including the family, peer, neighborhood, and institutional environment, with

particulax attention to thosa elern~nts having the strongest overall influences an

immediate and long terrrr~ well-being.

• Measur~s would ~e sensiti~ve to devetopmental stage. T}~e William T. Crrant

Founci~tion focuses on youth ages 8-25, whic~ e ~ncompasses at least three

c~evelopmental stages : middte chiIdhood , adalescence, and the tra .nsition #o adulthoad .

Each stage wauld have its own key set of indicators, and similar indicata~ across age

groups wi ll often be operationalized differently . This holds both for direct indicata~

of well-being and far indicatars af social cante~ . Far example, w~ereas community

vialence ievels wauld be in important contextual indi~ator for all age s , access to

quality playground space wauld be relevant far young children an~y .

• It would identify the lir~cages among outcames E~ween one developmental periad

and the next period, wiuch would r~clude middle childt~ood, ad4lescence, and the

transition to early actulthood.

• It would include a mix of positive developmental measures and negative or risk-

ori~ ented measures, both of which are important ta assess healtfry develaprnent .

• When used to guide policy, the syste~n of indicatarS should in~tude a mix af short,

medium, and long-term indicators (Pratt et al, 1998) . Short-term indicatvrs are thase

that are mast sensitive to shart-term change. Paticy and pragra~m staffs need sh~t-

term indicatnrs to get quick feedback on recent pragram activities. The longer an

is~dicaior takes to change, the harder it is to plausibly link that change to particular

palicies . Sho~t-term outcomes are o£ten identified as interirn goals linl~ed to indiestors

tliat change mare slowly, functianing as an eariy warning system . For ex~mple, an



education pragrazn to reduce teen smoking might track increased knowledge in the

health consequences of tobacco use a~nong their participax►ts as a short-ter~n indicatur

of success, if research ~ad established that such knowledge leads to a reduced

likelihood of smoking in the lvng-rur~ . The need for a mix of short, medium, and

long-term indicators laolds true for all svrts of ineasures including ciirect outcomes,

inclicators of social co~text, and even indicators rel~ted to prvgraan aperations .

How are Sacial Indicators Used?

Soc~al indica.tors can and have t~ecn used for many different puTposes, including purely

scientific purpuses.l]uring the 19~Os, €ar example, scie~tists foc~sed on s~ciai inciicators

of chi[d and yvuth well-being in order to better understand social processes, see~Cing #o

develop a comprehensive national system for tracking sociat change (Watts and

Hernande~ 1982). On a more n~undane level, scientists 4flen use abserved correla#ion in

changs betw~en twc~ ar rnore indieators as a sauree of hypcrthesis generatian, vvhich is

then pursued using mare rigarous methocis .

Frimarily, though, sacial indicators have been used as tools for policy and progrdm-

related purposes . With the revival of the field in the i994s, even rese.archers began to

foc~s mo~re systematically on the needs and activi# ies of the world of practice in guiding

theirwork, l P~actice-related appl ications include :z

• Education, Monatoring and Needs Assessment : Indicators are cornbnonly used to

~ducate the public, monitar well-being and assess social needs, vften as a prelude

ta action . They can inform citizens, policymakers and program staff about

developing pmblems and give them an accurate sense of their magnihide . A

numbez af regular publications t~at serve this purpose at a general level include

the Annie E . Casey Foundation's annual Kic~s Count Databook, t~e Federal

Interagency Forum's America's Children report, and the National Center for

`'k~xv ugh , ss researct►er Clara Pratt a rgues, scienfists srill have a long way tfl go in this regard . (Child
'~rends, Z40 U) .
2 This sectinm is ba.sed 'm part ot► a typoiogy of sacial indicators use cte~alaped by Brown and Corbett
(Brown and Carbett 2002) .
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Education Statistics' Youth Indicatars report. Other data syste~ns, such as t~e

Center far Disease Control and Prevention's variae~s health and disease

surveiilance systems, includiug the Youth RiskBehaviar Surveys, have been

developed to monitor and assess need for specific aspects vf well-being .

+ 14fobil izing Public Opinion : Tndicatars are commonly used by advocates to

mobi lize public opinion to affect progra .m and policy decisions . State Kids Count

gmoups, most of whom are advocacy c~rganizations, ~nake regular use af indicator

data for these purpase.s . The C~ldren's Defense Fund, a national advacacy

organization, publishes an annual report of child and yvuth indieator data, the

mvst recern edition of which is titled 2001 Children in the States .

+ Goals Tracking. Social indicators are also catnmonly used to track progress

towards concrete, measurable ~oals that have b~en adagted by entire

com~nunities, states, or the nation. T~ese entities cornmanly ~egin with a

benchma~ measuxement ta establish the cturent level of the indicator (e .g., the

per~ent af yau~. who get regular exercise), and proceed tv aclopt an attai~aable

goal to be achieved over, for example, a five- or ten-year period. These are

intended tu focus participating government and civic organizations on a limited

set of common gcrals . Farticipating grvups aflten will adapt messurable goals af

t~eir ovvn that are related to the larger goa1, but which will reflect the fruits of

their vwn activities (e .g ., far a community-wide goal of improving the physical

health of youth, a local schaoi system may focus on increasing the percentage of

public high schoal students who talce physical education classesj . At the national

1eve1, the Healthy Peopde 2010 initiative is a pritne example of a goals-driven use

of sacial i~dicators. Well-known e~mples af state-level goals-driven znitiatives

include Ocegon Benchmarlcs, New York Touchstones, and Minnesata Milestanes

(see Brown and Corbett~ ~402, for details). A variatrt on this apprQac~ is based on

cantinuous improvement, where indicatars are u~ed to ~ack progress over time,

thaugh no spec'rfic targets are set .



• Results-based Accountabdlity: Funders are inereasingty u~ing svcial indicator data

to hald individual agencies, progra~nas, and ini~iatives accauntable far irnproving

outc4mes for youth. Which measuxes are used and the levels of imprt~vem~nt th~t

must be met are commonly, though not aiways, negotiaxed . Failure to demons~rate

improvement n~ay result in additional tec~tical assis~ance to ov~rcome problems,

or to reduced fiuiding and lvss of autanon~ ►y . ~n the yauth arena this use of

indacatars has been most developed it~ public education, though private

foundations anc! lacai governments are also beginning to advpt this appraach in

the youth develapment field. For example, the D.C, Trust, which is responsible

for funding aver ~0 child and youth programs throughout the Washington, D .C .

area, is impl~ne~z~g an outc~mes~ased reparting system that will be used in

pa~t to hald the progr~ms accountable far impmving the weli-being o:f the

children and youth that they serve . 3

i Refleetcve Pr~uctice: Communities and individual you~ programs axe using a

social indi~abo~rs apprt~ach to inform their nwn prac:tice un an ongoitig basis .

Many develap forn~al lag ic modeis that relate garticralar program act ivities to

expected outcomes for participatang yauth ~sing an explicit ~eory of change

(United Way of A~reaica 1998, Gambone 1998, Weiss 1995) .° In t~e ca.se of a

whole community initiative, such a madel wauld incIude inputs fmm multiple

participating programs (publ~c and pr~vate), as well as rrceasurable outcames foz

tk~e comu~unity's youth. If pragram measures # .ndicate that programs are being

effectively implemented and the yauth well-being i~dicators move in the expected

direction, then th~ initiative is judged to be effective . If the youth indicators do

not move in the exgected direction, then the underlyi.ng assum}~tions of tlte Iagic

model are called inta question, and one or more aspec~s of the service appraach is

changed . Alternatively, it could point to deficiencies in the impdementata~n of the

program if the logac m~del is sound. The prvicess is similar far individual youth

3 Child Trends is pso vidiug tecltnical assistance in sctting up this system. For additianaE information oa this

i~J~, ~otttact Jaciata Bronte-Tir~cevv, Ct►ild Trends, at Jbronte~a ehildtrend s .org .
° This #heory vf chaage is ba s~ on science where it is av aiiable, as well as t~e beliefs and expectations of
those who are particip~ting in the initiati ve.



I~rograms, thougt► outcannes are generally Iimited to l~rogram Partieipants rather

#han all area youth.

At a practica~ ievet , refleetive practice functions like an int~rnal program

eva~uation. It lacks the rnethodnlogicai rigor to prcycfuce scientific 1~4wledge but

is an increasingly populax maaagement tool far youth initiatives (Nationai

Research Council and Instit~ute of Medicine 2002~ .

