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Instructions

· You must complete this Introductory Section and an Intervening Variable Report for each intervening variable

· Please append all reports into one document when you are ready to submit them

· Please complete this report and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst

· To complete this report, use data provided in the Nevada State Epidemiological Profile, your comprehensive county reports, YRBS data, other data published by the state, data obtained from local sources, data collected locally as part of your SPF assessment process, and your Nevada Data Project data book for your coalition area. Please provide the source for each data element described

Introductory Section: Data and Process

Please describe available data relating to the following factors in detail.  Be sure to specify the geographic area(s) represented.

1. Data describing alcohol-related motor vehicle fatalities of 16 to 24 year-olds.

There were approximately 2.2 millions crashes in the United States that involved alcohol in the year 1999 and 17,000 people die from alcohol-related crashes each year. Alcohol-related motor vehicle fatalities is defined as a driver having a Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) of greater than 0.00 and in which at least one person died (EPI Data, 2006). Alcohol-related traffic crashes remain the single greatest cause of death among youth and young adults (EPI Data, 2006). Youth who drink alcohol are more likely to experience alcohol-related car crashes and other unintentional injuries to themselves and others. Nevada is no exception to these types of statistics. Nevada Department of Transportation reported that in 2003 there were 343 fatal crashes, of which 24.8% involved drivers 16-24 years of age (NDOT, 2003). Males 16-24 years of age were more than twice as likely (19.7%) to be involved in a fatal accident, compared to their female counterparts (8.8%).

The 5-year average of alcohol related motor vehicle fatalities (percentage of all motor vehicle fatalities) in the Tri-County area were reported as 23.8% in Humboldt County, 34.8% in Lander County, and 23.6% in Pershing County (FARS, 2005). Within the Tri-County area of Humboldt, Lander, and Pershing counties the data for 2006 is not reported by driver age. Nevada Department of Transportation reported in 2006 that there were 2 alcohol-related fatalities in Humboldt County and as of August 6, 2007 there had been 3 reported alcohol-related fatalities.  Lander County reported that in 2006 there had been no alcohol-related fatalities on their roadways, however in 2007 there had been one alcohol-related fatality.  Pershing County reported that in both 2006 and to date in 2007 there were no alcohol-related fatalities in their county. Local law enforcement in Humboldt, Lander, and Pershing counties has verified that fact that there were no alcohol-related fatalities in those counties in 2007 to date.

Strengths: National and State data is systematically collected by National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and the Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) collects yearly data on fatal crashes and fatalities by county, person type, day, month, year, and percent change. Crash and fatality data is available from the Nevada Department of Transportation for years 2005-2007 (as of 8/26/07). NDOT crash and fatality data for 2003 contains a breakdown of driver ages, however there is no information provided by county.

Limitations: The reliability of indicators from the FARS and NHTSA data system is directly related to the size of the population in which these deaths occur. Therefore, this indicator may be unreliable for less populated rural counties such as Humboldt, Lander, and Pershing, due to low numbers of alcohol-related fatalities. State and county crash and fatality data provided by Nevada Department of Transportation for 2006 did not include age breakdowns of drivers. The data for 2003 included age breakdowns, however not totals by county.

2. Data describing alcohol-related motor vehicle crashes involving 16 to 24 year-olds

Nevada Department of Transportation reported that in 2003 there were 67,783 traffic crashes in the state and 25.3% of these crashes were with drivers reported to be between 16 and 24 years of age (NDOT, 2003).

Within the Tri-County area of Humboldt, Lander, and Pershing counties the data for 2006 alcohol-related crashes are not reported by driver age. Nevada Department of Transportation reported in 2006 that there were 2 alcohol-related crashes in Humboldt County and as of August 6, 2007 there had been 2 reported alcohol-related crashes.  Lander County reported that in 2006 there had been no alcohol-related crashes on their roadways, however in 2007 there had been one alcohol-related crash. Pershing County remains the only county in the Tri-County area that reported zero alcohol-related crashes in both 2006 and to date in 2007 (NDOT, 2007).

Strengths: National and State data is systematically collected by National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and the Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) collects yearly data on fatal crashes and fatalities by county, person type, day, month, year, and percent change. Crash and fatality data is available from the Nevada Department of Transportation for years 2005-2007 (as of 8/26/07).

