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1.Introduction
This document describes the deliverable D16.2 ‘Adolescents as customers’ online database.
The database underpins a website that is available at http://alice-rap.preventionstandards.eu/ .

The aim of the website is to provide an accessible summary of the evidence on the
effectiveness of those young people’s addictive behaviour’s policy components that were
identified through the policy mapping exercise included in D16.1. Evidence of the effectiveness
of these approaches was subsequently drawn from national policy evaluations and a
systematic review of reviews – both of these pieces of work were also included in D16.1.

The target audience for the website are those professionals with an interest in young people’s
addictive behaviours. The summary nature of the work means that although it will provide a
useful reference point for researchers, the main target group is policy makers and advocates of
evidence based interventions. The website is only currently available in English, and there are
no plans at the moment to provide versions in other languages.

2. Development of the website
In accordance with the ALICE-RAP Description of Work document, the objective of the website
database was to provide:

“…a searchable database [will be] populated and published online. The database will allow
users to search for specific information on [effectiveness of] relevant policies for each of the
member states. Source data will be extracted from the information obtained in Objective 1
[policy mapping and review of reviews, submitted in D16.1]. Basic and advanced searches will
allow interrogation of the data by variables such as policy priorities, structures of delivery,
population target, geography (e.g. urban v rural), and specified targets.”
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However, the limited availability of high quality evidence of effectiveness for young people’s
policy approaches identified in D16.1 meant that provision of such a comprehensive search
facility was not possible. Briefly, and as described fully in D16.1 although we successfully
mapped the content and development of EU addictive behaviour policy across many Member
States, none of these had been subject to high quality evaluation, and so it was not possible to
determine effectiveness of Member State approaches. Furthermore, policy scales and indices
had not, at the time of writing, been developed to assess strategies specifically targeting young
populations (cf policy scales for adult behaviours such as the AMPHORA scale to measure the
strictness and comprehensiveness of alcohol policies; Alcohol Policy Index; Tobacco Control
Scale). Therefore, whilst D16.1 and the website include a wide variety of approaches and
actions under addictive behaviour policy approaches, sections on evidence for effectiveness
are sparsely populated.

This finding was not unexpected; and as was confirmed through the mapping exercise, young
people’s addictive behaviours policies are complex, cut across multiple activity domains, and
are not easily amenable to empirical investigation. As this was partly anticipated, we also
undertook a systematic review of reviews of investigations into the effectiveness of the
approaches identified in national policies. We deliberately set a high methodological quality
threshold in this review. This was primarily to ensure that any recommendations arising from
the work were based on robust evidence, and the likelihood of bias was minimised. However,
this meant that those high quality (primary) studies that had been poorly reviewed, reported
non-behavioural outcomes in young people (e.g. behavioural intentions compared with
substance use), or were of insufficient number to warrant review were not included. Pertinent
exclusions included minimum unit pricing strategies for alcohol, and standardised packaging
for tobacco products. Whilst the public health case for policy change is strong for both these
examples, the review level evidence is relatively weak with respect to the impact on young
people’s substance use behaviour. For example, although alcohol pricing modelling strongly
predicts that minimum pricing will differentially affect adult alcohol drinkers according to
levels of consumption and harm, this analysis has not been yet extended to young people. Of
course, today’s young people may become harmful drinkers in the future, and so such policies
are relevant to the young, but we could not justify inclusion of such an approach in our
recommendations without young people specific evidence. Similarly, although small scale
experimental, observational, and qualitative studies suggests that young people are less likely
to initiate and maintain smoking with the introduction of standardised packaging, as this is a
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new policy (with Australia being the only country to have thus far implemented it) there is
currently no available evidence to suggest that it affects youth smoking rates. Hence this was
not included in our review.

In light of the lack of high quality and relevant evidence, it was decided to take a more
pragmatic and static approach to the presentation of evidence and recommendations. We
therefore

adopted

the

model

of

the

EMCDDA’s

‘Best

Practice

Portal’

(http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/best-practice) which is a useable and useful resource for
professionals, policymakers and researchers in the illegal drug field. Whilst recognising
limitations and weaknesses in accordance with an explicit methodological process, the Portal
provides information on the available evidence on drug-related prevention, treatment and
harm reduction. Pages are structured around intervention and policy approaches (e.g. drug
courts) under broad work areas (e.g. drug treatment, social reintegration). This model was
compatible with the policy framework we had developed in D16.1.