• Evaluution : Generally speaking, social indicators make ~oor tools far fo~a .l,

scienti~ic evaluatia~s af prngrams and policies 5 Funders are t~npted to use them

fvr this puapose because fihey ar~ much cheaper t~an ea c}~erimenta .Ucontrol

desigt~s, but th~s sl~ouid be resisted . A number of innova.tive researchers have been

trying to develap a theary-based approach to evaluation for complex

cc~mptehensive community ixiitiatives that relies heavily on the construetion of

logic models and makes extensive use of soc ial indicator data (see ConneIl and

Kubisch, 199$). The a~pmach, however, is controvers ial aud stil~ in its early

stages af develo~xmen~ .6

Re~earch on Youth Indic~tors

For many years, youtl~ research and youth development activities relied on a few general

~odels ta guide their wark, Tb.e first is a deficits model , focusing on the causes and

cansequenees of negative youth behaviors (drug use, sexual gromiscuity, delinquency,

viu~ence, academic failure) . A r~laxed ap~roach, tlte rc~~iency framework, also focused

on these negative c~utcames, b~t was more sensitive to the p4sitive personai and

contextual factars that help yoath to resist negative influences and avoid t~e

dysfunctianal behaviars (Garinezy 1991 ; Rutter 1984). 'The result was a relative wea.lth of

research an negative outcvmes a~d the s~cial i~ndicator data needed ta track their

incidence over time.

5 Of caurse, t~e measur~v used in tracki t~g indicators af child and youtk► weil-being can and are e~ssd in
expetimenta.l, evaluatian studies to assess psogram impacts .
6 For a critique of this appraach see Cook (z~(1Q) .



if federal and private program doltars assaciated with the avaidance and amel iorativn of

these negative outcomes were d~iving much of the researcla ia~ this area, up from tl~e

wvrld of community practice another message emerged that "problem free does not mean

fu11y prepared" (Pittman and Irby I99b~ . Man~ youth grogram staff, parents, and youth

themseIves were saying that a facus vn pasitive strengths and #he social factors tE~at

prvmote them was a mare effective and satisfying way to appraach yout~h development

than one fvcusing only on the avo idance vf da~naging outcomes . This gave rise to an

alternative, positive devclopment model. For the last severa.l yeaxs, researchers and

survey designers ~ave been playing catch-up with the pract ice world, creating new

conceptual frameworks that include positive constructs, and working an e~ective v~r ays to

measure them (Moare, Evans, Brvoks-G~~n, and Rath forthcoming ; Peterson~ and

Seligman 24Q1; Moore ~ .nd Glei 1995} . One early ~a .n.ifestation was the development of

the Search Institute's Prv~les of Student L ife: Attttudes and Behaviors survey (FSL-AB),

w~ich focuses on youth's personal and soc ial assets. The PSL-AB bas been ~ielded in

hundreds of ev~nmunities to fitl the data void created try an overly strong focus on

negative outcomes in our data collection systems.

The third modet guiding youth research looked rnore generra.lly at the tr~nsitian ta

adulthaod, focusing in particu~ar on fsctors related to becoming an independent adult,

such as academic aci~ievement, emplayment, and m~rr iage and fertility outcomes . This

a~roach, wttich dom inated mvst socia~ strati~catian and paverty research for decades,

was fruitful, but it v irtuall~ ignared ather socially importan~ adult outcames inciuding

physical and emotiona~ health , pasit ive citizenship, civic involvement, sp iritual

develnpment, and pazenting skills . As these outcomes were ignored , so was research un

the influences and outcom.es in youth that determine a successful transition to these adult

rvles and statuses . Research to explore youth deveEopment in relatian ta these other adult

outeomes is on the rise, though it is sti.ll modest owing in part to tt~e current dearth af

available longitudinal surwey data. to pursue such questivns .
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Another factar affecting youth research in the last deca~de r ~ vas the growing racial and

ethnic diversit}~ of the youth population, which has Forced raseanchers to fflcus on the fact

that research an yauth development, and the social i~dicators used to charati~terize and

track ~that devel4pment, needs to be sens itive ta group differences i~n the ways in. which

development is accomplished ., and even in whai is valued as posit ive development .

Recent wark by Zaslow and col~eagues (1998}, for exacnple, dennanstrates how the

HQME scale, a compasite measure of the qual ity vf the home environment far c~ i ldren,

needed questians added to make it equally applicable far low-inco~e and non low-

income families. Research by Lemer (i918) demanstxates that Latino youth report

becoming closer to their parents as they enter adolescence, whereas white non-L , atino

youtl~ report grow ing further ap~.rt, wluch may indicate that parendyouth relationships

work differe~ttly acrQSS the two gr~ups .

These develo~ments are giving rise to a much broader framework for youth development

research, one that focuses an both positive and negative outcomes as well as contextual

influences; which looks at the transition from youth to adulthaod using a lens that

includes a broader set of you~g adult outeomes; and which taxes seriously the notiac~ that

the dynamics of development and the proper operatianalization of social canstruc#s in

surveys may need to be different for some papulation subgroups (National Research

Council and Ir~stitute of Medicine 2002} . For social indicators researchers, this means that

there is a great deal af work to be dons to develop strong measures of positive youth

de~elopment and the research to back them u~ {Eccles, Templeton, az~d Srown 2001) . It

also means that even the indicato~ that r~ve have long t~~d at ourr di~posal will need to be

re-evaluated for their cult~xral robustness and applicability to major cultural and

socioeconomic subgro~ups of youth .

The ~racttce camsnun ity has :led the call ~or better research on pasitive i~~ficators

(M3~rphey ZUUt) . The state of Ve~mont, for exampte, recerrtly fielded the Search

Institate's assets-based Profiles af Student Life : Attitudes and Behaviors (PSL-AS, see

below) t~roughout fihe state in response to repeated requests from ~ocal commun ity

planning graups fvr more positive measures .
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In additiQn, i~terviews w ith leaders in the practice fie~d flave revealed addit~ona.l research

needs for tbis group . Several, including 7udit~a Erickson af the Indiana Youth Institute

and David Murphey of the Vermoirt Agency for Hum .an Services, say there is an unmet

need among practitianers for a bett~r s ~ense of how all the indica.tors fit together -~n

understanding vf wk~at affects what a .nd by how ~nueh, VVhere youth are concerned, what

they wa~t is a model afyouth developmeut that can tell them, for exarnple, what the key

personel and social factors ~eading to a reduction in teen births are, and what a reduction

in teen birth wi ll meati for other aspects of development down the road. This is

particularly importa~►t when inclieatvrs are used to coordinate planning across multiple

agenc ies. Res~arch can also in£arm practitioners by identifying which outcomes are t~e

rnost amenable to change through effective interventians, as well as the magnitude of the

eha.ngs that can reasa~ably be ~pected .

Murphey indicates that ~wlicymakers would l ike to tak~ this a step fixrther by develop ing

simple forecasting techniques that wouId a11ow them to estima .te the social and even the

fiscal consec~uences vf a 14 percent reducti~n in teen ► ehildbearing , or a 10 percent

increase in m~ntal health. or any af a nwnber of key outcames . Staff from several private

fou~dations have a~so express~d . a desire fo~ suc~ a capac ity to help them wit,h funding

decisions . Such forecasting can be accomplis6ed in a number o~ways, including

accounting m~dels that rely an macro-level soaial indicator data and m icros irnulation

models that use micrv-levei data

Oppvrtcenities to Advance Research on Youth Development Ind icatars ~

The William T . Grant Foundation is well s ituatect to make a lasting and un~i yue impact in

t~~s area i .~ the caming years.

7 Recentty Child Treuds hosted a~ or aa~ional eanference an cluld and youtf► ind icators. Papers a# the
canference focu sed un aeeomplishmen#s of ti~e last decade iw resea.reh , measurement and data developmem ,
and key opporiututies for indicators devek7pment in the crnn ing d~ade. Five of tt►e papers discussed
variaus aspects of youth-related social indicaturs , offering detailed recommendations i n tt►e areas ~f heatt3~,
emcstional devetopmet►t, social develc~ment, a~d pe~r and f~mi4y influences . For those intere ste~ in $ mare
detailed set ofrecommendations far i~ZCStc~rs research i~ ttiese are~s, Child Trends witl he happy ta supply
cvpies of tk~e papers an request .
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~ Encourage research ora irrdicarors afpositive yau~h development and the

contextuaf factors {incCuding youth prcrgrams) that promate it . We recommend

that the Foundat~on co~sider fund ing a variety of research efforts on pasitive

yacitlt developmeat including.

o analyses of exi s#ing natianal and local tong itudinal data~ases that canta .in

pasit ive outcome measures to iden~ify t~e antecedents and long-term

cnnseq~ences of positive development;

a psychometric stud ies of the rel iabikity aad validity of existing constructs

and measures ofpositive youth devefapment and, when needed, the

development nf new rneasures and indices af positive youth de~~lopment

suitable for large-sc~ .le surveys arid self-administered youth surveys ; and

o methodolog ical research, iu~cIuding qualitative and Quantitative studies ,

that will allow far the develapmez~t of indicators that fink youth pragram

activities to positive autcomes for yvuth .

