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Discussion

s Exploratory factor analysis of the rural identity scale
yielded a three-factor solution. As expected, the place
attachment items formed one of the subscales. The items

Introduction Data Analysis

Adolescents living In rural areas of the United experience
more risk factors for substance use, initiate substance
use at an earlier age, and have higher rates of overall

substance use compared to their nonrural counterparts.
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=Validity of Rural Identity : EFA & CFA

Table 2. Influence of rural identity and descriptive norms
on substance use including interactions

Life time alcohol use Recent alcohol use Smoking Cigarette Marijuana use Chewing tobacco

rural youth is the lack of consensus about how to
measure rurality. Drawing on social identity theory, this
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stronger positive relationship between familiarity and
substance use.

Table 1. Rural identity factor loading and factor correlation based on CFA PA: placement attachment, DN: Descriptive norms, Fami: Familiarity, Sim: Similarity

L dummy-coded with Living at town = 1 and not at town = 0

Data collection: Three-forms survey design in 2009

Place
. O 2 dummy-coded with Living at farm = 1 and not at farm =0
_ _ 2y _ ltems attachment  Similarity Familiarity . - s
*N = 3310 (F: 49%, White: 87%, average age: 12. 3 yrs, 1.1 want to live in my town for a long time. 0.682 Sl T e <+ The results of this study suggest that self-reported rural
7th grade) in 39 rural PA & OH schools based on NCES's 2. | think my town is a good place to live. 0.731 . . - TR - : -
bg )t - locale cateqaor 2, '] o £ iy 0.751 Table 3. Summary of unstandardized simple slopes identity is a valid and reliable tool for understanding
ALEiNHGSINE Rieells Gell=gloliss 5. Belonging to my town s a part of who | am. 0.759 L — substance use in this underserved population.
6. | feel proud of living in my town. 0.846 . : :

-I\/Ieasurement i o i Criterion Variables  Predictor Moderator 1SD Below M 1SD above _ N _

T | | | o e atho e I o rou. e Current Alcohol use  Place Attachment 007 006 047 “+Future research should examine the utility of this scale
= Rural identity: 11 items derived from in-depth 11. | am typical of people who live in my town. 0.718 Familiarity 0.12%% 0.03 0.18%** for assessing the effectiveness of culturally targeted
interviews with 113 rural adolescents /- Most of the people in my town know me. 0.769 Smoking Cigarette - Place Attachment 0.097 004 0167 substance use prevention interventions in the rural

8. | know most of people who live around me. 0.713 Familiarity Descriptive _0.11%** 0.02 0.15%** text
= Descriptive norms : The number of friends who use p(f;gf'a“"” B Marijuana Use ~ Place Attachment  norms 0235 004 -023%% context.
— L Familiarity -0.09** 0.02 0.11***
substance (a = .92 similarity 0.588 — o
( ) space 0.441 0.545 Similarity 0.08* -0.01 0.09** Acknowledgements
. SUbStance USE . CumUIat|Ve Ilfetlme Consumptlon X2(32) = 27593’ p < 001’ RMSEA = 0059’ NNFI = 0964’ CFl=0.975. Chewing tobacco Familiarity -0.10** 0.03 0.17* This project was supported by Award Number RO1DA021670 from the National Institute on Drug Abuse. The content is

for alcohol, and each substance use during the 30
days prior to the survey

n<.05, **<.01, ***<.001

solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the National Institute on Drug
Abuse or the National Institutes of Health.



