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I. Demographics 
• Public vs. Private 

a) Public – 44% 
b) Private – 56% 

• Community College vs. 4-year Institution 
a) Community College – 6% 
b) 4-year Institution – 94% 

• Rural vs. Urban 
a) Rural – 12.5% 
b) Urban – 87.5% 

• Population 
a) under 5,000 students – 31.3% 
b) 5,000-8,000 students – 6.3% 
c) 10,000-15,000 students – 25% 
d) over 20,000 students – 37.5% 

• ATOD Staff  
a) 75% of those who completed the survey have an ATOD staff member 
b) 56.3% of those who completed the survey stated they do NOT have more than one 

person assigned to ATOD issues 
c) 56.3% of those who completed the survey stated that the ATOD staff member has 

multiple roles on campus and is not solely focused on ATOD prevention issues. 
II. Website 

• Current  visits to website: 
a) Rarely – 56.3% 
b) 1-3 per month – 43.8% 

• 62.5 % - would be more likely to visit the FHE-ASAP website if it contained more 
data/program resources and was more user friendly 

 
III. Adult Binge Drinking (18-25 year olds) 

• 80% of those who completed the survey utilize a program to address Adult Binge Drinking 
a) of the 80% above – 85% use an evidence based program implemented with a 

fidelity model/best practices method 
b) of the 80% above – 54% use pre and post test to evaluate the effectiveness of the 

program 
• Funding of Program: 

a) 69% of the programs are funded with an institutional budge allotment 
b) 31% of the programs are funded solely on grants provided by the federal or state 

government and/or private donations 
• Community Partnerships: 

a) of the 80% above – 67% have partnered with their community 
coalitions/community partners with regard to Adult Binge Drinking 
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IV. Situational Violence (including physical and sexual assaults) 
• 69% of those who completed the survey utilize a program to address Situational Violence 

a) of the 69% above – 10% use an evidence based program implemented with a 
fidelity model/best practices method 

b) of the 69% above – 10% use pre and post test to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
program 

c) of the 69% above – 10% feel the program has changed behaviors on campus 
• Funding of Program: 

a) 80% of the programs are funded with an institutional budge  allotment 
• Community Partnerships: 

a) of the 69% above – 10% have partnered with their community 
coalitions/community partners with regard to Situational Violence 

 
V. Retail Access (includes proximity of establishment to campus) 

• 39 % of those who completed the survey utilize programs to address Retail Access within 
their campus community/neighborhoods 

a) of the 39% above – 33% utilize an institutional policy 
b) of the 39% above – 33% rely on local ordinances to address Retail Access within 

their campus community/neighborhood 
• Community Partnerships: 

a) of the 39% above – 57% have partnered with their community 
coalitions/community  partners with regard to Retail Access policies and ordinances 

 
VI. Promotions/Price Specials of Alcohol 

• 38% of those who completed the survey utilizes policies with regard to promotion on 
campus 

a) of the 38% above – 71% have an institutional policy enforce 
b) of the 38% above – 16% have implemented the policy according to best practices 
c) of the 38% above – 16% feel that a change in behavior has occurred  
d) of the 38% above – 0% utilize pre and post tests to evaluate the policy 

• Funding of Program: 
a) 40% of the policies/enforcement are supported with institutional budget allotments 

• Community Partnerships: 
a) of the 38% above – 33% have partnered with their community 

coalitions/community partners with regard to Promotions/Price Specials of Alcohol 
 

VII. Social Norms/College Norms 
• 69 % of those who completed the survey utilize programs with regard to Social/College 

Norms 
a) of the 69% above – 40 % use evidence based programs implemented with 

fidelity/best practices 
b) of the 69% above – 40 % use pre and post tests to evaluate the programs 

effectiveness 
c) of the 69% above – 10% feel a change in behavior has occurred 

• Funding of Program: 
a) 50 % of the programs are supported with institutional budget allotments 
b) 50 % are supported solely by federal or state grants and/or private donations 
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• Community Partnerships: 
a) of the above 69% - 50% have partnered with their community coalitions/community 

partners with regard to Social Norms 
 

VIII. Institutional Alcohol Policy 
• 100 % of those who completed the survey have an alcohol policy enforce 

a) of the 100% above – 62 % have implemented  the policy with best practices 
b) of the 100% above – 62 % use pre and post tests to evaluate the policies 

effectiveness 
c) of the 100 % above – 23% feel a change in behavior has occurred 

• Funding of Program: 
a) 83 % of the programs are supported with institutional budget allotments 

• Community Partnerships: 
a) of the above 100% - 33% have partnered with their community 

coalitions/community partners with regard to alcohol policies  
b) of the above 100% - 54 % of the polices extend to off campus violations 

 
 

********** 
Please see additional supplement for more detail on programs used by our members, problems 

experienced with said programs as well as community partnerships currently enforce. 
 
 
 