• Support langitudinal muTti-var~iate analyses to ident~ the indieators o~f'

adolescent well-being (and contextual factors) that pr ~edict most strongly to a

successful transition ta aaluithQOd. The ~ffects of family processea (particularly

the ra~e of fathers), peer relationships, and community factors on t~e trans itiun to

adul#hood are nat well understaod . The impart~ce of many elem ~ents of positive

adolescent development (~ .g. , schaol engagement, character, self-efficacy, civic

invvlvement, friendship sk ills, and creativity) in determin ing vvell-be ing in

adulthood is also nat well researched, ow ing in part to the lack af good

tongitud inal data. Also, as d i.scussed above, research on tiie transition to

adulthood has focused on a rather narrow ra~ge of adeilt outcomes and roles ,

Severa.l cantemporary c~ata sets offer substantial opportunities for exploring some

of these issues, incluc~ing the National Long itndi~a~ Survey of Adolescent Health

(Ad~1-Health); the Natianal Longitudinal Survey of Yauth 1997 Cohart (NLSY-

97) ; t~e Natianal Survey af Adolescent Males (NSAM) ; the Natianal

Longitudinal Survey of Yanth-Child Supplement ; and ttie Panel Study af Income

Dynamics Chifd I3evelopment Supp~ement (P~ID-CDS) . Such wor~ would allow
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researchers to construct a stronger and more comp~ete model of youth

d~velopment, which woutd fill an imporkant need ofthe practice community to

better understand haw th~ indicators relatQd tv youth development all fit fiogether .

• Pror►aote t~ie development af sharter indices of key indicators af youth

deveivpment and ~ocial c~ntext . Gh i ld and youth de~etapment research has

develaped many camptex scal .es and ind ices to measure diff~rent ci~mensions of

d~velopment and supporting cantexts, measures that were ar iginally developed

for cli~icai settings and small saxnple studies . Unfortux~ately, sucb scales require .

toa many que~tians for actu~inistration in iarge-scale surveys or administrativn in

youth prflgrams, particularly those cross-sectional suiveys that we rely vn far

virtuai~y all social• incticat4rs. Same work h~s be~n done to substantia~ly shorten

existin.g scales daxa (Moare, Halle, Vandi~ere and Mariner 2001), but this remains

a rich vein for the development of new youth indieator messnres .

• Support research to develvp fv~ecast ing irrvdels facu.sed on youth well-being .

There is currently no capacity to fareoast the overall so~iai and ~iscal impacts of

changes in youth well-being, or the effeet af othet social trends (e.g. , changes in

family str~cture) on the well-be ing of our natiods youth, Such a tool would be

enotmously usefiil io policymakers and foundation staff Qne might, for example,

estim~#e the effects af lowening the t~en pregnancy rat ,e by 10 percentage pvints

on graduation rates and su icide rates, as we~[ as estirnat~ the cost saving~

associated with tliose changes . A full-b~own microsimulation mad~l would be

very beneficiaE to policym~k~rs and fundess, though compiex add costly to

develop. A less expensive option would be to d .evelop cruder macro-level

a .ccou~rting models fo~ many youth au#comes .

• Cortduct systematic research to ident~ ctcltural and other subgraup d'~erertces

tn the ways that youth dev~lapment ~s defi,~d arrd supported, and to identBfy

indieatars thcrt are robust acrass subgroups . Maaiy of th~ indicators of youth

well-being have not been well tested vn mi~or~ty and low-income papulafions . In
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some cases, while conistructs are valid across graups, the operationalizatian needs

to be modified or broadened. Differences in cultural values may sometimes

produce different indicatazs of positive development across groups (National

Research Cauncil and Institute of Medicine 20Q2) . This need is especially urgent

because many youtl~ devetopment programs a~td policies focus an particular

minority and low-income groups, where the use of existing indicator measures

may be sub-aptimal or in~propriate .

Sacfal Ind icstor Data Collection

In the lasi decade there have been treinendous advances in the amvu~t of yauth indicator

data collected at all geog~apb ic levels from the interaational scene ta the neighborhood .

~nternational Indicatvr ~ Data.$ The U .S . is participating i~ five major intemational youth

surveys in the areas of math and science, civics, and health . Educatian-related surveys

include the Tcends i~ Tnt~rnatianal Mathematics and Science Study ~TIMSS) (fielded in

1995, I999, and 20Q3), the IEA Civics Study (1997-98)9 , tlie Program for international

Student Assessment (PISA) (200U), and the Progress in Internatianal Reading Study

(PIRLS) (2~1} . TIlV~SS callects data on youth in the 4~ and 8~' grades ; the IEA Civics

Study on 14-year-olds; PISA an 15-year-olds ; and PIRL~ on youth in the 4~' grade. All

collect detailed infarmatian i~cluding skill assessmen :ts, activiti~s known ta affect

attainment {e .g. study and habits) , as well as family context and deta .iled measures of the

scho4l envimnmeut. These surveys allow far systematic comparisans of U . S . stud~nt

B Far a review of e~cisting int~rnational surveys that can be used to generate evmparable inclica#ors, see
Srown, Smith, and HarEser Z001 .
9 The IEA Civics Study is a uniqus saurce of indicator data, cotlecting informa#aan rnn kuowledge, beliefs,
xnd ac~ivities in threc areas: democracy and citizenship ; national identity and intv~rnatiamal relatious ; and
soeial oahes~on and diversity .
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achievem~nt and social environments with dozena of developed and developing cauntrie s

arvund the world .

The Health Behavior of School-Aged Children (HBSG) is a long-st~nd ing survey of 11-,

13-, and I S-year-vlds focusing on health-related behav irns and the ir determinants. It has

been fielded appraximately ~very fow years, and currently includes over 27 countries .

The United States participated in the 1997-98 survey and is part icipating in the 2001~

2042 sutvey. The i~SC , developed with the support of WHO-Europe, includes cnuntries

in Eastcrn and Western Eumpe as well as Canada, the U .S., and L~ra.el . Data on a wide

variery of positive and r~egative hea .ith behaviors and sta .tuses are callected, as we~l as

c~aracter~stics of the family, peer, ~nd school environments . Another t~ealth survey, the

Global Yvuth Tnbacco Survey, has t ieen callected in 40 coumries, with another 38

countries in the pmcess af fielding the survey (frrr deta i ls see Youth Tobacco Survey

descripti4n below under State and Local Indicator data) .

National Ir~dicutor Data . Desp ite some importaut gaps, the United Staxes has perhaps the

richest variety a~nd dept~ of regularly collec#ed youth ind icator data of any cauntry in the

world. Far example, YoWth IndicAtors, a~t occasiona{ publication af the National Center

for Educa~ion Statistics, draws on clazens af sources for over 60 indicators . Avai~able

data saurces tha# collect data on a xecurring bas~s include general survey ~nd

administrative data such as the Vita1 Statist~cs system, the National Hea~th Interview

Survey (NHIS), the National Household Education Survey (NHES), the Current

Papulatian Survey (CPS), and the Na~i~na .t Housekold Survey af Drug Abuse (NHSDA) .

In some cases, these sources pravide indicatar data stretching back sev~ral decades or

rnare .

The roster of databases ai~o includes major surv~ys foc ~using particularly on youth,

primarily on education and health-related concerns . The National Assessment of

Educationai Progress~ (NAEP) has been tr~cking acadett ►ic a~tsinment with periodic

assessments in math, science; reading, writing, }ustary, civics, and tbe arts since 1969 .
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'Fhe NAEP focusss on youth in t~e 4~', 8~`, and 12~' grades .10 Monitoring the Future

(MTF), which has callected data on 12`~ grade youth on an annual basis since 1976, and

on 8~' and 1 ~'~ grade ynuth since 1991, fac~ses on cbvg use but also asks questions on

attitudes and values cavering a wide variety of topics, as well as measures of religious,

political, and valunteer activities; happiness, self-esteem, locus of cvntro~, ri~k behaviors,

violence, and victimizatiQn .

Sta#e und ~ocal Indtcator Data . i ~ Youth indicatar da#a at tii~ state and local tevel cnme

from several major sources: administrative data syste~s ; federally-sponsored surveys and

assessments; and surveys arid assessments pa,r~icular to each state . Data colle ~ction has

expanded substantially or rer the ~ast decade, particularly in the ar~as af health and

educational assessment, and eontinues to develop at a fas# pace .

Administrati~e data sources com~nonly tapped for youth indicators at the state and lacal

levels include birth and death data &om vital statistics, youth crime data from po~ice and

cawt recards (e . g ., reparts and arrests); health surveillance data (e . g ., STDs and AIDS) ;

schaot recvrds of enro~lment a.~d graduafiion; and child welfare and public as sistance

data.. (See Coulton and Hollxster 1998 for details .}

In the educatian area, the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) was

extend~d in 1990 on a voluntary basis to ~he sta .te level in the ~reas af reading, writing,

ma~ih atrd scienca . In 2041, 41 states participated . In addition, in recent years most states

have adopted tl~eir own camprehensive systems af regular educatianal assessrnent for

chiidren and yauth from the third grade and up {Archbald 1998) . They are cnmmonly

used to hold schools and school sys#ems accountable £or irnpraving the perfarmance of

students . Alsa, in a num.ber of states, minimum scores are required by individual

stude~nts tv graduate. Asse~sment data are aften made available ta the puislic for

~ o 'Che long-~erm trend sample , used to track trends beginning Prior to 1990, mon itars tt►n se ages 9, t 3, and
1 7 .