Limitations: The reliability of indicators from the FARS and NHTSA data system is directly related to the size of the population in which alcohol-related crashes occur. Therefore, this indicator may be unreliable for less populated rural counties such as Humboldt, Lander, and Pershing, due to low numbers of alcohol-related crashes. State and county crash and fatality data provided by Nevada Department of Transportation for 2007 is based on preliminary data. The NDOT 2003 fatalities and crash data included age breakdowns, however not totals by county.

3. Data describing intoxication of minors up to age 20

Intoxication of minors leads to not only serious abuse issues for underage youth and young adults, other significant health and risk factors are attributed to underage and young adult drinking. Community consequences of youth and young adult intoxication can be seen in crime statistics, arrest reports, increased violence, school-related substance incidents and/or expulsions, and juvenile referrals for treatment. 

According the YRBS data for 2007, 48% of youth reported that they had been drinking on at least one day in the past 30 days. In addition, alcohol consumption was for females was that equal to their male counterparts at 48.2%.  The age of onset for drinking is reported at 8.42% for males and 8.04% for females (YRBS, 2007). Not only are female youth and young adults drinking in quantities equal to their male counterparts, they are starting at a slightly younger age. Most recently the respondents to the Convenience Survey (2007) indicated that 39.1% felt that consumption of alcohol by underage youth and young adults is a serious problem, and 20.7% indicated that it was a very serious problem.

Local arrests statistics for Humboldt County showed that there were 590 arrests made for violation of liquor laws in the youth population of 10-17 years old. Liquor law violations by youth 10-17 years of age in Lander County totaled 2540 arrests, and 605 arrests in Pershing County (2004). These arrests are an indication of an ongoing problem with alcohol and youth consumption.

Strengths: YRBS data is the most comprehensive data that has been collected every two years in the state of Nevada and includes all middle schools, junior high schools, and high schools in the Tri-County area. Convenience Survey data was collected locally in the Tri-County area from respondents 15-70+ years of age and from various sectors of the community. Triangulation of state and local collected data presents a more accurate picture of the indicated issues rather than one data source.

Limitations: YRBS data includes only those that are attending school and does not include youth that are home schooled or not in school or the juvenile system. Limitation of the Convenience Survey Data includes the number of surveys collected and short time line for collection activities. A limitation to any telephone survey data is that the data is only collected from households with a landline, thus excluding households with cellular phone service only.

4. Data describing binge drinking by minors up to age 20

Binge drinking is defined as the consumption of five or more drinks within a row within a couple of hours. Binge drinking has been strongly associated with injuries, motor vehicle crashes, violence, disease, and a number of other chronic and acute conditions. Underage drinkers consume approximately 20% of all alcohol consumed in the United States, and over 90% of this alcohol is consumed by binge drinking (Data Book, 2007). Tri-County area youth 16-18 years old reported binge drinking at rates higher than Nevada’s rate of 25% (EPI, 2007). Humboldt County reported a binge drinking rate of 35.9%, Lander at 34.55%, and Pershing reported a rate lower than the state average at 22.58%. Humboldt County’s highest rate of binge drinking was reported in the 12th grade at a rate of 48.74%. The twelfth grade in Lander County reported a rate of binge drinking of 43.18% and 38.46% in Pershing County. These rates are similar to the rates of binge drinking that were reported in the Convenience Survey, which reported 48.2% in Humboldt County, 33.3% in Lander, and 31.6% in Pershing County. 

Strengths: YRBS data is the most comprehensive data that has been collected every two years in the state of Nevada and includes all middle schools, junior high schools, and high schools in the Tri-County area. Convenience Survey data was collected locally in the Tri-County area from respondents 15-70+ years of age and from various sectors of the community. Triangulation of state and local collected data presents a more accurate picture of the indicated issues rather than one data source.

Limitations: YRBS data includes only those that are attending school and does not include youth that are home schooled or not in school or the juvenile system. Limitation of the Convenience Survey Data includes the number of surveys collected and short time line for collection activities.

