American Ambulance Association

Terrorism Preparedness Survey

Executive Summary of Results

Background

In February 2004, the American Ambulance Association (AAA) at the request of the Office of Domestic Preparedness of the Department of Homeland Security issued a survey to the AAA membership to determine if ambulance service providers were receiving funding for terrorism preparedness and response.  The survey gathered information on whether providers are involved in local emergency planning efforts and their ability and the obstacles they face in obtaining funding.  The results of the survey are based on the 283 unique responses that were submitted.

Profile of Respondents
Every possible combination of ambulance service provider operation base and type responded to the survey with 70% having strictly paid personnel.  Over 85% of respondents provide both emergency and non-emergency services and 68.3% serve multiple cities, towns or counties.  Eight-five percent of respondents had a rural area within their service area with approximately 35% having an urban area.  The average population that was served was between 30,000 and 65,000 people.
Preparedness and Response Plans

Approximately 68% of respondents answered that they are involved with a local or state emergency or terrorism preparedness and response group.  A little over half of respondents have no written emergency response plan.  Planning was cited as the most important operational need in preparation for a terrorist attack with training, personal protective equipment and communications equipment the next three top priorities.
Terrorism Preparedness Funding

Fifty eight percent of respondents stated that they had not been allocated any federal funding specifically for terrorism preparedness activities.  Of the 37% who responded they had received funding, 70.2% answered they had received funding for personal protective equipment, 42.3% for training, 36.5% for EMS equipment 34.6% for planning, 31.7% for drills and exercises, 29.8% for communications equipment, 27.9% for medications and medical supplies and 19.2% for risk/threat assessment.  The ODP/DHS State Homeland Security Grant Program was cited as the number one provider of funding with 62.6% of providers cited it as a source.  Other federal programs ranged from 2.8% to 9.3% as a source of funds.
Nearly 60% stated that their organization had not benefited from indirect access to items purchased with federal funds.  Finally, 82.8% responded they encountered either extreme difficulty or difficulty in obtaining federal funding and access to items purchased with federal funding.  The major reasons cited were inaccurate information about grant eligibility, competition for limited funds with other local public safety agencies especially fire and police department, lack of information about the grants and grant process and assistance in completing the grant applications.