The D16.2 website was programmed in Wordpress using a bespoke visual design and pages are
described below. The LJMU researchers (Sumnall, Brotherhood) collaborated with an
independent web designer, Matija Strlekar, of 2GIKA (www.2gika.si) who was responsible for
the programming. All scientific information was adapted from the D 16.1 Adolescents as
Customers reports by LJMU and prepared for online publication by Strlekar. The website has
been tested on all major browsers (Internet Explorer, Firefox, Safari, Chrome) as well as
equivalent mobile/tablet systems. No proprietary plugins are required.

The website was formally activated on 1st February 2014 and will be initially disseminated
through ALICE-RAP and LJMU research networks. Visitor numbers have not yet been analysed,
although this data is collected.
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3. Website overview
3.1 Home Page
The Home Page provides a brief overview of the function and purpose of the website. The ten
broad policies and intervention approaches identified in D16.1 are placed in boxes. Clicking on
these provides a brief description of the approach and the instruction to click for a full
summary of the approach (see 3.3 Approach pages)
Links are provided to a number of key organisations and projects including FP7, ALICE-RAP,
EMCCDA, Centre for Public Health at LJMU, European Society for Prevention Research, and the
Mentor Prevention Hub.
The project home page clearly displays the ALICE-RAP and European commission branding. A
standard text box at the bottom of the page acknowledges the Commission’s funding, and
notes that the contents of the website are the responsibility of the authors only.
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3.2 Methodology
The methodology page provides an overview of the methodology used to construct the
webpages. The text indicates that the full methodology, data tables, and project report is
available from the authors. As this was designed to be a summary website, it was decided not
to upload or link to the full reports, which will become available on the main ALICE-RAP project
website.
Two important explanatory sections are included on this page. The first (About the evidence
presented) describes how the approaches were selected for inclusion (systematic review and
policy mapping). Definitions of evidence summary categories are then described. These were
based on the categories included in the EMCDDA Best Practice Portal, and adapted in
accordance with the language requirements and scope of the current project. Although some
of the Ineffective approaches identified were associated with iatrogenic outcomes, these
tended to be at the level of the intervention rather than a review conclusion of the approach,
hence this has not been included as a separate evidence summary category.
It is important to note that, as described earlier in this report, although many different
approaches were identified, there was little evidence of effectiveness for these. Hence, more
approaches are described than evidence presented.
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3.3 Approaches

The ten Approaches pages are identically structured but differ with respect to the type of
approaches included and the evidence for effectiveness. For example, Control and regulation
of supply, describes a number of frequently used approaches used to regulate or control the
availability of addictive goods/behaviours. These include broad approaches such as the
prohibition of illegal drugs under international/national law, to locally specific approaches such
as local monitoring of adherence to tobacco access ordinances. However, all approaches cited
are considered to be of Unknown effectiveness. In contrast, Prevention programmes describes
a frequently implemented and well-research policy domain. A large number of approaches are
described and a number of beneficial and likely to be beneficial approaches identified.
Importantly, this was a policy area in which it was also possible to include a number of
Ineffective approaches.
Each page provides a brief and more detailed description of the approach. Typical measures
included under this approach were identified through the policy mapping exercise or
systematic review. Therefore, the list of approaches cannot be considered exhaustive, and will
not include those policy actions not identified using these techniques. Approaches were
classified according to the framework presented in D16.1. The summary of evidence is
presented under those categories defined under 3.2 Methodology, and finally links to data
extraction tables of key reviews (PDF format) are provided.
The linked PDF documents present full review details including: bibliographic details; funding
sources; a description of the approach(es) reviewed using the participants, interventions,
comparisons, outcomes, and study design (PICOS) criteria; the number of studies included in
the review and quality assessment of those studies; and a summary of the review findings and
author conclusions. Each individual review summary is accessible through PDF bookmarks.
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4. Further development
The WordPress platform on which the website is based means that the content can be easily
updated. Although the formal workpackage participation of LJMU ends with this deliverable,
we intend to maintain and update the content of the website for at least the life cycle of the
wider ALICE-RAP project (up to March 2016). This is important as although there is currently
limited high quality review level evidence on the effectiveness of young people’s policy, new
publications, including those generated by the ALICE-RAP partnership, will lead to a better
understanding of this topic, and the evidential; status of the interventions described may be
updated.
Although the main URL will remain http://alice-rap.prevention-standards.eu/ and the website
will always be accessible through this address, this may be ‘masked’ in future to allow for
better integration with other sites and ALICE-RAP products. For example, the project leads may
decide that the main ALICE-RAP website should link to all online resources emerging from the
work (e.g. http://www.alicerap.eu/whatworks ).
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