5. Data describing driving under the influence (DUI) by minors up to age 20

Despite laws that make driving with a blood alcohol concentration over .02 for youth under the age of 21, many youth do not see the risk in drinking and driving, as evident in their belief that they “must” drive in order to return home (Local Assessment Data, 2007). Humboldt County had a reported 2 DUI arrests for someone under the age of 18, while Lander reported 1 arrest and Pershing reported zero arrests for juvenile DUI (EPI & Local Assessment Data, 2007).

Youth self-reported drinking and driving at the rate of 16.8% for Humboldt County, 18.65% Lander, and 7.94% for Pershing County (YRBS, 2007). Telephone survey data collected in 2007 during the same period indicated a rage of drinking and driving by those ages 18-24 of 13.3% for Humboldt County, 13.7% in Lander County, and 12.9% in Pershing County (Telephone Survey Data, 2007).

Strengths: YRBS data is the most comprehensive data that has been collected every two years in the state of Nevada and includes all middle schools, junior high schools, and high schools in the Tri-County area. Convenience Survey data was collected locally in the Tri-County area from respondents 15-70+ years of age and from various sectors of the community. Triangulation of state and local collected data presents a more accurate picture of the indicated issues rather than one data source.

Limitations: YRBS data includes only those that are attending school and does not include youth that are home schooled or not in school or the juvenile system. Limitation of the Convenience Survey Data includes the number of surveys collected and short time line for collection activities. A limitation to any telephone survey data is that the data is only collected from households with a landline, thus excluding households with cellular phone service only.

6. Data describing riding with an impaired driver by minors up to age 20

Alcohol consumption can impair a person’s ability to operate a motor vehicle safely. Motor vehicle crashes are a leading cause of death for people ages 15-19. Nationally, 30% of youth in this age group have reported riding with a drinking driver one or more times in the past month (YRBS, 2005). Riding with an impaired driver was reported at rates higher than the national average for the Tri-County area at 31.04%. Humboldt County youth reported riding with someone who had been drinking at a rate of 32.10%, 32.15% and 22.84% for Lander and Pershing County respectively. 

Strengths: YRBS data is the most comprehensive data that has been collected every two years in the state of Nevada and includes all middle schools, junior high schools, and high schools in the Tri-County area. Convenience Survey data was collected locally in the Tri-County area from respondents 15-70+ years of age and from various sectors of the community. Triangulation of state and local collected data presents a more accurate picture of the indicated issues rather than one data source.

Limitations: YRBS data includes only those that are attending school and does not include youth that are home schooled or not in school or the juvenile system. Limitation of the Convenience Survey Data includes the number of surveys collected and short time line for collection activities. and includes all middle schools, junior high schools, and high schools in the Tri-County area.

7. Data describing heavy alcoholic drinking by young adults ages 21-24

Heavy alcoholic drinking by young adults is defined as adult men having more than two drinks per day and adult women having more than one drink per day. Data collected by CDC annually for the BRFSS report is distributed statewide. The 2006 BRFSS report indicated that in Nevada men reported heavy drinking at a rate of 8.8% and women at a rate of 6.2% (BRFSS, 2006). The reported rate for men in Humboldt County was higher than the state rate of 7.2%. 

Strengths: BRFSS Data is the only large study that measures heavy alcoholic drinking by men and women. 

Limitations: BRFSS data includes those 18 and older, however the data only includes those households that have a landline phone and excludes households with cellular service. BRFSS Data for the Tri-County area only included Humboldt County.

8. Data describing binge drinking by young adults ages 21-24

Nevada ‘s adults report binge drinking in the past 30-days at a higher rate (4%) than the national percentage of 14%. Thirty day binge drinking is defined as five or more alcoholic drinks on one drinking occasion in the past 30 days (EPI, 2007).  Nevada’s rate of adult binge drinking has remained unchanged since 2003. Twenty four percent (24.8%) of Humboldt County adults between 18-24 years of age reported that they have engaged in binge drinking in the past 30 days (BRFSS, 2006). 

Strengths: BRFSS Data is the only large study that measures heavy alcoholic drinking by men and women. 

Limitations: BRFSS data includes those 18 and older, however the data only includes those households that have a landline phone and excludes households with cellular service. BRFSS Data for the Tri-County area only included Humboldt County.