~ ~ For a thorough review of federal snurces for child and youth indicator da#a at the state and lacal Iev~l , see
Brown (2001) .

1 7



individual schools via the Internet , or tlu~ough the distributipn of publ 'rshed "re~art

cards. °>1z ~

The Scl~ools and Staffin~ Survey (SASS), f elded in 1988-89, 1993-94, 1999-2d04, and

every four years intu the future, provides data on student and staff charaeteristics,

pattems of staffing, graduation rates, and program and service charact~ristics at the state

level fvr public and private schoals.

In the area of healt~t and safeiy, th~ Centers for Disease Cantrol and Freventian has

designed several surveys speciF'ically to help states and targe cities to traek youth health

risk be]aaviars . The Yauth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) cavers ~ealth statuses and

behaviors in six areas : intentianal ~nd ua~infientional injury, tobaeco use, sexual behavior,

physical activity, alcahoi and other drug use, and dietary behaviors . It is a school-based

survey of students in grades 9-12 and is fielded er~ery other year . The survey, which

began in i990, was fielded in 42 states and lb major metrapolitan areas in 1999 . A

h~ndful of states have used their own Snancial resvurces to expand the survey sample so

tttat indicatars can be generated far xndividual schaal districts . The survey was tiesigned

by national experts in adolescent health in consultation with education agencies in the SU

states a~d the 16 participating metrapolitan areas, A det~iled ra#ionale, thoroughly

pxouaded iu~ the health researc~ literature, has been developed for each of the meas~ .res

included in the survey.

Mare recently, t.he Natiana! Youth Tobacco Survey has been fielded to gather detailed

information on yauth behaviors ancf attitudas re~ated fia smoking and tobacco use . The

survey was fieided in 27 states in 2~}0, up from three states in 1998 . A national sample is

alsa surveyed . ~'resh data are collected every year or twa, depe°nding en ~he state . It is

fz Far a li~ting of stat~ report cards ar+ailable in varinus states, visit
h~t~s :f/edrefom~ .com/education reform resources/school renort cards .htm
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administered to youth in grades 6 through 12, facusing on seven topic areas : tobacco use;

tobaccarelatec~ knowledge and ariitudes; the rale of the media and advertising in young

people's tobacco use; aecess to tobaeco; exposure to tobacco-related scho4l curricula ;

elcgasure to secvndary smo~e; and cessativn of t~e. Dala are also collected

internationally through the Giobal Youth Tobacco Survey. Forty countries have collected

data, and another 3$ are in the process of fieiding the survey.

A third survey, the Student $urvey of Risk and Protective ~'actors, anrl Prevalence of

Alcohvl, Tobacco, arrd other ~ug Use (SSRP), focuses on risk and prvtect ive fac.~tors

in~Iuencing d~ug use, violence, and other behav~or problems for yauth ages 12 to 18

(Pollard et al. 1999 ; Arthur et al. undated}. W~ile direct measures af youth outcomes are

fac~sed on these nega .~ive behaviors, rneasures relat~d to family, peer, and schaol

influences are more weil-raunded wifih many positive measur~s, such as clase and

supportiee parent-child relatians~ips and perceptions of the ava i lability of useful rales far

yo~th in the community . Most of the indicators are based on mult i~item scales with

strong psychometric properties and strong ground ing in the research literature . The

survey, which was developed by the 5ocial Develapment Research Group at the

University af Washin~ton,1 3 is being field tested in sia r states, and is intet►ded fc►r use by

states, community, and youth programs . Data collection takes place i~a schoals.

In addition to these efforts, t~e Nationaa il Institute for Drug Abuse (NIDA) recemly

expanded the sample size of fihe I~Tatioltal Househald ~urvey of Dru .g Abuse (NHSDA) so

that annual state-level estimates of ~ug abuse can be generated for yauth ages 12-17 and

18-25 . Thvugh Iess detailed than the other surveys d isci►ssed above, the survey includes

youth wha are out of school , which the athers do not.

The Seareh Institu#e, a pr~vate nonprafit orga~ization, has developed a~ique surve y

focusing on the persvnal and envirvnmental assets af youth called the Profides of Student

L ife: Attitudes artd Behavinrs ~PSL ~-A. B). The instrument co~ers four areas af yvut h

`~ This s ur vey is being deve loped w ith ~deral fvndit~g fran the Cenber for Suhs lance Abase Prevention
within the Sub stance Abuse and Mental Healt~ Services A~istratiom (SAMHSA}, U .S. D~ partrnent of
Health and H unnan Services .
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outcames (comm itment to leaming, positive values, social competencies, and positive

idemity) and fawr measures of family, cattinnunity, and peer context (suppc>rt,

empowennent, boundaries and expectations, and ccrnstruct ive use of time) . Negative

behaviors are also covered, inctuding drug use, vioten~e, c~runk ~ving, gar~bling, and

eating disa~rders . Most of the questions in the survey have bean culled from exis#ing

national surveys . The aneasures are grauncied in the existing scientific ~iterature, aithough,

as #fxxe designers freely admit; tlie research base is thin in a number of domains such as

ert~owerment, positive values, cul i tural competence , self-este~m, and sense of purpose

(Leffert et a1. ,1998) .

The PSL-AB has been fielded in c~mmunities thrvngbout the states of Vermont and

Cvlc~rado, and in hunc~-erls of inc~iv2~ual communities throughout the country. The

survey's growing papularity, we bel ieve, is in part a reflection of the strong desire at the

communit~r ~evel tv focus anbuilding pos itive outcomes for youth rather thau focusing

solely on the prevention of pmblems . Many of the ~ositive consixucts covered in th is

survey a.re not well covered in the vther seuveys we have described . 14 Some of the indices

that have been constructed by Search to represent the 4U assets are not as

psychometrically strong as those in the SSRP, in part #he resul# of a conscious trade-off in

favor of ineasures that are more eas ily and intuitively understood by users (see National

Research Council and Institutes of Medicine 20U2, Chapt .~r 8j .

Finally, the American Cotnmunity Survey will, beginning in 20Q3, pro~ide anm~ally

updatcd estimates of population characteristics includi~g virtually all of the measures

now callected in the decennial census . The survey vcri ll ~roduce independant annual

estimates for states and large communities, and 5-year rolling av~ ra.ges down ta the

census tract level. White the survey does nat focus on youth, it wiIl pravide a great deal

of demographic and socioeconamic characteristics on youth and their families €vr small

~reas that were previously available only once every ten ye~rs. It will also be used to

enhamce the accura .cy af local papulatian est imates, w}~ich are used (as denominatars) in

° 4 For additianal d iscussirsn of t}~e PSL-AB and the SSRP Survey instauments, see Mational Rasearch
Co~ciE and Institutes af Medicine ~OOZ, Chapter S .
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cunjunction wit~ local administrative data to produce rates for a wide variety of yaut ~

indicatars (e .g., the teen birth rate) .

GIS Communitv Databases. One of the revalutions in sacial indicator data collection is

taking place at the community level, particularly in Iarge m.etrapolitan areas, in the form

of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) capable of pro~iding indicato~ data dc~wn to

the neighbarhood leve~ . These are general indicator data systems that include guite a lot

of data on children, youth, and their fa~nilies . They allow local planners to draw on many

data sou~sces in order to identify areas of need and mcanitor progress across multiple

dimensi4ns far individual neigbborhoads . Judith Erickson of the Indiana Youth Institute

indicated that such data systems axe cruciai to youth program staff beeause their concern

is usually with a small, well-defin~d catchment service area, aad they require indicaxar

data for that area . Such systems also altvw planners to match needs and available

resourc~s for a locai area . Examples of advancsd systems of this sort include the

Cleveland Area Netwark far Data and Organizing (CANDO) and the Social Assets and

Vulnerability Indicators for Central Indiana praject (SAVn.

The number caf community GIS databases has grown substantiatly in the last f~w years .

The number af inembers in the National Neighborhaod Indicators Project, a consortium

of groups that have ar are developing GIS capabi~ity, has gown s~eadily . In addition, the

Annie E. Casey Fa~ciataon is pursuing the develapment of such databas~s in several af

its 21 comm~nity sites relatec~ ta its Neighborhaod and Family/Transfana ►ation and

Development initiative (NTlFD) . The need for and interest iA such databases in the

practice crnnmunity is clear .

Among those who have already established cvmmu~ity GIS databases, t1~e major nee d

appears to be the incorporation of additionai data into the system. For e }cample, several

members nf #he P+TNIP project are b~ing funded by the Departm .etrt af Health and Hunzau

Services ta add healfh data from Medicaid and other sources tu their systems in order to

make them more useful to health-related planning efforts .~' The Center fvr Youth

~s Foa~ dexails comt~t TtEOmas Kixrgstsy, Tl~e Urba~ Institate, ai tkingsle@ui.~6an.org.
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DeveIo ~pment is attempt ing to do something simitar in several coc~mun ities for youth-

related data t6rough its "O~ the Plus Side" initiative .

