State of New Mexico SPF-SIG Programs

Site ID#: ____

(OPTIONAL) SPF-SIG Community Survey Findings Sheet- 2008 to 2010 

Project Goal and Objectives

Description of Target Community

Data Collection Method and Brief Sample Description

Table 1. Intervening variable outcomes for target, SPF-SIG, and comparison communities

	Outcome
	Mean (SD)
	F
	p-value
	Pairwise comparisons

	Likelihood of police involvement in patrolling underage drinkinga
	Ex: Target is significantly different than comparison

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Perceived likelihood of legal consequences for driving under the influenceb

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Support for local prevention effortsc
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009

 
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 


	Outcome
	Mean (SD)
	F
	p-value
	Pairwise comparisons

	Awareness of teen drinking prevention efforts in communityd

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Approval of regular alcohol use and drinking and drivinge

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Ease of teen access to alcohol in communityf

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 
	 


Note. Individual scale scores were computed by taking the mean value across all of the scale’s items

aScale contains 4 items; 1=not at all likely, 4=very likely

bScale contains 3 items; 1=not at all likely, 4=very likely

cScale contains 3 items; 0=none, 2=a lot

dScale contains 2 items; 0=none, 2=a lot

eScale contains 2 items; 1=strongly approve, 5=strongly disapprove

fOne-item measure; 0=very easy, 5=very difficult

Behavioral Outcomes
Frequencies and tests of significance by group (target community, SPF-SIG communities, and comparison communities) within each year are provided below for the behavioral outcomes of interest. P-value that is equal to .05 or smaller indicates these three communities are significantly different.
Table 2. Behavioral outcomes for target, SPF-SIG, and comparison communities

	Outcome
	%
	χ2
	p-value

	30-day alcohol use
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	Five or more drinks on one occasion in past 30 days
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	Driven under influence in past year
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 


	Outcome
	%
	χ2
	p-value

	Driven under influence in past 30 days
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	Driven in past 30 days after having had 5 or more drinks 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	Ridden in car in the past 30 days driven by someone who had been drinking

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 


	Outcome
	%
	χ2
	p-value

	Not asked to show proof of age at least once when purchasing alcohol in past 30 days

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	18-20 year olds who report drinking and having access to keg in past year

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2008
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2009
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Target (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	2010
	SPF-SIG (n=    )
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Comparison (n=    )
	 
	 
	 


Summary of 2008 to 2010 SPF SIG Community Survey Findings

The questions below should be used to help you think about the findings presented above. These should be used as guidelines or examples of things to discuss but you may include additional information as you see fit.  You can also include any graphs that might be informative in this section.  Use this space to discuss what has been learned because of implementing the SPF model, and suggest how prevention in your community might change in the future to be more effective.  
1) With regard to intervening variable outcomes, how does you community compare to other communities (i.e., other SPF-SIG communities and comparison communities or SPF SIG Native American communities and comparison Native American communities) from 2008 to 2010? For example, have people in your community perceived police involvement in patrolling underage drinking differently from other SPF-SIG communities or the comparison communities in 2008 (or in 2009 or in 2010)? 

2) Based on the results of behavioral outcomes from 2008 to 2010, how do the trends over the past 3 years in your community compare to other SPF SIG communities and comparison communities.
3) To what extent do these findings indicate the success of your community’s SPF SIG goals? Do the findings suggest the effectiveness of the SPF SIG on your community? 

4) What would you change about your prevention approach if anything based on these results? 
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