9. Data describing driving under the influence (DUI) by young adults ages 21-24

Rates of driving under the influence in the Tri-County as they were reported in 2004 were significant for Humboldt County which reported 823 DUIs, while Lander reported 601 arrests, and Pershing reported 117 arrests. Unfortunately these rates were for those over 18 and were not separated by the age group 21-24 (FBI, 2005).  The rates for adult arrests for driving under the influence for Nevada was reported in 2003 as being slightly higher, 531.4 (per 100,000 population 18 and older), than the national average of 457.3 (per 100,000 population 18 and older) (EPI, 2007).

Strengths: EPI and National statistics enable counties to compare their rates of DUIs compared to state and national averages.

Limitations: Data collected does not allow for the age ranges of 21-24. Local data does not categorize by age group, just the specific offense.

10. For each item above, please describe any particular limitations of the data you have presented that were noted and addressed during your review process and that might impact your interpretation of the data or need further data collection efforts to resolve. Strengths and limitations of data are contained within the data reporting sections.

11. Describe major lessons learned by your coalition from your assessment process about the problem behavior in your community, and the usage patterns related to the behavior. The Frontier Community Coalition was proactive in the data collection and assessment process within each of the communities. The lessons learned by the coalition include the need for constant networking with all reporting agencies and the need to consistently collect data to monitor prevention strategies within the community. The triangulation of data is a necessary step in adequately addressing problem behaviors in the community and in the selection of the best preventative measures to address the community needs.

12. What significant challenges did you face in collecting local assessment data? How did you overcome these challenges? Many of the local agencies did not collect requested data on a regular basis therefore agencies were unprepared in the beginning to provide request data. The Frontier Community Coalition was able to work with partners in the community to best provide the data in a timely manner. Community agencies have realized the importance of data collection beyond those measures that are required for their current funding sources, therefore they will be better prepared to provide ongoing data for consistent measures of progress in our community.

13. What new data sources and indicators need to be developed and collected in your community to guide your long-term initiative, and why? At this time no new data sources and indicators need to be developed or collected in our communities to guide our long-term initiatives.  Data collected has enabled our communities to look ahead to future funding needs.

14. How will you share your data with your project stakeholders, neighborhood, community at large, and local policy makers? Data has been summarized in easy to follow and understand presentations for community members, stakeholders, and policy makers. Data is consistently updated to provide our coalition community coordinators accurate measures of the intervening variables and contributing factors to underage youth traffic fatalities and other core measures. The Frontier Community Coalition continues to work closely with contracted individuals that enable them to provide accurate information and data to the community. 

15. What new partners, if any, have become partners in your initiative as a result of your assessment process? How has this expanded the capacity of your project? No new partners have resulted through the assessment process, rather a strengthening of present relationships with existing partners.

16. Please describe how your are considering prioritizing among the intervening variables based upon your overall analysis of your data (please review the prioritization materials included near the end of your assessment training materials).  Intervening variables have been organized using presentation materials presented by SAPTA and Coop Consulting along with data that has been analyzed during the assessment process. These presentation materials describe the intervening variables and the contributing factors in such a way that community members and community work groups are able to clearly understand the variables, contributing factors, and corresponding data. The coalition has found that data presented in this fashion enables work groups to quickly understand the community conditions and more forward efficiently through the capacity building stages of the SPF SIG process.

In order to assess the cultural responsiveness demonstrated in your assessment step of the SPF process, the following questions should be answered relative to your assessment activities.  Please add any additional relevant comments at the end of this section.

17. How were diverse ethnic, racial and gender groups included in your assessment process? Any diverse, ethnic, racial, and gender groups within our tri-county area were included in the assessment process. Our data consultant provided demographic and geographic analyses and the coalition worked to include these populations and geographic areas of diverse populations in the community assessment process. 