Qpportunities ~o Advanc~ Youth Indica~or Dada Caddectio n

• Wark with communities that have GIS data systems tv expand the amount of dala

relevant ta local yauth develapment program staff : The foundation sl~ould

consider working w ith those ~ommunities that already have GIS systems in place

to maximize thetn for use in youth develapment planning, as DHHS /ASPE is

cwrently doing for ~ocal health p[atuii ~ng. Such an effart wvuld requ ire same

fu.ndiug far data eollection and to support meetings between the arganizations #hat

~ anaintain the data systems and local youth program staff .

• Prnmote survey-based youth indi~ator cvlCectivn at the cotrtmuniry level . All

crnnmunities have at least some access ta adm in istrative indicatnr data an you4 ~h.

T~ese sources are inadequate, however, ta develap a well-rounded portrait af

youth development and well-beit~g, part icularly wher~ positive youth

development is concerned. The need is clearly demvnstiat~ed in the success afthe

Search Institute's FSL-AB survey, which has been fielded in hundreds of

communities acrass the country . Effective local ptanning around youth

develvpment requires the sarts of data that c~n only be gat~ered in a survey . The

Jahn S. a~d daffies L. Knight Fo~xndation, thrvugh its Community Indicators

Project, felded their own survey in each oftheir 2G fvcus cammunities. The

Annie E . Gasey Faundation is also devel4ping a survey for its NT/F'D

communities , which will gather info~mation on children, youth, and their fam ilies

that cannot be obtained through administrative data sources . r~ One o~porhu~ity

for the Foundatian lies in worldng vvith states to expand their YRBS sample s izes

so th~t data can be generat~d for communities . This may be the most cvst-ef~"tcient

means there is to ancrease the local avai~bility of such data in states where tlie

YRSS is already bein~ fielded . Several sta ~tes, including Alaska, Montana,

1 6 F~ d~ls contact'Fhamas Ku►gsley , l`he Urban Institute, a# tkiagste@ui. urban .org.
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Nevada, Oregan , Utah, and Vermant, have dane th is one or more tirnes in the past

decade.

• Caordirrate measur~s between Iongihtdirrat artt~ cross-sectional surveys of yauth .

Much of the important research that takes pface in tha yo~th developmem field

depends on longitudinal data sets . Here is where youth development measures can

be thoraughly explored for their relationsh ip to long-temz developmental

outcomes. They are the proving graund for youth ind icator measur~s . Cmss-

sectianal surveys ; on the other hand, are the logical veh icles for actually trac~C ing

youth indicatc~rs over time. Such eoordination cauld lead to a "system of

continuou.s improve~ne~t" in aur natianal system vf child and youth . indicatar data

(Stag~aer and Zweig 2001) . Unfortunately, there is relatively little coordinatian

between the operationalized measures used in long itudinal and cross-sectional

surveys.17 Federal statistical agencies need to take the lead in this area, but the

~'oundation can contr~bute significantly by supporting rescarch using ~ongitudinal

databases tv deveiop strong indicators of youth develapment that could be

adaptec~ for national cross-sectional surveys. A fonmal public-private parme~sslup

with t6e Federal ~nteragency Fnrum on Child and Family Statistics to develop and

implement such measures may be a prodnctive s~ategy .

• Increase the number of indicators of positive development included ~n yaulh

surveys. Surveys like the YRBS and the Student Survey af R .isk anc! Protective

Factors are developed with great scient ific care and produce a lot o~'valuabie

indi~atar data. They are, unfortunatejy, lacking in measures of positive autcomes .

They could be macle much mare useful if states and co~nunities were given the

option af fielding m~rre positive measures, at least an an occasional basis. The

state af Ve~munt, for exampte, has added measures ofposi~ve development ta its

Yauth Risk Behavior Survey.~8 The Foundation eoufd wvrk w ith Vermont an d

" One except~on is the Eacly Childhaad Component ofthe National Ho~ehold Edur.atian Survey, a cross-
s~ectianai seuvey tk~t tsas adaptacl u~asures based oas wor~ from a longitudinal survey called the Early
Chiidhood Longitudinal Stud y .

~ g David Murphy, Vennont Agency for H~nnan Services, personal communication .
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other irnterested sta.tes to devel4p high quality modules that coufd be added to the

state YRBS surveys , The Nationai Governo ~r's Assaciati.on, in fact, bas argan ized

the Boulder Youth Folicy Neiwvrk, a consvrtium of s#ates interested in prom~tin g

youth deve~opme~et and improving their capacity ta track pasitive development

UV£̀P t1ID8. 14

• Encour~age rhe cvllection of indicator data on aut-af-sclrool youth . The paucity of

indicator data. on out of-schao~ yo~tth is largely a matter of ecc~nomics, as it is far

chea~er to collect survey ~ata on youth wbo aze in school . Most vf the rnajvr

youth surveys, inclu~.ing Monitax ~ing the Future, the Youth Risk Behaviar Survey ,

the National Asses sme~t of Educationat Frogre ss , th~e Youth Talsacco 3urvey, and

~e P5L-AB, are timited ta t~ose youth who are aitending schoal. There are ways

tv improve this sitttation , at least at the nationa ,l level , by attaching special yauth

modu~es ta ~ousehold-based surveys . T 'his was done in 1992 , when the questions

in the Y1tBS were fielded to yauth in the National Health Interview ~urvey , and

in 199f and 1999 when a you#h modul~ was ~eld~d in the Nafional ~iauseh4ld

Education Survey. It should. be done more systematically by ~ederal data

coliectian agencies. T}~ese yvuth ~re, a~.er a11, more iikely to be at-risk on many

dimensions of well-be ing.

Aisseminatia~ of Youth Indicatar Dsta .

E~ective dissemination effarts are key to turning youth indicatar data into effective

supparts for policies and practices ir~tended ta improve the welt-bein~ of America 's

yoUth. In the iast decade there has been a.~ explosion in the d issemination vf youth

inclieator data. The reasons for this include mvre available data, better tec~nology ~or

dissemination (i . e . , the Inte~net), more interested users, and more funding . These include

issue-specific and cross-cutt ing reports, in hard copy an .d vnline.

' 9 Fo~ additional in ~faxrnat~vn on ~is state canaortium, contact Evelyn G~zglass, Natianal Gouesnor ' s
Assflciatioq Washingtott, D. C .
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Internationally, many countries are producing regular reparts on the cond ition of children

and youth (see Bradshaw and Bames 1999 far an overv iew) . Within the U .S. , Federal

agencies ~ave developed several crass-cutt ing campendia that include trend data on many

domains af child and youth well-be ing . Trends dn rhe Well-heing af America's ChiCdren

and Youth, updated annually and disseminat~d by the Office of t~e Assistant Secretar y

for Planning and Evah~ation , DHHS, contains over 140 indicators and dozens specifically

on youth o~rtcomes . An annual report to the President, America's Children: Key Natiortul

Irldicators af Weld-being ; contains trend data on abaut 25 key iudicators, aver a. third of

which are specifically on youth outcomes, with many others showing separate estimates

for yauth. This is a widely distributed dacument . Finally, Youth ~ndicatars, produced by

the U . 5 . National Center far Education Statistics approximately every three ye.ars ,

contains trend da .ta vn aver 6U youth indicators in the asreas of family, educatian, wark,

hsa~th, be~avivrs and attituc~es .

In additiat~ to these compendia , there are a number of doma in-specific and survey-

specific national publicatio~s relevant far youth developme~t that are disseminated by

Federal agencies in hard capy and over the ~nte~nnet. Most af tbe data sowces described in

the previous section have their own regular publication series, Finding these pub~ icatians

can be a challenge for the uninitiated , t~ough recently the web site for the Federal

Interagency Forum on Ch ild and Family Statistics has begun to list such publications by

topic area on their web site , with links to individual agency web sites . We list major sites

in the Append ix of th is paper.

Kids Count, sponsared by the Annie E. Casey Foundation since 1990 , is the most widely

known and far-reaching effort by a non-govern;nenta.l arganization to d isseminate social

indicat~ors da1~a on children and youth. The nationat Kids Courat group produces an annual

report featuring comparable indicators for each af the SQ sta .t~s and the District af

Columbia, and praduces occasional repcrrts on spec ific top ics with data far ~t~Z state and

ma.j or metmpolitan areas. In additian, Kids Count organizations with in each state

pmduce their ownt annual repc~rts featuring social ind icator data at the county level . Most
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of the~ state pmject reparts are produced and ~sed by chilci advocacy organizations to

further ~he cause of chitdren and youth, thaugh state agencies are the main s~onsars in a

fevv cases .

Facts-at-a-Glance, an annual publication by Child Trends , is ane of the longe st ongaing

indicator series. Funded by th~ Cbartes A . Stewart Foundatinn and the Wiiliam and Flora

Hewlett Foundatian, it pravides national, state, and city-level data on teen childtaearing tu

an audience af over 11 ,400 policy makers, program providers, researchers , fw~ders a.nd

journa.l ists .

State gavetnments and state agencies have a[so become more active in ~the disseminatian

of social indicator data an child development and well-being . An iucreasing number af

states have muhi-agency pro,jects devoted to tk~e dissemination and active use a f

indicator data to inform planning and policy development at the state and cammunity

~evels. The state of Vermont, for example, has developed a series called "Community

Pro~iles," whiGh pravides essential trend data on the well-~reing of c~ildren, yaut3Y, and

familie~ in ea~h cornmunity, c~rawing on a variety of adm~nistrative and survey data

resources . The staie ef Minneso#a puts out a Children's Report Card series that reports on

2b indicators of child and youth well-being for each county in the state . Massachusetts

~as developed the M~ssachusetts Gommunity Health Information Pro~ile (MassCH~')

sys#em, which }~rovides access ta crnnmunity-level data from over 24 data . sets, ineludir►g

many measwes on children, youtJ~, and their familiea .

Many states alsv produce and disseminate education °`report cards" an a regu~ar basis,

dravving vn #heir uwn assess~ents and school ad~uinistrative data . The reports are

commonly used to support educatian accountability initiatives and are of~en widely

di~eminated to parents as well . Similar reports focused on youth health data are also

produced an a regular basis b3~ state health ar education departments .

Joiuina.~ists and correspondents are also increasingly using sacial indicaior~ in their

reporting, and they are doing so with cansiderable scrpbistication, Whi1e perhaps th e
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best-iaiown example af inedia use af indicatars is ~SA Today's "Snapshats," ather

natianal papers regularly feature news s~ories driven by or informed by soc ial indicators.

For example, The New York ~mes and The Washington Post rautinely cover major

releases of federal data, and both papers have reporters trained in stat istics who often

create news by p iecing toget.~ter trend data from a var iety of sourc~s . (One example of

such reparting is a front-page New York ~'imes stary on the decl ine in single parenthood

among law-income Afi~ican Americans} . Staries reporting national, state, and c ity-Ievel

d~ta appear frequently nn the Associated Press wire. And regianal and local media

outlets are also using data more extensively in the ir reparEing . For example, there was

6eavy local media coverage vf a February ZOOI report by Ghild Trends and KIDS

CO[JNT an tr~nds in birth data far every sta#e and the 54 largest cities . The news and

editarial cover~ge of these datta led ta legislative actian in several states and cities .

Clearly child and youth indicatar data are more available thau ever beFore . However, to

our k~owledge very little has been done to ~ssess the penetration of these products to

ic~tended audiences or the extem to whic6 they meet the needs of thase sudiences, ar to

identify the mast effective marketing t~chniques for these praducts . To be sure, there are

a few examples of such assessments being done in the soC ial indicators field W i lliam

4'Hare recently ~ampleted a market analys is o£the Kids Count annual databook by

examining the cvverage it r~ceived in hundretls vf newsp~ around the counlry

(O'Hare and Reynolds 2Q01) . The Federal Interagency Fon~m ~n Child arid Family

Statistics monitors the media upiake on ifs flagship report America's Ch iddren.• Key

11Tational Indicators of Well-being, and held focus groups to get feedback from the users

on desi~n issues (Wilson and Whitaker 1999) , Child Trends, in preparstion far the de~ign

of its online Child Databank, interviewed a n~unber of top journalists in the field ta assess

the content ac~d design features would best meet t~e ne~ds af the media . In general,

t~ough, this is an a,rea of opportunity far #he field in the corning decade, to Fnore

effcctiveiy market ch i ld and youth indicatrns p ~roducts.
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Opportunities to Advance Youth Indicatars Disseminatio n

The growth in t~e disse~a ination of youth indicator dat~ to ever mcrre div~se audiences is

one of the truiy impressive develapments of the l a~st decade in the youth developn c~ent

field. This growth has produced . new oppc>~rtunities to turn data products into more

effective tools in tl~~ support of youth development .

~ Assess the e,~'ectiveness ofJ 'zigh profile youth indicators dissetrtination products .

prganizations thst disseminate yo~th indicator da#a af~en ~ow how many copies

of their product l~ave been distributed vr dawnloaded, but knaw little abaut

whether and how they are actually used, and whether they meet the needs of

target audiences. Such ~owledge is vitat in cvmpleting ~he link between data and

acrion, a fact of vvhich the William T . Grant Founc~ation is c1~arly aware, given its

focus on the evaluation af commuitications activities. We ~ommend that the

Fvundation consitler funding assessments of the effectiveness of high profil~

efforts to cammunicate youth indicator data tv specific audiences including

policymakers, service providers, parents, and the youth themselves, This rnay

consis# of pre-past surveys assessing knowledge and attitudes before and af~r a

dissemiaation activity, experimental co~rol studies, as well as foaus groups . We

atso recarnmend that it make effectiveness assessrnent a part of strategically

selected indicators dissemination efforts that it fuuds .

• Encourage the crecrtian of a gener~tion of "yaurh indieators entrepreneurs " who

can develop and market youth irac~'icator data e~j `'ectively. There are a number of

ways that tlte foundatian can ptu ~sue this goal . One passibi l ity is the de~elopment

of a"tearn ing com~munity" of or~a~n izations that disseminate youth ind icator data .,

holding meetings where tliey can exchange ideas, and where they can interact

wi#h those with strong backgrounds in marketing ideas and potic ies such as

lob6yisfs, ca.mpaign consulta~ts, publ ic relations professionals, and pollsters . The

Anmie E. Casey Fnundation has started t~ do th is with its state Kids Count groups

by hiring the campany Frameworks to wark with the gr~ .ntees , 20 A second

possibility would be to suppart and train cammunicatians staff wha are alre~dy

20 For details contact D~nald Crary (DonC (~aecf. ors), The Ann ie E . Casey Foundation .
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good writers and marketer~ so that they can work wlth those in the yQUth

indicators field to produce products that are more accessible to papular audiences .

• Increase orgurcized and easy access to existing state and local youth ir~d'acator

reports. At the mornen~, there is no argan ized access to what are probably

hundreds of relevant r~aorts cclntain ing youth indECatar data, at th~ state and local

levels . Fc~r the most part t .t~ey sit oa individual agency web sites, often unknown

even to staff from : ath~r agencies in the same state . This pmduces a lot of

reinventing the wheel by groups in other states seeking to develap similar

pubYicat~ans, and l imits access to end us~rs as well . Fortunat~ly , #his is a barrier ta

access that can be easily o~ercome with the development af a web partt~ole

pmviding argan.ized access to child and youth -focused indicators publications

p~roduced in each state .

• Increase ease of access to all of the most up-tv-date data on youth . Many of the

audiences that a u.se youth indicator data need to have ready access to the mast

r~cent estimates in order to do their job. This is particularly the case with

journalists and pvficyfnakers . Wl~ile compendia like Trends in the Well-Geing of

Americu's Ch ildren and Youth are very valuable to these users because they

present icey indicator data fram dozens of sources in a consistent and accessible

fc~rmat, the~r become quickly out-of-date as new estimates from particular data

sourc~s are produced fo~lowing (and somet ime ~ven before) publication. Users

who need the latest estimates must still consult reparts from i~d ividual age~cies ta

make sure that they are in possess ion of t~ie most recent data.~l To svlve this

problem for national ci~.ta . Child Trends has develo~ed #he Child T"rends

Databank, a web site that will be eontinuously updated to present the most recet~t

availab~~ data on vver 15Q iutdicators of child and youth well-being ; a true ane-

stop-shap for child and you~h ind i~ator ~ata. We be~ieve that the ~ata6an7c, whexc

21 The Forum daes [ist li~ks (www.childatets .gov) to individual agency t ~epc~rts as tltey l~eeome available
with rnare recent est~tates of indicawrs i~ the rlmerica's Chiidren repart, bur they updabe the report itself
only ~nnually.
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it goes oniine at the end nf 7un~ 2002 , will represent a giant step in the eff~ct ive

dissemina~ion vf imdicator data . in the ~ervice of ct~ildren and yauth a2

• Support r~search to dete»nane what outcomes youth themselves identify as key

dimensinns o, f'their own well-being and tJr~ sacial sup~orts that are most

impartarrt to them . The Wiltiaan T . Cirant Foundation explicitly focuses on

dete~nining what aduits think about yvuth, presumably so that it can more

e~vely ~ummunicate ta them #he needs of youth. VVe beiieve that youth are

also a pivotal audiet~ce for social indicator data abou# t,hemselves and their social

environrnent . Idetrtifyin,g tnea~ues that reftect ~d cvnnect with the w~ys tha#

yauth t~iatlc about their own lives, and developing dissemisiation strategies that

bring insights back to t~is a~lience, ~s a worthwhiie and under-developed area in

the yauth indicators field. This is particularly important far yauth develapment

pragranls, where the caoperation and buy-in of participatin~g youth are impartant

to the success of #he progracn .

Pr~ctice

The last decade has seen an explosian in the use af youth indicator data at all level~ of

geagraphy from the imernational arena to the commu~uty and the ~ocal youth program .