18. In completing your assessment, what kinds of data were collected and analyzed for your target age, ethnic, racial and gender groups represented in your community? Did you find unique trends or characteristics in the data that reflect these subgroups in your community, and do they require unique capacity or planning efforts for those subgroups? Data collected and analyzed by the use of the Convenience Survey, Telephone Survey, YRBS data, BRFSS data, EPI profile, and various national and state agency data was used to compile the assessment report and in the analysis of the existing problems within our communities. All demographic, ethnic, racial, and gender groups were included in the analysis that has been and continues to be presented to the community and interested parties. Many of these subgroups do not exist in large proportions in our communities, however we have recognized the need to understand data that is culturally sensitive or might have been influenced by cultural, ethnic, racial, or gender characteristics.  It is necessary to understand all data within the parameters of demographics in order to better serve those in your communities and to accurately use the data in the best possible manner.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #1 

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable:  Retail Access

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1. Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe this intervening variable includes the following:

· Easy Access to Get Alcohol for Underage Youth – 11.6% - Convenience Survey Data 

· Alcohol Servers are not Properly Trained – 46.0% - Convenience Survey Data

· Easy Access to Convenience Store Sales – 20% - Convenience Survey Data

· “We Card” Stickers for Alcohol not displayed on outside of retail business – 80% Humboldt County, 92% Lander County, 90% Pershing County – Local Community Data.


* Low percentages do not necessarily reflect accurate data because respondent was allowed to chose multiple items within one question.

2.
What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future?  To date, all data was available to the coalition and coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3.
What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors for easy access to alcohol within the tri-county area include following: easy access to alcohol for underage youth, alcohol servers not properly trained, “We Card” stickers inside retail outlets, “We Card” stickers outside retail outlets.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Easy access to alcohol by youth at the retail level and in convenience stores have the largest impact on our community. “We Card” stickers are not visible, nor enforced as a deterrent to buying alcohol.  

5. Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of retail access by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Easy access to alcohol by youth

· Easy access to convenience store sales

· Alcohol servers are not properly trained 

· “We Card” stickers for alcohol not displayed on outside of retail business

· “We Card” stickers for alcohol not displayed on inside retail business

It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #2

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable:  Low Enforcement

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1. Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe this intervening variable includes the following:

· Relaxed Enforcement of Drinking Laws – 80% - Telephone Survey Data

· Low Number of Officers to Cover Area – Local Enforcement Assessment Tools

· Youth Buying Alcohol and Bringing onto Reservation/Colony to Drink or Sell – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Ineffective Enforcement of Sales to Intoxicated Persons – 26% - Telephone Survey Data – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Low Number of Violations Issued for Sales to Minors and Adult Buyers – 89% favor law – Telephone Survey Data –0% violations – Local Data

*Low percentages coupled with contributing factors indicate the complexity of the problem within the community.

2.
What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3.
What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors with low enforcement of alcohol laws within our tri-county area include the following: relaxed enforcement of drinking laws in the community, low number of officers to cover vast frontier areas, youth buying alcohol and bringing it onto reservation and/or colony areas to drink or sell to other youth, ineffective enforcement of sales to intoxicated persons, and low number of violations given to those who sell to minors or adult buyers.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Relaxed enforcement of drinking laws such as sales to minors and issuing citations for adult buyers has a significant impact on the enforcement level in our communities. In addition, the low number of officers in our frontier area where officers often must cover many miles of county land, thus affecting their ability to adequately enforce drinking laws and leads to low enforcement in the community and on the reservations.

5. Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of low enforcement of drinking laws by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Relaxed Enforcement of Drinking Laws – 80% - Telephone Survey Data

· Youth Buying Alcohol and Bringing onto Reservation/Colony to Drink or Sell – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Ineffective Enforcement of Sales to Intoxicated Persons – 26% - Telephone Survey Data – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Low Number of Violations Issued for Sales to Minors and Adult Buyers – 89% favor law – Telephone Survey Data –0% violations – Local Data

The contributing factor of a low number of officers to cover the tri-county area is not a factor that the coalition can adequately influence, however networking with law enforcement will enable the coalition to work with law enforcement in addressing the contributing factors that lead to low enforcement of alcohol laws. It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #3

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable: Social Access

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1. Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe this intervening variable includes the following:

· Easy Access to Alcohol from Friends – 90% - Convenience Survey Data

· Easy Access to Alcohol from Older Siblings – 81% - Convenience Survey Data

· Alcohol Available to All Ages at Community Events – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Easy Access to Alcohol at Home – 82% - Convenience Survey Data