As described ~.bove, indicaturs are being used for a variety of purposes ra~ing frorn

simple needs ass~ssment to tracking pr4gress on social goals, policy and program

accountabitity, and to infarnr► r~flecfive practice. They are used ~ry a wide variety of

groups including government agencies, private service organizations, th~ media, child

advocacy groups, and local yauth grograrns . Some af the fa~tors responsible for this

~CiBaSe lnC~ud~ aC1v8nCe5 it1 Cvin~tlterlZatipR Of data R.nd aCCesS tA COt17~Utei teClln4lOgy,

the devolution of responsibitity far grogram desi~n and execution to the state and lvcal

Ievels (where responsibility far outcomes reptaces re~pvasibility far proper execution of

pre-defined programs), and a greater eanphasis on avercoming #l~e nega .tive effects of

"stave-piping„ through greater coardiaation a~ross agencies and progra .ms serving youth

22 The Da~bauk wili include 70 indicat.~rs in its initial release, and will add ~0-30 new ~dicators eaoh year
over die next two years .
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(Bmwn and Corbett 20~2) . It is a movement that we believe is iikely to cont~nue into the

foreseeabie future.

As the opportunities and pressures to use youth ind icator data have increas~d within the

practice community, so has t~e need far training and techn ical a .~sistance in the proper

collection and effective use vf indiaatQrs . 'Tl~e lack af re~cty aecess ta such technical

assistance and train ing has led t4 a lot of wast~ful reinventi~$ the wheel, a ~ud we believe,

has stifl~d many nascerrt ~fforts to use social indicator data to f~urther youth deveiopment

act~viries. Jud.itli Ericksvn, who has warked with youth prograu~~ in Iud iana for several

decades , paints out that rnost af the people who go into these professinns are not well

trained in hasic statistics, and require same har~dhotd ing to feet aamfortable using social

indicator data Further, there is a Iot of turnover at ~he prrogram level tha# requ ires

continual rein~e~tment in staff training in this atea, as we11 as ready access to resource

ma#erials .

The Kids Caunt initia#ive began over 10 years ago by pairing an advocacy graup and a

researc~-based organization in most states in ord~r ta produee and d isseminate annual

state-levet fact books on ebild well-being. Er~entua.lty , rnauy af the child advocaGy

groups tvok over responsibility for the entire projeet once staff had become mare

comfortable with c411ect ing ~d inte;preting indica :tor data. The Annie E. Casey

Foundaticrn alsa provided technical assistance and training on data-relat~d rna~ters to

these groups thraugh sucb organizati4ns as C~ild Tr~nds , the Populatian Reference

Bureau, a~d by encouraging peer assistauce across state gro~s . After over a decade,

most state Kids Caunt staff are fairly saphisticated in t~eir handl ing of indicator data .

Tl~e New York Council on Ch i~dren and Fami lies (CCF) , a state agency wit~ in t1~e

governor 's of6ce, has been working witii couirty-level agency and non .profit program

staff to integrate ~ocal service delivery to cl~ildren , yauth and ~Families, using saciai

indic~tors as a major tonl to support that effort. In th is process, CC~' realized that there

was a great need for training an basic statistical and data qua.lity issues , and for effective

teelmiques in the use of social indicatrns for plan.ning and managet~ ►ent . In late 2UU1 , they
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teamed up with colleagues ftarn Cornell Univers ity to develvp a detailed curriculum and

supporting rnaterials for 1 and 2-day training seminars. The seminars adapt an innavative

case study a~proach that reviews scenarios and simulates graup plann ing e~fforts. Init ial

respunse has been very positive, wi#.6 ~an.y participants cummenting that tiiey we~

happy to have "all the p ieces" presented together in an integrai~d fashion .?3 Interest has

been ea ~pressed by participants in taking more adrranced sen~inazs if they are affered .

A nt~mber of national intermerliary organizations have developed to help provide support

and source materials related to the use of social indicator data. The National t~utcome

Work Groups {NQWG} and the Aspen Roundtable an Comprehens iwe ~vma~nunity

Initiatives, far exa~nple, ot~er valuabte information on available measures and

ins~ruments needed ta track child, youth and family autcomes . Ot1~er intermediary

vrganizations provide comprehensive practice-related informatio~ specificatly for youth

development programs including data and ~neasurement information, process a~d

prdgram evaluatian, ide~tification oFbest practices, and more, The National Youth

Developnnrm~t Information Center (NYDICj does this on a national level through its web

site while the Indiana Youth Institute (IYI} fvcuses on programs in Indiana and offers

hands-on tec~nical assistance (including a staff of assess~nent team and i 2 program

evaluation experts} in additian to online information .

In additican to the z~eed for high quality training and technical assistence, there is a general

need on the part of users to linl~ indicators with practices shawn by science to be effective

in improving those particular outcomes for youth. This is a concern for journalists and

advacates as much as for polieymakers and program staff . Tt is atso a demQnstrated

cancern to the staff of privats faundations . Chiid Trends has been working with the Edna

McConnell Clark and the Jah~ S. and James L. Knig;ht Fvundations to produce

eamprehensive reviews of youth develapment research and measures for use by the

foundatians and their grantees . Pr~ducts include detailed but accessible literature reviews

on all major a~ects of yout~ development, "what vvorks" tab~es that identify and describe

the mvst eft'ective progiams for impro~ing particular aspects of you#h well-being, and a

Z3 P~son,al communiaatian, Mary T]eMasi, ~CF , at Mar~DeMasi (d,cc ~'s ta te .nv. us .
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compendium o€ measures that can be used by programs ta track progress in their own

communities and individual prograrns . The Foundations are using these pmducts to

educate their 4wn staff so that tl~ey can wark effectively with grantees in developing their

own capaci#ies to use youth indicator data for program ~evelapmetrt, planning, and

intemal monitc~ring and assessment. TEiey a~so make tt~ese products available to the

public as part of their field-building activities .

Oppartunities to Advance the Use of Youth Indieators in Practice

• Devedop general purpase instruction arrd training materaals, for users covering

technical staristical arid datA iss~es, and strategies far their proper use. When #he

CCF in l+iew York werrt ta develop its awn curr iculum and trai~ing materials on

sncia~ ind icators, there was swprisingly little lugh y~aality mate ~rial of this sort to

d~w from. Off-tl~e-shelf m~rials developed for specific audiences such as locat

service agency siaff, youth program staff, journal~sts, and so on, would fac ilitaLe

tra ining and the adoption of sacial indicators as useful planning tools at alt [evels .

• Increase the invodvement of top-, flight sQCial scientists in the produetion of

practical tools for~ractirion~rs an the fielcl. Yau#h reseanclters have an irnportant

role to piay in developing the tools and ~ ►e tra ining t.~at px~a.ctitaoners need to use

youth irydacatars effectively in their daily work It requires an in-dept h

umderstanding of research and measi~rement issues, camb ined with a thonough

gras~ of the challenges of designing and executing ~auth programs of all sorts

(including educatipn, e~ployment tra .ining, youth development, maraVspiritual

development, and so on). This is, unfvrtunately, a ra~re camb inat ian, as acadenaia

does nat tend to generously reward scholars who are engaged in such practical

a,ctivities. ' The Wil~iam T. Grant Foundation is currently supporiing several su .ch

efforts, however, including the work of the National Research Council's

Committee vn Cammunity-Level Pro~ams for Yvuth, and the work af James

Connell and Michelte Uambane "Yvuth Development i~ Community Settings :

Evidence, Nleasures, and Exemplary Practices ." We recom~nend that the

Faundatian cansider increas ing tl~e number of projects of this sort th~t it supports ,
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particularly t6ose w ith a focus on youth indicators. The W.T , G°ranant Faculty

Scholar program is another vpportunity to support xesearchers in this kind of

work . I# may atso have the effect af raising the cachet of such work in tbe

acad~mic cummunity► .

• Suppvrt the work of national intermediary groups . The work of the nationa.l

intermediary gro~s identified above (NYDIC, N4WG, the Aspen Roundtable,

IYI) is gotentially very valuable for policyrnakers amd practitioners wha focus on

youth Tbey make the fiuits of basic research accessble tv thase who caca put

them to pt~actical vse . They take knawledge that is generated in the field and make

it ava.ilable ta everyone so t~at the wheel does not need to be continually

re~invented. Finally, they bring practitionez~s tvgether so that they can le~rn from

each ather°s experiences, and so that researchers can learn from them. Their work

needs ta be supported, expanded, and more effectively marketed .

• Promote the develogment vf nesaurees and dtsseminatian materials that cambine

youth indicators w~th seience-based information an policies, programs, and

fa~nily practices that positively affect those vutcomes . As mentioned above, Child

Trend~ is working on one approach by de~eloping an online "what works" table

that identifies science-~ased knavvledge of progr~ms and prvgram activities that

are known ta affect positive yauth development~ Far example, sustained

relations~ips with caring adults are a eritical need of childr~n and youth, and

~nentaring pm~ra~ns thax meet this need have beett faund im experimental

evaluatians ta have posi~ive i~apacts on adolescent vutcomes (Jekietek, Moare,

and Hair 2001).

Summary Ixecvmmeadation for the Wiiliam T. Grant Fouada tio~

Social indi~ators can be powerful taols far those who, like the Fo~ndaticnn, wax~t ta

•.enable yout ,~ tn reach their full potential ." They a~e ussd bq youth se~vice and program

staff inside and outside of gvvernment at all levels fram the U .N. to the toca l
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n~ighbarhood . They are grvunded in t~oth scientific research and in socia[ values . They

can be used to ahape publ ic opiuian and are shaped by it . ~e believe that indicaturs

deserve to ~e a major focus of the Foundation, and that there are handsvme vppartunities

for the Fo~ndation to advance the field i ~n the ar~as of research, data development,

d issemination, and practical application .

In this paper we have identified w}iat we feel ar~ a number of significant opportunities for

tlie field in general in th~se four areas . While we encovrage Foundation staffto consider

a.ll vf the oppart~nities described. in this paper a~ potential areas For investrnent, we offer

these nine recommendat ians, in no particular order, as hvlding the mast prarnise g ive~ its

current interests and goals :

Research

+ Encourage research on constructs and measures afpositive yot~t h

develagment and the contextual factors (including youtl~ programs) tha t

promote it, dncluding studiss of valddity arld reliability .

~ Support longitudinal anulyses to adentify the dndicatass af adolescent weld-

beireg (and cantextual factars) that prediet mvst strongly to a successfu l

traresition to acludthvod.

Data Colleetion

• Work with eoramunities that Have GI5 data systems to expand the amvunt of

data relevant ta local ,youth development program stuff.

D}ssemi»atiot~

• Encourage #he creation vf a generation o,f "youfh Br~dicators entrepreneurs "

tivho can develop and market ya~ath indicator data efj~ctively .

• Develnp and use e,f,~`'ectiveness assessments for high profile youth indicatars

dissemination products.

• Irtcrease ease of access to all of the most up-to-date data on youth .
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Prac#ical AppXieutian

• Suppart the involvement of top-~light soc ial scienii,sts in the productian of

practieaI tools far practitioners irt the field.

• Promote the developmeret af resources and dissemdnation materaals that

combine youth indicators rovith scier~ce-based information on policles ,

programs, and familypractices that positively a.,f'J'ect those vutcomes .
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Appendix
Web site addresses far Surveys, Publications, and Programs

Men~ibned in the Paper

Americaa~ Cnmmunity Survey
http:l/factfinder. census;gvvlhame%nJacsdata..btml

America's Children: Key National Indicators of Well-Being
h ://childstats . ov/

Aspen Roundtable an Comprehensive Community Initiatives
httya :l/www.as~enmundtable.org

C~nter for Youth De~elapment and Folicy ResearchlAcademy far EducatiQnal
Devetopment

http://www.aed.or us/c,~

Cbildren's Defense Fund 20D1 Children in 1he States r~port
http:/lwww. childrensdefense . or~/statesdata.htm

Glevela,nd Area Netvvork far Data and Qrganizing (CAND~)
http: //povertycenter .cwru. e du/cando . htm

Community Indicatazs Project, John S . and ~ames L . Knight Fonndatian
http://www.kni~htfdn . org/default. as~?story=indic ators/indicatvrs .htm l

Cvndition of Education
~ ://nces .ed. ovl ubsearch/ ubsinfo .as ? ubid=2002025

Current Po~~ation Survey (CP3)
http:l/vvww,bls .census.gov/cpsl

Digest of Education Statistics

h ://nces .ed, ov/ ubs24Qlldi esd

Educativn Goals 2QOU Initiatit~e
http: /fwww. ed . gov/G2K/

Education Report Cards {links to variaus states)
httpJ/edreform .comfeducation r~farrn resources/sehool renort carc~s.htm

Fedexal Interagency Forum on Child and ~'a~nily Statistics (the Forutn }
n ttp:llwww. ch i I dstat s. ~ovl
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Global Youth Tobacco Survey

httn:l/www.cdc. gov/tobacco/research_datalvouthlgytsfactsheets .pdf

Health Behavivr of 3chool-Ag~d Children tHBSC)
http://www.rul~bc.ed.ac .ukfhbsc/

Healt3i, United States
http://www. cdc . gav/nchs/groducts/pubs/pubdlhus/hus .htm

Healthy People 2010
http:/lwww.hea~th.gov~ealthvpeopleJ

IEA Civics ~tudy
htta ://www2 . rz . hu -berlin.de/empir bf/ieae.html

Indiana Youth Tnstitute
htt~://www .ivi.org

Kids Count
National : http ://www .~cc£or~/kidscound
States : http ://kidscountnetwork.org

Massachusetts Cammunity Health infrnmation Profile (MassCHIP)
http :llmasschip.state .ma.us/

Minuesota Children's Re;port Card
h :l/www . mn lan.state . mn . us/datanetweblchi . htrnl

Minnesota A+Iilestanes
http :l/www . mnplan. state .Fnn.us/SDUpro~ress ind .html

http :l/www . mnplan. state .mn.us/mm/

Monitari.ng the Fe►ture (MTF )
http :/lwww . tnon itorin~thefuture . or~/

Natianal Assessment of Edueational Prvgress (NAEP)
http :l/n~es.ed . gov/nationsreportcardl

National Educatian Goals Report
http ://www . negp .gov/

National Education Longitud inal Swvey 1988 (NEL58S )
~ittp :llnces . ed.~vv~rvevs/ne1s881
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Nation~ He~lth and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANESj •
http ://www . c dc . ~ovlnchs/nhane s.htrn

National Heali Gh Interview Survey (NHIS)
htta~ :1/www.cdc .~ov/nchs/nhis .htm

Natione .i Household Edu~ation Survey (NHES}
htt~:f/nces .ed . QOV/nhesl

1Vat~onal Househvld Survey of Drug Abuse (NHSDA)
http ://www. samhsa.~ov/oas/nhsda . htm

National Imrnunization Survey (NIS)
http :llwww . cdc . ~ov/nis/

National Longitudinal Survey of Adolescent Health (Add-Healtii)
http ;//www .cpc . unc. edu/addhealth/

Nationat Langitud inat Survey of Youth - Ghild Sampte
http ://www . bis . gov/nls/nlsmothr , htm

NateunaZ Longitudina! Stuvey of Youtt~ 1997 Cohart (NLSY -97)
http ://www .bt~av_/nlsl

National t~utcome RTOrk Gr pups
http :l/www . ag,arizona.edu/fcr/fs/now~/

National Neighbarhood ~ndic~tors Project (NA1I1')
http :/Iwww . urban.orgl,~nni~l

National Survey of Adolescent Males (NSAIVn
http :/~www . n ichd . nih . ov/abouUcpr/dbs/res national3 . htm#socio

Natianal Youth Development ~nformation Cenfer (NYDIC)
h ttp: //www. nvd ic . or~

National Youtli Tobacco Survsy (NY 'TS)
http :JJ www . c~c . gov/tobacc o/nvts2000.htrn

Neighbarhaod and Fam~ly/Transformation and Develvpmer~t In itiative (Annie E. Casey
Foimdation) .

htt~ :llwww . a~cf. or initiatives/ntfd/index . htm

NEw Yc~ Touchstone s
http://www .eapital .nedcon~/counciUtouchstones .html
h ://c ital . net/com /cour~c iU
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On the Plus Side
(see Center for Youth Developrnent, abave}

~regon Benchmarlcs
h ://www .econ .state .or . us/o b/

Panel Study of Income Dynamics
ht~tp ://www. isr.urnich .edu/src/nsid/

Prof'tles af 5tudent Life : Attitudes and Behaviors Survey
h~tt ://www .search -institute . or surveys/

Progress in Ititerna#ional Read .i~g Study (PIRI,S)
http://www .t i m~ss .or~/pir1s2001 . htm1

Schools and Staffmg Survey (SASS)
http ://nce s. ed , ~flv/surveys/sass/index.a~

Search Institute
http ://wvvw . search-institute . org

~acial Assets and Vuln~rab ility Indicators for Central Inrliana
hrip :/Iwww . savi . or ;~/

Student Survey of Risk a~d Pro~ective Facttc~rs and Prevatence of Alcah~l , Tobacco, and
other Drug Use (SSRP)

bttp :/Jdepts .washin~t~n.edu /sdrg/NIDA/

Trends in Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS)
http ://www . timss . or~/

Trenda in #he Well-being of America's Children and Youth
http ://asne .hhs . ~ov/hspJ01 trends/

Veimot~t "Cammunity Frofi~es"
h ://www . ahs .st.~.te .vt .us/Olcom ro/O1CPex l . htrn

"What Warks" Tables
http :J/www . ch ildtrends . or~/schaolreadiness.as~

Vital Statist~cs
t~ttp ://www , cdc . av/nchs/nvss.htm
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Youtlz Indicators
httn ://nces.ed . ~ovlpubslvi /

Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS)
http :lh~vww . cdc . ~ov/nccdphp/dash/vrbslindex .htm
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