· Easy Access to Alcohol from Parents – 46% - Convenience Survey Data

· Easy Access to Alcohol from Adults/Strangers – 62% - Convenience Survey Data

2.
What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3.
What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors that represent easy social access to alcohol in our communities include the following: easy access to alcohol from friends both under and over 21 years of age, easy access to alcohol from older siblings and other family members, alcohol available to all ages at community events, easy access to alcohol at home with or without parent’s knowledge, easy access to alcohol from parents, and easy access to alcohol from other adults and strangers that will purchase for underage youth.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Any access a youth has to alcohol without a parent’s knowledge whether it is from friends, siblings, or other adults contributes significantly to the social access of alcohol to underage youth. Alcohol at community events creates a social accessibility that might be deemed socially acceptable, or provide the possibility for youth to engage in drinking without the fear of local law enforcement.

5.
Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of easy social access by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Alcohol available to all ages at community events

· Easy access to alcohol from adults/strangers

· Easy access to alcohol from parents

· Easy access to alcohol at home

· Easy access to alcohol from friends and older siblings

While easy access to alcohol in many of these environments is contingent upon family norms and community norms, the Frontier Community Coalition through its capacity building process will assess the ability to address these factors. It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #4

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable: Perceived Risk

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1. Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data collected and being used to describe the perception of risk of alcohol use is as follows:

· Low Risk of Drinking and Driving Punishments – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Binge Drinking by Youth  - 34.17% - 2007 YRBS HS Data

· Drinking and Driving Not Seen as a Problem in Community – 43% - Convenience Survey Data

· Drinking and Driving by Underage Youth – 31.04% - 2007 YRBS HS Data

· Riding in a Car with Someone Who Has Been Drinking – 16.30% - 2007 YRBS Data

*Low percentages coupled with other contributing factors indicate the complexity of the problem within the community.

2. What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3. What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors that indicate a low perceived risk are those which reflect the level of risk youth are willing to take to use alcohol and the perception that there is little risk in being punished for breaking alcohol based laws. The following contributing factors represent the factors that create this intervening variable in our tri-county community: low risk punishment for drinking and driving, binge drinking by youth, drinking and driving not seen as a problem in the community, drinking and driving by underage youth, and riding in a car with someone who has been drinking.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Binge drinking by youth contributes to the drinking and driving of youth, and riding with someone who has been drinking. These factors coupled with the low risk of being punished for drinking and driving leads to the overall perception of risk held by youth and the community. In addition, the community perception is that drinking and driving as a problem that should be addressed by prevention efforts.

5.
Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of the perception of risk by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Perception of low risk of drinking and driving punishments

· Binge drinking by youth

· Drinking and driving perceptions within the community

· Drinking and driving by underage youth

· Riding in a car with someone who has been drinking

It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #5

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable: Social Norms

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1. Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe this intervening variable includes the following contributing factors:

· Acceptance of 15-20 year olds Drinking – 31% - Convenience Survey Data

· Underage Drinking as a Rite of Passage – 64.2% - Convenience Survey Data

· Underage Drinking a Problem in the Community – 57.8% - Telephone Survey Data

· Binge Not Perceived as Wrong – 37.3% - Convenience Survey Data

· Social Events Where Getting Drunk is Acceptable – Local Community Assessment Tools

· Sales to Intoxicated Persons – 25.7% - Telephone Survey Data

*Low percentages coupled with contributing factors indicate the complexity of the problem within the community.

2.
What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3.
What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors that create the intervening variable of social norms that accept or encourage youth and young adults binge drink and to drink and drive include the following: community acceptance of drinking by 15-20 year olds, underage drinking is seen as a rite of passage within the community, underage drinking is a problem in the community and manifests itself into other community problems, binge drinking is not perceived as entirely wrong, getting drunk at social events is acceptable and thus leads to drinking and driving, and sales are made to intoxicated persons both by retail outlets and local establishments.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Social and community acceptance of drinking by youth and being drunk in public is an acceptable behavior leads to overall community attitude that binge drinking is a rite of passage and that there is not a large community problem with underage drinking and driving. Sales to intoxicated person whether in a retail establishment or at retail outlets contributes to ongoing drinking and driving.

5.
Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of the social norms that accept and/or encourage youth and young adult binge drinking and drinking and driving, by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Acceptance of 15-20 year olds drinking by the community

· Underage drinking as a rite of passage 

· Underage drinking is a problem in the community

· Binge drinking is not perceived as entirely wrong

· Social events occur where getting drunk is acceptable which leads to drinking and driving

· Sales to intoxicated persons 

It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #6

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable: Promotion

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1.
Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe the intervening variable of promotion of alcohol use includes the following contributing factors:

· Monitoring of Location of Alcohol Advertising – 78% not monitor well - Convenience Survey Data

· Alcohol is Served at Community Events – 59% indicate it should not be allowed - Convenience Survey Data

· Bars Sponsor Community Events – 71% - Local Community Assessment Tools

· Community Events Advertise and Sell Alcohol – Local Community Assessment Tools

2. What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process. 

3. What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). Contributing factors that represent the intervening variable of the promotion of alcohol use in the tri-county area include the following: monitoring of the location of alcohol advertising within the communities, alcohol is freely served at all community events, bars sponsor most of the community events, and community events regularly advertise and sell alcohol without strict guidelines. 

4. Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? A large portion of community events in our tri-county frontier area, are sponsored by local bars, which advertise and sell at the events. Local business will continue to be a large economic factor in our communities, but the monitoring of the sales has a substantial impact on the amount of alcohol available to underage youth and young adults. 

5. Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of the promotion of alcohol use by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Monitoring of the location of alcohol advertising

· Alcohol sales at community events

· Bars sponsoring community events

· Advertising and selling of alcohol at community events

It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups, will be noted at a later date.

State of Nevada

Strategic Prevention Framework: Assessment

Intervening Variable Report #7

Please append all Intervening Variable reports and the Introductory Section into a single document and submit it electronically to your Prevention Analyst.

Instructions: One Intervening Variable Report should be completed for each of the seven intervening variables that are part of the Nevada Community Logic Model. The seven intervening variables are listed below and in training materials. 

Intervening Variable: Pricing

Easy Retail Access to Alcohol for Youth/Young Adult

Low Enforcement of Alcohol Laws

Easy Social Access to Alcohol

Low Perceived Risk of Alcohol Use

Social Norms Accepting/Encouraging Youth/Young Adult Binge Drinking/Driving

Promotion of Alcohol Use

Low or Discount Pricing of Alcohol

1.
Please provide key data collected that describe this intervening variable. Describe your specific findings about this intervening variable. Data being used to describe the intervening variable of low or discount pricing of alcohol includes the following contributing factors:

· Happy Hour at Bars to Promote Discount Drinks – 44% - Local Community Assessment Tools

· Alcohol Purchases in Stores with Discounts – 48% - Telephone Survey Data

*Low percentages coupled with contributing factors and other intervening variables indicate the complexity of the problem within the community.

2.
What data have you not been able to collect or obtain to present a full picture of this intervening variable? How can you collect those data in the future? To date, all data was available to the coalition and the coalition community coordinators. The coalition will continue to monitor sources of data to ensure the continued availability of data for the SPF SIG process.

3.
What “contributing factors” do your data represent that together “create” this intervening variable? (You might review the examples of contributing factors to help you think about these categories). The only contributing factors that represent the intervening variable of low or discount pricing of alcohol in the tri-county area include: happy hours at retail establishments that promote discount drinks and buying alcohol at discount prices in retail stores.

4. 
Which contributing factors have the most substantial impact on this intervening variable in your community, and why? Discounting prices whether it is during happy hours or at stores promote excessive drinking and contribute to the overall problem of abusive drinking.

5.
Which contributing factors do you anticipate will be prioritized for this intervening variable and why? At this point in time and with the capacity portion of the process underway, the tri-county Frontier Community Coalition is anticipating addressing the intervening variable of the promotion of alcohol use by prioritizing the contributing factors as indicated below:

· Happy hour monitoring at bars that promote discount drinks

· Alcohol discount sales offered by stores in the community

It is anticipated that the capacity building process will be completed within the next several weeks. Any changes to the contributing factors or the prioritizing of the contributing factors that is deemed necessary by the community work groups, will be noted at a later date.
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